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This is being held in abeyance in favor 
of project No. 8, which is the 24-inch crude 

line from east Texas to southern Illinois, and 
a later continuation to the New York-Phila- 
delphia area. 

Project No. 12: New products pipe line 
across Florida. 

Progress on this project has been confined 
to clearing up details regarding /the agree- 

ment between Defense Piants Corporation and 
American Liberty Pipe Line Co. PD-200 form 
covering the relaying of the facilities in 

Florida is being made up and should be 
submitted in the near future. 

Sincerely yours, 

  

  ¢ 

J. R. ParTEN, 
Director of Transportation. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
Yemarks in the Recorp at this point. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection. 

THE RUBBER QUESTION 
Mr.-BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, all men 

are human and we must, therefore, ex- 
Pect that mistakes will be made. 

I want to be tolerant, but must con- 
fess that worse bungling has never come 
to my attention than the manner of 
handling our rubber problem. 

I shall not review the mistakes made 
and the unnecessary time lost in getting 
production of synthetic rubber under 
way. Neither shall I discuss the error of 
neglecting for 6 months the matter of se- 
curing an inventory of new tires in the 
hands of manufacturers, wholesalers, and 
retailers. These subjects have been fully 
covered by other Members of the House. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I do want to call 
attention to certain letters which have 
recently come to me. One of these let- 
ters is from a good friend who owns a 
Gasoline filling station in my district and 
who says in part: 

Our rubber drive ends today. I haye bought 
and paid for 25,872 pounds. If total collec- 
tions do not come up to expectations, I sug- 
gest that the Government should check up 
on the junk dealers as they are going about 

buying rubber that hag been gathered for 
the Government. Much of it has been do- 
nated and not over 1 cent per pound has been 
paid for any of it. A local junk dealer offered 
me 2¥% cents and one ae Fort Scott, Kans., 
offered me 314 cents per pound. 

i 
The portion of another letter which I 

desire to quote reads as follows: 
Mr. Bennett, you haye no idea of the 

Waste that goes on here at Camp Leonard 

Wood. It is terrible to pe here where you 
actually see it. Talk about tire saving and 
see the big trucks here that have 10 great 
tires on them go across the fort with only a 

10-pound package when 4 little jeep would 
do as well. You know what I mean, and 
dozens of other things with waste fiying 
through the air. We will never see another 
bright day if it continue: ; 

Mr. Speaker, we have just passed and 
sent to the other body the largest tax bill 
ever enacted by any Congress. Our peo- 
ple are willing to bear whatever burden 
may be necessary in order to win the 
war. It is such information as I have 
quoted that, makes the burden irritating 

and slows the sale of War Bonds. It is 
time for a little economy at Army camps 
as well as in the homes of our country. 
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And why, I ask, should anybody be per- 
mitted to profit on the old rubber which 
patriotic citizens have gladly delivered 
to collection points. Mr. Speaker, I 
shudder when I think of/our fine young 
men, who are fighting on every conti- 
nent and sea, and am reminded that 
many among us are thinking only of the 
money they can make out of the war. 
If we would turn defeat into victory, if 
we honestly want to preserve the Re- 
public, we must get on God’s side. 

Mr. BENDER. Mr.) Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio? t 

There was no objection. 

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

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr, Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and to include an 
editorial from the Fort Wayne, Ind., 
News-Sentinel. of June 17, 1942. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gehtleman from In- 
diana? * 

There was no objection. 

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

{ 
Mr. CAPOZZOLI. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to éxtend my remarks 
in the Recorp and to include an address 
delivered by the Honorable Edward B. 
Hitchcock, Special Assistant to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 

[The matter referred tc appears in the 
Appendix.] j 

PERMISSION TO FILE REPORT 

Mr. FULMER, Mri Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may have until 
12 o’clock tonight to file a report on the 
bill H. R. 7257. | 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

ALIEN ENEMIES OF THE UNITED STATES 

The SPEAKER. Under previous or- 
der of the House the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Dicx- 
STEIN] for 30 minutes. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp. 

