| : |
| | | I | I
5
i
T
]
i
|
! FRANCES PERKINS
|
| 1933 - 1944
|
|
K }
I' - A 4
|




s | i L0

Maroh 37, 1933

Dear Frances:=

I am really very sorry for
this 1ittle man. I k.ew hie wife und
she died und now he apuarently has no-

He does speax several lang-
usges but beyond that I know 1little or
nothing about him except Lhst he eecms
a nioe sort of perwson.

If he o uld be used =g an
interpreter or translator anywhere, even
at & very nmnll salary, I would be graote-

t only on hies merits,

Very cordially yours,

(¥re. Franklin ", Hooscvelt)

Miss Prances Perklrs
Department of Labor
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March 27, 1933

Dear Mr. Sunshinei=

I have written to Mizs Perkine
asking her t3 do whai sh= can for you,

With all good wishen, T am

Very eincercly youre,

(Mre. Franklin 7. Hoosevelt)

Mr., Leon Sumghine
45 East 50th Strest
Hew York City




May &, 19co

Dear Frances:

1 have & note 1ros Clora iyde,
in which she encloses & ecopy of o letber
to you. ke did try tv use Clors liyde ln
the coapeign, but Lt seewca tist she hed
6 difficult time getting .long »lih Leople.
perhips you eoula find souething Jhere she
would not hove to work wltih people s she
does not seem .ble to couperste. I do feel
sorry for her and know that she needs a
jab very desperately. You, of eourse, are
a better Judge than 1 of what can be done
for her.

Always cffectlonately,

Miss Frances kins
Secretary of Labor
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NEW YORK,N.Y.

217 .eat 4bth at.

il 22, 1583

Jeur lis, ioosevelti=

if you .6 ot too overshelied 1y the
wllitlonal demuuds made o Ju Just .t thls tlee, woull you i
ture . momeut to say . word for na to gsuretiay peralus.
1 .m aaking her for « Jjob & jJou 111 see by the copy of
letter enclosel.

If you feel th.t jou woitls Like to oou= 3
ply with gy regueat and cuu cousistently lo it, 1 ould ap-
preciate a word vely nmcli «

~incerely,

B Mt~
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May 24, 1933
i

Dear Eleanor:
2 I have your letter of May elghth about
Clara Eyde, and will try to think of sowething for

ner. With all the lay-offs that are belng planned,

—

it 4g a difficult eituation.

Sincerely your

7P

Mre. Hnuawali

The Vhite House
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] . May 17, 1983

Dear Francesi
1 am enclosing this telegram
which has come tc me., W1ll you plesse’
tell me 11 there 1g waytulug [ can
suy to thewd
affeclionataely,

Miss Frances Perkins
vecretary of Labor
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Pay 18, ludo

Desr Frances:

iirs. Pennybocker is pust cnuious
tihat you should go to Chuatuaugua this
suumer, «nd this s Just ¢ line to tell
you that I think perhaps your umoss:pe
is very uuch needed for thait partleulsr
group of people, so if you con uwo it
xithout too wuch exboustion 1 think
it would be & gooa thing.

with wueh love,

Affectlionutely,




May BO, 1833

Dear Francea:

Would you haove somebody in
your Department look up the history of the
Child Labor Amendment? I um writing an
article about 1t and would like the exmot
wording of it, 1ts present status, the
numbor of states which hawe ratified it,
and anything elee which y:u think 1
ought to lkmow.

1 hate asking you to do this,
but hope you will find somecne in your
Department who is. not too busy.

Very sinoersly yuurms,

- Hons Fremces Perkina
The Ssorstary of Labor
Washington

D. C.
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Hay B2, 1953

Donr Frunces:
I un pussing thin on to you.
44111 you lot me koo whnt to wnswerd

Vary aincercly yours,

Honorable Frances Perkins,
Secretary ot labor
Washington, D. C.
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Uy dear Frances:

I am proposing Marion Dicker-
men for membership in the Cosmopolitan
Club and I wonder if you would be willing
to sepond her. If so, will you write a
lettar to Mrs. ¢hitney Shappardson,
Cheirman of the Vsmbership Committeas?

Very sincerely yours,

Hon. Frances Perkins
Tha Secratary of Labor
Washington, D, C,




Uay LB, 1838

Dear Francesi

I am sending you some papers
whiek were left for we by Uiss Hughes.
Is there any chhncﬁ-thut anything can be

dJdone for her?

Affuoctionately,
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May 27, 1933. /

Dear Eleanor:

I am sending you some material on
the Child Labor Amendment as requested in your
note of May 20th.

P 4

!111-::::3.;,
%/{ %/a@
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Mrs. Roosevelt,

The White House,




May 25, 1333.

Hemorandum re: Proposed Child Labor Amendment to the Federal Comstitution.

The proposal for the Child Labor hndmﬁ.t was the remilt of the action
of the ﬁittﬂ. States Supreme Court in declaring unconstitutional two
Federal child labor laws, which had been enacted in an attempt to establish
a Federal minimmm, below which no State might fall in protection of ita
children from exploitation by unecrupulous employers. These laws had been
moderate in thelr terms, setting up as a standard a minimum age of 14 for
children in factorles and of 16 for children in mines and quarries, with
an EB-hour day and a night-work prohibition for children between 14 and 16
in factorles. The most active opposition to the amendment came from the
Southern Textile Bulletin uﬁltlnnll Manufacturers' Assoclation, which

immediately after the passage of the amendment by Congress, began a campaign

"of misrepresentation in all the States, particularly in the rural districts,
remulting in rejection by a large mmber when the leglslatures met in 1925.
Arkansas ratified in the summer of 192U; Arizons, California,and Wisconsin,
in 1925; Montana, im 1927; and Colorado, in 1931, Ia the fall of 1932 the
increasing unemployment and the growth of sweatghops in which children were
employed under unbelisvably bad conditions brought the child labor guestion
agaln to the fore., Everywhere child welfare organizations, labor departments, and

school people were urging that children be kept in school, that jobes be con-
sarved for ‘.h.nh of families.
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The eituation was s0 serious as to cause a demand on the part of fair
employers of labor and of all organizatione interssted in children that
some standards be set up to stop the downward trend. Efforts were mada
1n many States to strengthen the child labor standards, and agltation for
the ratification of the amendment began, The following States have
ratified this year, as many as in the whole eight years since the amend-
mant was propossdt

Michigan Ohio North Dalkota
New Hampshire Oregon Washington
Every cne of these States reversed a previous unfavorable vots,

The amendment has passed the House in West Virginia, and is still before
the leglelatures in Florida, Illinois, Massachusetts, New Jersey, and Texas.
It was introduced this year in Alabama, Iowa, Eansas, Maryland, New York,
Pennaylvania, Bhods Island, Tennessss, and Wyoming, also, but the legle-
latures adjourned without action. In Minnesota the amendment passed the
House but the leglslature adjourned before action by the Senate. There will
be an attempt to introduce the amendment in Comnecticut befors the close of
the session. The fact that national legislation is needed is emphasised by
the failure of the States to advance standards this year in spite of the
efforts which have been made in this direction. Forty-five State leglslatures
were in session, of which the majority have now adjourned, Utsh stands out

I




a8 the only State to enact a complete new child labor bill, It raised
the minimum age for work during school hours to 16, fired an S-hour day
and Uli-hour week for minors under 18, and provided double compensation
for minors injured while 4llegally employed. Efforts were made in over
half the States to improve their child labor laws, but the large majority
ware of no avail.

The text of the Amendment is given in the enclosed article by Oraca
Abbott, reprinted from the North American Review for December, 1524, This
article also gives some background material for the amendment.

Attached are the procesdings and recommendations of a child labor
conference of representatives of national organizations called by the
Children's Bureau last Decesber. They indicate the strength of the move-
ment for the elimination of child laber,

It s interesting to note the change in attitude toward the amendment
which the present exploitation of child workers and existing economie condi-
tions have brought about. The mamufacturing interests were almost unanimously
opposed to the amendment in 192l; this year they have shown little oppoeition
and the textils mamufacturers in Massachusetts have even come out in favor
of ratification. Another change ia front which is of great significance as far
as the passage of the amendment is concerned is the withdrawal of Cardinal
0'Jonnell from the ranks of the opposition. In 1924 when the amendment was
before the people in Massachusetts on a referendum vote the Oardinal addressed

a letter to the priests of his diocese directing them to request their
parishioners to register and vote against the amendment on elsction day. Now




however, the last isgue of the Pilot, the offiecial organ of his diccess,

contains a two-column "Uanifesto" on the amsndment. Thie, he has told

the supporters, is the same as glving hie approval,
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Reprinted from the December iasue by permission from Tux Nowrsn Asmmicas Review

THE CHILD LABOR AMENDMENT-I

BY GRACE ABRBOTT
Chief of Children's Buresn, U, 5. Department of Labor

Congress has submitted to the States a joint resolution adopted
by more than the requisite two-thirds majority, proposing a
twentieth Amendment to the Constitution of the United States.
The text of the proposed Amendment is as follows:

Section 1. The Congress shall have power to limit, regulate, and prohibit
the labor of persons under eighteen years of age.

Section 2. The power of the several States is unimpaired by this article ex-
cept that the operation of State laws shall be suspended to the extent necessary
to give effect to legislation enacted by the Congress,

Before the reasons why this amendment is now before the
States for action are discussed, its form and scope should perhaps
be noted. It will be seen at once that, unlike the Prohibition and
Suffrage Amendments, this proposed Amendment contains no
prohibition and no regulation. It does not limit the authority of
Congress to the occupations and the age and hour standards
which would be written into a statute at this time. We do not
know what changes a hundred years will bring. We do know
that if we were to undertake to prophesy what these changes are
to be, we would be sure to be wrong. It is, of course, for this
reason that the powers granted through the Amendment should
be general in scope and not limited to immediate needs. Under
its power to regulate foreign and interstate commerce, Congress
was first concerned with a commerce that moved on the stage
coach, the pony express, the sailing vessel, and the rowboat.
There are parts of the country in which all these are used today,
but it is with the regulation of the railroad and the steamboat
that Congress has been concerned in the last fifty years, and in the
next fifty it may be the motor truck, the motor boat, and the air-
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plane that will elaim its attention. The general form in which
the proposed Amendment is stated, then, gives to Congress the
power to meet changing conditions by new regulations. Section 2
makes it clear that, whatever these changes may be, the co-
operation of the United States with the States in the eradication
of child labor is the object sought.

The proposed Amendment has a long history behind it. There
is no subject on which opinions have changed more in the last
hundred years than child labor, as a re-reading of Alexander
Hamilton’s Report on Manufactures shows. The first child
labor laws were, it is true, passed during the period before
the Civil War. But as they were not enforced, they were so
many dead letters on the statute books. Fifty years ago only
six States had established a minimum age for factory work. In
four of these—Connecticut, Massachusetts, New Jersey, and
Vermont—a ten-year age minimum had been adopted. Rhode
Island had a twelve-year minimum for factories; Pennsylvania
had a thirteen-year age minimum for textile mills, but employ-
ment in the mines at twelve years of age was authorized. The
hours children might work were regulated in fourteen States as
follows: California permitted no more than an eight-hour day for
wards and apprentices—other children were not so protected;
nine States or territories—Connecticut, Dakota Territory, Maine,
Minnesota, New Hampshire, New Jersey, Ohio, Pennsylvania,
and Vermont—had a ten-hour law; Massachusetts had a sixty-
hour week for children; Rhode Island had an eleven-hour day for
children under fifteen, and Georgia prohibited a longer day than
sunrise to sunset for white persons under twenty-one years of age;
‘Wisconsin's laws were so contradictory in terms that it is hard to
say what they did prohibit. Only one State (Rhode Island) pro-
hibited night work.

During the last fifty years the struggle to protect children by
State action from industrial exploitation has been continuous.
In the period from 1880 to 1916, when the first Federal law was
passed, a new conception of the obligation of public protection of
children was finding general recognition in this and other coun-
tries. While the ideal of equal opportunity for all children was
accepted more rapidly in the United States than in other coun-
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tries, it encountered many difficulties in actual realization. Ef-
fective barriers to the premature employment of children were
erected in some States; in others the barriers were authorized in
legislative enactment but were never set up because administra-
tive machinery was not provided. In some States both law and
enforcement were wholly inadequate, and in consequence a de-
mand for Federal action developed.

In 1006 the first child labor bills were introduced in Congress.
At that time Senator Beveridge of Indiana and Representative
Herbert Parsons of New York sought by Federal legislation to
“prevent the employment of children in factories and mines,” and
Senator Lodge of Massachusetts sponsored a measure designed to
*prohibit the employment of children in the manufacture or pro-
duction of articles intended for interstate commerce”, Almost
ten years later (September 1, 1916) the first Federal child labor
law was adopted. Under its power to regulate interstate and
foreign commerce, Congress sought in this measure to close the
channels of interstate and foreign commerce to the products of
child labor. On June 8, 1918, after the law had been in opera-
tion nine months and three days, the United States Supreme
Court in a five to four decision held that the law was not a legiti-
mate exercise of the power of Congress to regulate interstate com-
merce and was therefore unconstitutional,

Following this decision, Congress enacted on February 24,
1919, as a part of the revenue act of 1918, a provision for a tax of
ten per cent. of the annual net profits of certain enumerated estab-
lishments which employed children in violation of the age and
hour standards laid down in the act.

The child labor tax law became operative on April 25, 1919, and
was in effect until May 15, 1922, when the United States Supreme
Court in the case of Bailey v. The Drezel Furniture Company held
that it was not a valid exercise of Congress’s right to lay and col-
lect taxes. Only one judge dissented from this opinion. It was,
therefore, clearly established that either the policy of Federal as-
sistance in eliminating child labor must be abandoned, or the Con-
stitution must be amended so as to give to Congress the power
which it was believed to have when these two acts were passed.

At the time that these laws were enacted, Congress believed it
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had the authority through these general grants of power to reach
the employment of children in any and all occupations and chil-
dren of any age. 'The occupation, age, and hour standards which
it set up represented, therefore, its conclusions as to the minimum
Federal standard which should be established. In effect both
these laws prohibited the employment of children under fourteen
in mills, canneries, workshops, factories, and manufacturing es-
tablishments; established an eight-hour day, and prohibited
night work for children between fourteen and sixteen employed in
such establishments; and prohibited the employment of children
under sixteen in mines and quarries. y

During this period—1906 to 1916—the Federal Pure Food and
Drug Act, the Harrison Anti-Narcotic Act, the White Slave Law,
and a number of other less known measures providing for Federal
assistance in solving “local ” problems which had become national
in scope, were passed by Congress. The child labor law present-
ed, therefore, no new administrative problems, and, it was be-
lieved at the time, no new constitutional difficulties.

Although absolute uniformity in child labor legislation was not
sought through the two Federal child labor laws, an increasing
number of people had come to be concerned not only with what
happened to the children of a single State but with what happened
to all American children. The Census of 1910 showed 557,797
children between the ages of ten and sixteen years employed in
non-agricultural pursuits. In 1880 there were 396,504 so em-
ployed. Thus in spite of all the effort to secure adequate State
legislation during these thirty years, the,number of children en-
gaged in non-agricultural work in 1910 was considerably greater
than in 1880, and the percentage in such employment of all the
children of the given ages was only one per cent. less. In justice
to the children and to the future of the United States, it was urged
that all American children should be protected against premature
employment, excessive hours, and hazardous occupations. The
facts showed that a very considerable proportion of American
children were not so protected. Through years of work with
Suuk;hhtm:dvmﬁudahduﬂhwhldlumedthnt
manufacturers always appeared at the sessions and objected to
further protection for the children of the State because it gave
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what they considered unfair advantage to the industries of other
States in which a lower value was placed on childhood. This
argument may not always have been sincere, but it was accepted
so frequently as a reason for postponing action even in States
whose standards were low that Federal action seemed necessary in
fairness to the children and to manufacturers in all the States.

Although the reasons for a Federal law and a Constitutional
Amendment to make a Federal law possible are the same, there
are a few people who have favored the use of the power if it al-
ready existed but who have questioned the wisdom of granting it
to Congress. Moreover, it was seven years after President Wil-
son went in person to the Senate to urge the adoption of the first
law and five years after the tax law was passed on his recommen-
dation, that President Coolidge reported to Congress that an
Amendment to the Constitution was necessary for the protection
of children, Since many changes may have occurred during that
period, a new examination of the reasons or necessity for national
action is, perhaps, needed.

Two questions should be considered with reference to the
Amendment: What facts are there from which its significance in
terms of the welfare of children can be determined? Does it do
violence to the American theory of government?

There are those who are raising the whole question of whether
any kind of child labor law, State or national, is necessary or de-
girable, They are talking of the opportunities which come to
children only if they go to work at eight years of age, of the right
of the parent, or, more correctly, the employer plus the parent, to
decide whether a child shall or shall not work at any age or hour or
occupation. There are those who urge that the cost of widow-
hood and orphanage must be borne by little children. There are
some few who seek to enlist followers under the black flag of a
business morality that should long ago have been outlawed.
They ask only, *Is child labor profitable?”

