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lutions adopted by the city of Portland 
on the Japanese question. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

[The matter referred to appears in the 
Appendix.1 i 

Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
-unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and include an ex¢erpt: from the 
Jersey Bulletin. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objectiou. 

_ [The matter referred to appears in the 
Appendix.] 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. PLUMLEY. Mry Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent td proceed for 1 

minute. f 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no re n. 

THE LATE J. aba BEDE 

Mr, PLUMLEY. | Speaker, the late 

Jd. Adam Bede was a end of my father. 
I am constrained on that account not to 
be silent as I learn of his death. 

That what I say db: pes not run into a 
long lot of words is not to be taken as a 
measure of the respect I desire to show 
the memory of my father’s friend. 

Mr. Bede was a mémber of the Fifty- 

eighth to Sixtieth Congresses. During 
his service in Congress he made many 
friends and made antindelible impression 
on those with whom he was associated 
for all time. 

A man of more th n ordinary ability, 
fearless and fair, he,was deserving of the 
genuine regard and respect of political 
friend and foe alike, and was so ac- 
credited. 

I knew him in days gone by, and was 
more than pleased lays gon the acquaint- 
ance and friendship during the last year 
when and while he was actively engaged 
in an effort to further the interests of 
the St. Lawrence er project, to which 

he knew I was unalterably opposed, as of 
the present. 

I listened to his Preuments, he know- 
ing that I did not agree with either his 
premise or his conclusions. I told him 
just what I thought about the proposi- 
tion, with which\he unalterably dis- 
agreed. 

These friendly controversial colloquies 
never raised a ripple of discord to disturb 
the friendly relations between us. 

The more I saw of him the better I 
liked him and the more genuinely I 
respected him. 

I am sorry to learn of his passing. 
Minnesota has lost one of its very able 
citizens and the ¢ountry a man whose 
integrity was unquestioned, whose ability 
was far above the average, whose en- 
thusiasm for and Whose belief in those 
things for which ‘he stood was as un- 
limited and as unchangeable as the 
mountains round about Jerusalem. We 
need and can ill afford to lose such men 
as J. Adam Bede. ; 

(Mr. PLUMLEY asked and was given 

permission to revise and extend his re- 

marks.) 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that today, after the 
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legislative busihess.of the day has been 
disposed of and other special orders, I 
may address the House for 5 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. | Without objection, it 
is so ordered, f 

There was no objection. i 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS f 

Mr. RANKIN fot Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous donsent to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and 
to insert therein @ statement I made be- 
fore the Cen on Public Lands. 

The SPEA eco objection, it 
is so ordere ot 
There vs no tes 

  

(The mais referred | in the 
—— 

Mr. Pe I ask 
araieet enn ee t to exitad my own re- 

marks in’ the Retorp with reference to 
the late ¢ ine gand ede, to follow the re- 
marks ed the genill ie from Minnesota 

(Mr, Knutson], 

The Enea Without objection, it 
is so ordered. \ 

There was no objection. 

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
state the question of personal privilege. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to a question of persona! privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Michigan may state his question. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, from 
an article in PM of Friday, April 10, 1942, 
captioned “Probe due on Horrman,” the 
following is quoted: 
HorrMan is wanted for questioning by the 

Federal grand jury that already has indicted 
George Sylvester Vierick, Nazi propagandist; 

George Hill, Fisu’s former secretary-clerk; and 

several others for helping spread the gospel 
according to Hitler in the United States of 
America. 

Farther down in the article is this 
sentence, which refers to two talks made 
on the fioor of the House, one on January 
27, the other on January 30, in the fol- 
lowing language: 

The Hoffman speech was titled “Don’t Haul 
Down the Stars and Stripes, or Roosevelt Is 
a Judas.” 

That statement is a deliberate false- 
hood, for the two speeches were entitled 
“Don’t Haul Down the Stars and Stripes,” 
and no reference to Roosevelt as a Judas 
was contained therein. 

In the Detroit News, under date of 
April 10, is found this statement: 
Horrman, bitterly outspoken isolationist 

from Allegan, has, grand-jury investigators 
assert, either consciously or otherwise, let his 

Speeches in the House of Representatives be 
used as part of an anti-Roosevelt, anti- 
British, anti-Jewish campaign, which, the 
investigators declare, is clearly subversive. 

The foregoing statement is wholly 
false, for the speeches referred to, being 
those of January 27 and January 30, are 
speeches made in opposition to the effort 

of certain anti-Americans to cause us to 
surrender our independence, adopt a dec- 
laration of interdependence, become a 
part of a United States of the World,   and lose our national identity.     
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The Detroit News article of April 10 
contained this further statement: 

Circulation of Horrman’s speeches was one 
of the activities of George Sylvester Vierick, 
recently convicted Nazi master spy, accord- 

ing to preliminary grand-jury developments 
last week. It developed late Thursday that 

HorrMan had supplied reprints of his “Roose- 

velt Is a Judas” speech to an anti-British 
editor in Omaha, Nebr. 

That charge is false, insofar as it refers 
to my talks made on the floor of the 
House as a “Roosevelt Is a Judas” speech. 
Nor did Vierick, whom I do not know, 
ever, to my knowledge, circulate any 
speech made by me. Moreover, speeches 
made on the House floor can be purchased 
of the Government printer by anyone 
securing copies of the Recorp. Even 
Maloney might quote the Bible to justify 
his smear campaign, but that would not 
give him an air of sanctity. 

The newspaper comments quoted 
above call in question my loyalty, my 
patriotism, my integrity, and raise a 
question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair feels that 
the first statement read, to wit— 
Horrman is wanted for questioning by the 

Federal grand jury that already has indicted 

George Sylvester Vierick, Nazi propagandist; 
George Hill, Fisu’s former secretary-clerk; 
and several others for helping spread the 

gospel according to Hitler in the United 
States of America— 

constitutes a question of personal privi- 
lege. 

The gentleman from Michigan is rec- 
ognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks and to include therein a 
propaganda sheet put out by the World 
Fellowship, Inc.; and two full-page ads, 
one from the Washington Star of Janu- 
ary 5, and the other from the New York 
Times of December 18, 1941. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Permit me to preface 
my remarks by calling attention to the 
fact that under the law grand-jury pro- 
ceedings are supposed to be secret; that 
no witness called before the grand jury is 
permitted to divulge the substance of his 
testimony. Nor is anyone, special prose- 
cutor, grand-jury foreman, member of 
the grand jury, or court attendant guard- 
ing the deliberations of a grand jury, per- 
mitted, under the law, to disclose any of 
the proceedings of the grand jury. 

Notwithstanding this strict rule of law, 
the purpose uf which is to prevent those 
whose activities are being investigated 
from learning what is being done, if is 
apparent that the spirit, if not the letter, 
of the law is being violated by the inves- 
tigators employed either by Special At- 
torney Maloney or the grand jury itself. 

Much information has been given to 
the public through the press by those 
purporting to be acting for the grand 
jury. Note this statement from the De- 
troit News: 

Circulation of Horrman’s speeches was one 

of the activities of George Sylvester Vierick, 
recently convicted Nazi master spy, accord- 
ing to preliminary grand-jury developments 
last week. 
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Just when and why did special grand- 

jury investigators disclose to the public 
press matters under investigation by the 
grand jury? Those who have read the 
Washington Post have noted with amaze- 
ment the disclosure by that paper of 
grand-jury testimony. It would seem as 
though the Post’s reporter had access to 
transcripts of the testimony. That 
should not be. 

I suggest that the Speaker of the House 
appoint a committee to call before it the 
special attorney, Maloney, reporters for 
the Post, and the grand-jury investi- 
gators, and ascertain whether or not the 
present investigation is not being con- 
ducted as a smear campaign in an effort 
to defeat all those who, prior to Decem- 
ber 7, might be considered as isolation- 
ists; that such a committee inquire as to 
whether or not the special attorney him- 
self did not, when seeking an extension 
of the life of the grand jury, make the 
statement that, if he was given 3 addi- 
tional months, he could defeat every Re- 
publican candidate for Congress who had 
been opposed to our entry into war. 

I also suggest that the committee in- 
vestigate and determine whether the pro- 
ceedings of the grand jury have been 
secret, as required by law, and whether a 
reporter for the Washington Post has not, 
in some unauthorized way, obtained ac- 
cess to grand-jury records. 

Let us return now to the charge made 
against me to the effect that the speeches 
made by me on January 27 and 30 are 
being used by Nazi agents, 

Naturally, I have no way of knowing by 
whom and how those two speeches are 
being used. To that charge suffice it to 
say that the Constitution itself may be 
used and quoted from by convicted crim- 
inals; that it is a common saying that 
the devil can quote Scripture for his own 7 
purpose, 3 P 

For those two speeches I make not the 
slightest apology. Those speeches were 
printed in the Recorp at the time they 
were made. Later, permission to revise 
them was given on the floor, as is stated 
in the reprint of the two when they were 
combined. 

In my judgment, anyone who can find 
anything in either of those speeches— 
copies of which will be furnished to any 
Member desiring the same—which is dis- 
loyal, unpatriotic, un-American, must 
have a twisted and a warped mind or be 
in favor of surrendering our independ- 
ence, hauling down our flag and becom- 
ing a principality or dominion of some 
world organization. 

There is in those two speeches not one 
word which anyone who loves this coun- 
try, who believes in our Constitution, who 
wants to preserve for our posterity the 
liberties and the freedom which we have 
enjoyed, can find any fault. 

Those speeches have been referred to 
as Roosevelt Is a Judas speeches, That 
is a false statement. The reprint shows 
on its face that it is made in opposition 
to those who would destroy our national 
identity. ‘The first one does use the 
words “a Judas,” but it uses them in con- 
nection with the efforts of Clarence Streit 
and his associates, and I repeat that 
charge here and now that Streit and   
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those who would destroy our national 
identity are betrayers of our country. 

if Prosecutor Maloney and the grand 
jury are really interested in exposing se- 
dition and subversive activities, I sug- 
gest to him that the grand jury, by in- 
vestigation, obtain answers to the follow- 
ing: p 

First. Are our drafted men fighting in 
foreign lands for the preservation of our 
national identity? 