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

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, a 
number of members have communicated 
with me and have asked me how they can 
bring back House Resolution No, 433, 
which was defeated by the House on June 
18. Ihave on my desk today hundreds of 
petitions and letters asking me why Con- 
gress voted against House resolution 433, 
which would in substance give the Com- 
mittee on Immigration the right to study 
the alien enemy problem in this coun- 
try. At the outset let me say that under 
our constitutional procedure this is the 
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only committee that is responsible for 
legislation dealing with all aliens and in 
chaotic times of war with enemy aliens. 
I still am at a loss to understand why 
the power asked of Congress by the com- 
mittee was voted down. I have not yet 
received one reason from any Member, 
and I am willing to yield for that purpose 
to have any one tell me why he or she 
voted against the resolution asked for by 
the committee, which would have 
granted the committee the power to sub- 
pena and bring in certain aliens that we 
believe are enemies to the United States. 
The purpose was to make a study of their 
status and, based upon that study, sub- 
mit information necessary to our Gov- 
ernment, which information could be 
used by the Department of Justice, or the 
Immigration Service. 

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

Mr. D'CKSTEIN. Yes. ys 
Mr, BENDER. The gentleman asked 

for any member who voted against this 
resolution to indicate why he voted as he 
did. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Yes. 
Mr. BENDER. I am very glad to com- 

ply with the gentleman’s request. At the 
time the resolution was considered I 
stated on the floor that it was a dupli- 
cation of effort, that a special committee 
of Congress, the Tolan committee, had 
made a report, and that that report was 
available to the Congress on one of the 
subjects that was indicated for study by 
this committee, and that there were other i 
committees of the House doing the same 
work that was requested by the gentle- 
man’s committee. “I, for one, believe the - 
gentleman to be most sincere in his be- _ 
lief that his committee could do a better 
job. That is an honest difference of 
opinion. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I am*very glad the 
gentleman had the courage to stand up 
here and give that reason. Let us see if 
we can pick up the threads from the 
point of view the gentleman has sug- 
gested. I assume that other Members 
voted against the resolution because of 
the position the gentleman has stated. 
I am not quarreling with the Congress 
or with any Member of the House as to 
how he may have voted. That is his re- 
sponsibility. I offered this resolution as 
a& war measure. I brought it into the 
House as a war measure. I did not bring 
it here to provide for a fishing excursion 
of for unnecessary duplicating work for 
the members of the Immigration and 
Naturalization Committee. I do not 
think the gentleman has read the resolu- y 
tion. What does it say? 

To study the serious alien situation. 

Will the gentleman tell me which com- 
mittee has been studying the alien enemy 
situation from the standpoint of legisla- 
tion? Again, there is the further study: 

The question of dual allegiance, 

We mean by that that there are thou- 
sands of Nazis in this country who, since 
1933, have in some way been able to se- 
cure naturalization papers. I charge 
that these people are Hitler agents in 
this country, whose purpose is to fight 
the Allies from within their own borders. 
If my good friend from Ohio—and I have  



1942 
high regard for him, have always ad- 
mired him—can point out to me what 
committee, what investigating committee, 
jhas been studying these questions, I 
would be very happy to yield again to 

the gentleman. 
Mr. BENDER. I call the attention of 

the distinguished gentleman to the fact 
that we have all of the machinery that 
is needed to take care of all of these 

cases referred to by the gentleman. AS 

a matter of fact, there is a trial going on 

in Washington now that the F. B. I. has 

had a great part in, as a result of their 

apprehending certain Nazi agents and 

spies. The departments of government 

are doing a very excellent job, not only 

the Immigration Service but the F. B. I. 

and the Naval Intelligence in apprehend- 

ing these agents. I am sure the gentle- 

man is sincere and that his intentions 

are of the best. However, all of the 

things outlined in this resolution are now 

covered by other agencies of the Goy- 

ernment. At the same time, I want to 

go on record as heartily approving the 

gentleman’s contribution as well. \ 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. -I thank the gen- 

tleman for this contribution. Let us 

pick up the threads from this point. I 

am grateful to the Department of Justice 

for its wonderful work, especially to Mr. 

JEdgar Hoover, who has shown his great 

ability and great leadership of men in 

the F. B. I. I also compliment the At- 

torney General for his activity. The gen- 

tleman suggests that the reason the 

committee does not have to go into this 

subject is because the F. B. I. picked up 

eight men who are on trial now. You 

are comparing with these eight men 

thousands of people in this country that 

T and the committee charge are holding 

certificates of citizenship which we be- 

lieve should be taken away because their 

owners are agents of the Nazi govern- 

ment. I again call attention to the fact 

that the people under arrest now have 

peen picked up under the Statute we 

passed where there was definite evidence 

of a crime. The eight people who are 

now on trial, if they were eight Ameri- 

cans in Germany, would not be on trial, 

put would have been hung up in 5 min- 

utes, but we are giving them the trial 

everyone is entitled to in a democratic 

nation. Surely you cannot compare the 

program of our committee with the situ- 

ation of these eight men who have been 

picked up. In the last 4 years or so, in 

the last 7 or 8 years, I have stood in the 

well of this House and have named al- 

most six or eight thousand persons that 

T believed, after a check-up, to be sabo- 

teurs, spies, and persons who were here 

for subversive purposes. 