These questions and objections have been raised whenever child
labor or compulsory school laws have been considered by any
State legislature during the past seventy-five years. They are as
pertinent in the discussion of a State law as of a national law. In
this brief discussion the objections to child labor which are widely
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known will not be restated. The question is not *“Shall child
labor be eliminated?” Nor is it a choice between the alterna-
tives of State and Federal action. Under the terms of the pro-
posed Amendment the question is whether we shall make it possi-
ble for the Federal Government to cobiperate with the States in
the eradication of child labor. ‘

To decide whether there is need for national action we need to
know the character and the effectiveness of our State child labor
legislation, and in what numbers, in what parts of the country,
and under what conditions, children are now employed.

First, as to4the numbers of working children: The decennial
census is our only source of information for the United States as a
whole. For the purposes of this discussion it does not give an
adequate picture for several reasons: (1) Working children under
ten years of age were not enumerated. Their numbers, it is to be
hoped, are not large, but the serious effects of their employment
make even small numbers important. Investigations made by
the Children's Bureau of work in canneries and of industrial home
work indicate that in some sections the number of working chil-
dren under ten years of age is not inconsiderable. These investi-
gations were made by the Children's Bureau during the period
from 1918 to 1920, but there is no evidence of improvement since
that time. On the contrary, investigations made during the last
year in New Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania by the State
depdrtments of labor indicate widespread employment of very
young children in tenement home work. (2) The census was
taken in 1920 when the Federal law restricted the employment of
children under fourteen in mills and factories, and of children
under sixteen years in mines and quarries. The full effect of the
Federal law is, therefore, imbedded in the census, and the redue-
tion between 1910 and 1820 in the number of children gainfully
employed in manufacturing and mining operations in certain
States is largely due to the Federal law since held unconstitu-
tional. (8) The census was taken in January, when many of the
child employing industries are not so active as at other times.
(4) It is altogether probable that most of those engaged in tene-
ment home work were not counted by the enumerators as em-
ployed. Nevertheless, the census showed more than a million
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(1,060,858) children between ten and sixteen years of age gain-
fully employed, and nearly half a million (418,5649) employed in
non-agricultural industries.

Although evidence of exploitation of children in certain kinds of
agriculture is not lacking, it is generally believed that a better en-
forcement of school laws will reduce interference with school at-
tendance, which is the most serious evil in rural child labor. As
the employment of children in agriculture is usually on the home
farm and is seasonal and out of doors, it is much less objectionable
than employment in mines and factories. Moreover, many of
the farm children merely help their fathers with the farm work
just as the girls help their mothers with the housework. If not
too arduous, such work is, of course, valuable to boys and girls for
the training it gives and the sense of responsibility which it de-
velops. Therefore those who have advoeated the Amendment
have been especially concerned with the child employed in non-
agricultural oceupations.

As to the number of children ten to sixteen years of age which
the Census of 1920 reported as gainfully employed in non-agri-
cultural pursuits, it was smaller than in 1910 but larger than in
1880. In 1920, it should be remembered, the Federal law was
discouraging by a prohibitive tax the employment of children
under fourteen in mills and factories, and the Federal eight-hour
day made it more difficult and less profitable than formerly to
employ them in mills which operated on a ten- or eleven-hour
schedule. The census figures for 1920 show that the textile mills
were then employing 54,649 child operatives; iron and steel mills,
12,804; clothing factories and sweatshops, 11,757; lumber mills
and furniture factories, 10,585; shoe factories, 7,545; coal mines,
5,850, Child servants and waiters were reported to the number
of 41,580. Messengers, bundle wrappers, and office boys and
girls numbered 48,028; sales boys and sales girls in stores, 30,370;
other child clerks, 22,521. Newsboys numbered 20,706, and
there were 147,048 children between ten and sixteen in other mis-
cellaneous occupations,

These children were not employed in any one section of the
country. According to the 1920 census the proportion of the
total child population ten to fifteen years of age, inclusive, *em-
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ployed in gainful oceupations,” ranged from three per eent, in the
three Pacific Coast States to seventeen per cent. in the East
South Central States, comprising Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama,
and Mississippi.

In Mississippi more than one-fourth of all the children ten to
fifteen years of age were at work; in Alabama and in South Caro-
lina, twenty-four per cent.; in Georgia, twenty-one per cent.; and
in Arkansas, nineteen per cent, Of the New England States,
Rhode Island had the largest proportion of children from ten to
fifteen years of age, thirteen per cent., “employed in gainful oe-
cupations.” FExcept in the South, no other State had so large a
percentage of employed children as this.

What numbers are now employed and what is their geographi-
cal distribution it is not possible to say. At the time the second
Federal child labor law was declared unconstitutional, we were
suffering from a serious industrial depression during which several
millions of men and women and thousands of children who had
previously left school for work were unemployed. Reports as to
the number of work permits granted in 1923 in some thirty-four
cities indicate that this reduction in the number of employed
children was only temporary. With the revival of industry, the
children were re-employed in large numbers, so that the problem
in some centers has increased rather than decreased.

Those who have read of Lord Shaftesbury's struggle for the
child workers of England in the recently published biography by
Jd. L. and Barbara Hammond, will remember that he encountered
more opposition in his attempt to reduce the hours of work for the
children who were legally employed than he did in raising the age
at which their employment should receive legal sanction. This is
true in the United States today, and explains much of the opposi-
tion which the amendment is meeting. After the minimum age of
ploymenthﬁzed,thmmmimtheeqmﬂyimportmtqun-
tion of the conditions of work for those who are allowed to enter
industry. There is not only the problem of preventing too great
a strain duﬂngthatdnlmtpmiodbmmuuftmlnn;hnrm:
there is also the problem of occupations which may be reasonably
Mnfwmmdwnmhutmmtremdyhmdumhrrmg
persons, More progress has been made in writing fourteen years
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into the statutes as a minimum age for employment, with all
kinds of exemptions and exceptions to be sure, than in protecting
adolescent boys and girls from the strain of the ten- or eleven-hour
day. Since Congress indicated in the two Federal laws it enacted
that it believes in the eight-hour day for factory children between
fourteen and sixteen years of age, it is from the States in which
children of fourteen and fifteen are still legally working long hours
that opposition is to be expected. :

A recent analysis of work accidents to minors in Wisconsin,
Massachusetts, and New Jersey made by the Children’s Bureau
gives fresh evidence of the need for discrimination in deciding
which occupations should be closed to all those who have not
reached what we call ““ years of discretion”. In this investigation
facts concerning minors to whom compensation had been paid
were obtained from the files of the State industrial commissions
and accident boards. This meant that in Wisconsin records of
accidents which had caused disability of more than seven days’
duration were included, and in Massachusetts and New Jersey,
records of those which had caused disability of more than ten
days' duration. Within twelve months! in these three States
there were 7,478 such accidents to minors under twenty-one
years of age, 406 to children under sixteen, 2,089 to children of
sixteen or seventeen, and 4,948 to minors of eighteen, nineteen, or
twenty. Thirty-eight minors died from their injuries, and 920
were partly disabled for life,

An analysis of the causes of the accidents in the only State
(Wisconsin) where comparative figures could be obtained, showed
that nearly twice as many of the injuries to minors as to adults
were due to machinery. Each of the States studied had attempt-
ed to protect its child workers by prohibiting the employment of
children under sixteen years of age in certain occupations, chiefly
in the operation of the more dangerous machines. Wisconsin and
Massachusetts also prohibited some kinds of employment for
children under eighteen years, but operation of many of the dan-
gerous machines was permitted to children of sixteen and seven-
teen. The effect of the special protection accorded children of

'In Wisconain sad New Jermy the period covered was the year July 1, 1616, to June 30, 1620;
iI-e_ni-ulil waa the year July 1, 1021, to June 80, 1092,
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fourteen to sixteen years and the need for its extension to
children up to eighteen are seen in the proportions of accidents due
to machinery among the children of the different age groups.

In each of the three States a larger percentage of the accidents
to children sixteen and seventeen years of age was due to power-
working machinery than of the accidents either to children four-
teen and fifteen (the protected group) or to eighteen, nine-
teen, and twenty years old, in spite of the fact that a greater
proportion of the minors of eighteen and ovés-are employed in
the more dangerous occupations.

Because they are too young to appreciate the risks involved
either to themselves or to others, boys and girls will not observe as
carefully as adults the precautions necessary for self-protection in
industries in which there is danger of industrial poisoning or ac-
cidents due to power-working machinery. There are new indus-
trial hazards each year, followed orly too slowly by new safety
devices, and no safety engineer has been able to give to persons
under eighteen that appreciation of risk and steadiness of purpose
which make daily caution possible. Practically all of the States
have enacted some legislation looking toward protection against
hazards of this sort, but in many of the laws there are serious and
obvious omissions.

Whether, in the event the amendment is adopted, Congress will
ever undertake to prohibit persons under eighteen from work in-
volving exposure to poisonous gas or dangerous moving machin-
ery, cannot be foretold. Congress has been slow to utilize its
powers. It was not until more than ninety years after the adop-
tion of the Constitution that it passed a general law regulating
immigration; it did not make it possible to fix freight rates until
even later; and the machinery through which the “Pittsburg
Plus™ decision became possible was not provided until more than
120 years had passed.

As to the present status of State legislation: It varies so in the
occupations to which it extends, in the exemptions and exceptions
which are made, in the age, hour, educational, and physical stand-
ards, that general statements with reference to the protection
afforded children by State laws are impossible.

Using as a standard the laws which Congress attempted to set
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up in 1916 and 1919, we find that only eighteen of the forty-eight
States have as high or higher standards in the regulation of fac-
tory work. Nine States have no law prohibiting all children
under fourteen from working in both factories and stores. Twen-
ty-three States with a fourteen-year minimum age limit have
weakened their laws by permitting exemptions under which
children not yet fourteen may work. Thirty-five States allow
children to go to work without a common-school edueation.
Nineteen States do not make physical fitness for work a condition
of employment. Eleven States allow children under sixteen to
work from nine to eleven hours a day; one State does not regulate
in any way daily hours of labor of children. Four States do not
protect children under sixteen from night work. Exceptions and
administrative loop holes further complicate the difficulty of mak-
ing any general statements. The only conclusion that can be
reached is that a few States have excellent laws which are well
enforced, some have poor legislative standards poorly enforeed,
and there are States at every point between these two extremes,

To summarize: The number of young children employed is still
very large. Their employment is not confined to any one section
of the country nor to any one part of a single State. Although
the States in the various parts of the country have enacted child
labor laws, those laws have been uneven and inadequate, some-
times because of successful opposition to the enactment of a law,
and sometimes because of successful opposition to the effective
enforcement of the law.

During recent years through the medium of the “draft con-
ventions™ agreed to at the International Labor Conferences of the
League of Nations, most of the civilized world has made inter-
national agreements with reference to minimum age, night work,
hours of work, and certain hazardous occupations. The United
States has, thus far, elected not to enter into any of these agree-
ments. Are we also to say that in the face of a real national need
we shall not have even a national standard? There are political
objections. Someone suggests that the foundations of the Ite-
public will be shattered if it is made possible for the nation to pro-
tect its children from industrial exploitation. Americans believe
in local self-government. On the other hand, we have learned
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from experience that there are some subjects which need national
action. The list was a very short one in the Articles of Confed-
eration. It was made longer in the Constitution, and has since
been increased by amendment.

Our history accounts in large measure for our belief in local re-
sponsibility. In the field of social service—the care of the poor,
the aged, the children, the helpless generally—the tradition of
local control came not from our Federal form of government but
by inheritance from England of the theory of parish responsibility
for the poor of each parish. Although local responsibility in this
field has behind it much sound political reasoning, it has frequent-
Iy furnished the explanation of neglect and of shameful incom-
petence and inefficiency in the United States as well as in Eng-
land,

The struggle for State cobiperation with the loeal units in the
care of the dependent and defective has been won in principle,
We do not today hear people saying that the abandonment of a
county insane asylum, a county jail, or a county poorhouse is a
direct blow at the foundation principle of local responsibility in
government. It was, however, exactly so denounced when Daoro-
thea Dix began her agitation for State and National provision for
the insane, Nowhere was this feeling of the importance of loeal
government stronger than in Massachusetts, where Miss Dix be-
gan her work, But in the Yace of the facts which she presented,
political theories had to give way, and Massachusetts took the
first steps toward State care of the insane,

In recent years, although the movement for local control has
decreased State authority in many fields, our State Governments
have assumed increasing responsibility in the field of social wel-
fare. In the last few years State administrative machinery has
been greatly improved, so that these new responsibilities are being
more successfully met. State provision for dependent children
by institutional or family-home care, by payment of some part of
thnmutdmthm'pmﬁmbythuﬁmﬂnglndmmhimnf
private Ii:mchl. by ltl.lldl::lﬂhﬂn of probation service, by as-
tionwithmnhbmrda-%benmmhrl hwntthamn;mn:plu
that might be cited. mmmrhdmﬁmhubemahug
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the same lines, and in the health field the States have been com-
pelled to take the leadership.

A new and genuine appreciation of the importance of serving
rural as well as urban communities has given added impetus to
this whole movement for the assumption of leadership by the
State. No one sees any other method by which county-wide
work can be initiated and carried on in the less populous and less
wealthy counties. Ewven with taxation involving a sacrifice en-
tirely out of proportion te that borne by the richer communities,
some counties find that the burden of adequate provision for the
children's education, health, ete., is too heavy to bear.

When it comes to the function of the National Government,
there are new complications. The old theory that matters of
national interest should be the function of the Federal Govern-
ment and those which are purely local should be locally settled, is
still unquestionably the rule to follow., But what is national,
what is State, and what is purely local, becomes a question of fact
rather than of political theory or political tradition. Those who
are opposed to the particular undertaking under discussion can
always be counted upon to talk much about the fundamental po-
litical principles involved and very little about the end which is
sought. But there are a few who favor the object sought, to
whom the political changes seem so dangerous as to warrant op-
position. Reference has already been made to the fact that there
were those who prophesied the fall of the Republic when it was
proposed that new types of work should be taken over by the
State and when the authority of local government was to be in
any degree curtailed, just as they do when a proposal to increase
or develop national functions is made.

Although within the boundaries of the States local feeling has
been as strong as State feeling, and geographic, economic, and
social differences between different sections of the same State are
as striking and as fundamental as the differences between any two
States, this local community feeling has never been associated
with a great struggle, and it finds expression in no familiar maxim
which passes for thought and judgment.

Recently it has been found that some employers have managed
to dodge behind State lines, escape the penalties of a child labor
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law, and yet employ children. For example, an investigation of
home work by children made in Jersey City last year disclosed the
fact that more than a thousand children, the great majority of
whom were under the age of fourteen, were doing sweat-shop work
in their homes under dangerously insanitary conditions. It was
brought out in the testimony given in connection with the State’s
investigation that a considerable amount of the tenement home
work done by the New Jersey children was distributed from fac.
tories in neighboring States. Thus, New York manufacturers,
who were sending their work to Jersey City to escape the New
York regulations against tenement home work, were not subject
to the penalties imposed by the New Jersey laws.

Geographical relationship and economic and social conditions
have all greatly changed in recent years. The most remote State
may be nearer Washington in means of communication and trans-
portation than Buffalo was to Albany or Boston to Springfield at
the time the Constitution was adopted. Economic lines of de-
velopment everywhere cross the arbitrary boundaries of the
State. The industrial district of which New York City is the
center crosses the boundaries of four States; that of Chicago, three
States; while in the industrial districts of St. Louis, Philadelphia,
and many other cities, two States are included. The State in
which a large and an increasing number of men and women sleep
and vote is not the State in which they work. We have come to
recognize that local transportation problems of these and many
other cities cannot be settled in either a single city or a single
State,

What about Federal cotiperation with the State to control
child labor? Is this a dangerous leap into the dark? Fortunate-
ly not. chnuwhuw%nmtﬂuﬂmtﬂgimthhpﬂm,

mthnndﬂu&nod;ﬁnnalﬂmtﬂhbm(ﬁniﬂ-in
1918, 1923, and 1924, indicate that these officials found that a
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Federal law brought increased respect for State laws. The stat-
ute books show that State initiative was not'paralyzed by Fed-
eral action; on the contrary, the progress made by States with
lower standards and those with higher standards than the Federal
law was greater during the time the Federal laws were in effect
than either immediately before their enactment or since the sec-
ond law was declared unconstitutional.

That the welfare of children is a matter of more than local con-
cern no one would challenge, since the future citizenship of the
Nation as well as of the individual State is always involved.
States individually are unable to protect their children or their
industries against unfair competition. Industrial districts, in-
dustrial opposition to better standards for working children, have
recognized no State lines. Hence the conclusion of the President
and Congress that children need the help of both State and
Nation.