Second. Do those fighting men need 
supplies and munitions of war, such as 
clothing, guns, ammunition, tanks, 
Planes, ships? 

Third. Is it not true that one member 
of a family is drafted for active 24-hour 
service? 

Fourth. Is it not true that the brother 
or the father of the drafted man, when 
he seeks to aid in the production of the 
munitions or material the drafted man 
needs, is first required to pay a union 
before he can go to work? 

Fifth. If a man can be drafted, as he 
is, to serve in a foreign land 24 hours a 
day in the fighting forces, why should his 
father or brother who remains at home 
be required to pay an initiation fee to a 
union when ‘he seeks to work in support 
of the drafted man? - 

Sixth. What right has a union to re- 
quire a man to pay an initiation fee and 
monthly dues as a condition precedent to 
national defense work? 

Seventh. What, if anything, are you or 
the grand jury doing to end that unlaw- 
ful, subversive conduct? 

Eighth. Do you not know that exorbi- 
tant profits have been made by some cor- 
Porations? If you do, what action are 
you or the grand jury taking to end that 
practice? 

Apparently you are inquiring into my 
right to make a speech advocating the 
preservation of our National Govern- 
ment, the continuance of our Govern- 
ment under our Constitution. 

Ninth. Why do you condemn such 
@ speech and ignore activities which have 
actually interfered, and are today inter- 
fering, with the effort of our fighting men 
to preserve that Government? 

If, in the opinion of Maloney, the 
speeches of January 27 and 30 are im- 
proper, why does he not investigate 
that portion of the press which car- 
ries the statement that those speeches 
are “Roosevelt Is a Judas” speeches? 
Why does he not call before the grand 
jury Stokes of the Washington Post and 
ask him to point out the words in that 
speech which states that Roosevelt is a 
Judas? Why does he not ask Stokes 
whether he, too, believes that the Stars 
and Stripes should come down, that our 
Declaration of Independence should be 
disregarded, and that we should become 
a principality of some foreign nation? 
Why does he not ask Stokes whether he 
is an American or whether he is a sub- 
ject of some foreign nation? 

Let him ask Stokes whether he believes 
that we should continue to remain the 
United States of America or whether we 
should become a part of a world group. 

Let me add that I have no apologies to 
make for the speeches of January 27 
and January 30; thet I defy anyone to 

st 

  

find in them one word of disloyalty; one 
word that is un-American. 

I have not now, I never had, any con- 
nection whatsoever with Vierick, with 
Hill, with Hudson, with Winrod, or any- 
one else who to my knowledge is circu- 
lating any pro-Nazi material. If any of 
those who have sent out copies of Don’t 
Haul Down the Stars and Stripes are en- 
gaged in subversive or seditious activities, 
they are doing it without my knowledge 
and neither Prosecutor Maloney nor any- 
one else should criticize the fact that a 
patriotic talk such as Don’t Haul Down 
the Stars and Stripes was given circula- 

tion. 
The prosecutor has no more right to 

link me with any pro-Nazi agent than I 
would have to link him with a murderer 
or any other criminal who might be seen 
in the courtroom with him. 

Let me reaffirm my opposition to all 
those, whether it be Special Attorney 
Maloney, Hudson, Winrod, Asher, or 
some stooge of Hitler masquerading as 
an American, who nevertheless seeks, in 
addition to the destruction of our Na- 
tion by force, to destroy that Nation by 
Subversive propaganda asking us to sur- 
render our independence, to haul down 
the Stars and Stripes and hoist in lieu 
thereof a foreign flag, be it the flag of 
Hitler or the flag of a world supergov-_ 
ernment, z 

For me, the Stars and Stripes and the 
principles they represent are good 
enough. 

Task Prosecutor Maloney: Does he fa- 
vor the hauling down of the Stars and 
Stripes? Does he think it adds to the 
war effort to tell our people that we 
should surrender our independence and 
now join in a United States of the World? 
Does he believe that we should appro- 
priate, as asked by World Fellowship, 
Inc., $1,100,000,000 to form a superworld 
government, while we now need every 
dollar of our resources to win this war? 

I was told this morning that the dis- 
trict attorney—we will call him Mr. 
Maloney hereafter—wanted me down be- 
fore the grand jury at 10:30. I just came 
back late last night, and having work 
on the desk, I thought that the district 
attorney could wait until this afternoon, 
so I told him I would be down at 3 o'clock, 
and, graciously, no objection was made. 

After you go before a grand jury you 
cannot disclose anything that happens 
there; the proceedings of a grand jury, 
of course, are secret. What has been 
bothering me of late is the fact that for 
Some time the papers have been telling 
what the grand jury was doing and what 
the witnesses were supposed to have dis- 
closed. For example, in this article this 
morning and in the press of the tenth, 
and of other dates, it is stated that ac- 
cording to grand-jury investigators I had 
been circulating or permitting somebody 
to circulate some of my material, some- 
One who is an agent of the Nazi govern- 
ment, That statement is false. Now, 
where do the papers get that idea? How 
does the press know what the grand jury 
is doing? How do the boys of the press, 
how do the boys who report for the 
Washington Post know what things have 
happened, what proceedings have been  
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had before the grand jury? I would sug- 

gest to Maloney that he investigate some 

of his own investigators, and that here- 

after the information that is given out be 

given out in accordance with the law and 

with grand-jury procedure, with which 
he is doubtless familiar. 

Going now to these charges that are 

made and to the newspaper headlines 

which state that I made a speech entitled 

“Don’t Haul Down the Stars and Stripes,” 
that much of it is right. This is the rest 

of the title “Or Roosevelt as a Judas.” 

T have copies of that reprint here, and I 

hope that every Member of the House 

will take one of them and see if they can 

find in that talk, which is a combination 

of two talks I made on the floor of the 

House, one on January 27 and the other 

on the 30th of January, any reference 

anywhere to the President as a Judas. 

The words “a Judas” were used, but how 

and where and to whom do they refer? 

Those two words have reference to Streit. 

In the first part of the speech what 

was I talking about? I was talking about 

this group called World Fellowship, Inc., 

and another one, Federal Union, Inc. 

Here are the two of them. 

What did those groups propose to do? 

We are in a war, a war which needs the 

efforts of every individual, yet that group 

seeks to distract the attention of our 

people by calling upon us at this time, a 

time of great national danger, to do 

what? ‘To forsake and give up the Dec- 

jaration of Independence adopted by our 

forefathers in 1776 and to adopt in place 

thereof a declaration of interdependence. 

They ask us, in effect, to haul down the 

Stars and Stripes and hoist in place 

thereof the flag of a superworld govern- 

ment. 
The other organization, World Fellow- 

ship, Inc., came along, and they asked 

this House, through this circular, marked 

“Rxhibit C,” which every Member has 

received, to give the President of the 

United States on his birthday, January 

30, and that is the date of the last speech, 

$100,000,000—think of it—to be used for 

what? For the carrying on of the war? 

For the buying of munitions? For the 

buying of ships? No; no. They asked 

us to give $100,000,000 to Tom, Dick, and 

Harry, men selected by the President as 

representatives of foreign nations, to 

form a United States of the World, of 

which we should be a part. 

They go further and say that when 

the President has appointed these men— 

and who they will be no one knows—when 

he has appointed these men, and when 

they have written this constitution of 

the world government, which was to su- 

persede or override at least, our Consti- 

tution, we were also to give to him by 

that same bill which they asked someone 

in the House to introduce, $1,000,000,000 

t. used at the discretion of these men 

to effectuate, to make active this United 

States of the World. 

Is there any reason why every loyal 

American should not oppose with all 

his heart, with all his mind, and with 

all his strength an effort like that to 

petray our country? mt : 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Will the 

gentleman yield? I do not want to di- 

vert the gentleman from the course of 

ees 
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his train of thought, But it seems to 
me the thing that the Members of the 

House would be immediately concerned 

with is how the gentleman’s speeches 

happened to get into ‘this publication, 

whether they were with or without his 

consent. That is the crux of the thing. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Get into what?  « 
Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Into this 

circular, referred to in today’s Post, that 

went out all over the country. This cir- 

cular letter is said to have contained a 

copy of the gentleman’s speech in which 

he refers to the President and other peo- 
ple, and I think it may fairly be assumed 

he meant to class them with Judas. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Who? 
Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. 

_ President of the United States. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. I did not do any such 

thing. 
Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Read it. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Well, I have read it. 

I wrote it. 
Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. If the 

gentleman did not call hima Judas, that 

is about the only thing the gentleman 
has not called the President. 

Mr. HOFFMAN, Whatever I said 
about him prior to our entry into the 
war I stand on, sir. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. What 

we would like to know is how the gentle- 
man’s speeches got into that letter. 