The only kick-back I got in the 8 years 

was when 1 named the four wrong people. 

One from Kansas, and I think the gen- 

tleman from Missouri [Mr. Cocuran] 

claimed that I had named three, and an- 

other gentleman claimed I had accused 

two people unjustly. Outside of that, all 

of the other people that I have charged 

on this floor were agents of the Nazi gov- 

ernment. In the Jast year the F. B. L., 

through information IT have given to 

them, picked up several hundred ‘whom I 

definitely identified as subversive ele- 

ments years ago. I presented proof of 
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their un-American activities right on this 

floor several years ago. 

Now, what did the committee want to 

do? We did not ask for much money. 

It was not a question of money. It was 

a question of getting the power to bring 

before the committee or subcommittees 

thereof a number of people that we be- 

lieved to be dangerous to this country. 

The resolution was based purely on the 

committee’s belief that such a measure 

was necessary for the defense of our 

country. as a war measure. I tell you 

right now that I do not think any man 

can justify his vote against it. We are 

at war, and we must protect our home 

front. We must protect our soldiers who 

are fighting and dying and their families 

at home from saboteurs and _ spies, 

whether they are aliens or naturalized 

citizens. It is our duty under the Con- 

stitution to protect our civilian popula- 

tion while our soldiers and sailors are 

defending us at the front. 
Now, it has been argued a number of 

times, “Well, you bring them in here by 

going before the Congress and getting 

the power to bring them in.” Well, lam 

not trying to make a wholesale proposi- 

tion of this by coming here every day 

asking for power. It was not the inten- 

tion of my committee to abuse the power 

of subpena 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. DICKSTEIN. Iyield. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. You are attempting 

to get rid of these folks. Do you think 

men like the editor of PM are helping the 

war effort any? , 
Mr DICKSTEIN. My dear friend, that 

is beside the point. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Oh, I thought you 

were talking about something to aid in 
the war effort. ‘ 

Mr DICKSTEIN. I think everybody 

should do his bit. We should not stop 

anywhere. Tf they are good people, we 

ought to protect them. If they are bad 

aliens, we ought to get rid of them. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Are these fellows 

good people who are calling all the rest of 

us traitors? 
Mr. DICKSTEIN, This is a rather 

general question. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. That is the trouble. 

It is always +ome general statement. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. As far as I am con- 
cerned, I think he is an outstanding gen-~ 
tleman and doing a good job with his 
paper He served in the last war. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Who? Ingersoll? 
Mr. DICKSTEIN. Yes. He has two 

dependents, but I do not know all the 
facts regarding the appeal for his defer- 

ment 
Mr. HOFFMAN. You think he will 

help more by slinging ink at the rest 
of us? sew 

Mr DICKSTEIN. There has been a 
lot of unnecessary name-calling lately. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Thank you for going 

that far 
Mr DICKSTEIN. Some people deserve 

it and other people do not. Sometimes 
innocent people get it and the right peo- 

ple do not. 
Mr. HOFFMAN, How are you going to 

find out? Do you think it helps to call 

everybody else disloyal? :   
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Mr. DICKSTEIN. Well, I do not call 

everybody disloyal. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. I am noé talking 

about you. T am talking about Ingersoll, 
who wanted to get into it and now ap- 
parently does not want any of it. 

Mr DICKSTEIN. Maybe his explana- 
tion of the situation would differ some- 
what from your interpretation. 

Mr HCFFMAN. And he may have a 
weak heart. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Well, I do not know 
about that. As I said before, I think he 
is doing a pretty good job with his paper. 
It should be up to the War Department 
to decide where his services would be of 
greater value to the country. 

Now, let us get back to this resolution. 
Two hundred Members voted “no.” 
Ninety-six voted “aye.” This vote was 
not based upon facts or reason or justi- 
fication.. It was based purely on preju- 
dice, hate, and intolerance, aroused by a 
few men in this House who told the Con- 
gress that we were going to open the 
door for a lot of aliens. 