In most countries the sense of responsibility toward children
has quickened since the War. In many countries which suffered
more than we did, the losses have enhanced the importance of
children. Individually and as a Nation we have made our con-
cern what has been happening to the children of Germany, Rus-
sin, and Austria, as well as to those of Belgium and Japan. Amer-
icans cannot know that children anywhere are suffering and not
help to relieve them. Here are American children, hundreds of
thousands of them, not protected as our reason and our affection
tell us they should be. The amendment raises the question
whether we shall make national action for their relief possible.

GRrACE ABBOTT.
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CHILDREN'S LUAELU
Washington Decenber 10, 1932

SUMLARY OF THE CONCLUSIONS OF THiE CONFERENCE ON
PHEBENT DAY CHILD LABOAW FROZLEMS

Is the old child-laber problen still with us?

Turrent rcports of work certificate iesuins olficers and [fHctery inspec-
tors all-indicote thet the numbers of working shildron, alrosdy muci roduced
according to the 1930 Census, have still further declined roughly in propor=-
tion to the decline in general enployient. :

Is there a now child=labor problem?

Frances Perkins and Joseph k. Tonc, Cormissioners of Labor of ilew York
and Connecticut. respectively; Beatrice licConnell of the Pernnsylvanian Dopart=
ment of Laber; Zdwerd 7. MeGrady of the American Foderation of Labar; Courtenay
Dimwiddie of the Motiomal Child Labor Cormitteos, and sthors testified to the
appearance of & new voriation of the old sweat-shop, with unbeliovably low
wages and lon; hours fer children &s well as for adults. A relentloss
prossure on labor stundards was pictured. (Seo attached renoris on present
child labor situation.)

Is this the timo to eliminate child labor?

The agrecment ves unoninous thot in this economic crisis overy aveileble
Job should be given to an adult and thet in the interest of both child and
adult, leogislotion to this end should be cnnctad thia winter.

What new State standerds aro nocded?

B. 16 ysars the basic minipun ape for cnployment.
b, 16 and 17 yonrs the "regulated" period.
Hours = ghortor than for adulis but not to exceod B per day.
Wage - ninimun wage law for those under 18.
Safely - extra compensetion for injured minors illegelly enrployed;
age ninima higher than 16 for hazordous cccupations.
(See attnchod roport of Comuittec on Hazerdous Occupetions.)

g Stoate enforcenent rachinery ndoguate?

Buresus of Worien and Children in State Lubhor Depertments should be esteb-
lishod or strongthened es an nid in enforcenont of low end in educetion of
public opinion.

How crn we cares for tha children not sllowed to work?

The obvious pleco for those childrom is in school. The school budgets
must he maintained to teke cere of thum. The conferonce nladged itmolf to
special asplstance to the schools in this onorgency.

wor gthor for ildron?

Conferoncos of State ropresentativos of the various orgunizations and
agencies in attendsnco wero planned to map out State progrons. Proupt and
resourceful action by each agoney is nocomsary to neot the omergoncy.




EMERGENCY CHILD LAROR FROGRAK

Tecommended by the Conference as especially needed at this time because of the

widesprend uncmployment among adulte nnd the doveloping pressurc upon long ostab-

lighed labor stendardsi

(1) Age and hour regulations.

(a) A basic 16-yenr minimum for nll gninful employment, with certain
exemptions of carefully selected cccupations for the 14 and 15
yoar old group cutside of school hours, and with some suitable
provision for the group not able to profit by the ordinary school
program up to the age of 16. (In view of ner tyves of child
cmployment, the occucations covercd by logislation need specinl
congideration so as to mrke certrin thet all employed children
nre given vrotoction,)

- (b) Maximum hours of labor for minors under 18 sherter thnn the
prevoiling hours of adulte and in no case more thrn 8 poer doy.

(2) Hozardous cccupntions.

(a) Eighteen year minimum as recommended by the Advisory Committeeo
on Empleyment of Minors in Hazardous Occumations.

(v} Provision for pogment of double compensation in case of minora

under 18 1llegally employed, the employer to be personmally liable
for the mdditionrl nmount.

(3) Minimm wage. Mondatory minimum wnge legislation for minors under 18.

Te make these stendards effective, adequate provision forradministration
was urged, the following measures being specifically mentloned!:
(1) Establishment of bureaus of women nnd children in State devartments of
labor, and the strengthening of such buresus where plrendy eastnblished.

(2) [Reglstration of business firms with the State labor departments, to
facilitnte inspectlon.

It was agreed that amcceptance nf these standarde necessitates gericus con-

glideration of schoel problems. The following resolution on this subject wne passed:

We recognize that the schools of the nation are now facing tho
greatest crisis in thelr history due to increased enrollments and
drastically reduced tudgets. We are desply concerned over the
effeat of the present economic situation upon the schools; and we
enll upon the organizations here represented to lend their efforts
to the end that scheol budgets will provide the types and amount
of education adapted to the needs of all children,




REFORTS ON THE FRESENT CHILD-LAGOR SITUATION

Frances Perkins, Mow York State Industricl Commissioncr, strossod
the fact that the jobs et prescnt open to voys and girle betweon 1éand 16
years of age offor proctieclly nothing worthwhile from the staundpoint
either of trainin; or earnirgs. Juoting figures of thn Division of
Junior Flaceuent of the Mew York State Depurimcnt of Laboer for September
ant October; 1932, she atnted that 35 per cent of the jobe nowu opun to
children under 16 yuurs of age are for housework, for vhich tho hours aru
long, and the pay rarely mors thon 32.50 o wouls 19 por cont arc fnetory
jobs of & monotonous nature, such as folding end eaekirg; 1T por cont are
for temporary work, of ahout & wook's duration, such as diatributing
circulars or addressing cnvelepos.

"For boys; one of tho objectionable devoelonuonts during the deproc=
sion period is tho growth of commission jobs. Alvays procarious fron tle
occupation standpeint, they are in cortrin cases vory nlose to fraud.

Sorte firms, which sell by hcouse to house cenvessing. oock chdldrow to sull
their goods, first coachin;; then in 'hord Juelh' storics nbout sicknoss aud
unemploymeni in the feuily. Sometires thoe otory is supplied Ly the
employsr—sguch as that of ¢ father in the hosplital for six =unths =nd nine
children at home— scmotines the child is left <o nis own inpenuity to
invent a tale which vill appeal to the buyer's s:mipatiies,

"S8o far es factory jJobs for mdolescents are concorned, ona of the
greatest difficulties is the increase of very low naid piece wark. One
crder Wwhich come to & Jjunior office recently celled for pirls to 'clean’
men's pants in & men's clothing shop. This conulsts of cutting vasting
threads and sponging grease spots wiich may heve occurred ruring the
sewing. During the first few wosks the employer naid & selary of 37 a
week. From then on, hovever, payment waa by tho plece, st the rete of
1/2 cent for each pair of pants clsaned. Accordin- tn the ~irls nlaced
on this work, it teles about five minutes to clean a peir of pents, This
reans an hourly rate of six cente. In a d8=-hour weel:, providing work
comes in ateadlly, the net earninps would be §2.88." €f a grouy of 125
children found illegelly employed in llew York Staté, onae=half of those
working full tine received less than &5 o woek. Sore vere earning ss little
as 35 cents a dey. In & toy feectory the hijhest wage vas 5 a week.

Kiss Perkins pointed cut thet recently there hes besen o positive
increase in the nunber of children injured while ot work et the suie tinme
that the total muber of accidents for afults has Leun decreasinc=—an
indication, apparently, thet childrem are takiaz adults' jobs.

She spoke of the increasing proporticn of emploved children vho
were working in viclation of law; particularly in mercantile establish-
ments. GShe deplored tie groving cerelescsness on the part of sore euployers
in obeying the lew and the tendoncy shoim by pareuts, teachsrs, and
social vorkers to wink st illegal omployment. On the other hand, the
growing number of complaints of violution showed the groving consclousnoss
on the part of the cormunity of the provisions of the law, The continua-
tion schools, she said, had been a grest aid in this educational worl:,




Miss Perkins continued, "Frequently ol lets eumplovers charced with
viclations of the child labor law have pleod to us thet the child wms
hired because no other member of his femily hed ¢ job end only the child's
earnings stood botween the family and destitution. I do not quustion that
this is ofton true. Lut I do guestion the socinl wisdom of soettling upon
the shoulders of sdolescents ths burden of pulling us throush the
depression. I also question the complets verscity of ar employer who ¢laims
that his motive in hiring adolesconts is to help the child's family,
Such child labor is not reelly intarded to help the femily. It is primarily
a search for the cheapest possidvlo labor.

"It would be better during this dopression to Leep children under 16
out of employwent entirely and to acknovledge s social ragponsltility for
the mcintencnce of femilies dopendent upon them. Tius we vould st lenst
pave tekon a burden from those lsast able to'bear it and we night also
reduce to & considerable extent the postponed costs which the present
exploitation of adolescent workers is piling up asrinst the future,

"To countenance child labor at a time 1ils this is tn sanction ex=
tending the depression into the lives of the nast zoneration. Jith in-
nunerable adults uronploved there i3 no need for children in industry todoy."

Jogeph M. Tupe, Cormilasioner af Labar of Lhe State of Conuecticut,
steted that "Child Labor and fearfully low wezes characterize the swent
shops in the clothing industry operating in the State of Conmecticut.”

Employers have been %novm to punch the time cords of their employees,
thus showing & legel nunbor of hours, while the eruloyecs, including
minors, worked overtine. Cases were found in wiich children worked 80
hours or more a woek,

Publicity 1s an inportant measure in desling with these violations,
according to lir, Tone. Courts lmve imposed irsignificant fines. He
favors a law providing for jail sentences.

"According to the U. S. Vemen's Hurssu otudy af the sowing tradea
in Comnecticut made in the fall of 1931, 23 of 57 contrect shops prefer
,very young workers. Slnee July, 1932, the Stete Zoard of Zducation
reports 1,656 regular vorking certificates issued to children under sixe
‘teen, Of this number 546 had obtained emplovment in mamufasturing con-
cerns. From recent exparlence with sweat shop irdustries in Connecticut,
it io safe to mseume that the majority of these childran have found &2
or 3 a week jobs in shops of this kind.” ir. Tone sketched thoe general
working conditions which were gimilar to those found by fastory inspectors
fifty years ago.

"Recently a prowinent welfare worker stated tiot many deserving
workers were being deprived of city work Lecauso one or two of their
children werae emploved in one of the seving enops earning just enough to
prevent furtaer aid from the city in the vay of cuployment for the
father. The soclal consequonces of such m sibuation mare obvious."




Beatrice McConnell, Director of the Pernsvlvenis Bureau of Jamen nnd
Children, said that altiourh child labor hes decruseed in Fennaylvanie,
apparently it has not decrensed ms rapidly as adult lebor. Eeenomic pressuro
is driving meny youny children out of achesl inta industry. In sene dictricts
in Pennsylvanin pore chiidrun are trployed now then cver vefore. Continun=
tion schools are Leing opencd vhere previouply there were not a sulTisiont
number of employsd children to recuire their establishment. In 8 recent sur-
vey of 150 plants manufaeturing clething in Pennsylvenia, 75 omnloyed 14 and
15 year old children. Eight hundrod cihildren of theso agsa warc found vork-
ing in manufecturing procesees. Ir ono factory 53 yor cent of the total vori-
ing forco was mede up of childrep under 18. Ik scus vlenbte mors thun 35
por cent were undor 16, In the clothin; fectorioes in ore county onc-{ourth
of the total work farce vas composcd of enildres under l6. lares vrere vary
low. Forty-four jer cent of the ehdldran ware putting less than 43 a weal;
and more than thrie=rourths were getting less than 5. Cnlv § ildran out
of a totsl of 800 curicd &5 much as 10 Fifty-urs bours o weel: was the
ususl vorking wook. The textile ivduetry showed v amaller proportion of
children undsr 16 at vork,

& rocent survoy iceted thet ludustrial hove werk in Punnaylvand
alira:t 88 prevalent durin:., ths duepression as in provious wears. Thors
8 parked increase in the violaticns of hoth the sldla laber and the =

houra laws in convection with thig he=e work.

In the Stato es a whele, 75 Par coit of ell the wviclatiors of tha lohar
law were of theo larva affeeting the emulopiont of vouon end eidldran. Tho
goneral breakdewn in industrinl stencards wes pll tos ayident.

Maud Swott, riold Diregtor of the Derartwent of “jepan and GChild Labor
of the “isconsin Indugtriul Conmisaion, roported thnt tho winimun: ware law
and the extra commopsation law for illa ally empleyad minors has hoen of groat
aid in proventing the euplovment of childron in VWiseonsin. Six dollars nnd
forty centa for s 40-hour weak is the buginning riinimum wape for childran of
14 yoars., Very few jobs aru ojun for Rirls and boys wider 135 Loys enddy and
Eirla do domestic work, but vory 1llttla factory work is mvellable. The proat-
68t difficulty in enforcevont hos dovelopud in pornection with the minioum
wapge ratu as applivd 1o dorostic serviss. kany woren objoct to paying tha
minimum rate for domcatic onrvics of $4.25 with roop and koard or 46 with
board alon: to thess young vorkers. Throuck tho cocperation of the waploy-
mont agencies a fairly rood chock im made of illepsl wmploymunt. hiss Swott
pointed out that altheours the hiph child laber stendards of Jisconsin had
boon maintainad with conparatively little diffisulty, ahe did nol kusw how
long they could ho tpintaired in computition with the low stardards of thu
noighboring Stutos.

fanne Davis, Dircctor aof the Bureau of Voeational Guidance of ihe chizazo
Beard of Education, roportcd thet so fer us she know the nov child lavor

problem had not vet reached Illincis. Child labor in Illinois ks beun
ateadily dacrsasing over n porlod of yeers in thoos ozcunations coverod by
the child labor lew. B&ro snidy

"In Chicago, 5,021 full-time enplevmont cortificntos vere isoued in
1924-25; 4,372 wore issucd in 1928-29 (ané for this smne vear, 1,194 cerw
tifieates wora iusued in downatnte Illinods)s 2,7% in 1929-30; 1,036 in 1930=31,
and 746 were lssued in 1931-32, In Oatohor, 1932, only 220 enildren were
employed in Chicago 'on rojular full-time cortificates. Heports from downetuta
irdicate tlet fou childron arc employed in occupations coverad by the enild
labor law,
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“ "Therc is a shifting of childirun Prom mechenlsnl varsuits and zlcriecal work
to straet trados and domnstiy Burvize, widsh mre Unreruletod.| Dovnotetg the
situation ig practically the BulC—=child ron teing srployod in domcatdas work, on
furma, 88 newsbovs, and gy Tow gn HEBBGNTAra, in storog uid B snnll numbor in
fncturiua, but ‘for the noat rart in unresule tod occupations,

"Thig situetion dacs not nean thet Illinods has pa problem. Thers nre
thousanda of children of compulnory gechool arfv outl of school 4n the Statg,
sponding thoir tig, in idlenvas,

"T1linois noedz a holt gy 0irenizod attondanca survice wnd hirhor arro for
laaving school, singe there vwill never bu the jobs for thosc 14 to 18 ag formerly;
8 curriculum in thg schicols to moot the noeds of all typug of children and os-
Pecially betiop Praviaion in the high scheols for taking cave of thot troup of
boys and Eirls who vould vert; if thors wers eppertunity,

IIT

hore is urpont necd for remlation of such becurations ard guparvision of
children ouployed in them—an dopegtie azrvice, farp werk, struct tradss and
industrial hopa vorks Thoioo arc the oceupations inta whieh children in Illinois
will Probably go in inerearing Humbers, and in “hieh-thur noed rrostor protuction,”

Gnurtonug Dinwiddia, Conersl Sogrotary of tha_ﬁg}iownl Child laber Canmittnq;
rointed out the provelenco of the 2xploitation of ehildran co civan ky the laber
officinls of cortain Stateg, Ho saidy

"Widesproad 8buscs of childrgn in sweat shops have baen ruported in Conne
gcticut, Husaachusntt;, Pvnnuylvpniu. and Now Jersuy, whuers childron are caployed,
often 1llegally, for gn mich a8 51 Lours o weg end at wapos thet frequertly run
B8 low ms §1 to ¥3 & waok. vay from tho pidvestarn huet Fiulds, vhere it soamod
that contract ratgy for family labgr Wora almost nt sturveiion lovel, furthor
reductions arg roportod,

"There is an inercase iy the nunber of children ohpeped in occupations which
are least often regulnted by the child lator lav, gsush as tunement home work,
struat tredes, und various {vpan of tflor-nchonl netivitiog, Distresaing instancos
heve been uncovorad of young chilirey dolngs tonomant home woark ror pitifully low
Pay. In 53 ecitica 1,740 childron apparontly under 14 vgre found s8alling newapapors
on the street batwaen G apd 2 0'clock mt night.