Mr, HOFFMAN. When the gentle- 

man suggests that there is a disloyal 
thought in my mind, he is just drawing 
on his imagination, 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. 
suggest that. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. When the gentleman 

even thinks, on the other hand, that lam 
going to accept all of the President’s 
policies, he is mistaken, and I have heard 

the gentleman himself stand on this floor 
-and criticize the activities of this ad- 
ministration. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. 
do it again. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. There is no question 
about that. You have condemned just 
as bitterly as I have the wasteful spend- 

ing of this administration; you have con- 
demned just as bitterly as I have the hir- 
ing of these fan dancers, these boon- 

The 
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dogglers, and teachers of horseshoe 
throwing, bowling, and all of those 

things. 
Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia, None of 

my speeches have ever been circulated by 
any subversive group. How did the gen- 

tleman’s speech get into that letter? 
Mr. HOFFMAN. That is easily an- 

swered. You may just as well ask, How 

does anyone get a copy of the Bible when 

he goes to a hotel? There is a Gideon 

in many a hotel room, is there not? If 
you recited the Lord’s Prayer on the floor 

of the Congress, is there any way by 
which you could prevent anyone, even a 

Nazi agent, from circulating it? I, made 

those two speeches on the floor of the 

House. Certain women came into my 

Office and asked if they could have copies 
of that reprinted. I was going to send 
out those speeches to the people of my 
district, and I did send them out. These 

women wanted copies. I said, “All right.” 
One of them was just as good, just as   loyal a woman who ever lived; the other 
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I did not know personally. Did the gen- 

tleman ever reflise anyone who came to 

him and wanted a copy of his speech? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I say 

right now we ought to be very scrupu- 

Jously careful where our speeches gc. I 

do not believe any Member of Congress 

ought to be permitted in this emergency 

to let anyone send his speeches any- 

where. I think a Member of Congress 

ought to be permitted to send to his con- 

stituents whatever he wants to send un- 

der his own authority, put it is a dan- 

gerous thing in this emergency for us to 

permit speeches to be printed and pro- 

miscuously sent out in quantities to be 

circulated possibly for ulterior purposes. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Why, of course, for 

ulterior purposes. No Member of this 

House would send out speeches for ul- 

terior purposes. Is it not true, as a mat- 

ter of law and as a matter of fact, that 

I can order as many of the gentleman’s 

speeches, and he can order as many of 

mine as he wants, if he pays for the 

printing? 
Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. That is 

not true. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. You can buy copies 

of the Recorp, can you not? And the 

Recorp will contain a copy of your 

speech. 
Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. The 

gentleman cannot have my speecn re- 

printed without my consent at the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Waitaminute. An- 

swer my question. Does the gentleman 

say I cannot send to the Public Printer 

and get a copy of the Recorp? 
Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Oh, the 

gentleman can buy copies of the public 
RECORD. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Does the gentleman 

-say that I cannot have as many reprinted 

as I wish? 
Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. The gen- 

tleman cannot, not by the Government 

Printing Office. é 

Mr. HOFFMAN. No; but cannot I have 
them printed by anybody—an outside 

printer? : 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. The gen- 
tleman’s speech that’ was sent out was 
printed by the Government Printing 

Office and could only have been secured 

on his order, unless he gave someone else 
permission to have that reprinted. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. The gentleman is 
right about that, but answer the other 

question. When I get a copy of the gen- 

tleman’s speech from the Public Printer, 

can I not at my own expense have as 
many reprinted as I want to? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Not in 
| the form in which the gentleman’s speech 
was circulated. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. In any form. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. 
the Government Printing Office. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Some place else. 

Mr, WOODRUM of Virginia. wi Y 
not talking about some place else. sia 

Mr. HOFFMAN, I am. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. The gen- 
tleman’s speech came from the Goyern- 
ment Printing Office. That is what he is 
talking about. 

Not at   Mr. HOFFMAN. Sure it did,
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Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. How did 
this association get quantities of the gen- 
tleman’s speech? 

Mr. HOFFMAN. I will tell you in a 
moment. You answer my question. Can 
I not have the gentleman’s speech re- 
printed at my own expense? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. 
that form. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. In some other form, 
then. The gentleman knows I can. 

Mr. WOODRUM .of. Virginia. I have 
been here 20 years, and I never knew a 
Congressman to have another Congress- 
man’s speech reprinted without his per- 
mission. I have not known it to happen. 
I do not think there is a Member of the 
body who would do it. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. That is doubtless 
true. Speeches of Congressmen have 
been reprinted by other organizations at 
their own expense, not at the Govern- 
ment Printing Office, and fhe gentleman 
must be aware of it. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. The gen- 
tleman’s speech, though, was from the 
Government Printing Office; it was not 
printed some place else. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. That is right. 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker,. will the 

gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Not now. I want to 

tell him how these speeches got out. 
I started to tell the gentleman how 

these speeches got out. I was ordering 
this reprint for circulation in my district, 
and it has been circulated in my district 
to every rural box holder. It is going to 
be circulated in my district to all of the 
city box holders in the district and, if I 
can get the names, to all of the individual 
voters in my district, because it has been 
charged as being a Roosevelt as a Judas 
speech, and that is not true. Moreover, 
no greater service can be rendered at this 
time than to inform our people of this 
effort to destroy our Government. Iam 
going to send one to every voter in my 
district, to every voter, and let him read 
it for himself. Let each voter see for 
himself how false is the charge that it is 
not 100-percent American. Some in the 
district have read it and they do not put 
any such construction on it as has the 
gentleman. What our people say is that 
this is no time to talk about doing away 
with our Constitution, this is no time to 
talk about the Hauling down of our flag, 
this is no time to talk about the sur- 
rendering of our national identity and 
becoming a part of a world supergayern- 
ment. Our people are all for the winning 
of the war but they will not support a 
movement to scrap our national exist- 
ence. That is what they say at home- 
When these speeches were ordered they 
came in. A woman who lives here in 

Washington—a gray-haired woman— 
came to the office, and she had a list of 
her friends in a book—printed. She 
asked me if she could have some of them 
to send to her friends. She sat down 
there at the desk and she directed those 
in franked envelopes to her friends, mem- 
bers of a patriotic organization. Is there 
anything wrong about that? __ 

Not only that, but others that were 
sent out were sent out at the request of 
the people, all of whom I assume to be 
loyal Americans, who were contributing 

Not in 
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to or paid the cost of printing them. 
The district attorney here, if he wants, 
or anyone else who wants to know who 
paid for them, can come over to my office 
and get that information. The files are 
open. The letters are open that they 
wrote me asking for them. I would be 
glad to have the gentleman read some of 
the letters that were written requesting 
copies of those speeches. The gentleman 
might get a different idea as to what the 
speech was, and the purport of it, and 
the effect of it if he would read some of 
these letters, undoubtedly from patriotic 
Americans who think this is no time to 
talk of lowering the Stars and Stripes. 

So those speeches went out in the 
shape they are brought in here, not in 
franked enclosures but in franked en> 
velopes to the people of my district. 
They went out to these people and what- 
ever they did with them, naturally, I do 
not know. Inever met this man Viereck 
and I never met this man Hill and I have 
no recollection of ever meeting Hudson 
or any of these other men named in the 
newspapers. Yet these papers charge 
that I, in some incomprehensible way, am 
hooked up with those men. That is a 
falsehood and every Member of this 
House ought to know it is a falsehood. 

Going one step further, what is this 
man Maloney doing anyway? It was re- 
ported to me this morning when I got 
here that Mr. Maloney had made the 
statement—and you Republicans ought 
to take notice of this—he wanted an- 
other year and he finally got 3 months, 
and at that time the statement was made 
that if he could get a 3 months’ exten- 
sion he would get every Republican, de- 
feat every Republican, who is a Member 
of this House and who had been an isola- 
tionist prior to December 7. I am tell- 
ing you over on that side, too, that you 
men who have been isolationists or you 
men who have been critical, are going 
to meet with the same fate, 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOFFMAN. I yield to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. McCORMACK. That is a very 
serious accusation, Upon what basis 
does the gentleman make that state- 
ment? x 

Mr. HOFFMAN, I make that state- 
ment on information conveyed to me this 
morning and upon the newspaper re- 
ports of his actions. r 

Mr. McCORMACK. Yes; but will the 
gentleman state the source? 

Mr. HOFFMAN. No; I will not state 
the source. If I did we would probably 
have that man before the grand jury. 
Mr.McCORMACK. All right, the gen- 

tleman refuses, but the gentleman has 
made the statement that the Assistant 
United States Attorney — . 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Special attorney. 
Mr, McCORMACK. Well, he is con- 

nected with the Department of Justice 
and according to the gentleman he has 
said that, give him 3 months and he would 
defeat every Republican Member of the 
House. That is a very drastic st@tement 
and I think the gentleman ought to take 
the House into his confidence and in- 
form the House the source of the state- 

.| ment and not leave it, as the gentleman   

has, a statement based upon hearsay 
evidence. In other words, somebody has 
told the gentleman from Michigan, ap- 
parently, according to what he says, that 
that statement was made, and the gen- 
tleman refuses to disclose who told him, 
If the gentleman did, that would be the 
best evidence. As the matter stands now 
that is purely hearsay. Would the gen- 
tleman want to leave himself in that 
position? 

Mr.HOFFMAN. The gentleman wants 
to leave it that way. That is a drastic 
statement, but it is not as drastic as 
what the district attorney down here is 
doing. Just why does the district at- 
torney down here want to mention the 
name of Hill in connection with my 
name? Why does he want to mention 
the name of Vierick in connection with 
my name? Those speeches are a mat- 
ter of public record, and the sending out 
of them is a matter gf public record if he _ 
wants to discover the truth. The num- 
ber of copies printed and the price paid 
are matters.of public record. What is he 
after? He is making ammunition for the 
campaign. That is what he is doing. If 
he wants to investigate subversive ac- 
tivities, why does he not investigate these 
People who want to go into this Union 
Now? I am not the only one who ob- 
jects to that. Here is the dean of -the 
House ans had something to say on that 
subject: Look at the Recorp, page 915, 
January 30, when I was talking about this 
matter, I said: i 

That organization would inveigle our citi- 
zens into a united states of the world where 
their property, their incomes, would be at the 
mercy of Old World politicians. 

I see before me the dean of the House, who 
has served here for more than 80 years. Be- 
cause of his age and training, he has had a 
wealth of experience. He must know what 
the people, at least the people of his district 
and in the great city of Chicago, are thinking. 
I would inquire of him now for the purpose 
of information only, and no other purpose, 

whether he feels that if this movement to 
create a supergovernment, this movement to 
make us one of either the United States of the 
World, or United Nations—if this drive con- 
tinues—whether our people will continue to 

have the same faith, the same enthusiasm for 
the policies of the administration they now 
have? 

The gentleman from Mlinois [Mr. 
SapatH] asked if I would yield, and I said 
yes, and he said: ‘ 

Mr. SapaTH. I will say to the gentleman 
that I am of the honest opinion that the 

American people will never give up their in- 
dependence and the rights and the privileges 
that come to them because of our independ- 
ence. They cherish it, they will fight for it, 
and will never agree that it be in any way 
abolished or modified. 