Mr. BENDER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. If the gentleman 
has another question like he gave me 
before. 

Mr. BENDER. I want to commend 
the gentleman for his loyalty and for his 
efforts in behalf of this country against 
all saboteurs. He has rendered a great 
service to all of us. I have ‘admired his 
courageous stand on all occasions, how- 
ever, I am sure the gentleman would not 
want to leave his statement stand that 
all those who voted on this proposition 
voted because of prejudice. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Oh, no, no. I 
would not go that far. I said a few men 
led the fight, and we drifted away from 
the issues and we drifted away from the 
facts in the case, just because, as chair- 
man of a committee, under my oath, T 
was by law compelled to bring the reso- 

lution to the floor of this House. I want 
this country and the Congress to know 
that it was a great mistake, a very seri- 
ous mistake to vote down the resolution, 
I get mail every day tipping me off about 

subversive elements, alien and native, It 
is enormous. I got the addresses and 

turned them over to the F. B. I. We 

could have done a great deal more if we 
had the power to subpena these aliens 
before the committee or subcommittee 
put the aliens under oath and send the 
material of the completed case to the 
Department of Justice to act on. That 
was the purpose of this committee. Be- 
lieve me when I tell you I was not look- 
ing for any work. Since 1933 I have 
stood in the well of this House and ex- 
posed the Nazis and Fascists in this coun- 

try. From 1933 to 1934 people thought 
I was crazy, that I was unduly alarmed 
and seeing Nazis under my bed, as one 
Member once put it. In all fairness fT 
must say here that the same Member 
apologized—in writing—when my warn- 
ings were proven correct, 

Since 1934 we have been investigating 
this condition and have disclosed the 
names of thousands of aliens who do not 
belong here. We have presented cases 
of people who have obtained false pass- 
ports, of others who entered this country 
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for business purposes but who were in 

fact nothing more than agents of the 
Nazi Government, of German consulates 
filled with so-called diplomats who were- 
nothing but spies, 

What I am afraid of, and I say it in 
all seriousness, Mr. Speaker, is that if by 
chance this country opens up & second 
front we shall have more saboteurs and 
spies doing dirty work here as they did 
in the last war when they blew up the 
Canadian Car & Foundry Co. and caused 
the Black Tom explosion and other great 
disasters. Hundreds of people are parad- 
ing around as friends of America who, 
in my opinion, are her enemies. There 
are certain people, children of natural- 
ized citizens, who are actually working 
against our country and our Government. 
What our committee asked of this 

Congress was to give them the power to 
get the facts for the safety of our coun- 
try. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
SmirH], who usually does not go along 
with me at all—I do not remember his 
ever voting for a bill I recommended or 
that the committee recommended—the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SmirH] 
stood in the well of this House and begged 
that the committee be given the right 
to make that study. It was not any 
effort to let any aliens into this country; 
ue wanted to get rid of some who were 

ere. 
Getting back now to the matter I 

Started to speak of when interrupted by 
the gentleman from Ohio, there was a 
certain judge in Hoboken who swore in 
about fifty or more German seamen from 
German boats, swore them in as citizens, 
men who had all their relatives, wives, 
and children in Germany, and who paid 
taxes in Germany, These people had no 
intention to take on the duties as well 
as the privileges of American citizen- 
ship. They now have citizenship in this 
country, granted them by. certificate, the 
same kind of certificate loyal, natural- 
ized citizens secured following the long 
and precise requirements of the law. 

There were a number of societies made 
up of people of German blood which 
should have been investigated much more 
thoroughly than they were. I have noth- 
ing against the German people, but when 
they seek to undermine our Government, 
whether the people be German, Italian, 
or some other nationality, I will expose 
them and stand by my Government; yet 
iy own congressional colleagues refuse 
to give us that power in time of war. How 
can you explain your vote? Go ahead 
and try. Some very distinguished mem- 
bets of my committee right now are sit- 
ting in the chamber: The gentleman 
from linois (Mr. Masow], a Republican, 
whom I regard as a very fine upstand- 
ing American; the gentleman from Kan- 
Sas [Mr, Reus], and others. There were 
no polities involved in the resolution. We 
faced the facts as we got them and were 
unanimous in suggesting the Temedy. 
But we were denied the power to take the 
steps we considered necessary. The ar- 
gument made to us was “Why do you 
not turn them over to the Department of 
Justice?” Certainly; we do a lot of that, 
but what can the Department of Justice 
do unless the Department has a definite 
lead? How do you suppose they got the   
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8 Nazi spies? How do you suppose 
they picked up 20 or more relatives and 
financiers of these saboteurs? Going 
through my list I found the names of 
several of these saboteurs placed there 
years ago. 