“There is a noy and startling problon of idloness anang ehildron who -heve
left school ostonsibly fop work, but who pra eaployud only tomporarily, if at all,
and de not rotyrn to schoal. 1TH, hervist from uhat thesc fdlers at an edventurous
age find to da may not bo fully reoped for nome voers to toma,

"Children undur 16 yenrn bulong irn tchnol &t w1l tipes and during a pericd of
widespread adylt uncaployment mogt of those under 1p yoargs should glse be engaped
in furthering their oducation, For t)e crployed child ig teking n Job from an
adult hruudwinner; and the idlo child is v monoce tg nocioty,

"The types of child exploitetion which 8ro devoloping undor gconemic strogs
to~day aroc ag alien to tho better inatinets or lumanity es in the days when chil=
dren of 10 and 12 yoars were cmploved in mincs, ploss factorios and cotton oills,
how is the time to strongthon our laug and edninistrative machinery and wipe out
the atain or inhuman treatmont of children forever frem our country,

"Businese conditiona have roduced the actunl numher of child laborors, It is
more clearly svidont than evor boforg thut thare is no satisfactory place far im-
mature workers in industry in 4 machine age. We must make cortein that thore will
not be o resurgonce of child laber whon industey picks up,"




STEERING COMMITTEE

In order teo follow up this program the conference autharized the appointment
by the chair of an emergency steering committee for 1933, Migs Abbott appeintad
the fellwwing s members of the cemmittes: Courtenay Dinwiddis, Edward 7, UeGrady,
Belle Sherwin, and Milt D. Campholl.

IN ATTENDANCE AT THE CONFERENCE

Bepregsentatives of State Departments of Laber.

Beatrice MeCennell, Directer, Buresu of ™emen and Children, Pennsylvania
State Department of Labor mnd Industry,

Frances Perkins, Industrial Commiesioner, Vew York State Dovartment ef Laker,

Maud Swett, Fleld Directer, Wemen and Child Labor Department, Wigconsin
Industrial Commisaion.

Joseph M, Tone, Commissloner, Connecticut Devartment of Labor and Factory
Inspection.,

Asscclations and agoncies repregented.

American Association of Univers ity Women:
Mrs, Glen Swiggett, Chairman, Legielative Committee,
American Federatien of Labor: -
Edward F. MoGrady, Legislative Cemmitteoman
Florence Thorne
American Federation of Teachers:
Selma Borchardt
American Home Econemics Asscciatien:
Alice L. Edwards, Exacutive Secretary
American Legion: .
Milt D. Camphbell, Chairman, Child Welfare Leginlative Program
Emma C. Puschner, Diroctor, Natienal Child Welfare Divigien
Osear L. Chepman, Celorade Leglen
American Wurses' Lsssciation:
Clara D, Neyes
American Trade dsseciation Erecutives:
Charles J, Brand
Central Conference of Amerlcan Rabbias:
Rabbl Edward L, Israel, Chairman, Seclal Justice Cemmisslon
Chicage Board of Bducatien:
Anne 5, Davis, Director, Bureau of Vocatisnal Ouidance
Ceuncll of Women for Home Missions: 3
Edith E. Lewry, Secretary, Migrant Werk
Federal Council ef Churches of Christ in Ameriea i
'lurth’:I Tipry, Executive Secretary, Committee on the Chureh and
Soc Eirri.u




Associutions end apencies revresented, (Cont'd)

Genersl Federation of Womon'a Cluba

hrase PFoole, Prasidernt
\jjpi Julia t. Jaffray, Cheirman, Depertment of Public elfare
Interpational Latour Dioyenization
Leifur Kapgnusson, Jdrector; tnshin ton 0ffice
: Hational Associgtion ol Lawutucturers
Laurz Cooke
Hational Joard, Youny omen's Christinn Asscclations
Elizabeti Eastman
Mational Catholic Welfare Conference, Departnient of Socinl Asticon
Reverend zZdgar Schmiedelar
latioral Congress of Parents and Toacheras
Hra. Williers T. Ba'merman, Cheirpan; Legislative Cormittee
Hetional Child Lebor Committes
Courtenay Dinwiddie, Uenaral Sacretary
Hatiennl Cersumera® Leopue
Lugy He. lason; Uenerzl Secretary
Hationul Council of Catliolic Women
Agnes Rapan, Exocutive Secretary
Hetioral Ceurcil of Jewish Women
kirs. Aleicnder Jolf
Fetional Educetion Asaocistion
Joy E. Vorpon, Edlter; Ths Journal
watiornl Federation of lusiness anl Professional Womer'a Clubs
Charl Willians
Hotional Federation of Settlomeuts
Lydia turkliy
Hational Leerue of Jomen YVotars
belle Sherwin; Presidernt
carpueritea Jells, Chairman of Legislation
Wationzl Vocationtl Guidance Associmtion
Mldred E. Lincoln., President '
Hotional Wemnr's Chrislizu Tenparance Union
Ells A. Boole, Prasident
lirg. ‘Alvin T. Sherbine, Director of Child felfare i |
lHational Women's Trade Unlon League
Elipabeth Christma:, Secretery-Troasurer
New York Child lebor Committes
Georse A. Hall, Secretary
| Service Star Lagion
kira. R. K. Hﬂhlﬂ’ L‘ﬁﬂtﬂhti‘fﬂ Clinirman
Unitad States Office of Bducation
flese Goodvkoontz, Assiptant Cormissioner of Education.




~-Fersonal and

Highly Confidentisel. DEPARTMEN LABQR-
E

Rl WE‘F
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October 10, 1933,

—

My dear Eleanor:-

The following are really the heades of lmportant
divisions of the NHA, who should get together with the President and
General Johnson elther in emall groups or all at cnce to tell the
Fresident what they see es the danger, defect and important need:

Dr. 4lexander Sache, Chief, Division of Hesearch and Planning
Donald R. Richberg, General Counsel, Legal Division

Dr. Leo Wolman, Chairman, Labor Advisory Board

Edward R. Stettinius, Jr., Iisson Officer, Industrial Advisory
Walter C. Teagle, Industrial Advisory Board Board
Gerard Swope, Industrial Advisory Board

Nelson Slater, Deputy Adminlstrator

Willime H., Davie, Deputy Administrator

Mre. 0. C. Bumsey, Chairman Consumers' Advisory Board or

Mr, Dexter Keezer, Executive Director, Consumers' Advisory Board

There are alsc four other Deputy Administrators:

Kenneth WM. Simpson

A, D. Whiteside
Maleoglm Muir

General C, C, Williams

who really are third rate and whose contributions to a matter of policy would
be useless, However, 1t is almost imposeible for you to ask Davis without
asking these other four and it might be well for the President to see for him-
self the quality and character of their minds when focuseed upon questicnas of
policy and procedure. The real difficulties that ought to be tallked ocut in a
friendly way have to do with policy guite as much as with administration al-
though they are very complicated due to the fact that there is no well defined
and understood policy.

The only thing to be avolded is to allow General Johnscn to act
a8 spokesman for all of them, but you and the President will have to manage
that. It used to be called "drawing ocut®.

1y, =
Mre., Franklin D. Hoosevelt

The White House, . L&é’m




June %, 1933
1 :' i

J00 |

Dear Eleanor:
I am very glad, indeed, to second the
pomination of Marion Dickerman and have writ-

ten & letter to the Commopolitan (lub, and will
step in and elgn the book at the firet oppor-
tunity.

incerely

Mrs. Franklin D. Boosevalt

The White House .




Juie 27, 1933

Dear Fr.ucest

These wre fooud rotions wileh &
g::ung wan exlled ned Washiburiy 00 laa
en on saver. l slasic. trips, loslsts
are fur more nourlshins th.n the <ray
ratlons or woy other ratlons wnich Mave
nmat been published. Ho suys the Leu
finlshed thelr trips heuvier th.u whey
ti.ey waut. It 13 both eccinomlcel =ud
843y tO curry. th ught they might

be used in the reforestutlon c.oups
where the meu ure off on severul doys
trips.

I thought you might liks to zend
them to .r. Fachner. I thind the youuyg

men would be glud to pe seci sbout thew
if unyone sere lufgpeated.

.zfrﬁ;.innut ely,

Hon. Frances Perkins
Secretary of Labor

-

810




Juna 19, 1933,

Dear Frances:

This is an old friend of Franklin'a
and mine and a sister of Huth lorgen. sGhe ia
vary anzious to have you speak ot the annual
meating this year.

I am enc¢losing o copy of her letter,
that part at leost which I think will interest
Yyous

kWhother you go or not, I hope you
will get in touch with her bocouse I think
she may help you do scwe good work., She is
{L-republican, but a liberal cne.

Affecticnately,

Miss Frences Perkina
The Secretary of Labor
Warhington

D, G.

5:R




June 27, 1333

AN

d \J

-
Uy dear Eleanor:

Replyinz to your note of June Twenty-
sixth enclosing the file for Wies Unry Hughes,
may I eay that it ie difficult to make g defi- .
nite statement of any opportunities there may be
in thie Department. I shall be glad to keep her

record on file for future consideratlon.

Affectionntely,
o7 —

I

Mre. EﬂEtl‘fll t

The White House
Waghington,D.C.




Letter from Elsia Waterbury Morris re: hajor

08

Cyril Ransay-Hill

o

August 2, 1033

Dear Frunces:
If there 1s any way of
expediting the entrance fro. Mexico of
this young man, I would e very grateful !

.

to you i1f you would do so.

Affectionutely
Hon. Frances Perkins
Department of Labor
washington, D. C.




00

August 5, 18353

——

Could you get some one in your office to
write an article for the Women's Teccersatic
News or perhaps a serles of articles on
different mspects ol the work In your depuart=-
menty

I would like ene particularly on toe pulblie
employment offices and their atllituds toward
unskillec labor, awnd 1 woulc llke cne on
what the new iniustrial coces will mwean to
labor.

In fact, anything you tnink would be of value
to pet acrossa to tne New York :“tate wo.an.

Very sincerely youra

Francis Perkinas
ed States lepartment of Labor

hmtm. Ny Ca




100

August 5, 1833

Dear Frances:

Oo the face, this seems unfair
but I am sending it to you so that you can
tell ma wint to say.

Affectiocnately




|60

August 24, 1933

Dear Fruncest

This women seeas zs thwouph
she could do sometidng which ulght
be useful. I wounder 1r you co ld flud
something for Ler or suggest coueviore
that she could try.

Very sincerely yours,

Hon.Frances Perkins
osecretary of Labor

Tan @ &{W-:F:; :
13064 Seadic Gve—




1L

August 31, 1933.

My dear Franoes:

This was given me by a friend
of yours in Morgantown and 1 want to tell
you I thiok your friend 1s doing a per-
feotly grond plece of work.

Affectionately,

Hon. Frances Ferkins
The Secretery of Labor
Washington

D. C.




i
veyloawbdel <&, 1933 {'
Dear Frauces:

I8 tuure anytiiu, taat can ve uvae to

Help uurses wuov are out ol wors tuuay?

Very siuceircly yours =

Hon. Fraences/rerxius
wetletur'y ol r

bue: Let Ly al'8e et 4!.11'1413 ulegall )

wLuylesviiie
Huoue Island
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fugpast 28tk, 1934

Doar lirs. Stsralls

1 vas plad to zet \ruurf".l.a':':nr
af July tﬁmw-;muth wd while T de not know
dafinitaly wiether any of tha prasant Uodan will
help unemployesd graduate n-ur*l I realize the
problem 1s a surious tas end 1 shall rofar your
letter to "ise Prances a&kin:, Reerstary of-
labor,

Witn tpet Lishos and the hope
that things wi1l he "o btor ror tou 1 the very
near future, I wm

Sincerely yours,

dre. M. A Hlﬂ'phjl' ﬂ‘l;ﬂ mll
20 chapal Strost |
!lrlﬂ'ﬂ‘lll, Ra I-f

ERiem '




duoplbuber 22, 1933 . l

Lear Fraucea:

hias the Depurtuweat ol Luuvor o List of
euploywent ugewncCies over bhe couutry, Lot 1l cousa give
tuls wowan?

Vary slucercly yuurs,

O0usFrauces Pereius
oeCretury ol wubor E:

Bac. Let. tfrom|krs. siects L. witcuell \
\BeTTCUe Lhkos T

ll-h._'l.l‘..l.ﬂ




vetoboe &V, 49335

sy weul wlods wedrlued
Uucuioo Mi'se oU0LLVELD Lo Lwial
I Ll bChUONlEUELUE JUll LUBLEL wad Wi

Celypliug. Toey wiil uwe wrveput Lo ..or

alteution wien chic etults.

Very sidcerel; Juurs,

e b’y L
o WUeueVusl

wlos LUCLe aculrli.a
4283 wlitliutog Lrlvoe
LlaViload

willo




November 14, 194d

Dear Franoea:

Mre. Sinolasir Jooobhs tells

me that she has asked you to spesk
in Atlenta. JIf you ere golog anyway,
end oan do 1t, I hope you will. GShe
is a nice girl.

Affeotionstely,

Honerable Frences Perkins

Seoretary of Labor
'llihin;:gn, b0,

/00




?
\ k \V s 14, 1933

Dear Franoea:

I frequently get thesa nice
pleasant little notes that are so
disagreeable and I always prefer
meeing them and answering them my-
self to having some one else do it
for me.

1f you want me to un'%;er,
pPleesse mend it baock and I shall be
£lad to do so.

Affeot ionately,

Mies Frances Perkins
Seoretary to Labor
Washington, D. C,




. 7y
¥y

Dear Eleancr:
I have your note of the 14th. I have heard

from Mre. Sinclair Jacobs and an going to try to do
what she asks on my visit to Atlanta, I am only going

to be there for two days.
/f
,f{\/ 3 / (;/ L
e j%/ } Hf{%g,,:_.f"‘"“‘

Sincerely Yyouras,
==

Mre. Roosevelt,

- The White Houee,




Hovembar 14, 1933.

Dear Frances:

1l em planning to have our
firat get-together luncheon on the
sleventh of Decembar at one o'clock.
You will remember that 1 suggestsd we
have luncheon togethsr hare the firast

in every month. I am mot able
to have it the first Monday in Decem-
ber, but hope to heve it on the first
_ Monday of each month thareafter, un-
less something takes ma away., I will,
of courss, let you kmow in time.

Looking forward very much
to seeing you, 1 =m

Affectionately,

Hon. Frances Perkins
The Secrstary of Labor

Above letter writtem to sll Cabinet
Ladies excapt Mrs. Hull.

Lttets Mo ﬁf“'f"fj 176




doveuber L6, 1933 ‘ O

Duer Frouces:
doould Wwids g0 Tu yuud or
siwela it go to Yeuelsl Jonusou?

AllBCTloLLTelry,

bon.Frances k‘.ﬂrmﬁi
ﬁ‘aﬂrﬂthrdﬂ ol Luapor

Let. frow J.Glen anderscn
Attorney™ ———— —0U
744 Broad ot.

Neward NJ




bovinabull way L9203

Lior Froances:

L vviimw «0We Lo oou Libde | wl=
tnu.]‘t..'...}l_ DAl L lifew Ll el tc-d-l--t' e --—.._,hr-
Du wiedld Lo wose o Ll < pudodi albid
aal'nr J...I.J.E-EJ.'I.!JLL..ZH, widbhis Lot amd's FrrETIme L
L asadidy, L\J.l.-l..ui.-i-d:l.\ﬂ.l‘. bl e hdidiiy wlble
ATE LUy iy Gudpd sieou gob el Tlueu-

. bbby v du ey Lo sl ..,Jn..t.fuj
alloClloinbuly,
"
Hﬂn, by
h"ncﬂ‘.ﬁ PEI’ .
Selretury or th;ﬁuﬁ
et PR R i S

-

Let. Irom Mr. Alired Granger
28l O BL.N.W.

=l




Jamiary 27, 1944

T —
P

—

Dear Freanoes:
Will you let me know if

there is anything that can be done
about this?

Affectionately,

Honoraeble Frances Perkins
The Saurttnrg of Labor
Weshington, D. C.

DD




Fowvrusry 3, 1934 ~ \‘I

Daur Fruuces:

L ould write to subagsador
Bioagham protusting wore wooul th
Cladsllylup, ol Mrss nelly uu others
wi bousslnlsts, auu wbout ndy steud oo
toe Cuild Labor Asencuwent. He wrote
Tuub Le diu wot besieve ilu che Culud
LLEOr aweudueul wau Buuet als peopls anew
toat was Lis jsolley. I tolua him of courase
L8 Wed Iree to belleve waythlog e waited
Gl that ne beu the righit tw hls oww
couvictions. I do wot suow wiwt wore
i@ Cun 0o with hiw, :

Affectionately,

Hon. Fraances Perkins ( i




LN Le3- 3y

January 29, 1934

Uy dear Eleanor:

I am gsending you & letter from Desha
Brackinridge, and the olipping from the Courier-
Journal of Loulsville, of January 22nd, Apparantly
the Courler-Journal stuff ia going right on, and it
would seem as though Mr. Binpham has not affected
the change in poliey with regard to the Child Labor
Amendment which we hoped he would.