Mr. Horrman. I am glad to hear the gen- 
tleman say that. I hope that on the floor of 
this House, because he has great influence 
here and with the administration, he will use 
his influence and his voice to speak against 
this movement. 

So I suggest to Maloney that he call 
before him the authors of those two- 
page advertisements and the author of 
this circular, who wants us to appropri- 
ate $1,100,000,000 for the purpose of 
forming a world supergovernment; and 
I suggest that he find out who supplies 
their funds, and who gives them the list 
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that they send this material to, and what 
their purpose is. . 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield again? 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Yes. 
Mr. McCORMACK. I am very much 

interested in the gentleman’s statement. 
I don’t want to interrogate the gentle- 
man from Michigan, but Iam very much 
interested in the charge that he made, 
because if that is true, it is a very serious 
charge. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. What charge? 
Mr. McCORMACK. About the Spe- 

cial Assistant Attorney General’s want- 
ing an extension of time and his stating 
that if he had it he would defeat the 
Republicans. Of course, we know that 
is ridiculous, to begin with; that nobody 
could bring about that accomplishment; 
and I am concerned about that state- 

ment and, in fairness to a gentleman who 
cannot take the floor—— 

Mr. HOFFMAN."Whom does the gen- 

tleman mean—who cannot take the 

floor? 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Maloney. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Oh, he will have me 

down before the grand jury this after- 

noon, and you will see the whole thing 

spread through the newspapers in the 
morning, in the Washington Post. 

Mr. McCORMACK. But the fact is 

the gentleman would not be down there 

except for these speeches that . were 

printed by the Public Printer that had 

been used by the organization that was 

under investigation, so from that angle 

we have to look at the origin of them, 

and the gentleman is to blame himself; 
but coming back—— 

Mr. HOFFMAN. And what am I to 

blame for? Am T to be criticized because 
I insist upon the preservation of our 
national existence? I made a speech to 
that effect, it came into the hands of 
others who sent it out at their own ex- 

pense with statements to which I do not 
subscribe. SoIam told that even though 
the speech is patriotic, it should not have 
been made. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Would the gentle- 
man be willing to tell the House Judiciary 
Committee the source of that informa- 
tion? 4 M 

Mr. HOFFMAN. No; I will keep it for 
Maloney if he wants it. 

Mr. McCORMACK. What? 
Mr. HOFFMAN. For Maloney. The 

gentleman knows him. 
Mr. McCORMACK. I never met him. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. He is the smear 
artist. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Was he smearing 
when he convicted Vierick? 

Mr. HOFFMAN. No, he was not; but 

even the devil himself has some good 

qualities. 
Mr. McCORMACK. I investigated 

Mr, Vierick 6 years ago. He has always 

been a spy. = 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Did he not rewrite 

the President’s speeches, or some of 

them? a“ 
Mr. McCORMACK. I do not know 

that the gentleman is any more correct 

in that than in the previous statement 

he made. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. All right. You say 

he did not. I do not know. That ques- 

tion just shows you and the Members 
how easy it is to ask a question and leave 

a distasteful thought. The gentleman 
does not claim that I ever knew Vierick 
or met him? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I am not even go- 
ing into that. I accept the gentleman’s 

word for it. I am only concerned about 
the statement that he made, the charge 
about the Assistant Attorney General. 

_ Mr. HOFFMAN. Well, he has the 

grand jury, and he has the power of sub- 

pena and the power of administering an 
oath, and he can get all of that informa- 
tion himself. _ 

Mr. McCORMACK. I always believe in 

respecting character and reputation. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Then the gentleman 

better talk to Maloney. 
Mr. McCORMACK. I am talking to 

the gentleman from Michigan. I do not 

know Mr. Maloney. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. 

met him. 
Neither do I—never 

Mr. McCORMACK. J give the gentle- 
man-one more opportunity—— 

Mr. HOFFMAN. You do not need to; T 
answer “No” now. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Does the gentle- 
man want to disclose the source of his in- 

formation? 
Mr. HOFFMAN. You do not need to 

ask the question. I answer “No.” 

Mr. McCORMACK. Did this woman 

pay for the speeches? 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Part of them. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Will the gentle- 

man state how much he purchased and 

how much she did? 
Mr. HOFFMAN. No; I cannot tell 

without the record. If the gentleman 

wants to call my office, I will tell him. 
They paid part and I paid part. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Does the gentle- 
man think that Congress should pass a 

Jaw that would forbid the reprinting of 

speeches unless the Member who made 

the speeches paid for them, would be a 

good thing? 
_Mr, HOFFMAN, I think that kind of 
a law in connection with a Jaw which 
would prevent the bureaucrats sending 

out their propaganda might be a good 
thing, because we do not send out one 
fraction of what they do. Of late, fot 
several years, Government funds have 
been used to popularize the pet theories of 
bureaucrats. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. HOFFMAN, Yes. 
Mr. FISH. I desire at this time to put 

into the Recorp a statement of a news- 
paper reporter giving a brief account of 
a dinner held recently at the Willard 
Hotel at which the speakers called for 
the liquidation of all leading nonin- 
terventionists by every possible means, 
including the Mann Act, income tax, or 
direct attack or smearing. The war is 
being fought to save America from Nazi 
methods and the fear of the gestapo, yet 
it is proposed by the overseas writers to 
outdo the worst features of Hitler’s Ger- 

many to destroy freedom of speech and 
purge Members of Congress for trying to 
keep America out of wai unless attacked, 
prior to Pearl Harbor. That is the surest 
way to discord and disunity and a dis-   service toward winning the war. At a   

fAtivils to 
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luncheon the other day Senafor Hrkim 
JoHNSON came over to me and he was so 
mad he could hardly speak. He asked 
me if I had seen or heard about a certain 
dinner of the overseas reporters a week 
or so ago. I said I had not. Then he 
proceeded to tell me about it and asked 
me to look at what John O’Donnell wrote 
in the newspaper about it. This is what 
I found. It comes from the Washington 
Times-Herald of Monday, March 30, 1942. 
It is headed “Extract from ‘Capitol Stuff,’ 
by John O'Donnell, page 13, March 30, 
1942,” and it reads as follows: 

Saturday night members of the Cabinet 
and Supreme Court were guests at the Wil- 

lard of the Overseas Writers Association, and 
heard some bloodthirsty eppeals; with much 
talk of concentration camps and treason, 

from ex-reporters now turned starry-eyed’ 

crusaders at so much per month or per 

lecture. 
The American press which had opposed 

this Nation's intervention in the war before 
the Pearl Harbor attack were hammered 
lustily, with the anvil chorus led by the 

three former reporters of the Chicago 

Tribune. 
The significant point is that such potent 

Roosevelt advisers as Supreme Court Justice 
Felix Frankfurter— 

I am told that Secretary of the Navy 
Knox was there also-— 
and the paid personnel of the official propa- 

ganda agencies applauded lustily such dec- 

laratious as: “The American Senate must be 
taught the facts of life. * * * The im- 
portant thing is to put an end to criticism 
of the Roosevelt administration by whatever 

means may be necessary. * * * Beruth- 

less as the enemy. * * * Get him on 

his income tax or the Mann Act, * * * 
Hanghim * * * shoothim * * * or 
lock him up in a concentration camp,” 

Those in sooth are wild and whirring words. 
But the fact that they were proclaimed at a 
Washington dinner party before men who are 

directing the Nation’s war effort and that 

they received an emotional administration 

claque, indicates the drift of the time. After 

all, there’s a national election on the way. 
And a tighter censorship. 

I spoke to Senator Tart, who was 
nearby, and asked him what he knew 
about it. He said he knew about it and 
had a copy of it and thought it was dis- 
graceful. I understand also that Senator 
VanpeNseRrc was there, and said that this 
account understates and does not do 
justice to what was said. When speeches 
like that are made and go out in the 
public press that they intend to get all 
the noninterventionists, particularly the 
leaders, and to purge them one way or 
anothér, stop at nothing, the time has 
come for the noninterventionists to 

-fight back, and if we are going to be 
purged through the income tax, through 
attacks of that kind and smear attacks, 
it is time for the Congress to take some 
cognizance of it and to defend the right 
of free speech and of Members of Con- 
gress to send out and distribute their 
speeches. 

I want these remarks to go right into 
the Recorp at this point. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Will the gentle- 
man yield to me to ask the gentleman 
from New York a question? 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Very briefly. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Not to enter into 
a@ discussion, because remarks of that 
kind, if made, we would all- condemn.
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But as I understand the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Fisu], he is trying to con- 
nect up the administration because a few 
happened to be.there, if they were there, 
when those remarks were made. They 
were made by one or two or three former 
associates, reporters, or whatever they 
were, of the Chicago Tribune. Is that 
right? 

Mr. FISH. I was not there. It says 
they were formerly reporters on the 
Tribune, but Justice Frankfurter was 
there, 

Mr. McCORMACK. Have you ever 
been present at a gathering when some- 
body made a statement that you did not 

. agree with? . f 

Mr. FISH. But I understand they 
were applauding the statements, which 
appeared in the press. 

Mr, McCORMACK. 
-BERG was there? 

Mr. FISH. Yes. 
Mr. McCORMACK. You would not 

say that his presence there gave any 
sinister aspect to it? . ‘ 

Mr. FISH. I think Senator VaNnpEN- 
BERG will speak for himself at the proper 
time. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Oh, yes. 
Mr. FISH. He undoubtedly holds the 

same view I hold, and probably most other 
Members of Congress, f 

Mr, McCORMACK. But Senator Van- 
DENBERG was there the same as the others 
who were there? : 

Mr. FISH. But Senator VANDENBERG 
was not applauding those remarks. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Of course, the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Fisu] 
is in a very embarrassing position to sell 
his point, particularly in view of the posi- 
tion taken by the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. Horrman] at this particular 
occasion. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. I cannot yield any 
further, Mr. Speaker. Replying to_what 
the gentleman from New York said, those 
remarks just quoted by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FisH] were made 
down here, as I understand it, at some 
dinner. Of. course, everyone who was 
there who did not subscribe to them, nor 
is everyone who was there to be criti- 
cized because they were made. I am 
asking now how anyone can criticize me, 
how the district attorney can find fault 
with me because I made a speech in 
which there was not one word of-sediti- 
ous or subversive material, and that was 
sent out by someone else with his own 
views. How can you criticize any one 
Member of the House on account of that 
Procedure? There is not a thing wrong 
with the speech. If there was something 
wrong with that speech, why did not 
somebody on the majority side object 
When it was made? Why has not some- 
body asked that it be stricken from the 
REcorp? It is a matter of public record. 
There it is. It has been in the REcoRD 
since January 30 and not 1 of the 434 
Members of this House has questioned it 
or asserted that it is not a patriotic 
speech. Because someone alleged to be 
connected with Hitler picked it up and 
Sent it dut I am called on the carpet. 