Do you know, Mr. Speaker, by what 
method Hitler agents for this country 
have been trained? Citizens of German 
blood from this country were taken back 
to Germany, their expenses paid, put, 
through a training school, taught how to 
destroy factories, disrupt industry, and 
divide our people, how to bomb railroads, 
mines, and factories, These are the 
things I wanted to go into years ago, but 
the House said: “No; you cannot do it.” 
You remember the morning of the 18th. 
One of my colleagues who led the fight 
thought it was a bad thing to do; in fact, 
when I got on the floor that morning a 
little propaganda was being spread 
around first this aisle and then that 
aisle to the effect that this was an immi- 
gration bill that would let in a lot of 
aliens. How many of us read bills? We 
are too busy to read all of them. Do you 
think I can do anything in the Commit- 
tee on Immigration without the approval 
of the full committee? Do you think 
that I or any othe: member of my com- 
mittee woula do anything that is not 
for the best interests of this country? 

Mr. BENDER. Will the distinguished 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, 

Mr. BENDER. I am sure the gentle- 
man would do an excellent job if h ere 
a member of the Dies committees e 
I know the gentleman is vi 
ested in this subject. T 
Mentioned Mr. Mason, 
Mason is a member 
committee and is also a member of the 
Dies committee. Fam informed that the 
Dies committeeias gone into these sub- 
jects very thefoughly and is looking for 
information such as the gentleman says 
he has. I would suggest that he turn it 
over to Mr. Mason or Mr. Diss, and I am 
sure that the subject will be investigated 
thoroughly. I am sure that the Bund- 
ists were thoroughly investigated by the 
Dies committee and information relating 
to that organization was turned over to 
the F. B, I. and to other agencies of the 
Government. The industrious gentleman 
from New York would do a real service 
by turning such information over to the 
Dies. committee. If the Dies committee 
will not cooperate, I am certain that the 
Toland committee will. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. The gentleman is 
correct in the last part of his statement; 
that is, that I am trying to do a service, 
but let me call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to the fact that what I am trying 
to do is not within the province of the 
Dies committee. The Dies committee was 
created. in 1938, and I drew the resolution 
creating that committee. It has abso- 
lutely nothing to do with this question of 
dual allegiance or citizenship. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan, 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Why did the gentle- 
man leave it out of that resolution then? 
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Mr. DICKSTEIN. Because at that 

time we were not at war. At that time we 
did not know that what happened in 1917 
and 1918 and in the last war would hap- 
pen in this war. The gentleman .asks 
me why I left it out. I drew the first 
resolution in 1934 which confined my 
work to un-American activities and I 
submit to the House and to the gentle- _ 
man from Ohio that that work has noth- 
ing to do with this. Aside from the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. Dizs] and I have 
the highest regard for him, and aside 
from the gentleman from Ohio, and aside 
from his views, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr, Dies] has not even scratched the 
Surface so far as the bundists in this 
country are concerned. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Then the gentleman 
is in favor of giving him more authority 
and more money to go ahead? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. No; most definitely 
not. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. The gentleman states 
he has not even scratched the surface. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN, If you are going to 
create a committee, get another commit- 
tee. There are plenty of good men in 
this House who would like to do work 
to protect their country. And, Mr. Horr- 
man, if I may address you, I want to 
answer your question if I may. You are 

asking me about the Dies committee, are 
you not? 

Mr. HOFFMAN. I said something 
about that, yes. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. For the last 4 
years I have been getting up here on 
the floor talking about one Count Vonsi- 
atsky. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. I do not know him. 