Sincerely yours,
M

Mrs. Hocsevelt

The White House




F H.f. BRECHINRIDGE
e EUﬁ“ﬁﬂjﬂﬁB¢rf

JAM 23 {G2 4 Jenuary 22,1924
My desr Brect® RTaeNT 0F o
Thenk you for your letter of the
19 th.
I heve Intended to invegt!igate

Edmunds, but hprve been aoc busy é\/hen not done g0,
I em delighted that Charley Ross is golmg to do it
through the Fost=Dlenatch. Edmunds hes flooded the
gtate with eonles of a2 gpeech delivered by him on
Yovember 29. ¥e hgs wrlitten me three or four
letters. That speech ismn pooorently the foundetion
for the Ed'ltnr:inlg in the Coorler, eome of the
editoriele in the Bourler using whole zentences from
the speech end parsphreeing otheras, Edmundg writes
ma thet Ed Trobue of Louiaville is directing the
flight egeinst thé refificetion of the Amendment. 1
wrote Trabue ssking him if this 18 true, hed a letter
from him evading the lssue sand heve written him agsin
eaking » specific reoly. I ehall oubliah this
correspondence as ;ann s he hes hed p repesoncbla
opportunity to enewesr my last letter, In that
correspondence I tell him thet Judging by Edmunds!
dpeech he i{e mendaclous end mellclious.

2 The Courier hes imscued a four nege
broedeide, republiehing all the editorlele it heas

hed sgalnst the Child Labdor Amendment,and sent it




Mise Grece Abbott = 2 Jenuary 22,1924

to nll the c¢irculstion manngera. I heve hean trying
to get hold of pdditionsl conies but heve succreded in
getting hold of only the one sent to our manzger.
I want 1t to uee before the Leglslature if need bs.
It shows the nrime reason for desire to defest the
Amendment = the use of neweboye as cerrlers.

I encloge an editoriesl from thne Courler
of this morning.

I wiesh I might tellk with you. I called
Laffoon on the phone this morning. He told me that
he had a telegzrem from Ferley end Miss Pfrkina;thnt
he wae golng to send & megpspge to the Lepicelerure
this week encloeing thoge telegrames. He did not
geem g8 ecernest in Ris nurcoge a¢ I hovoed he would
be end thought he would be pfter the receipt of
those message. I heve telephoned Mre.Halleck and
Mres.Settle at Louleville to suggest that they put the
presgure on him imrediately from there, I enclose
a cony of a letter I am sending Borkley by this
mall. .

I write under a little nressure,ees Tom

Underwood 18 away end there are ¢ number of thinge

ealling for my ettention, but I em, with every good

{ Miss Orece Abbott
' Washington, D.C.

wieh,
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Feoruwry <4, 1924

Ly uguer Mr. Chisuws

I guow krse dlice Dunbar delson

cuu I agree witn Jou ws Lo ner Cupabiii-
tics. doulu you winu tellluyg we cxactly
What positiou dane soould be ay.oluted to
to reuwlly nelp two colorcu poopdle Whu Lie
beluy ueglected? «rc Loy belug uegluctead
ia govermgent reliel or is il chic coarlita-
ble wure welug carrieu ou oy tiwe uilifercut
cumannltics?

Very slucoresy yuuis,

Mr. Welvin J. “nisum
733 llorth 49th Btreet
Phiiadelphia




"FOR THE HIOHENT DEVELOFUMENT OF HEGRG JOUTRNHALIBMN™

'NATIONAL NEGRO PRESS ASSOCIATION

OFFICE OF THE FIELD BECRETARY
MELVIN J. CHISUM
421 Juchuon Avenws reEnoved Lo
OLENCOE, ILL 727 llorth 40tk ntrect,
.Philsdelphic, FPa.

January 07, 1974,

Lrs. Fronklin I. Hoosovelt,
The “hite House,
Yashinpgton,
™ ”~

B e

Tear Yrs Rooseveli:

I e takinpg the liherty to addrezs you about n matier
which concerns my pecple where you cnn help tremendously. The movement,
The !lobilization for Human lieeds 1774 eorpeipn ie poinp forrard (erd this
will shock a broadminded Christisn ledy such ws you sre) with e'most no

regard for the eolored people in the more Lthan two Yundred citicn where
the work is advancing.

You might never know that the llogro i being clnost utterly disre-
garded ond I submit thet these tog,with oll their nisfortunes and npoverty
ore humen beinges and I foel quite certain that your Ledyship will agrce.

The exigency of the situation ealls for unusue! action and I am beg-
ging your indulpence with me for suppesting & way out which will mchieve

the fine result which you and the finer souls amongst the ovement seels to
ottain.

4 oapable, intelllepgnt llepro woman of fine troining should he chosen
to sec te it that the legro poople who should benefit by the shove preat
movement, be not ignored and left ocut and I make beld 're Rooscovelt Lo of=
fer the ncme of one of the most brillisnt women of my rmce, who, not only

4 .| hes & fine mind but possesses a noble end Christion soul.

If you ever give her a chance to meot you, you will instontly cee
that she is fitted by both blood and breeding te render the very finest
sort of service. Her pame and addrecs:

Urs Alice Dunbar Nelson,
I 1714 liorth 5Tth street,
; _ Philadelphia, Pa.

Lnclosed is a cutiin which reveals what a writer on one of your
white newspapers thinks of this excellent lady. '"ith very hirhost es-
| teem for your ladyship, I beg to be considered, ¢

| l : Your cbedient humble servant,

| | | m;.,.,j Clege.
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Februiry 24, 1924

Deuy Fruocos:
is there wuy pluce wnere
you cin use thls wodeu?

AlTectiviutely,

Hon.Francas!Pq:kins

Let. from
Mrs. C* oe
9tn i
Washington




Februnry 26, 1984

Dear Franoes:

e :
thing about this man's plan?

Should tm be
done about 1t?

Sincerely yours,

Mias Trances Perkins
Jeeretary of Labor

Washington,
Di C. ‘ -

DNl Koo A 10D

4":?. '3-1/4' .,i"

M'H)é""f ﬂgu’f {41€‘ &
fH*‘ PR W 7 }.‘,Q,M,-' .




d February <7, 1934

Deur Frunces:
I wn enclosiug tuls Letter.
WLllL you let we Luow il there 15 wuytidug
! - tout Cuu be doue lu o situstlon Llie tuia?

sflectiovuately,

Hon, Frances Periing

Letter rpoy
1038 B, My

39 Purk Avase:>od
dsena, N.Y

-




Meroh 14, 1034 0 O

Dear Frances:

Hussell Sage Collepe is
very esnxiocus to confer an honorary
degree on you at their annusl oom-
mencement exerciee in June. The
dste is Monday, June fourth, at
ten-thirty o'olock in the worning.

I am wondering if you
wuld like to come to liyde Park on
the third of June and I would motor
you up for this oo the fourth. I
am enclosing the letter which was
sent to me. ke will be at llyde
Park at this time.

Al feotionstely,

Honoraeble ¥rances Perkins
The Secretary of Labor
Washington, L. C, DD




T 1 ! lareh 24, 1934
e )

Uy dear Eleanor;

Your letter of lMareh 14th axtanding
such a cordial invitation to come to Hyds Fark
to stay so that I can po to Russell Sage Collage
to have taem confer an honorary degree on mo
has been received and is very much apprecioted.
1 am sorry to say there is every poasibility of
my being on the Pacific Coast at that time,

I am so sorry not to be able to mocept
the invitation. e

lirs. Roogevelt

i .
The ‘inite House 1

|
|
i
|




BerdL 4y 1934

Deur Fronces: /
lo tuere cugtulag .I.u. Cliy ldoa

Ol LiaViug & dululed soiden Ly Luw wiacal o

dulivibliy e Wi oL obe pusolide Lo Lol

oue uypolutea?

allvellonutely,

Huu. PFruuces Poraius |




“FOR THE WIGHEST DEVELOPFMENT OF NEGRO JOURNALIEM™

NATIONAL NEGRO PRESS ASSOCIATION

OFFICE OF THE FIELD SECRETARY
MELVIN .J. CHISOM ;
431 Jechson Avemus V'O0OUVEL LGOI
GLENCOE, ILL 747 Luirth 49th streot,

| o f| I

EREEE e i

{ .ra3s« Sleanor Hucusovelt, ) £ J / o
Ilie white House, " .__l,l [/
Washington, D« C. , 4 -~

Ly dewr lrs. Roouevali:

Replying 1o your good letter of
the Z4th ultimo perrit me to asny, it ia fine that you
know lrs. Alice Dunbar Welson for thus a lot of tire
ir paved, in that you de not have to find ocut If or
not she ia a safe woran 4c be entrustod with the ir-
portant sasslgnrment ol Felping to serve her peoplo.

You pre pood onough te have said to re in your
letter: "Uould youn mind telling me exoetly what position
ghe should Lo appointed to, to really help thn colored

q « people who are being neglectod?"

L

: |

4 It i my idea lrs. Hoonevelt that lre. Kolson : "‘

H should bo eppointed to a position in theyTecrin oL |
Labor to _t.:]'m ond thut :ihﬂl""iLi"t' e oble Lo ;:.::..'.':.'L the wmm s

& asplandid iira. Perkine in petting Llwouph nepotiaticna = - ﬁ"l.-

4 which would be helpful to the colorod ueople. ot

Hoping that you will bo able to pget this dp-
pointment through ond asouring you that we all hold
tha groatest faith in you and your grect husbond, I
have the honor to oubscribe nyself,

Your obodient servant,

i - 7#;&.:..6?. O

P31
To the end that you nay know how 1 %
feel toward our great Precident, 1 anm
enclosing a unEy of n latter which I
write the Prosident in Janunry,
Chisum.
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72" Lorth 49tk ptroot,
Phitudel-hic, Pos

Jonuwary 17, 1032,

ilon. Franklin D. Roosevolt,
frealdent The United Stutec,
zl:ﬂﬂhinﬂtm'h Ds Cs

Dear ‘T« Prosaident:

You huvo done so nuch towerd petting owr proat
country bask on ite feet that the writor regards you oo o rjrdcle
Im. Igd a nho;t. ten nonthe you have revitollzed the ﬁ;;t.iun apir-

¥ and you hove wrought an ecenoole revolution of historic pro-
portiona whioh hus soved our eivilizntlon.

“hen eno conaiders the foot thot your ocorc of sotivitles aro
on.irely free fron boobaot, Jemwgojuey and Hnpoiom, ont 1o not ox-
t.rw?&mt in suying you are truly good wnd juite as surely o proot
|ren te :

e all realise thut tliere is a world of work yot to Le done
b'ﬁga wo ;ﬁd have mwnﬂm frm“ the walter of hel honmm:n i.nl
you our soun 8 povernoert, but the richt
ing poople of this Sehice s bltak pad wiite; Fish and e
you fu and bellsve in you whollyi we bock your policies to tho
vary -~ 0on.

Ihe writor deoiroo to corrond your stand on lynohing: in thia
country, bocause with you,the writer Lolioves if wo wre to hove an
end of thio barbaric [ractice thore ruot be developed o sirong ond ¥
heulthy norol contiment ogoinet it rather thon leplolution.

iy prayoro ond oy dovetlon are yours (r. President, wnd I an,
Your obedlent hwible servant,




April G, 1954

My dear Elsanor:

I am returning the letter addressed to
you by Urs. C. Goodloe Edgar, together with o
copy of the memorandum sent to me by lliss lury
LoDarma. Perhapa we will ind some other
volunteer work thot is within her cavpelity. If
sc, we will try to use her.

Sincerely yours, ;
G ) 2
r-/g/{// - ./f

Hras. Hoosevelt

The Wnits liouge
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o opYy

This is co let you know of the notion talken on
your remorandum to me concerning Hrs. C. Goodloe Edpar.

I agled lirs., Edgar to come in to see me. She
wmg here on Tuesday, lareh 20. 4% trat time ane wes in-
terested in functioning in connection with tha laber
situation in Detroit. ©She has recontly besn in Detrolt
and has been trying to communicate & report of her
obsarvatiens thers to !'r. Willlam Green, Fresident of
the A Vo of Le v

Tne lack of uny definite experience in labor
problems makes it difficult for me to sugpest where in
the Departrent of labor lirs, ldpar's services might be
used on a voluntary basis. Tow would I thinl: it
fenaible to appoint her to the membership of the Advisory
Council of the Distriot of Columble rubllie zmployment
Canter.




aplll 26, 1934

Dgur Freuces:

Gl yuu beld we anal bos lows
i wbssetnusetts coverluy cuses tige
flll Jul pliécSe Fetuln bbe toblol au
Codi sliador 1LY

alicebivuutely,

Houw. i"rmmestfarm;;
Secretary of Labor

Let. from wrs. wac Hucsmun
21 Leyland B, " ———
Dorchester .

Hass., !
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DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
GFFICE OF THE SECRITARY .
WABHINGTON I |

April 17, 1934 , ‘|

f S
Uy dear drs, Accsevelt ! ol 325

Roplylng to your note of April dth, with refer-
ence to the possibility of having » colered woman in the
Women's Dureau, may I say thars Bppears to be no real
reason far having m negro thers for the prosant. Tnis
ie largely s ressarch Bureau, s you kneow, and 1t doss
make studles of the negro working wommn's problem ag wall
AS otners; & report on & cocpldted study on megro wemen
workers wns made just about thres ¥ears mgo. Uisd Anierson
tells ma tnare undoubtedly would be some diffioulty in
naving & pegro wommn do rosearch worlk for the Bureau, ag
the work with negre women would largely bo confined to tha Ey
Bouth wnare employers are white and projudiced. -

There are no vmesrcles io the Viomen's Bureau nt
this time. Howevar, since all Pealtlons in this Burenu
&re undar Civil Service, even if thers Wars n vAcancy an
Appointment would have to bs mds from the Civil Servias
1ist, which, af oourse, might not result in tee appelnt-
mant of & negro woman,

If you have n partioular negro woman in mind
may 1 suggest thnt you send her nane ta me and mny othar
ioformation you may have! Parkaps something will develop
la the futura.

For your information my I stata that appolnt=ent
nis just besn made of Lieutenant Lawrence Ay Oxley ng Chief
of Division of Negro Eacncmiocs under our Buresu of labor
Statistion, which we hape will result in greater service to

. tha pagro workers.

Slneerely yours,
”

i

Urs. Roosevelt — } ~
ihe White = -

[ HFI-'I.II- _//d.‘__._ i?‘k’pf/- {.'—\.-
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ESTABLISHED 1803

NEW YORK WOMEN'S TRADE UNION LEAGUE
247 LEXINGTON AVENUE

NEW YORK
ROSE SCHHEIDERMAN, FRERIDENT
MARY L. DREIER, ¥iCrFREsi0ENT
i an
TEL, CALEDOMIA B-0004.08 MAUD BWARTE. WeE samainear
-1 MRS. RICHARD B. CHILDS, Teessunen
i BERTHA H. PARET. SECRETARY
1 i
i
! L
i i
¥ / Juns
’ i ¢
- - 15, 1934

Wre, Franklin D, Roosevelt
Thite House
Washington, D, C.

Desr Eleanor,

Rose Schneiderman and I discussed the new set-up in
the Labor Department and were wond ering about the personnel
that might be useful to the Goverment in the Information
Service which is belng oreated,

In going into the details of the situation we were sure
that Ethel Smith would do &n excellent plece of work for the
Goverrment in this servioce besuuse of her experience, her
knowledge and her mssooistion with labor.

I em enclosing to you the letter we wrote ta
Frances Perkins and which we thought might interest you,
We are sure that no mistake would be made and thut the
service would be erhanced if, by any chance, the appointment
fell to Ethel Bmith.

Please let me thank you for a very dear 1ittle note you
sent me, !