Calling attention to and exposing this 
Movement to destroy our national exist- 
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ence; asking for unity under our own 
Government, allegiance to our own Goyv- 
ernment alone, serves notice upon Hitler 
that united our people will fight him to 
the bitter end. It might well be said 
that those who would suppress talks of 
this kind, who would condemn a Member: 
of Congress because he objects to our do- 
mestic affairs being governed and con- 
trolled by a group of internationalists, 
lend encouragement to Hitler. 

What about the loyalty of the paper 
PM, and of its reporter who falsely, as 
can be noted by every man who reads 
the speech “Don’t Haul Down the Stars 
and Stripes,” asserts that that speech 
was entitled “Don’t Haul Down the Stars 
and Stripes, or Roosevelt Is a Judas”? 

What about the loyalty of the news- 
paper and its staff writer, Dillard Stokes, 
when in the Washington Post that writer 
Stated that in the speech “Don’t Haul 
Down the Stars and Stripes,” President 
Roosevelt was called a Judas? Stokes 
knows that he lied when he wrote that} 
and it is apparent that he did it de- 
liberately. He is so filled with yenom 
that he must hate himself. Certainly the 
truth is notin him. .- 

I see the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Cox] sitting before me. 
his name was coupled in a similar way 
in connection with proposed labor leg- 
islation. One of the papers out in our 

. country, a Detroit paper, reported that 
Franke en told the convention of the 
C. I. O. that they might just as well ac- 
cept the 48-hour week, because if they 
did not Vinson—he is the chairman of 

‘your Naval Affairs Committee—Drrs, 
and Cox, and Horrman would be happy 
men and Congress would ram it down 
their throats. I do not know why 
they are accepting it—probably because 
they find public sentiment swinging that 
way now. But to get back to this talk, 
get this paragraph: 

While we are celebrating today the Presi- 

dent’s birthday we should have this other 
movement in mind. There are many of us 
who in the past have bitterly opposed some 
of the President’s political policies. There 
are some of us who will continue to oppose 
those domestic policies while giving him 
support in the effort to win the war. There 
is none, however, who should in my judg- 
ment at least not be able and willing to join 
in the hope that God will grant him many 
happier returns of the day. We can all join 
‘~ the request that God give him wisdom, 
and strength, and courage to frown upon 
such efforts as-the one which is here sug- 
gested. 

Now, what is the district attorney 
after? What are these others, who made 
such speeches as the gentleman from New 
York referred to, after? What are they 
trying to accomplish? You know what 
they are trying to accomplish: They are 
trying to silence every single man who 
criticizes anything that this administra- 
tion advocates, They are trying to sup- 
press free speech, the freedom of the 
press. This drive’seems to be a follow-up 
to the recent Biddle bill. The suppres- 
sion of free speech is what they are try- 
ing to bring about. That is their pur- 
pose. And if we let them succeed then 
that is the end of representative govern- 
ment in this country. 

Not long ago | 

  

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOFFMAN. I yield. ‘ 
Mr. JONES. I wish the gentleman, — 

when he goes before the grand jury, 
would ask Mr. Maloney what has become 
of the investigation and the report that 
is due Congress on subversive employees 
onthe Federal pay roll that has grown 
from 500 when the Dies committee first 
called it to the attention of the House, to 
1,100 when the Attorney General asked 
the Dies committee for a report just this 
last year, and now the list has grown to 
over 3,000; and the Attorney General has 
not seen fit to give the report to Con- 
gress even though there is a positive man- 
date that they should give it? I would 
like to find out why the grand jury’s 
attention has not been called to these 
subversive people on the Federal pay roll. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. When I go before 
the grand jury they will be asking and I 
shall be answering. It will not be my 
privilege to ask anything or to suggest 
anything, and that it why I am making 
this statement today so that this after- 
noon after I have been before the grand 
jury and some fellows say, “Well, that is 
an executive session, but I wish you would 
tell us how they are getting along;” what 
they ask you, what you said. I cannot 
tell them anything. I will suggest this 
further thing to the United States Dis- 
trict Attorney, suggest it now, not when 
I go before the grand jury, but I am 
going to ask him a question here. I 
want him to answer this question, Our 
men are going to war, they need muni- 
tions of war. On this side of the high- 
way goes a long unending line of Ameri- 
can boys and men, the best in our coun- 
try, physically. They are going, all of 
them, willingly and gladly, but they have 
to go whether they want to or whether 
they not want to. They are going to 
be inducted to fight, to sacrifice their 
lives if need be, to serve 24 hours a day, 
7 days in the week. Over on this other 
side of this same highway is an unend- 
ing line of men knocking at the factory 
gate, but they do not get in until they 
come across with a stated sum of money 
paid to an agency which is not a Govern- 
ment agency. On one side of the street 
you march them down; you make them 
serve, you make them fight, and on the 
other side of the street the brothers, and 
the fathers who are seeking to manu- 
facture clothing and implements of war, 
the guns, the tanks, and the ships, see 
this Government stand by and say to 
them, “No, you cannot go in and work in 
support of.the man who has gone to 
war until you pay the organization of 
Green, or Murray, $2, $5, $50, $100, or 
$200, and monthly dues.” 

Let some district attorney investigate 
that. There is something that is sub- 
versive, There is something that is not 
only seditious but is-action which stops 
production. Do they want something 
real? Do they want to investigate and 
prosecute something that actually hin- 
ders the war effort? They need not fool 
around with the circulation of any 
speech I have made, if that is what they 
are after. 

Mr, LELAND M. FORD. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 
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Mr. HOFFMAN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from California. 

Mr, LELAND M. FORD. If the gentle- 
man cannot ask questions, in one of his 
answers he might make the suggestion | _ 
that they worked around for 3% or 4 
‘years with Harry Bridges, who has de- 
stroyed hundreds of millions of dollars 
of property, who has destroyed the mer- 
chant marine, yet we have not had an 
Attorney General who has had the in- 
testinal fortitude to take him. You have 
had a Secretary of Labor who has pro- 
tected him, and all down through the 
Government they have protected him. 
Make some suggestion, if these men are 
anxious to have real government, why 
they do not go into their own Govern- 
ment and take men like Harry Bridges 
and Fritz Kuhn. If these birds want to 
know something, why do they not go into 

something real? Make some suggestions 

along that line. & 
Mr. HOFFMAN. The record shows 

over the last few years that some of these 

officials are not interested in the activi- 
ties of the Communists; they are not 
interested in the racketeers; they are not 

interested in the men who by force and 
violence prevent other men from work- 
ing in the defense of their country; they 
are not interested in the men who charge 
a fee for the exercise of patriotic efforts 

by others. Oh, no; they are not inter- 

ested in that. They are interested in 
Republicans; they are interested in 
Democrats who have criticized some of 
the crackpot schemes and object to some 
of these crackpots, as the Democrats 
have designed them, being employed in 
Government offices. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, may I say 
that I have tried earnestly and consis- 
tently since we got into this war to sup- 
port every move of this administration 
which had any tendency to aid in win- 
ning the war. I have criticized,“and I 
intend to criticize, those who want to be- 
tray our country and force us into an 
international superworld government, 

thereby doing away with our constitu- 
tional form of government and the haul- 
ing down of our flag. If the Attorney 
General or the district attorney, Maloney, 
can make anything out of that, or if any- 
body else can make anything out of that, 
they are welcome. 

My people at home know what I have 

been saying. If they do not like it, if 

they do not approve of it, next November 
they will have the opportunity to express 

their’ will, and they will, you need not 

worry about that. IfIdo not come back, 

then you know the ideas I haye advanced 

are not the ones to which they subscribe, 
or perhaps you will know that Maloney, 

Winchell, and a few more of that kind 

have succeeded in their campaign, and 

that I have been prevented from present- 
ing my side of the argument adequately. 

However, I am satisfied. They told me 

at home when I was there, and I got a 

response when I spoke, bless your dear 

hearts, before an audience of U. A. W., 

C. I. O.’s, who wore the caps—they said 

they were not going to ask for time and 

a half or double pay. That is the 

U. A. W., C. 1. O., that we have in the 

Fourth Congressional District. They 

are not going to ask for it. They said 

CONGRESSIONAL REC 

  

they were not. That is the rank and 
file’ Whatever a few leaders may de- 
mand, the workers themselves do not 
intend to ask anything unfair. 

I am satisfied from that expression of 
opinion, as well as from the others that 
I got at home, that our people are more 
realistic about this war, are more ready 
to make complete sacrifice than are the 
officials here in Washington, and I in- 
tend to continue to do all I can along 
that same line. ‘ : 

Mr. RICH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HOFFMAN. I yield to the gentle- 

Man from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. RICH. May I say to the gentle- 

man that we admire the stand he has 
taken. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Never mind that. If 
the gentleman has something to ask let 
us have it. 