Mr.DICKSTEIN. The gentleman does 
not know him? It is a good thing you do 
not. I have requested the Dies commit- 
tee to serve a subpena on him and to 
bring him before that committee as early 
as possible on the ground that he was 
a Hitler agent. I requested that a long 
time ago but could not get any action 
from Dies or his committee. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Would not the gen- 
tleman from Mlinois [Mr. Mason] who 
sits here help you out? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mason] did his best 
to do lots of things, but he probably could 
not do it. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. How about Mr. 
Tuomas? Did not Mr. Tuomas offer to 
help you? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. That was a one- 
man organ-grinding committee; there 
was just one man running the show. 
The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Dies] 
is an outstanding American, a good 
lawyer, and I have no quarrel with him. 
The fact I want to bring home now is 
that Vonsiatsky was finally indicted 
about 3 weeks ago as the agent of a for- 
eign government; he pleaded guilty toa 
conspiracy charge and was sentenced to 
a term of 5 years in jail and a fine of 
$2,000, Yet I could not get Dizs to move 
against Vonsiatsky when I presented evi- 
dence of his subversive activities. I can 
give you a half-dozen more instances 
similar to that where the Dies commit- 
tee neglected to follow through impor- 
tant information,
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Mr. HOFFMAN. If you did that, it is a 

very good job and I want to compliment 

you on it. What were you going to ask 

me? You said a while ago you were 

going to ask me a question. 
Mr. DICKSTEIN. I did not say I 

wanted to ask you anything. 

Mr. MASON. Will the gentleman 

yield? 
Mr. DICKSTEIN. I yield to the gentle- 

man from Illinois. 

Mr MASON. Just to keep the RecorD 

clear, when this resolution was before 

the House I made about as clear an ex- 

planation of it as an ex-schoolteacher 

could, and I think I made it definitely 

clear that the provisions of this resolu- 

tion dealing with aliens and dealing with 

dual citizenship and dealing with citizens 

and citizenship in particular had noth- 

ing to do with the Dies committee. There 

was no overJapping, there was no dupli- 

cation, and should not be if the commit- 

tee was established. I am still of the 

same opinion. I want that made clear 

right now. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I thank the gentle- 

man for his contribution. I do not want 

to keep the Members here any longer than 

is necessary. May I say that, however, 

that whichever way it is done, some- 

thing must be done to give the commit- 

tee the right to subpena witnesses, and 

to study the various problems created by 

enemy aliens, dual nationals, and so 

forth. We are at war, we must protect 

our home front, as I have pointed out, 

and we must keep our boys’ families pro- 

tected while they do the actual fighting. 

As the committee responsible under the 

Constitution and under the rules of this 

House for legislation dealing with this 

subject, we are able, we believe, to do a 

job for our country. It is not a question 

of dollars and cents here at all. We are 

simply asking you for the right to bring 

in enemy aliens before us to find out their 

connections, their tie-ups, their relatives, 

their friends, how they got in here and 

under what circumstances some of them 

got their citizenship papers and so forth. 

Some of them received citizenship papers 

without even living in this country. It 

is a big job and we are willing to do it. 

Trepeat, we are at war. My committee is 

willing to shoulder the added responsibil- 

ity and work and I think the House ought 

to be grateful and cooperate. 

{Here the gavel fell. 

COMMITTEE ON NAVAL APFAIRS 

Mr. FORAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Cringe 

on Naval Affairs may have w mid 
   

night tonight to file a repor the bill 

H. R. 7419. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the reque + of the gentle- 

man from Rhode Island (Mr. Foranp 1? 

There was no objection. 

EQUAL RIGHTS FOR WOMEN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

a previous order of the House, the gen- 

tlewoman from Tilinois [Miss Sumner] 

is recognized for 30 minutes. _ 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois, Mr. Speak- 

er, the average American woman is a 

homemaker. Vast numbers of American 

women are busy rearing the citizens of 
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tomorrow. -There could be no more con- 

structive employment than this. There 

are many women, however, who are not 

engaged in these fundamental activities 

who would like to enter lucrative occu- 

pations and would do so were it not for 

the laws in their States which prevent 

their owning the wages they earn. 

In my own Siate, Illinois, women have 

full rights of citizenship. In Illinois we 

have women who are actively engaged in 

business, industry, the professions, and 

States. There are still States in the 

Union, however. which have\neglected to 

repeal the ancient laws which keep wom- 

en under a disability. 
The other day, for instance, Iitalked to 

2, highly intelligent young woman who 

told me that she practices law unger her 

husband’s name in the State in \which 

she lives. She cannot legally sign a mort- 

gage there. She cannot own the legal 

fees she earns, nor even inherit the 

property she has,accumulated if her Bay 

band should die. 
Her husband is within the draft age} 

    

ices she will not be able to carry on in 

his absence the business which they have 

built up through their joint efforts. ~The 

State laws there treat: her as if she were 

an incompetent child. 

