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SUPREHE COURT REVERSES RUMELY CONTEMPT OF_CONGRESS crmatioN 2.- ¢
. . T "1 gl

iIn a 7-0 decision, the Supreme Court has held that Edward As Rumely was

- improperly convicted of contempt of Congress because he refused to provide a com=

mittee investigating Jobbying activities with the names and addresses of persons
vho had bought literature from him, Rumely ici ommittee for
Constitutional Government., and the 1iterature was di ibuted by
Contributions of $500 or over to an organization engaged in lobbying ac

. be reported; Rumely did not accept such contributions, jnsisting instead that .
persons who wanted to donate larger amounts must buy literature for distribution as s
the buyer saw fite - SR o ] DU e el

In an opinion written by*dustice~¥rankfurber. the Court ruled that a delicate
constitutional issue would arise if it were held that the authorlty‘of~the—investi--
_gating committee extended into an inquiry as to private persons to whom Rumely sold?
books. Therefore, it construed the authorization of the investigation to mean . -
investigation only into representations made directly to the Congress, its members
or its committecs. Thus, the inquiry directed to Rumely was in excess of the com-
mittec's authority and the contempt citation must falle Justices Burton and Minton:
took no part in the consideration or decision of the casee .t o T 00

‘

Justice Douglas wrote a concurring opinion, joined in by Justice Black. The
contended that the inquiry made of Rumely was indecd authorized by law, pbut that it
was a violation of the First Amcndment protecting frecdom of speech to require..that}
a publisher disclose the identity of thosc who buy his books. This requirement',
they said, "is indeed the beginning of surveillance of tho pressesethe purchase of &
book or pamphlct today may rosult in a subpoen2 tomorrow...through the harrassmen

of hearings...governmcnt will hold a club over specch and over the press."

The ACLU had considercd the Rumcly case at the same time as the case of :
William Patterson, head of the Communist-dominated Civil Rights Congresse Patterson
had been cited for contcmpt of Congress on the same day 1y for refusing b,
disclosc mombership records of his organizatione The ACLU did not intervenc in

thesc cascs, believing in the Rumcly case that the Committee's inquiry, in an attcmptie
to determine whether the lobbying laws had been circumvented, did not violate ci
1iberties, and in the Patterson casc that prior court decisions upheld the Commi.

tcets right to make the inquiry. Rt S IR

NEW YORK ACLU_SUPPORTS BILL _FOR EDUCATIEONAL TV

The New York Civil Libertics Union announced last v-:eél'('iit 51
authorizing construction of three pilot stations for non-commercial
tclevision operatione Loes T AL )
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uye belicve that the principles undcrlying__oui const),_t.'utioxialp_i'ovisiohs
regarding frecdom of specch will be enhanced by vaking advantage of at lcast s
tho channcls allocated by the Foderal Communications Commission in the stat

7ork for non-commercial cducational television purposes"; the civil!._._libcrﬁi
3aid in a letter sent to Albany by the Rev. John Paul Jones, ‘chairman, and Georg
Rundauist, cxecutive director, of the NYCLU, It was addressed to Senator Walte
Jnhoncy, chairman of the State Scnate Finance Committee, and Assemblyman willi
MacKenzic, chairman of the Ways and Mcans Committece Thoad groups are consider:
the Brydges-Olliffe bill which would providc fer the pilot stationse S

. The NYCLU has joined with 23 other groups comprising the Mctropolitan
. Coordinating Council for Educational TV in urging suppor;b.of the mecasuree _Bot
. New York Civil Libortics Union alone and the Coordinating Gouncil,, of which 1

n:ox::is , condemned the majority report of a Now York sta commission appoin
oo or. cducational TV, The rcport oppescd stato spo i 5
The groups registered theiy suppor r§
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T At the same time the report made alil ce for the element
T iNgged in furthering these objectives, N@‘id' Vol
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i "Those foundations granting fellowships are seeking intellectuality of the:
highest order. It has been said in these hearings that there is no necessary cor
lation between political sagacity and scientific eminence » and it has ‘also been’s’ X
‘that there is a correlation between academinence and political naivete, Irrespective’
of whether these generalizations can be taken literally, it may safely be said tha
many individuals of unusual talent, particularly artists » poets, novelists, play-
. wrights, and musicians, are often non-conformists", - T L e