Mr. RICH. I wonder why the gentle- 
man has to subject himself to a grand 
jury investigation. I admire the great 
courage he has in going down there. 
Why does he have to submit to a grand 

jury that is trying to wreck him? It is 

not necessary. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. I have no reason to 

believe the grand jury is trying to wreck 
me, and no citizen of this country, least 
of all myself, should object, and I cer- 
tainly do not, to going before a grand 

jury any time and answering questions. 
It is only a man who is guilty of some 
offense, a man who has violated some - 
law, who objects to answering to the 
grand jury or to any prosecuting officer, 
I am going. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HOFFMAN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Montana. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Along the line the 
gentleman has been speaking, may I say 
that the people out in the country know 
what is going on. They are doing what 
they can to win the war. They know 
what is going on in Washington. Has 
the gentleman read the first article in 
the last Reader’s Digest along the very 
line the gentleman is talking about, as 
to the great amount of time being spent 
in Washington in cocktail lounges in- 
stead of trying to win the war in Wash- 
ington? 

Mr. HOFFMAN. No. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. The 
gentleman complained a little bit about 
the construction I-put on his speech, and 

this is the copy of the reprint he handed 
me. As the gentleman well knows, in 
the front of his first speech he, himself, 
put the subheading, “A Judas.” 

Mr, HOFFMAN. That is right. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. 
was the gentleman talking about? 

Mr. HOFFMAN, Streit, Let me read 
the whole paragraph: 

That war, the cost of which no man/can 
estimate and which, if carried on according 
to present plans, will take the lives of mil- 
lions of American men, the President and his 

supporters tell us is being fought to bring to 
other peoples the same right of independence 
and self government which we have enjoyed. 

Then the next paragraph: 
The hypocrisy of those who claim that to 

be the purpose of our present involvement 
in this war is clearly demonstrated when we 
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receive from them a petition to repudiate our 

own independence, surrender our existence 

as an independent Nation, and become a part 
of the United States of the World. 

Note the words “fromethem.” 
That petition came from Streit and 

others, not from the President. 
Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. So the 

gentleman was talking about Streit? 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Certainly, and Ickes 

up there. He signed the thing. 
Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. They 

were the two Judases the gentleman was 
referring to. The gentleman did not 
mean to call the President of the United 
States a Judas or hypocrite? 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Oh,no. Inever lack 

words when I want to criticize. If I in- 
tended to call the President a Judas I 
undoubtedly would have said so on the 
floor of this House. I had no such in- 
tention and I did not so state. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I am 
glad to have the gentleman’s affirmation 
that he did not mean to call the Presi- 
dent a hypocrite or a Judas. 

Mr, HOFFMAN. Why, certainly not. 
That speech is entitled “Don’t Haul Down © 
the Stars and Stripes.” One distin- 
guished gentleman up there in the. 
Press Gallery, Crawford, of PM, said 
the speech was entitled “Don’t Haul 
Down the Flag or the President as a 
Judas.” There is no such implication in 
it. That is not the title of the speech— 
Crawford knew the title was “Don’t Haul 
Down the Stars and Stripes.” Yet he de- 
liberately stated that untruth. Why? 
There is not a Member on this floor who 
does not know that I have never hesi- 
tated to express-my opinion here. If I 
had wanted to charge somebody with 
something, I would not do it indirectly. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia, The 
gentleman has been very gracious about 
permitting interruptions and I certainly 
have no ulterior motive in what I will 
say to the gentleman, if the gentleman 
will indulge me. The difficulty, I think, 
is not what the gentleman has said in 
his speech. I think the gentleman or 
any other Member of Congress ought to 
have the right to differ as emphatically 
as he wishes to differ with the policy of 
any administration. That is not the dif- 
ficulty. I would be the last one to do 
more than just to take friendly issue with 
the gentleman upon what he might say. 

The difficulty here has been that the 
gentleman’s speech has been taken and 
diverted and distorted, according to his 
statement, from what it really meant, 
and put into the channels of subversive 
elements, then found itself in an en- 
yelope from a subversive group advising 
the people to secure arms and to prepare 
and be ready for a revolution. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. I did not know any- 
thing about that. I never heard or read 
of anything of that kind until the gentle- 
man just stated it. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I think 
the Members of this Congress ought to 
protect themselves from that. A Mem- 
ber of Congress ought to have the right 
to say whatever he wants to say and to 
mail it to his own constituents and to be 
prepared to take the responsibility. He 
should not be permitted to print things   and put them in the hands of or even 

 



permit them to get into the hands of ele- 
ments that are going to divert and distort 
them and put them entirely out of their 
own meaning, and put such an interpre- 
tation on them as was put on this affair. 
It puts the whole House of Representa- 
tives under indictment, and it ought to 
be stopped by this body as a whole by 
some policy. 

Mr, HOFFMAN. In reply to what the 
gentleman from Virginia has said, I agree 
with all he has said, except one thing. 
The gentleman said we should prevent 

speeches getting into certain hands and 
from being distorted. I will be, glad to 

learn how we can prevent distortion 
when we cannot anticipate it. How 
could I know that Cranford would write 
or his paper publish a false title to that 
patriotic talk? I would not knowingly 
send out any remarks of mine to any 
agent "6f a foreign power, or to anyone 
who I thought would give it to any for- 
eign agent, or use it for an improper pur- 

Pose. But here comes the difficulty. For 
example, the D. A. R. writes me for 
speeches. I feel flattered because the 
D. A. R. writes me asking for speeches, 
and so would every other Member, and 
they would admit it if modesty did not 
forbid. The D. A. R. is all right. No one 
questions its loyalty. Suppose one of the 
members of the D. A. R. asks me for 50 
or 500 copies of a speech. I think the 
speech is all right. They do, too. I send 
it to them and they give it to someone 
else, thinking that that third party is all 
right. The speech ultimately finds its 
way into improper hands. These agents 
do not come out and advertise their ac- 
tivities. They work under cover. So it is 
that these things happen. How can that 
be prevented? ; 

If this House wishes to adopt the policy | 
for the duration of the war of denying to 
Senators and to its Members the right to 
express loyal, patriotic views in the halls 
of Congress, or, if it permits the making 
of such speeches, to deny to Senators and 
to Members of the House the right to 
send those speeches out to their constit- 
uents or, as has been here suggested, to 
other citizens of the United States whose 
loyalty is unquestioned, just because 
some of those speeches may fall into the 
hands of others who send them out with 
ee Own subversive publications, so 
e it. 
Tf we adopt that policy, then, in fair- 

ness to our people, we should prevent the 
Publication by administration spokes- 
men, by the press generally, of all infor- 
mation which in any way tends to criti- 
cize, unjustly or justly, anything that any 
Government official may do. Such a bill 
Was recently before the Senate. It 
received but scant consideration. r 

The issue here today is whether or not 
free speech, speech which is not subyer- 
Sive, which is not seditious, which car- 
ries an argument for the preservation of 
our national existence, shall be sup- 
pressed simply because someone who is not considered patriotic, who may he 
found to be an agent of a foreign power, circulates that loyal, patriotic utterance. 

As I stated not long ago, the devil him- 
self can quote Scripture to serve his pur- 
bose, and it occurs to me that those who 
find fault with this particular speech   
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entitled-“Don’t Haul Down the Stars 
and Stripes,” seem to be inclined to do 
that very thing. It occurs to me that 
they, rather than myself, are giving 
encouragement to Hitler; are telling him 
that we, as a people, are about ready— 
as we would be if their views prevailed— 
to give up our national existence. 
Following are the three advertisements 

advocating a super world government: 
Exuisir A 

[From the New York Times of December 18, 
1941] 

To Win Tuis Wak We NEED Union Now 
4 PETITION ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND FIFTIETH 

ANNIVERSARY OF THE BILL OF RIGHTS 
That the President of the United States 

submit to Congress a program for forming a 
powerful union of free peoples to win the 
war, the peace, the future; 

That this program unite our people, on the 
broad lines of our Constitution, with the 
people of Canada, the United Kingdom, Eire, 
Australia, New Zealand, and the Union of 
South Africa, together with such other free 
peoples, both in the Old World and the New, 
as may be found ready and able to unite on 
this federal basis; 

That this program be only the first step 
in the gradual, peaceful extension of our 
Principles of federal union to all peoples 
willing and able to adhere to them, so that 
from this nucleus may grow eventually a 
universal world government of, by, and for 
the people. 

To the 30,000,000 Who Favor Union: a 4 
Thirty million American adults, according 

to the December Fortune survey, already be- 
lieve the United States “after the war” should 
“Join a union of democracies in all parts of 
the world to keep order.” 

If you are among those who agree we need 
union then to keep a potiential aggressor 
from breaking loose, surely you must agree 
We need that union now to meet the power- 
ful combination of aggressors already on the 
march. 

We are now in one of those molten mo- 
ments when the iron of basic policy can and 
will be somehow shaped. If we fail to form 
it in a union now we may all too soon find 
ourselves repeating the Franco-British trag- 
edy. We may find that, while we put our 
time on lesser things, events were hammer- 
ing the fron into another form, into an al- 
jliance with men and methods molded in a 
structure which only its collapse could 
change. 

In union there is power 
We must not let up for one instant in our 

prosecution of the war. We must unremit- 
tingly prosecute it. Organizing the power 
of the democracies is essential to that task, 
Organizing it effectively in a union will dis- 
tract us no more from defense than impro- 
vising the cumbersome, entangling structure 
of an alliance. 

There already exist Carefully studied con- 
crete plans for just the kind of emergency 
union that we need. These plans provide 
not only for representation responsible to the 
People and in proportion to self-governing 
Population. They work out the details and 
assure the American people a majority in the 
union congress at the start) 

Granted, the immediate extension of our 
Federal principles is practicable only with 
those of our associates in the war willing and 
able to combine on this basis. But it would 
be utter folly to delay applying them where 
possible simply because they cannot now be 
universally extended. Common sense says 
to unite at once with those practiced in 
democracy and to cooperate with the others 
the best way we can, until they too shall 
desire, and can apply, these Federal demo- 
cratic principles. 