With affectionate regards,

Lovingly,

Aons, D




ESTARLIEHED 1803

NEW YORK WOMEN'S TRADE UNION LEAGUE
247 LEXINGTON AVEMUE
HEW YORK

AOSE BCHMEIDERMAMN, PRENIDENT

MARY I DREIER, vICE-PRENDENT
EL. LEDD o LEE=11.1.] v
¥ aA e MAUD SBWARTE, vViCE-FRENISENT

5 MAB. RICHARD B. CHILDS, TnEssumtn
BEATHA R. PARET, sgcarTany

COPY June 11, 1934

Honorable Frances Perlkins
U, 8. Department of Labor
Washingten, D, C,

Deer Franoes Perlkins,

We Jnmow how busy you ere but we atill feel that w must write you on a
very persorel matter which we hope may be helpful to the Department as well
as to the person we have in mind,

e understand the new appropriation carries & division of labor stamd-
ards - o service imluding en information service and that the budget has
been passed by Congress, We knew how important it is to selsot the right
personnel for this division and we would like wery much to recommend for
your consideration Ethel M, Smith of whom I (Mary) have already written you,

Ethel Smith would be especially qualified in this Department and par-
tioularly, perhaps, for the Information Service as her experiemce for years
has been along thie line, She oconducted o very good information service
as legislative and publicity represertative of the National “omen's Trade
Union League and areated a great deal of interest throughout the membership
and outeids,

She held & similar position in her own union = the Federal Employses -
whioh has ceoeded from the Ameriomn Federation of Labor and Ethel now be-
longs to the new organiration of Oovermment employees sommected with the
Amerionn Federation of Labor, Her presemt work is in the Information
Service of the Buresu of the Department of Agriculture, However, her whole
activities and interest have been in the Labor Uovement,

She has contasts with all the leading trade union officials; she is wall
1iked b{ » Oreen and writes extremely well ard has good judgment. She has
been & 1ife long Demoorat and supported ardently the sdmimistration. To ue,
it seems that & person with her knowledge and espmoity could be of immense
use in your Uepartment and we do hope that you will give her favorsble con-
sideration,

e oannot tell you how deeply grateful we are for the splendid work you
are doing, fhat an hour! And how grand to think thet you are at the head
of this most important department of the GoVermment administration,

With love und dewotion,

BSAAT (Signed) Rose Sohnelderman Mary E, Dreler
12848




o i e g LA

Leloraidly Lo ouuluiuly Polllid.

I swave Just nod o setior
Whglig wo Lo was w wdre W e cuVitabivuw
gbhel OO YOU Tw whluwl L. .0 wb-bLu Fakl wi
voglwitu, Jds 1 iu pOouibic Gl L auy

v Luuie Guue

Bebe




s
v U%_\ :
dugust 29, 1334

_Dur Francest |)£ nEeH

I um seniing you the paragraph about
the sardine busimess. Cun you tell ms if thore
is amything #hich could be Jdone in this sit-
uation? _ i

+hat sbout the Alusinium strike? Man's |
broth.r worked wp th Messschusslis and says !
that th: situstiom is wery bud. Unfortumstely, |
t.e Unlon labor orgunizerchkho wee Leot up thare
was & protty dresdful persom. He got drunk and
played around =ith somen ani the Unloa as &
result bas got & bad nume ascngst the Letter :
olass of people. They all bellewe the Alumin- ~
ium Company people and the
is all wrong. Can you bave soae one
a littls resuss,and could you ge
with the unioa people and tell thea that when
they send an orgamiser to small places thay
ought to take into comsideratiom the type o
man «ho 1 semt.

]

iffectionately,

e




DEPARTMENT OF LABOR g, = '
/ OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY '
WASHINGTON

September 12, 1934.

My dear Eleanor:

Your note of Aupust 2%th was received.
I am sending you a memorsndum prepared for me
by Dr. Lubin on the sardine business. The
aluminum strike, as you undoubtedly know, hes
been settled. T am sending you & brief resume
on the issues involved which I trust will be
useful.

It 1= too bed the orgenizer for the
union behaved so badly at Massena. I suppose
one mist expect to find "all sorts of conditions

of men" in any situation.

; Lj;mmlr, S !
|

g A -
. J/f”’{l_f/ / )L.

Urs. Roosevelt, \

The White House.
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: [
Letter from Ruth Eni regarding the question of health in the
forthooming Teport of the President's Commission on Soclel

Security.

Cotober 1, 1934

Deur Frences:
Ie there wny foundation
to what this woman says?

eruutinnutaly;

Honorasble Franoces Perkins
The Seoret of Labor .
Washington, U, C. 5:DD




October <4, 1934

Deur Frouceus:

I el selding you tuls letter to
huve Luvestigated the cnorges tuls wouwun
Mekes about money beluy puld to soccure
government Jubs.

Alflectiouately,

Hon. Frances Perkins
Secretury of Luabor

Letter from}/ﬂ. . Tucfer
W

New York

810
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Deur Francess Perkine

Tnere i3 & Guploid Hobert
Fe wartlh auo 13 workliy uauer tae
Uevebuticiiiation Burouu, wuo 1s T ey 18]
Por wole wulds ¥ aud I fues Lim
the wars 1 ud WoL fuow now
oftective he 1, put L, snould be u
g00d wall Jildy LuyWayy We seuws to be
; in, for wore Sors tiau o LoW s
Will you LwVe fd iloused iuto?

ﬂlﬂﬂ-tl—ﬂuu ttﬂlj.
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My dear Mrs. Helm:

Hovember 21, 1934

Confirming our telephons conversation
mey I say that, due to a family pituation, it

would be rather inconvenient for|iliss Perkins "

5

e LS

to come to Mrs. Roosevelt's "At Home" on
Decoembar Bth.
Sincerely,
1 5
fi’?{ﬂ{) brenteges
Z 5
Mra. Edith Helm,

Secretary to Mrs. Roosevelt,

The White Housa.
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Warm Springe, Oeorgla,
Fovember 22, 1374,

o ———

Dear Francesi

I mu turnln,, this over to you for your

conalderction,
Very sincersly youra,
Tha Honorable,
The Seoretoury of Labor,
Washingbon, D, C,

Letter I.‘ruyn)\::'-.a. Keesal, United Medical cervice - Huv. 10
’ 2 £3 Jucasonblvd. ULCeLO

knelosing plan tor Low Cost Medical Care anu nospltuliszation
already in eriect.
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Dour Flaaces:

I o uwut leel cdbyuate to
OViiuiLlug tudo pteclduiains pdoiis
Culld Jou V@ bunG wau g0 Lulo 1t
audgdl tuere bo iy lilhg wolli wiilig,
Se L’

alieebivii EMJ’

Hon. Frances Perx<insg

Letier frow Cous. W. Lavers, doston, wass.




THE WHITE HOUSE
WABHINGTON

Junupry 1o, 18356.

MEVCRANDUM FOR VARS. SCHEIDER
The Precident suggeste

that ¥rs. Rooeevelt take thle up
with Mipe Perkine.

W. A. L.




THE WHITE HOUSL
WABHINGTON

Junuary ¥, lw:ib

EIEOILHDUL FOJ TIE PHESILENT:

Lriily Fewell Dlair's noro

hus been sy pested for this Job.

thet do you think mtout 1t97







December 3, 1935.

ot

Fith reference to the attached

; lettar which wae sent to you by Mro.
| Pinchot concerning the situation of
| Mre. Samuel Gospere, widow of Zamuel

Gompare, I am enoloeing a briesf memo-
randum glving such informstion as I
have besn abla to secure sbout her.

| My desr Elsancr:

The information contained in the
masorandum was furniehed in striot con-
fidenge and on the promise that 1t would
ba so regarded,

/—;3-’""'1’%_"’.“" / :
S Ve =

Mra. Roosavelt
The White House,
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Jenuary 19, 1045

Dear Franoesa:

I have bad several people
suggented to me for Mery's job =
Sue white, Lavinlu Bugle, and hEuily
Hewell Dluir. bMro. Bleir spoke to
ma Lersell and she sesus to ue to be
Lhe most loglosl bLeduuse oou workod
with Mury Lut, of course, | 4 not
wnow who would be the Dest one. 1 aw
oluply pusulig on those nemos tG you.

affeotionutely,

Honoreble Fronoces Perkins
The Seoretary of Labeor
Washington, D. C.




THE WHITE HOUSE
WABHINGTOMN

Janunry 12, 1935.

VENORANDUM FOR LRS. ROOSEVELT

I sugpgest you mentlon thie

to Frances Ferkins some day.

F. D. R.




DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMITTEE!
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HEW YORHK CITY
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Jepuary 23, 1935, '

My dear Elpanor;

Ihvuym:rnutcol‘.l’munry 19th and
| really think that Eaily Newsll Blair 1s the
best for the Consumers! Beoard job.

ynﬂh."ll}‘ yours,

= i R
//2//){/{?/#" 'i %r'{é’;’# =

¥ra. Roosevelt,

The Fhite House,




TELEGRAM

The Mt Howse |
Alushington

San Franoisco, Celif. March 26, 1935
Mrs. Franklin D. Roosavelt: : {/V{
J

25WU MO 8B NL &:léa.m.

Thanks awfully for your warm-hearted support. Dont worry about
so-oallad snub. I did not ¥now about it until it was all over and
had beccme a joke. Nobedy here sesmed to know who she was. Tha dinner
over-crowded and they turned peopla away a0 she could not have been
an effective hater. Lotas of love, It was grand to read your werm
hearted and humorous interpretstion. Faithfully,

Franoés, G..-'ur"“"‘"




DEMOCRATIC MATIONAL COMMITTEE

WOMEN"S DIVISION
| MATIONAL PRESS BUILDING, WARHINGTOH, B, 5.
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[ecasber 31, 1737

Framces deari
Iu}ut“w!wﬂdn—iuu
note longhand, but 1 co went to tell juou
luhmm:rmﬂlﬂlﬂlhplmt
the future bolds sverything for thea thut

you gould wish,
Affectionataly,

Hiss Francea Perikina
2326 Californis Street

Washington
D.G.

1
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25I6 CALIFORNWIA STREET
WASHINGTON D.C.

——
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Jaguary 28, 1339

Lear Prances
Bruy thenke for sencing oe o cov of
your earvosponderce on the Eridges “omse. T aa
very glac to bave the inforasstion.
iffections taly,

© Honorable Frances Perkine
Seeretary of Labor




’ DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
OFFICE GF THE SECRITARY
WASHINGTON

January 26, 1939

Doar Elsancr:

1 as sending you this letter which was
“written by a friendly inguirer about the Bridgaes
casa, in the hope that the information contained

therein will ba of interest to you and perhapa ‘;-.\
of asalstance in understanding the problem inwvelvad, /
Affectionately,
.
Enclasura
lrs, Boosavelt 2
The White House ii: %

e i ke




DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

The following im tha correspondence betwean the Reversnd Wilfred Farscns, S.J.,
Dean of the Oraduate School of Gecrgotown University, and Secretary of laber Frances [
Perkins regarding the 3ridges case.

GEOROETOWN UNIVERSITY
Tashington, D. C.

Graduate School
0ffice of the Dean January 16, 1933

Hen. Francea Perkins
Ssgretary of Labor
Department of Labor Building

Wanhington, D. Cs
Dear Madame Secretarys

In the course of a recent visit to several mid-Wastern
gitiss in which I doliversd legtures, I wes maked, on more than
gne oecanion, what explained the ura of the Dopartment of
Labor to deport Harry Bridges me an undesirable alien unlaefully
prosent in this country. Tho questionars appearsd to balieve
that bessuss T live in Washingten I should know the law end the
facts eonditioning the Dapartment's attitude in this case.

Both for the information of thess inquirers mnd for my
pen enlighterment I shall be grateful to you for a ptatemant
which T nhell be free to repeat to cthers.

Anticipating, with my sincers thanks, your complinnce
with this request, Ianm,

Very singerely yours,

/8/ Wilfred Parsons, 8.J.

Jamuary 19, 1939

The Very Raverand

TH1lfred Parsons, 5.J.

Dean of the Oraduste School, Georgetown University,
Washington, D. C.

My doar Father Parsonss

I a= glad %o answar your letter of January 16th and ite
1uqutryr-pds:¢m3rm“m-hmmuum of the
labor Departsent has often besn misunderstood. The following are
the fagts in the cess as to ite presemt status and ite develop-
mant . . :

& weok befors the Bridges cass wan to be heard the
Fifth Circult Court of Appeals hanpded dewn a decision in a ocasa




-3

labor end the Commlssionsr of Immigration and Naturalization, I decided
to recommond af appenl to the Suprems Oourt of tha United Gtates and
noked for m writ of certiorarl pointing out this conflict. Under the
rules of the Bupreme Court & writ would not be granted unless thors was
n confliet, The Court hes, however, granted this writ ond roview and
I therefora belisve the I.I{ibll in toking appeal and asking that the law
bo mnde clear was the correct metion on my part. The cams will be
argusd before the Supreme Court wery shortly. The decision will sake
clear the law ap to whethor an alien may be deported for being & membar
of ths Comsunist Party and the Department of Labor will ba cartain of
ite ground in dealing with such casss in deportations.

Whan taking the mppeal im the Strecker cass it wap declded on
ndvice of the Department of Justice mnd the Solicitor of the Departsent
of Laber to postpons hearings ard cther aoticn in all pending cases
ipvolving thie points This Zm the usual admiplstrative practice in
order to prevent sary axp in ducting litigaticn which may
turn out to be useless after the Court has made Lte decinion in an
nppeal case. The Bridges came, mlong with other canos; was poatponed—
not cancellsd—and prompt motion will be taken on 14 ap indicated by
the decision of the Suprese Court in the Strecker case when it is
handed down.

Bafore Bridges can be deportod two mmtters sust be proved by
logel evidences (ne, that Bridges is o mesber of the Communist Party,
which he hos donled, and two, that the Communist Party of America
“belisves in, teaches and advocates the overthrow of the Jovernment
of tha lhd.t-i Staten of Ameriea by force and wiolence.® Prosussbly
the Bupreme Court will clear up the latter.

Under sxisting lav an alien say be deported only for specific
reasons snumerated in the various immigration mete. The most important
of thess may be pummrized as follows:

An alien wmy be deportad if he—

(1) entared without inspection cr without a valid wisa,
{2) hocams a public charge within five years after
= entry for causss not shown to have arisen subse-
quent to landing,

{3) is mentenced to impriscmment for & term of one year
or mora for the comsission of a erime involving
moral turpitude within five yoars after entry or
in seantenced mors than onsoe to such a term of
impriscrment

Ei; becomen an anarchist,

%) mdvocates the overthrow of the Government of the
United Btates by fores wnd violence

(&) in a membar of o sosiety or arpnlnt{m which
advocates the overthrow of the United States by
fores and violsnoe, or which eirculates written
or printed matter advosating the cverthrow of
the Government by foroce and viclence.

&

The immigration laws do not sxplicitly refer to Communists, but
the mbove definitioms mra broad sncugh to cover Communists or allens who

violeneo, or belomg to an organization which so advocates.

In the matter of the application of this law to tha Bridges case
I shall review ths history of this case.

m:,mm, srtered this country lagally at the port
Ban oo in 1930 and has lived hers comtinucusly ever mince as

is permitted by law unless he commits ona of the mete specified




Tha eoriginal complaints in 1934 cams from mestly unidentified
sourcos and saild that the writer beliowod or had heard that Bridgos wme
& Communist. The Immigration Office ¢f San Francisco, ths San Francisaoo
police through a special squad, mude & searching and Ind.up-ld.lni inves=
tigation at that time and agein in 1935, Mo evidence vhatever was dis-
coversd that Bridges was or had ever been affilimted oither with the
Communist Party or any other radical crganization.

I oncloss you m copy of o letter written to m number of persons
vhe inquired mbout this matter durimg 1935, 1936 mnd 1937. Tt sum-
marizges the Departzent's entire knowledge of the matter up to the
asutumn of 1937,

At that tims the Department recelved four affidavitis in vhich
the affidavite alleged that they knew Bridges to be & mesber of the
Communint Party. Becauns previcus investigation had indicated the
contrary and becauss the affidavite did not support each other in
regard to eplasodes the Department directed ismigretion officers to
make furthar investigation and to try to securs a clarification of the
line of ovidonso to bo presented. Bridgoes wne alee oxaminod undor
oath, nt which time ho sworo ho wes not & mombor of thoe Comsunist Purty.

Somo mnow affidavite and line of inguiry were developad by
investigation and the Department served a warrant on Bridges im March
1936 and set tho case down for a hearing.

Jefore a finding of fact can be made in this or, of courss,
any other class of cawe whersa the only evidence ie affidavite, the
seoused must be given an cpportunity to testify and present \:'I‘tnllnl
in his behalf and cross examination from beth sides must be permitted.
This im required not only by tha rules of the Ismigration Sarvice but
by the principlos of duo procoss laid down by the Courts.

Thatever the decision in regard to Communist Party rohip
in the Strecker cane—Comsuniss has ne place in Aserican life.

1 &= not an sxpert on communist teaching but the coneapt of a
dictatorship of the proletariat and the contempt for Christian ethics,
concopte reiterated in cosmunist literaturs, ars contrary to all my
boliofs, devoted os I have always baen to the democratie primsiples
of our own Constitution with the protectiom of individual liberties,
frasdom of roligioun worship mnd fresdom of spesch guoranteod to us
by the Bill of Rights.

I have too much respact for the American pecple, beth native
born and foreign born, to fear that they will mccept tha principles of
comsuniss but n sure defanse would be u faithful practice by all of us
of the principles of religion and the prineiples of constitutiomal
damosraRcy.