- ... The report also took cognizance of the timing involved in various instances.

of Communist infiltration. GCrants s it pointed out, were made prior to the time tha
the rccipients of assistance from foundations were "exposed" by government investi<
gating groups. The committee was impressed by the“fact that "most of these malodo-;
rous individuals were selected under political conditions fai different from those
that now exist and that decisions were taken in a political and emotional climate™
far diffcrent from the prescnt,": e L H TR S AR R s
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Céﬁg‘resgidr‘lal. committée:

. Obscrvers think that this is the first time that a
has recognized the bill of attainder point of view, e
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The committee found the work of the fourdations so important and exccllent on:
the whole that it ended its report by suggesting a further liberalization of the ‘tax
laws in favor of the private foundations, It also suggested, however, that these
organizations also be required to file detailed reports on their activities and-
finances, . - .. = RS = e

© ACLU TESTIMONY HITS BRICKER RUSOLUTION

ACLU has formally rogistered its opposition to the Bricker Resolution,
is aimed at limiting the federal treaty-making power. The Union's position was .-
presented to a subcommittec.of the Scnate Judiciery Committec by Irving Ferman, ACLU!s

. Washington dircctor, who said that the proposed resolution on one hand is unn cessary;
" and on the other would hamper this country!s strugglc against Communism,

o
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) The Bricker Resolution, sponsored by Sen. John W. Bricker and 63 other ‘Saj
would amend the Constitution to prohibit the signing of a trcaty that would abrid,
any constitutional right and that would require congressional legislation before
treaty could bececome effective insofar as its domestic effcet is concerned,”

. The resolution, said Ferman, "rests on the fcar that ficat;y-law, becoming
recognizably more complex and enveloping in its scope, can nullify internal law.
both state and federal,® -

Fermen replied to this criticism by pointing out that the Constitution alre:
expressly forbids any treaty with "denics or abridges any rightv granted in the”
Cons’c.:i.tut',icﬁé 158, élgr? stated that the cause of the Brickerts groups conccern,-th
United Netionds76n  Himan Rights, restricts the application of the document whore
runs counter to the policies of the signatory powers, ' ) CLl

Under thc Bricker amendment a treaty to become effective as internal Lawlh
would have to be given the sanction of "appropriate legislation by the Congress"
Feriman contended that this would contravenc the wording of the Constitution,” whic
demands retification by Congress. Furthermore, he said, this amendment "would mako
unworkable any attempt on our part to extend the spirit of our Bill of Rights inter

. . nationallly in the fight against Communist totalitarianism", Hc s2id the amecndme
" might forcclosc the possibility of an international covenant attempti i
frecdom to the people behind the Iron Curtain, .~#iug o7 : 2
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ACLU WS PHILADELPHIA HUM‘.A.PL
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ACLU wes the recipient tHis week of an awerd presented by the Philadelphia.
Fellowship Commission to organizations that "arc making consistent” efforts to saf;
guard and- advence the rights of all human beings", The citation was reccived at ay
dinner in the Benjamin Franklin Hotecl in Philadelphia by ACLU's excc ti_yq director
Patrick lMurphy Mﬁ.lm; sl o Ay
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R Principal speakor at"thé dinncr was Paul G. Hoffman, che of,
.tho Studcbaker 'Corp, and formerly head of the_Ford Foundation,”
+ the Commission's annual awards;.tén in all; includéd the American Jewish
.Catholic Interracial Coungilj Nntiénal Assn. for tho  Advancement of Lol
and National Urban Leaguce. The award citation ronds. i v iinanifot to
77, ‘tive Cormittcé of 'thé Fellowshin Commission voted to cito’ACLU for its:
-we- - courageous-action to oling dte-disenimination snd Begregation: and.
- . religlous, ~nd nationality understanding_thr tho Uni
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