; 

Remember now what happened to the 
League Covenant after the war. Remember 
now the moral slump that always follows 
war, the return of petty politics. Consider 
now that if we merely promise union after 
the war, the Axis will drive their peoples on 
by reminding them of what a Senate minority 
did to the promised League after World War 
No. 1. But once the oppressed Peoples see 
that this union is no dream but a living, 
growing, winning world United States, with a 
Place in its Congress they may earn by re- 
gaining their own freedom—what a means 
we then shall have to wreck the Axis from 
within; : 

In union there is peace 

How many, many lives we shall save by 
this great expeditionary idea when once we 

give it life. It will be fighting for our sons 

day and night, awake or sleeping, for it will 
be fighting, too, for the sons of German, Ital- 

ian, Japanese mothers, who know not what 
they dd. It will be fighting for us far behind 
the enemy lines, where our warplanes rarely 
reach. No dictator can clamp his hand upon 

it, or be certain it will not one day be fighting 
for us in his staff itself. 

The surest way to shorten and to win this 
war is also the surest way to guarantee to our- 
selves and our friends and foes that this war 
will end in a world united states. The surest 
way to do all this is for us to start that union 
now. 

“We implore you (as the English workmen 
implored Lincoln to free the slayes) not to 

faint in your providential mission. While 

your enthusiasm is aflame and the tide of 

events runs high, let the work be finished ef- 
fectually. Leave no root of bitterness to 
Spring up and work fresh misery to your 
children.” i 

As citizens to our fellow citizens, we recom- 
mend this proposal to your serious consid- 
eration. 

Grenville Clark, Gardner Cowles, Jr., 
Russell W. Davenport, John Foster 
Dulles, Harold L. Ickes, Owen J. 

Roberts, Harry G. Scherman, Wm. 
Jay Schieffelin. 

THE UNITED STATES ITSELF BEGAN AS A WAR 
MEASURE 

We the people of Re United States have 
once more reached a. time to try men’s souls. 
Let us not mistake this moment nor the na- 
ture of this test. Lincoln measured it for us 
when he said, “We shall nobly save or meanly 
lose the last best hope of earth.” 

Here stands the free principle that the 

state—the world—is made for all men 
equally. We hold its citadel. 

There rises the despotic dogma that one 
mart is the state. In Berlin is centered the 
direction of its far-flung land, sea, air, and 
undercover forces, highly centered behind a 
ruthless master plan. : 

Disunion was the European way 

How much longer can we let our answer be 
the same. old fatal answer—divided navies, 
divided armies, divided production, divided 
counsels, divided actions, divided democ- 
raciés * * * falling underneath a com- 
mon yoke? Shall we risk answering with an 

alliance? Stake our all upon this method 
that has already brought catastrophe to 
France and Britain? 

We recognize already that we must unite 
the power of all our 48 States. We recognize 
that the British must unite the power of all 
their Commonwealth of Nations. We have 
not recognized—and we must at once—that 
We need above all to unite the whole arch to- 
gether. We must unite both sides upon a 
keystone. Then the common burden will but 
unite us more. 

An arch without a keystone can be no arch 
of triumph. 
What shall the keystone be? Let us seek   raised our own citadel of freedom. 

  

  

“Guidance from those master builders who 

an
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They, the people of our Original Thirteen 

States, once faced the problem we face now. 

They had never before united in any way for 
"any purpose. But when their common free- 

dom was at stake they did not try to save it 

with 13 independent armies or even with a 

supreme interallied council. Instead, with 

revolutionary vision and vigor, they invented 

@ new and stronger keystone. * 

‘They set up at once a common government. 

They gave that Government the power to 

make war and peace for all. 

They gave it the power to name one com- 

mon commander in chief. 
And they issued through it a resounding 

declaration of the universal and eternal com- 

mon principles of human freedom on which 

they proposed to build a new world. 

‘Thus, in the midst of war, they created the 
United States itself as a war measure. 

They then developed this emergency war 

policy into a permanent way to keep the 

peaceamong their States by adopting a more 

perfect Union in our Federal Constitution. 

Union is the American way 

Since then every American generation has 

boldly extended these principles of freedom 
through union to more states and more peo- 

ple of all kinds. 
Canada, Australia, the Union of South 

Africa have already adopted these same prin- 
ciples. Britain showed its faith in them when 
it begged France, tragically too late, to change 

alliance into union. 
Here, then, in our own American principles 

of Federa] Union lies the time-tested answer 

to our problem. Here lies the way to win 

this war, the peace, and the future. We are 

not so feeble that we cannot achieve greatly, 

as our fathers achieved before us. Let us 

then take up this task at once and turn this 

great danger into a great opportunity. Let 

us begin now a World United States. 

Federal Union, Inc., A. J. G. Priest, 
chairman; Clarence K. Streit, pres- 

ident; E. W. Balduf, director; P. F. 

Brundage, secretary; John Howard 
Ford, treasurer; Patrick Welch, 

acting director. 

Exuisir B 

[From the Washington Evening Star of 
January 5, 1942] 

In Unton Now Lizs Power To WIN THE WAR 
AND THE PEACE 

A PETITION ~ 

That the President of the United States 
submit to Congress a program for forming 

a powerful union of free peoples to win the 

war, the peace, the future. 

That this program unite our people, on 

the broad lines of our Constitution, with the 

people of Canada, the United Kingdom, Eire, 

Australia, New Zealand, and the Union of 

South Africa, together with such other free 

peoples, both in the Old World and the New, 

as may be found ready and able to unite on 

this federal basis. 
That this program be only the first step in 

the gradual, peaceful extension of our prin- 

ciples of federal union to all peoples willing 

and able to adhere to them, so that from this 

nucleus may grow eventually a universal 

world government of, by, and for the people. 

THE UNITED STATES ITSELF BEGAN AS A WAR 
MEASURE 

‘We welcome President Roosevelt’s confer- 

ences with Prime Minister Churchill, and 

the “Declaration of United Nations.” We 

must prosecute the war unremittingly. Or- 

ganizing effectively the power of the free 

peoples is essential to that task. We value 

highly conferences and temporary measures 

to provide more unified action immediately. 

But in meeting this need let us, in the pres- 

ent formative period, take care to open—not 

close—the way to immediste union of the 

democracies within the broader anti-Axis’ 

coalition. 

ar 
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Conferences, agreements between heads of 

governments, alliances, supreme interallied 

councils—yvaluable as they may be—these are 

not union, but substitutes that have already 

failed democracy. The British and French 

relied on them. They had a unified com- 

mand. They agreed to make no separate 

peace. But they based their unity on two 

sovereign governments, acting in alliance, not 

on a united sovereign people acting in union 

through a common government. And their 

alliance collapsed. 

Alliance failed the British and French 

Prime Minister Churchili sought salvation 

then in the American way of union. He 

implored France to join Britain in this 

declaration of union: 
“* * * France and Great Britain shall 

no longer be two nations but one Franco- 

British Union. The constitution of the union 

will provide for joint organs of defense, for- 

eign, financial, and economic policies. Every 

citizen of France will enjoy immediate citi- 

zenship of Great Britain; every British sub- 

ject will become a citizen of France * “. v 

During the war there shall be a single war 

cabinet, and all the forces of Britain and 

France, whether on land, sea, or in the air, 

will be placed under its directions * “* *.” 
Now the responsibility is ours, either to 

create or defer too long that common com- 

munity or state, whose importance Mr. 

Churchill stressed in the Senate December 
26. Shall we begin with the British back 

where they began with the French? Or 

where they left off—with an offer of union 

now, the old, war-tested United States way? 

Organizing the democracies effectively in a 

union need take no longer than organizing 

them in an ineffective alliance or supreme 

war council, and will safeguard their national 

rights far more securely and equally, There 

already exist carefully studied concrete plans 

for just the kind of emergency union that 

we need. These plans provide for representa- 

tion responsible to the people and in propor- 

tion to self-governing population. They work 

out the details and assure the American peo- 

ple a majority in the union congress at the 

start. 

The Soviet States have a common government 

Granted, immediate extension of our dem- 

ocratic Federal principles to all our war asso- 

clates is impracticable. But common sense 

says to unite at once with those practiced in 

democracy while cooperating with the others 
in the best way we can, until they desire and 

can apply. our principles. 

We gain from the fact that all the Soviet 

Republics are already united in one govern~- 

ment, as are also all the Chinese-speaking 

people, once so divided. Surely we and they 

must agree that union now of the democ- 

racies wherever possible is equally to the 

general advantage. Victory depends in no 
small part on sea and air factors, now divided 
between Britain and us, whose nature re- 
quires a common government even more than 
do the land factors in Russia and China, vast 
and important as they are. | 

We the people of the United States have 
once more reached a time to try men’s souls. 
Let us not mistake this moment nor the 
nature of this test. Lincoln measured it 
for us when he said, “We shall nobly save or 
meanly lose the last best hope of earth.” 

We recognize. already that we must unite 
the power of all our 48 States. We recognize 
that the British must unite the power of all 
their Commonwealth of Nations. We have 
not recognized—and we must at once—that 

we need above all to unite the whole arch 

of democracy. 

An arch without a keystone can be no arch 

of triumph. 

Union Is the United States Way 

The people of our original Thirteen States 
once faced the problem the democracies face   now. They had never before united for any   
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purpose. But) when their common freedom” 

was at stake they did not try to save it with 

13 independent armies, or even with a “su- 
preme interallied council.” Instead, with 

revolutionary vision and vigor, they invented 

@ new and stronger keystone: 

They set up atonce a common Government. 
They gave it the power to make war and 

peace for all. 

They let it name one common Commander 

in Chief. 
And they issued through it a resounding 

Declaration of the universal and eternal 
common principles of human freedom on 

which they proposed to build a New World. 
Thus, in the midst of war, they created the 

United States itself as a war measure. 
They then developed this emergency war 

policy into a permanent way to keep the 

peace among their States by adopting a mdre 
perfect Union in our Federal Constitution. 

Since then, every American generation has 
boldly extended these principles of freedom 
through union to more states and more 

people of all kinds. Canada, Australia, the 
Union of South Africa have already adopted 
these principles. Britain showed its faith 
in them when it offered union to France. 

Here, then, in our own American principles 

of Federal Union lies the way to win this war, 

the peace, and the future. We are not s0 
feeble that we cannot do what our fathers 
hhave already done. Let us then turn this 

great danger into a great opportunity. Let 
us begin now a World United States. 