Ginceraly yours,
8/ TRANCES FERKINS

Junuary 21, 1939




June 30, 1939

by dear Madam Sscretaryil
Mres. Roosevelt is glad to Lave 1lus

Mary Anderscn's mesorandum on in case sha
hni‘udublnlwnmfnrm ter-Aserican

_%.l_:ﬂﬂ'ﬂl.l- Bne maks =e to {HARK you
ssnding 1t to her.

Very sincerely yours,

Bacretary to
Mra. Rocmevalt

[




DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
GFFICE OF THE SECAETARY
WABHINGTON

-
e Juna 21, 1939

Miss Malvina Thompaon
Sporetary to Wrs. Roosavelt
The White House.

My dear disp Thosmpsoni

1 am sending you a copy of a semorundus
from Hiss Mary Anderpon of the Women's Bureau
with refersnce to & letter addressed to me by
& group calling itself Tha Inter-American Women's
Congrees; since in the letter itself there is men-
tion of the fact that Mrs, Aoosevelt may be asked
1o be n sponsor. Miss Anderson's mesorandul EpLLe
for itself.

It eccurred to me you might like to huve the

information in it to consider if the invitation
ghould come to Mra, Roosevelt.

SincerTely yours, I

) ST ¥
7

-

Enclosure




June 19; 1939

To: The Secretary
From: Mary Anderson

ha:  Attached letter concerning The Inter-smerican Women's Congress,
to meet in Mexico, Uctober 1933.

I, too, had a letter sacing me to be & eponsor of this
Congress, and I have been looking up previous conferences os moll
a8 the next.

The wooen who went to the Lims conference to present the
People's Mandate for Feace met after the conference weas over to
discuss continuation of thelr efforts and some suggestion wes mede
to orgenize as n definite group. In due time progress wus made
toward inviting vurlous persons te be on such a commlttee, from
different countries. After some had accepted however, they witharew,
and rumor hag it that they were told this organization was being
developed by left wing sympathizers end they decided thoy didn't
want to join. There seems to be some mystery inm wll this ss Mubel
Vernon, who was the spokesman at Lims for the Feople's Msndete, had
abaolutely no information about this Congress. :

Inquiry of the Mexlcan Esbassy brought the infermutlon
that they hud not heard of any such Congress thut was to meet in
dpxico in October 1939, but thet they w.uld muake inquiry of their
Government; word came back that they knew nothing of such & meetlng
nor of the organiszation. Dr. Rowe of the Pan Americen Union hed no
informutlion wbout it, hed hewrd nothing.

It would be my fesling thet Government officisls in this
country would be wise not to mecept the Congress' imvitstion to Li
a mezber of their group of putronesses. I thin<, too, that this group
has capitalized on the Inter-Americun Comalssion of Women neme by
choosing thelr own neme so simllar in phrase, snd I wonder L the
list of sponsors uamed in the letter =lght not have thought that the
two groups were the sume organlzation or related to esch other. MHo
one knows, however, whether the List of sponsors in the letter ia
genuine or whether they might have been sponsors of former meetings
&and tharefore are used ln this letter. :

Translation of the program sccompanying the letter is

attached,




]

Ses lettor from Mrs, M, A. Kopp, 1242 dnlnut 5t., Allentown, Pa.

July 7, 1959

My dsar Usdsn Secretary)

Mra, Rocsovelt has reosived a letter,
wharein it is stuted)

certaln s=ount from thelr pay exvelopes.®

Mra, Boosevalt would appreciate It if
you wuld bave the truth of this stotemont
absaked ,

Very sinseroly yours,

Searetary to
Mra. Roosevalt




July 13, 1939

My dear Uiss Thompson

In respanse to your letter of July
Tth with reference to the collsetlen for
German refugess by the Penn Sportwear
Corporation in Allentcwn, Fa., I am sand-
Lugm:wmrnrtnmm_hrh.
John K. Steslman, which is ealf-axplanatary.

Malvira C, Thompeon : |
+ Foopevelt

£

Seoretary

ta Mra
The Wnite House




July 13, 1939

Tou The Secretary
Froay 4. L. Steslman
Ray Latter to Mrs. Roossvelt on collectlony for German

rafugess

I have checloed this situation aarsfully, asd find that
complaints similar to that received by Mrs. Roossvsli have aome

Ladiss Garment Worksrs' Uniom ia organiped. A complaint, for
example, has Just besn recelived by the Biate Department of Labor
lfl-qlmfm-mwnhmmm“
Faotory, Scmlsrton, Pa., stating that §1.00 has besn dedusted

Simos this appsars to be & viclatlon of the Sta
tha matiar in now belng imrestizated by the State Departmsnot of
Labor. A Distrioct Representative of the ILGWY says that thess
ocllsctions ars balng made "with the conssnt of the
mir-uuumnmm-rmm“uum

Atiachesnt - leitar July 7, 1710 b Seay from W, Thospeon, ay
8 Mra. Boossvell




Noveaber 10, 1939

Dear Frances:
wWhnt do yoi thihk about this? Can you
tell me what the sttitude of the Departsent of
Labor is golag to be on this question of registration
of aliens?
Affactionately,

Hon, Frances Perkins

’_,_E.r_-xl.nu_ﬁs-dtm for Protectlon of Forelgn Born

Mary Woollay - Alice Stone Blackwell) sending statement
to Gen. Fad. of Women's Clubs protesting sgainst thelir
proposal to go on fheord favoring reglstration of all aliens.




DEPARTMENT OF LABOR f ! f'!.
OFFICE OF THE STCRLTARY
WABHINGTON I { i

\f Wi
November 18, 1939 | 3

Wy dear Mra. Roossvelt:

I em returning herewlth ths letter you recolved
from the Aserican Committee for Protectlon of Forelgn Born.

The Department has always been opposed to reglatra-
tion of aliens for a vardsty of roasons:

}. It 18 almoat~imposeible to onforce and it iam
a great adninistrative sxpense.

2. Nothing is mccomplished by it as good and
worthy alien residents will reglster voluntarily
and others won't and can't be found In the general
population without ressrting to stool plgeon and
opy work, which is costly and demorolizing.

3+ There is oppartunity for fraud and corruptlon.

4o It couses inconvenlonce and even offense to
thousands of U. 5, eltizens by birth or natural-
ization, who have forelgn-sounding mames or por—
gsonal Bppearancs.

5. There are only about thres millicn allens in the
United States and that mumber is constantly diminish-
ing because

(a) Thers hoo besn almost no immigration for
ten years and consequently proportlonstely
higher death rate by old ags in this group;

(b) There has beon a steady naturcllzaties and
Americanization of groupa here. 160,000
to 180,000 a year are being naturalized and
the rats is increasing. :

' Thersfore, the problaa created by thres millisn sllen rasi-
dents in a population of 130,215,000 1a not now of great sig-
cance,




krs. Roossvelt —= Hovesber 18, 1939

I ngres with thia position and think ¥ou can elzn this
card if the ressoning in this letter moema eound to you.
Parsonally, I think the reglotration of one group of people leads
to the idea that ruﬂamtiun#uaiﬂ on avery individusl
would be & good plan., Then vhare would our comfortabla free and -
onny American way be?

Einceraly yours,

Enclosure ;

Mre. Roosevelt

The White House




American Committee for " Protection of Foreign Born

ﬂfﬁimﬂmmm 79 Fifth Avenue, New York City
Acting Seerelary . . . Cilferd A. Cochran, Treasurer . . . ALgongulin 42134
Abner Groen, Publiclty,
44
Dear Friond:

We are writing to ask you to joln with uws in a statemsnt which
we feal munt be ssnt to the Jensral Federation of Womenls Olube
as tha reselt of an anncuncamsnt in ths New York Times of Cato—
ber 20th to the effect that, at thelr next Gensral Comvention,

the Chedrman of thelr Department of American Cltizenship would
propose that the organization go on mecord favering the regle-
tration of all aliens in the United States. .

Wo are gravely concernad over the prospect of any organization
composad of Admarican women golng on recerd favering a proposal
which se greatly threatens our Joerican dezcoratio institutions,
¥e have thorefore drafted this statement expressing our stand,
and we do hope that you will find it poosible to Joln with us
in signing this statement to bs sent to the Federation. Wo feal
that this question 1s of the ut=oet icportance and that our maps
sage =ay have so=e beneficial effect if wo ocould have your ocop=
aration in this matter.

Yo are encleeing a mimeographed copy of the newspaper clipplng,
& copy of the statemont we have drafted, and a poat-card which
we hope you will elgn and return to us, eignifying thereby your
accoptance of thea prineiples expressed and your willingness to
slgn this ctatemant with ua,

o b Tl
W Hs Cbae flocklnse

a0, 26 ! (fn" A dlice Stons Blackwell

=
=
"R
—
5-.--r
-—




HEGISTRATION OF MATIOW'S ALIENS IS PROPOSED BY CLUB PEESIDENT

Ure, J. E. Volimann of the Cvarscas Tait Holds
Hove Would dbate Ills Bared by DMes Inquiry

Baglotraticn of alisns in this country Lo offered as s sclution to conditions
disclosed by the DMes Cocmittes by re, Jamos Howe Vollmarn, prosidsnt of the Fede
eration of Wemen's Clubs Cversess, Hare in this country after an oightoen—year
stay abrosad, Urs. Volimaus han conferrod with offloiple of the Gonoral Confodors—
tlon of Women's Clubs fos ax exchange of views on guestions that concern both mame
borshipe,

Tollowing thomo eanferences, she sald yootorday that regletration of aliens
would be recocmendsd to ihe nexi gouwral convonbion in this country by the chair-
man of the Department of doerlcan Oitizonohip, Mre. Frederick H, Olausen,

"Our own group, whlgh includes a monburchip of sose 2,000 from elubs in nine
oountries, " sho sald, %ie puelng a atudy of tho laws govarning roglotre-
tlem of forolgners in comnbriur abriwd mich & viow of maleing resomandations to
Washington. It io very apparuat froo dovulopmonts in this country that such a
stop should bo talken irsodiately,

"It would aliminato the prossnt mothods bodng wsad to combat tho evils which
ocbody doniod exish, resuliin: rroo forolmors living iz this country morely for
the purpoes of ovorthrowing tho governmant,

BOTHIRS(ME BUT WORTHTHILE

"It would likewlso serve aé a protection to aliens who coms hare bocauvss
know it in the placo they want to live, The latter typo 1a no more undesirable
than the mozbers of our olubs aversdns, =out of whom are thore becauso fires havo
sent tholr husbands abroad.” Tho wouk of reglstering alioms and rogording their
movos, oho added, wan "g tresenlious bothor, bub worth it in the ond,?

Declelen to study roglatraticn muthods was =ado et tho anmunl convonticn of
the ovorsoas women at Leadon last Spring,

Mro. Vollmarn is & native of Broolcling, Uaspachusctts, and tho wifs of an
Amorican businevs man who has boan for a mushor of yoars etation in Zurigh,
Switeerland,

uopER
ne. 16




(To tha Genarsl FTedoration of Tomen's Clube, Tashington, D. l:.:l

The regletration of allons in thio country can serve only to add another
ovil to the many problezs confronting the Aserican pecple. This proposal, if
onacted, would sarve to spread susplolon and mntagoniem, confusing and divid-
ing the people at a time when s hoalthy publis atmcaphore and unity are esson~
tial in any effort to protect tho interests of the dmorican poopla.

The regletration of allens would mean regluantation of the onbire popule-
tion, native as woll as forelgn-bom, If mon—oitizens will be ordored to carry
identification cards, Amorican oitimens will have to carry proof of birth or
citisenship at all times, It would in effoot introduce the Deropoan decentio
paseport aystam into ocur dmorican mothods of governsent, Tho Hon, Frances Por—
kine, United States Secretary of Labor, has saldy

®In someidoring the adeption of any systam of roglotration,
the leeus must b o 1y facod that it invelves a radlcal
doparture from tha rican syotez and a retumn o the Fur-
opean and particularly polico control of the individual, It
would um-t;:‘n.h a treseniow step tomard the reglmentation
of cltizons,

Wa are sericuwly congarned that, in this prosent peried, this proposal may
bo solzed upon by thoso wao seaxc to whip up an hystoris against tho allen simi-
lar to thoe one that prevalled during the last war and rooculted in the un-Asari-
gan Falmar raids, which deprivoed oltizons ss woll s nos-citigons of thair demo—
oratlo and constitutlonal righte.

¥a slncarsly hops that crganizations of Aoorlean women will zot allow thome
salves %o becomo a partoor to any such acheme which, in essence, throatonn the
very foundaticnms of our desmooratio fors of govornmont.

Tho propesal to regletor the allen io contrary %o the Joerlean traditicsos
of Lospltality and oguality to tho imslgrant, Not reprossion; mot dleorisine-
tion, but understanding and friondlinose must servo as the basis of any approash
woe may wish to tals problum, 4

It im our duty ap Jmaricen women, and 4% ie t0 tho uvltimate benofit of
dzorican ooolety, tat wo oxtunl Wwlp end undacstanding to gur future oltisena
and that wo exsrclos vigllance to difeat all attasks upon the rizhte of noo-
cltizens, sinoco soch sossuros throaton ao woll the entire framowork of our soalal
ordar,

Wo feel singorely = and wo urge upon all womon's orpanizations = that ovary
rt shoeld bo mads to onablo all noo~oltisens to becoms maturalized pitl-
TUnited Staten,

and should work in en dzerloan way, through understanding and po-
to halp the futurs citisens in our midet, males posaible thoir natur
and themoby enhanoe the valus of Asarican citizonship and tha sound-
pess of gur dmarican loetdtuticns,




Janusry 22, 1940

Deur Frances:

You know that t.s American Youth Congrean 1a
bolding u Citieenship Tnstitute here in Washington
from February 9 to 12. This sill bring young people
from all parts of the coun try.

They w»ill, of courss, go up to Congrees to see
thelr reprezentatives and they &re assking a great sany
government offieclals to come and speak to them and to
ellow thes to hold discussions in whish they can siste
their problems. T think it is importunt that they ‘eel
we older peopls ure interested, & ven though undoubtedly
they believe in some things with wiiich we do nat sgree.

Sowe 3,000 young people h:ve indicated that they
hone to be here, and on agcount of limited Punds the
Washington Youth Council 1a having difficulty fn Flading
free housing space for them. T wonder if you would be
interested in taking in some of theas and giving thea o
bed and breukfest for those days, or in sanding a con-
tribution for the purpose to me or to the mshington
Youth Council wt 1701 1lth Street ¥.¥. Howard Ennes'is
the chairman, Y

Very sincerely yours,

\ The Honorable Frances Perkiam
Secretary of Labor




] Merch 19, 1940 /

Denr Prances:

T showed this letter to the
President and ho thinks you might be able
to do sosething about tiis case without his
beving to do it by executive order.

Vary sincerely your:,

} Hon. Frances Perkins /

—4— Bruce Y. Stunley, Tucsen, Arizone PO hox 5§
Abcut an English woman who came into this country from
Canada 10 yrs. age to enter & sanitarium. Had en occident
which delayed her return wund brought on illnes: taat has
kept her beditdden since. Has an income {rom Enpland, but this
will be discontinued if she changes her citirenshin - could not
stand a trip back to Toronto. Entering country without napers
1s constituted & crime und they lear for the ruestions census
takers will ask.




Maroh 20, 1940 { J

MBOE ANDUR mulamm m:‘

, Ses Mra. Ecossvelt's note:
*"Dear Frances, FOH says toke up at once
with Col. Fleaing and N.L.H.H. and move
a5 fast as poaaible. You way huve to
!‘-‘ thl httn mﬂ- nﬂh- thﬂ& .:.It.'

-l Iuey R, Mason - about the Hemrick chain of textile mills st Gaffney, 5. C.

and the violant conditions there.




Septembor 13, 1940 Y
Hyde Purk, Hew York ! ,J'I

Uear Francest

I have received a letter from ; -

- Mra. lary Meleod Bethune atout o neeting :
~In Mashlngeton of the Natlonal Councll of

Negro Woma which 14 to be held Uctober 25

and 25. They wunt Lo have thelr conference

in the Coaference Room of tie Uepartment of

Labor and a4 public meeting Priday night ,

the 25th, in the Auditorium there. Thia is

a national body and they ars ming to discuss

national problems, Will you let ~e know if

t.hq:uldhlllndm use of these two

rooms

Affecticnately,

Hon. Frances Perkins /

’Ex, 787



Decsmber 13, 190 /

Dear Frances:

Do you think it would be possible
to get an appropriation for the Tomen's Bureau
which would to work specifisally
in tha field o ehold esployuent? It is
felt that as far se WAgew-and Bours are cop~
osarned, housshold as & ruls are
still in the sweat class. The Wooen's
Bareau obviously would be Lbe Lest ageoar to
carry oa coastructlive rescarch im thia rleld,
bat apparestly nmo funds are awailable.