There are doubtless many women of 

ability in the country in a similar pre- 

dicament. Deprived of their husbands 

by Federal conscription and necessity, 

they are at the same time unnecessarily 

deprived by local statutes of the oppor- 

tunity they would otherwise have to earn 

their own bread. A permanent loss in 

the event the husband is killed or maimed 

in war. 
Surely it cannot be called chivalrous 

to leave such statutes upon the books. 

Soon one may suppose there will be-an 

attempt by America to invade Europe. 

The war will then, presumably, enter a 

ploodier stage. Our soldiers, we know, 

cannot all return. War is the creator of 

widows and orphans. Of, spinsters, some 

of them casualties of war without know- 

ing it, because theysever even meet the 

men who, had they survived the war, 

might have stpported them, These 

women might enjoy some sense of ful- 

fillment.dn the future could they but 

broa: their activities, mingling with 

theif fellow citizens in work outside their 

homes. The statutes in far too many 

i “States deny them this meager substitute 

for happiness. 

It seems too much, moreover, to ask 

the men who do survive this war, some 

returning handicapped by injuries, to 

support not only their own dependents 

but also to support, through taxes, 

and their families and would prefer to 
do it if given a fair chance under the law. 

To diminish the gargantuan debt which 
we shall have accumulated before the 
war ends, we need a vastly augmented 
national income. With a mighty united 
effort wé must whittle down this monster 
debt, billion by billion. Keep it from 
growing. Else it will throttle private 
enterprise, dip deep into every lunch 
basket and worry our citizens beyond 
endurance,   

in public office. The same'is true in many _ 

If and when he enters the armed sery-\| 

women who might support themselves © 
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To avert this disastrous aftermath of 

war, we need to double, treble, perhaps 

even quadruple any sum of annual na- 

tional income the Nation has ever earned 

before. 
At the end of the war there will be 

plenty of wants to supply: radios, auto- 

mobiles, stoves and iceboxes and all the 

many comforts which the people are de- 

nying themselves-in order to save lives 

by winning the war as quickly as possi- 

ble. There are groups of citizens old 

and young who can, if trained, earn more 

money. There are these women, count- 

Jess numbers of them, who, if their legal- 

istic bonds were severed, might enlist in 

the work of production for war. Some ~ 

of them to continue on in the ranks dur- 

ing the post-war battie of production 

through which we may regain normal 

living. Through that peacetime battle 

of production we can build the “prave 

new world” which, we hope, will rise 

like a phoenix from the ashes of the 

old. 

We can lift this yoke of laws hanging 

about the necks of American women. We 

can repeal them automatically by an 

amendment to the Constitution of the 

nited States. 
There is an organization of American 

men who call themselves the National 

‘Women’s Party. They have worked ar- 

dently and indefatigably through the 

years for the passage of the so-called 

equalirights amendment to the Constitu- 

tion ofthe United States. 

That\amendment reads: 

women shall have equal rights 

the United States and every piace 

s jurisdiction. 

platforms of both Republi- 

can and Democratic Parties advocated, in 

more or less \gpecific terms, the passage 

of such an amendment. A subcommittee 

of the House Gudiciary Committee has 

favorably reported the equal-rights 

amendment The Senate Judiciary Com- 

mittee also reported it favorably not Jong 

ago. ; 
I am told, however, that leaders hesi- 

tate to proceed further with this legisla- 

tion because of the division of opinion 

with respect to its effect existing among 

women themselves. Chief objection to it 

‘seems to be that it might result in the 

repeal of so-called protective legislation 
affecting women. 
Many feminists argue, of the one hand, 

that women need only sch protective 
‘legislation as might better he applied to 
men also. That if the law\ygives wives 

alimony it should also give husbands 
alimony. They maintain incgntroverti- 
bly that legislation which is unfair to 
women is frequently passed Umder the 

guise of protective legislation. 

Equally distinguished women Yeaders 
who are opposed to the equalsrighis 
amendment argue, on the other ‘hand 
that there are many truly protective aws 

such as widows’ pension laws which 
women alone need, and which should re- 
main the law without being extended ‘to 
include men. ‘ 

Some time ago I was requested by a 
committee of the Women’s Bar Associa~ 
tion of Illinois to introduce and bring to 
the attention of this House the proposed 
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