As citizens to our fellow citizens: We rec- 
ommend this proposal to your serious consid- 

eration. 
Robert Woods Bliss, Grenville Clark, 

Gardner Cowles, Jr., Russell W. 
Davenport, John Foster Dulles, 

Harold L. Ickes, Owen J. Roberts, 

Daniel Calhoun Roper, Wm. Jay 

Schieffelin. 

THIRTY MILLION AMERICANS FAVOR UNION 

Thirty million American adults, according 
to the December Fortune survey, already be- 

lieve the United States after the war should 
join a union of democracies in all parts of the 
world to keep order, 

If you are among those who agree we 

need union then to keep a potential aggressor 
from breaking loose, surely you must agree 
we need that union now to meet the power- 
ful combination of aggressors already on the 

march, 

To refuse to recognize this so as to avoid 
controversy will not save our sons, any more 

than failure to recognize that a germ caused 
diphtheria sayed life in the past. 

Remember now the moral slump that al- 
ways follows war, the return of petty poli- 
tics. Considergnow that if we merely promise 

union after the war, the Axis will drive their 
peoples on by reminding them of what a 
Senate minority did to the promised League 

* * * after World War No. 1, But once 
the oppressed peoples see that this union ig 

no dream but a living, growing, winning 

world United States, with a place in its Con- 
gress they may earn by regaining their own 
freedom—what a means we then shall have to 
wreck the Axis from within. 

How many, many lives we shall save by this ' 
great expeditionary idea—once we give it life. 
It will be fighting for our sons day and night 

.far behind the enemy lines. No dictator can 
be certain it will not be fighting f 
his staff itself. Peat 

The surest way to shorten and to 
war is also the surest way to maine 
ourselves, and our friends and foes, that this 
war will end in a union of the free The 
surest way to do all this is for 5 
that union now. oe 

“We implore you [as the English 

men implored Lincoln to free the Aneel 
not to faint in your providential eee 
While your enthusiasm is aflame, and the 
tide of events runs high, let the work be fee 
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ished effectually. Leave no root of bitterness 
to spring up and work fresh misery to your 
children,” 

Federal Union, Inc.; A. J. G. Priest, 

chairman; Clarence K. Streit, pres- 

ident; E. W. Balduf, director; P. F. 
Brundage, secretary; John Howard 

Ford, treasurer; Patrick Welch, act- 
ing director. 

Exurir C 

In Time of War—Prepare for Peace—World 

Fellowship, Inc. 

(Started in 1918—the Armistice year) 

A continuous world government conven= 

tion centers in its new year-round world 
fellowship center (388 acres, six buildings) — 
inviting people of all countries, races, classes, 

creeds, and conditions to develop “ideals for. 

world government, of, for, and by the people.” 

On New Hampshire 16, 5 miles south of 
Conway. Address for mail, telegrams, bus, 
railway, freight, express: Conway, N. H. 
Telephone Madison 4-22. 

CHARLES. F, WELLER, b 
Founder and President. 

EvGENIA WINSTON WELLER, 
Secretary. 

(The two general executives.) 
Louis A. Bowman, Treasurer. 

(LaSalle National :Bank, Chicago, and 
Carroll County Trust Go., Conway, 
N. H.) 

L,I. Putnam, C.P. A,, 
Auditor. 

To Members of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives of the United States of 
America: é 

We ask the Members of the Senate and 
House to take the three steps presented here 
fcr your consideration. We shall be glad to 
appear before any committee of the House or 
Senate or before a joint session to answer any 
and all questions, 

We hope these two joint resolutions will 
be introduced and passed by Congress on the_ 
President’s birthday, January 30, 1942. A 
Present to him, \to us, to the world. 

Oxanr.es Davis, C. E., D. ENG., 
Founder-Trustee, World Government 
Foundation and Honorary President 
World Peace Association, Jenkins, 
Minn. 

CarL A. RYAN, 
Secretary-Treasurer, 

(With over 300 cooperating organizations 
in 56 countries.) 

Approved by: 

CHarLes F, WELLER, 
Founder and President, World Fellow- 

ship, Ine. 
Grorce C, Dieu, 

Chairman, Executive Committee, World 
Government Foundation. 

Darwin J, MESSEROLE, 
Director of Legislation, World Govern- 

ment Foundation. 

STEP 1 
To be enacted by the Senate and House 

of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled. 
Joint resolution authorizing the President of 

the United States of America to set up and 
create a Federation of the World, a World 
Peace Government, under the title of the 
United Nations of the World. $i 
Whereas we hold these truths of be self= 

evident: 
1. Peoples, savage or civilized, have never 

lived together save under some form of goy- 
ernment, 

2. All governments exist by their success- 
ful organization and use of the spiritual, 
intellectual, and physical forces of Mankind. 

8. A government losing control of these 
forces falls, 

4. Village, town, city, county, provincial, 
and state governments do not ask the aban- 
donment of the other governments or the 
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national government for them to exist, for 
each is supported by and dependent for its 
very existence on the others, as they will be 
under a world government. 

5. Lack of government means chaos in its 
territory—hence world chaos and its wars 
throughout the ages. 

6. The world without a government has al- 
ways been and always will be at war until 
there is a world government in control of the 
spiritual, intellectual, and physical forces 
needed for its existence. 

7. As with villages, towns, cities, counties, 
provinces, states, and nations a world gov- 
ernment can bring “* * * on earth peace, 
good will toward men,” a goal worthy of the 
efforts of all mankind. 

8. Peace—not war—makes for the safety of 
mankind. a 

9. Peace—not war—makes for the preser- 
vation of mankind. 

10. Peace—not war—makes for the well- 
being of mankind. 

11. Peace—not war—makes for the pros- 
perity of mankind. 

12. Peace—not war—makes for the world 
trade of mankind. 

18. Pedce—not war—makes for the profits 
of mankind; and 2 

Whereas belief in these thirteen self-evi- 
dent truths makes it necessary at the present 
juncture of human affairs to enlarge the 
bases of organized society by establishing a 
government for the community of nations, in 
order to preserve civilization and enable man- 
kind to live in peace and be free: Now, there- 
fore} be it 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That the Congress of the 
United States of America does hereby solemnly 
declare that all peoples of the earth should 
now be united in a commonwealth of nations 
to be known as the United Nations of the 
World, and to that end it hereby gives to the 
President of the United States of America all 
the needed authority and Powers of every kind 
and description without limitations of any 
kind that are necessary in his sole and abso- 
lute discretion to set up and create the federa® 
tion of the world, a world peace government 
under the title of the United Nations of the 
World including its constitution and per- 
sonnelvand all other matters needed or ap- 
Pertaining thereto to the end that all nations 
of the world may by voluntary actian become 
a part thereof under the same terms and 
conditions, 2 y 

There is hereby authorized to be appropri- 
ated out of any money in the ‘Treasury: not 
otherwise appropriated the sum of $100,- 
000,000 or so much thereof as may be_neces= 
sary to be expended by the President in his 
sole and absolute discretion to effectuate thé. 
Purposes of this joint resolution and in addi- 
tion the sum of $1,000,000,000 for the immedi- 
ate use of the United Nations of the World 
under its constitution as set up and created 
by the President of the United States of Amer- 
ica as provided in this joint resolution. 

The President may appoint such com- 
mittees and summon such advisers, from any 
part of the world, as he may deem necessary to 
effectuate the foregoing purposes with all 
convenient speed. 

BTEP 2 
(Should be taken the same day as step 1) 

To be enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled: 
Joint resolution proposing an amendment to 

the Constitution of the United States to 
create a world government 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep- 

resentatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each 
House concurring therein), That the follow- 
ing article is hereby proposed as an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United   States, which shall be valid to all intents and   

  

purposes as part of the Constitution when 
ratified by conventions or legislatures in 
three-fourths of the several States: 
“Article 22. Creation of a world government 

“Secrion 1. The United States shall have 
power to create, ordain, form, set up, estab- 
lish, join, enter, unite with, and become 2 
part of a world government. 

“Src, 2. The Congress shall have power to 
put into effect and to enforce this article by 
appropriate legislation. 

STEP 3 

When step two has been ratified by the peo- 
ple of the United States’ of America, acting 
through the legislatures of our 48 States or 
Congress will have the power, under section 2 
of article 22 of the Constitution of the United 
States of America, to enact the needed legis- 
jJation to provide for the entrance of the e 
United States of America into the world gov- 
ernment set up by our great President and to 
provide for the election of our representatives 

therein and other matters. 

These three steps are not the scraps of 

Paper of Wilson’s fourteen points, the League 

of Nations, the Atlantic Agreement, the 26- 
nation agreement, the Rio Agreement? (If 
they grab at this straw?) 

None were enforced and none can be en- 
forced for the peace that all mankind wants 
and prays for. 

These three steps are concrete, definite, en- 
forceable, and create a world government with 
power to preserve peace. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. HARRINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute to answer a state- 
ment that was made. 

The SPEAKER. | Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HARRINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
have just listened to the declaration of 

_ the gentleman from Michigan. I cannot 
accept, without challenge, one statement, 
he made with respect to a man whom 
I have known for|many years, a man 
who is my friend, 4 man who holds the 
respect of the bar|of the State of New 
York, and is considered one of the most 
able prosecutors in the country, Mr. Wil- 
liam Power Malon I-am certain, al- 
though I have not jhad any occasion to 
discuss the question with him, that Mr. 
Maloney has never made any such state- _ 
ment as attributed /to him by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan. I am certain 
that it.is an untruth. I know that at 
the proper time and in due course I shall 
be able to refute the serious implications 
of this unwarrante eee 

1] 
   

  

    

  

   

{Here the gavel 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
Unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Rgcorp in connection 
with the problem Surplus commodi- 
ties and the C. C. C.icamps. : 

there objection to 
gentleman from 

Minnesota? 
There was no objeqtion. 

(The matter referr¢d to appears in the 
Appendix.) 

Mr. KOPPLE Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my 
Own remarks in the Recor and include 
therein a letter from p constituent. 

C_<_ ee a 

 