Affectionately,

Hon. Francea Ferkins




-
|

%. Roy L. Swonger, R.D. /3, Harrisburg, Fa. - sbout labor conditions on a
- Gov. project at Indiantown Cap, Fa,

February 24, 1941 I_-

! >
{ £
mmmm:mmuorun: ' e
dee Urs., Roosevelt's note; i

'Mr?ﬂmu-hldm:lﬁthhh

Mr. Meany for investigation and tell him mot
to give the man's name till he finds out if
there axist these conditiona? It should be
done by an i=partial investigator in other

wordsl E.R."




March 4, 1941 L

Dear Prances:

Thank you so such for rour letter
avout the sltuation at the versity of
i
Chicago. 1 shall urge Ur. Yacleishito go
there to speak as I think it would be most
helpful,

Affectionately,

Hon, Frances W A
r -

i1 4]




—

i N 1 "

{ Mareh 1, I
W

Dear Eleanor: (..,J“ f ';.Sf}p{* "

I read Mary Gilson's letter to you with great
interest and I also made some further inguiries about
the Chicago situation.

I take it they are having a little campus war-

£e™

C

fare which is all in the nature of things at college : 71 Y
A - v

campuses, and particularly at Chicago where they have
glways done 1t. There are many ardent pacifists who
don't know the difference between peace and pacifism.
They will, of course, learn. But T think you are quite
right that if Ur., MacLleish could get himself an invita-
tion to lecture or, better still, speak st one of the
Sunday morning services at Chicago 1t oight have a
very 1lluninating result. I think that that part of
the country is rather slow in understunding the new
kind of world we are living in, and of cowrse Mr,
Hutchina' speech has reflected what is probebly a
rather common point of view. I was surprised at him
because he has had & world of experience end religlous
training, but apparently the theme and conception of th

sins of the whole world hes not sunk into his mind.

¥ith regard to Charlotte Carr, I find it difficult
to advise how that should be handled. She is, as you
know, & woman of strong emotions and although extremely
practical in the administration of matters within her
responsibility, may not always think out all the implica-
tions and end results of purely ldeologleal positions
which she or others take.

N




I should like to talk with her myself about
this. I might not be able in any way to change her
point of view, but at least my intereat would be en-
tirely friendly to her and I might set up a trein of
thought which would eneble her to see how shortasighted
it is to take an extreme position at this time, I will
make & point of seeing Henrietta Addi#hn, who is one of
her closest friends, and ses if we can't ask her to put
the matter to Charlotte. ¥e must remember, I think,
that the Hull House tradition is intensely pacifist fol-
lowing Miss Addam's neer martyrdom at the time of the
last war and her near sainthood when opinion with re-
gard to war suddenly changed in America.

These are certainly confusing times. I will
do the best I can in the metter and I think you could
suggest to Lr. MacLelsh that if he could get invited
out there it would be fine.

Sincerely yours, —

Mrs. Roosevelt
The White Housa
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May 17, 1941 U

Dear Francest
I bave been asked again to try
to do something forlliay flard in Boston.
She 1s capable and has been extremely loyal.
Can you help?
Affectionately,

Hon. Frances t‘glgna
The sec. ol r

oo




1‘...

! / ‘ay 21, 1941

Daar Kleanor:

1 have your note about Lay ward.
ohe has been on my mind for & lon-+ time.

whant would jyou thdnk of asking Lr.
Yahey of Home Owners Loar Corporation if he
could avall limesell of hior services in ihe | .|:' i
loston area? W1 L

hlao tha Office of Civil Defanse ::I'

misht well take advantarae gf har l}rnnotinnal =l ’
abilitiesy Ly - I

Ther too, 1t ccours to me that tho
F ' Office of Jovernmant Heporte and harriet
slliott's lLivision suprest themselwes as likely
roseibilities,

: Sdnceraly, 7
Itz /b

Irs, Roosawvelt

/\ . The White llouse, =y A\ g‘m
| fféﬁ@ s Cope %M j .

2.9 10 Bkl B ol VBB
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/L }E‘/ January 22, 1942 J( /
iy

Dear Eleanor:

,.{ Kary Ven eck has sent me & copy
of e} to you of Januery 1l6th.

I am gending you o copy of the
latter I wrote her the other day snd a
copy of the one which is poing to her today,
for your information.

57" YyOours, ,,f?
Sithir L,/H

Mre. Hoosevelt
The White House

Enclosures
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i Bimearely yours,




January 17, 1942

Miss Mary Ven Kleek

Hoom 630, 130 East 22nd Street
Hew York City

My dear Miss Van Kleek:

In reply to your telegram of the 15th,
mey I say that a woman has been selected for
service in connection with:the Natlonal War Labor
Board and will be named shortly among the public

group of mediators and arbltrators.

I appreclate your interest.

Sinceraly yours,




March 4, 1942
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U July 15, 1942

Dear Elsanor:

I ron into some friends of mine the other day who
are psychlatrists and found them greatly disturbed about
the generol conditions for medical paychiatric care in o
_the Ammy and the Navy. Their feeling is that there just. Asw’s/
is not adequate provision and that a large number of <asen
are developing, particularly in the Havy, frém men who have
been in battle.

At the mesting of the Psychiatric Asaoclation in

Mzy they passed the encleosed resolution to express their
point of wview.  They asked me to take an interest in the
patter. I have spoken to the President about 1t, but I
know that he is overburdened and doean't get an opportunity
to think sbout this. I thougnt perbaps you would like to
look into. You remember Dr., Pdrsons, of course, und the ,
other two men on thelr committee are people of the first -
water in the profession.

Si.nca:ral:r yours,

e e
— e o

Enclosure
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December 11, 1942 ;'I

Honorable Frances/Perkins
U. S5+ Department or
Washington, D. C. £

Dear Vadam Secretar;:

Since our brief discussion of the future of the
Workers Service Program at ths dinner for Vr. Harold Putler,
events have been moving fast. You probably know that both
the Yaticnal Labor Conventlons sndorsed a proposal for a new
Labor Extension Service under the sponsorship of soume Federal
Agenoy. I am enclosing coples of these two resolutions.
The Work Projects Administration 1s about to be liquidated
just at a time when there are more requests than ever from
organized labor for a contlnuation of activitles conducted
under the Workers Sarvice Frogram.

Bafore taking further action on these numerous re=-
quests for & more permanent program of this type I should
1ike to discuss this whole matter with you. I am going to
New York for three days but expect to be back by Thursday of
this weak. I shall appreciate it if you can give me an ap-
pointment after that day whemever it is convenient for you.

If it wers possibls to develop a plan under the
Labor Department, similar to the Workers Service Program but
on 4 more permansnt basls, I know that a great many peopls
both in the labor movement and in Uoverntent agenclee would
think this the best possible solution.

f
3 Cordially yours,

Hilda W. Smith
. Consultent in Labor Education
Enclosure

Hilda W. Saith;if
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Affestionately,
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DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

SYRACUSE BUFFALO BIMGHAMT
114 o, Warren 51, fiaie Offica Bldg, 507 Prau ll.;||:|’:I

w{{i:ﬂ February 9, 1944

Dearest Eleanor,

I gm 8o sorry I had to run away on Friday but I
had arranged for a Bond Rally of one of the large divialona
of the Department for 4 o'eclock and I had to be on the spot.
Your cousin, Captain M. D. Robinscn, was one of the speakers,
I told him that I had just left you and he was very pleased,
He lauded you to the skies and sald he thought you were the
greatest woman we have in our country. I amended hls state- -
ment and said I thought you were the greatest woman in the
world and he agreed with me, Of course, he said he doeen't
always agree with you and I told him disagreement is natural,
no one person ie infallible and we do have different points
of view.

Before he left he sald something about the coming
election and what did I think. I said that if the President
decides to run there is no question that he will be elected.
He seemed a bit stunned at that and all he could eay was,
"Really, do you think he will run?* And I eald-I had no
knnwladgu that he would run -- all I knew was that .if he did,
he would be elected,

I should have written you on Monday and thanked you
for the opportunity you gave to us to be at the meeting on
Friday, but I was unable to get hold of Blanch Freedman because
she was 111, Bhe told me this morning how magnificently you
handled the Equal Righters. I was greatly amused to see all
the old hellcate there., I must say time has made 1te stamp
on thelr faces and on their beings. I could have laughed out-
right when Belle Sherwin told you with tears in her volce how
the Equal Rights Amendment would bring the millennium not only
to women, but men as well, Well, they met their master in you,

I want to oclear up & little misunderstanding which
worries Elisabeth Christman terribly. When you called the
League office Elisabeth Christman was at a meeting of the
Women'e, Joint Congressional Committee. Right after you hung
up Mary Anderson called and Florence Barnes relayed to Mary
your message to Elisabeth, something which she never should
have done, Mary Anderson, greatly perturbed about it, went
to Frances Perkine and Frances then called you and, as we
have it, told you that she had spoken to Elisabeth Christman,

IN REPLY PLEASE ADDRESS 'WRITER
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which really 18 not the fact. Elisabeth neither saw nor spoke

to the Secretary or spoke to Mary Anderson, because right after
she got the messagge from Florence Barnes she did discuss the
mattar with the other members of the committee and they suggested
that she call the White House and see whether a conference with
you would be possible. However, when she called on Friday she
was told by vina that you were not available and after that
she found out what had happened,

: " I am telling you this unbeknown to Elisabeth because
I don't think she would want me to say this to you, but she does
want to come and explain it to you herself 1f you will give her
an opportunity. Please don't say anything about my writing to

¥You en this,
Take care of yourself darling, With fondest love,

Affectionately,

i
=

Mre. Franklin D.Roosevelt
The White House
¥ashington, D, O,




February 21, 1944
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-ru.-u_ul—nu.m-m-hmr
emen and I shall be interested to ses the
reperts.

. AffeeMomataly,




DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
WASHINGTON

February 18, 1944

.

Dear Elsanori

Thank you for sending me & copy of your letter of February 11
to Rose Schneiderman. I agree with you about it, and you will be in-
terested to know that we have already initiated in the Department of
Lebor a survey of the laws in the various States that do diseriminate
against women. I will send you reports on the material from time to
time, and I agree that you ere right that we should organize methods of
amending or repsaling such lawe as are truly discriminatory.

I think we have to be careful ebout coming to the conclusion that
women have recently become more related to Trade Unlons. It is, of course,
true that their wembership in Trade Unions shows & grest increase during
this wartime emergency when they have been employed in aircraft factories,
shipyards, automobile factories, etc., where the union had previously
established a closed shop éontract. That means that in such casges a
woman upon employment is obliged to join the union, and one does not know
the extent to which they are esither active in the union or are con-
gidered. As a matter of fact, the total number of women em.loyed in these
industries is relatively small. Of the 16 million women now at work for
wages the great bulk of them are still in the laundries, bakeries, restau-
rants, mercantile establishments, and small intra-stata industries in
which, for the most part, there are few, if any, Trade Unlons and not
much effort being made to organize. In metal working plants where the
unions are strong the women are members of the union, at least for the
time they are there. It is doubtful if many of them who have been taken
into the unione in this war period will retain their permanent membership.
Under the seniority rules the men who were firat on the jobs will be the
last to be let out, and the women who are in almost every case the new
employees in the industry will be the first to go. This is only proper
and is in line with the union rules. So I don't think that the post-war
pericd will have many women in shipyarde or automobile factories or air-
eraft industries or steel works, and it would be unreclistic to suppose
that their employment in lese well organized industries would be fully
protected by union agreements.

There are one or two laws which are discriminatory against women
but which affect such a handful of people as to be of small walue. One
of them has a provigion that forbids the employment of women on grinding
operations in the State of New York. This law was passed 30 or LO years
ago when tuberculosis or grinder's rot wae the almost certain end of
glrl working as a grinder. Since that time the provisions for ventilation
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in grinding operations have been vastly improved so that grinder's rot or
tuberculosie among grinders is no longer a common hagard. To that extent
the law may be regarded as discriminatory only in principle, since the
Commigsioner of Labor ruled, when I wag in that post, that wet grinding
might be permitted for women even if the letter of the law required that
dry grinding should not. As a matter of fact, not more than 20 or 30
women evep applled for such work. It is not the best work for women to
do, nor is it the work women want to de. In other words, the dizecrimi-
nation is more theoretical than real. I am going to fend you sSome moTe
material on this.

We must still remember that the great bulk of women in industry
are women who work for-a few years only in the pericd between school and
marriage, and we camnot forget that historically this group hes always
been very sasy to exploit, and I believe it would be exploited now except
for tha fact that we have good, Sensible, sound laws on the subject.

0id you, by any chance, read the New York Times comment on Mr.
Wellace's speech? These so-called industrial protection laws have become
a part of our gocial glimate. The provisions for seats for women in fac-
_torles and mercantile establishmente, the requirements of law for suitable,
sufficient and sanitary facilities for romen, the minimum wage laws of the
States which put a floor under the latter's wages in intra-state industry
still daily prove thelr usefulness and necessity in maintaining that soclal
elimnte which makes it possible for women to go out to work in industry,
sarn & good living, bring home wages enough to pay rent for a decent room
and decent food that will keep them in health, and so make their contribu-
tion to wartime or peacetime productlon.

Lote of people have lots of rights. Women have lots of rights as
well. Most of ue don't know and never do know how to force the recognl-
tion of those rights u others. Ewven if we have the right to be educsted
if the community doesn't provide the schools inm which we can be educated,
1t s most unlikely that we shall be able to assert that right and most
impractical to try. And so it ie, I feel, about this soclel leglelation,
certainly the lawe, which control the condltlons under which people earn
their 1living, and particularly women for whom Industrial plant syeteme and
habits were not primarily designed, are still most useful.

Thank you for eticking, and believe e,

' W/i,_

Mra, Roomevelt
The White House




Narch 5, 1944 0

Dear Frances;

Thank you very mmoch for the list of
women. Tt 1s & good list and I am glad te
hawe it at hamd,

.ﬁ-l.ni.r;l-'l.

Hon, Frances Perkins




Mre. Rosooce Anderson
456 Baker Avenue
Webater Grove, Mo,

hetive in St. Louis League of Women Voters
Missourl League of Women Voters
Nationsl League of Women Voters
(1943—resppointed on Board)
Algo supporter of progressive legislstion.
-

Mre. Dorothy Kirchwey Brown (Mrs. Larue)

T8 Ravers Et.,
Cambridge, Mass.

Mrs. Edith Valet Cook
Room 302, State Lrmory
Broad Street

Hartford, Conn.

Mre. Mary T. Denman
519 Smithfield ﬂ‘h.
Pittaburgh, Pa.

Mre. Clarency Dykstra
130 H. Prospect Ave.
Madlison, Wiac.

Mre. Gladye Talbott Edwards
3”1 Eapt m ‘I-“i'
Denver, Colo.

Mrs. Paul Bliel
San !nnniuq. Calif.

In her fifties. During the 20's wae & member of
the Natlonal Board of League of Women Votere and
very sctive in support of the Sh-gpnrd-fomr Aet.
Formerly chairman, Department of Child Welfare »
National Leagus of Women Voters.

Pemocrat.

Lawyer and commuinity worker.
Active in Commecticut League of Women Voters.
Child Welfare Federation of Connecticut,
Formerly on Natlcnal Board, National Leagus of
Vomen Voters. y
1943—Chairman, Committee on Childrenm in Fartime,
Connecticut War Council

In her early 40's. Lewyer; has been in State Legis-

lature.

For years has done active county organization work
for Public Charities Ald hes'n; Western repre-
sentative of Public Charitles Ald Ass'n.

Fide contacts with all women's groups and men's
assccietions.

Delightful person with knowledge of socisl problems
and community faoilities. -

Wife of the President of the University of Wisconsin.
Formerly on Board of National League of Women Voters.
Able.

Farm woman, formerly in North Dekota.
Educationsl “irector, Farmers' Educational and Co-
operative Unlon of imericas.

President, Sen Francisco Center of the California
League of Women Voters.

Formerly President of Californis League of Women
‘ﬂm-

On Board, Netional League of Woken Voters.

Active work in support of sociel legislation.




Mrs. Herbert Fisher

100 Huntington Street

Hartford, Conn,

|
Mra. George Gellhorn
4366 MpPherson Street
5t. Louls, Mo.

Cheirmsn, Committee on Soclal Service and
Welfare, Comnecticut War Council

dctive in St. Louls League of Women Voters
Misscurl Lesgue of Women Voters
National L eague of Women Voters

dble supporter of progressive legislstion
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March 1, 1944

Dear Elessnori

You told me pometime ago that you thought we ocught
to have in our minds lists of women of experlence and judg-
ment who were not professionsal women primarily, but who
would be useful and availlable for service on boards, com—
mittees, commissione, Government inquiries, etec., to rep-
resent women and the public as well.

I am pending you a list of people whom I know to

and experienced. It 45 & ghort list, ut they are
« I have got & copy of it, but I thought you cught
it to look at in case you are asked for advice.
There are, of course, plenty of others, but this is the
irst group who come to our minds.

spE
138

-y

Sinecersly yours,
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