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RIS, 2646

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

Juey 26 (legislative day, JuLy 5), 1957

Mr. Jenner introduced the following bill; which was read twice s referred

to the Comnittee on the Judiciary

A BILL

To limit the appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme Court

W =3

o)

10

certain cases.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Lepresenta-
tives of the United States of Amevica in Congress assembled,
That () chapter R1 of title 2R of the United States Code s
amended by adding at “the end thereof the following new
section:

“§ 1258. Limitation on appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme
Court

“Notwithstanding the provisions of sections 1253, 1204,
and 1257 of this chapter, the Supreme Court shall have o
Jurisdiction to review, either by appeal, writ of certiorari,

-,




| “ . .

v}
1
Uoor otherwiseany ease where there s drawn into question
o the vahidity of—
N “(1) any funetion or practice of, or the jurisdiction |
. |
1 of. any committee. or subcomnnmitiec of the United States :f
i} = . ’ ::lt._,.' . . ‘_l . :
5 Cougres<. or any action oy Procecding against a witness
G chavged with contempt of (‘ongress;

“(2) any action, funetion, or practice of, or the

S Jrisdiction of. any officer or ageney of the exeeutive

9 hraneh of the Federnl Government iy the administration

10 of any program established pursuant to an Aet of (‘op-

11 gress or otherwise for the elimination from serviee ns CHI-

| Ployees in the exeeutive bennel of ndividuals whose re-

13 tention may im]mir.thv security of the, United States

14 Govermment ;

15 “(3) mmy statute or executive regulation of any

16 State the general purpose of which s to control sub- :
17 versive netivities within suel State; :
18 “(4) auy rile, hylaw, of regulation adopted by a
10 school Doard, honed of edueation, board of trusteps, or A

20 b hedy, eoneerning sibversivg aefivitjos, - ity

21 tenehing hody; and

v

e )
L _ (), any law, rule, o gegulution of apy. State, op
23 of any boaxl of 'b;!;'. eXypuinets, or ,ailluilurl—hqdquxj uof
24 any action or proceeding  takey Pursuant to any, guch,

1 . o0ty




A4 o

3
1 law. rule, or regulation pertammng to the adiission
2 ol persons to the practice of law within sucly Slafe,”
3 (b} The amialvsis of <uel chapter is amended by ardding i
4 at the end thereof the following new item:

SI2A% Lonttation on the appellate jurisdiction of the
Suprenwe Court.”
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LIS S, 2646

A BILL

To limit the appellate jurisdiction of the
Supreme Court in certain cases,

By Mr. JenNex

JuLY 26 (legislative day, JuLY 8), 1957

RBead twice and referred to the Committee on the
Judictary
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ce Memo. ‘.mdum * UNITED §T .. JOVERNMENT

TO : Mr. Belmo,ﬂd/;/ DATE: August 12, 1957

re0oM : L. B. Nichols Hi" \J b(/f E
) L l/?} :)i../ v:‘:: ;

susjecT: INTERNAL SECURITY SUBCOMMITTEE TESTIMONY
- .S. 2646, TO LIMIT APPELLATE JURISDICTION OF
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES IN CERTAIN
CASES

”  The following volume of testimony has been received
from the Committee and has been forwarded to Mr. Joseph Sizoo in
the Domestic Intelligence Division for appropriate handling and return
to my office {or return to the Committee:

ﬂ.t.,d.t ods¥ WL
| tamscipl

1A Volume 131, at Washington, D. C., August 7, 1957.

N~—
- ’,;f{’; . T
m Mdobe £ Testimdny of Honorable William E. Jenner, in Public o
X’d' Session, N
cc-Mr Sizoo
- L 'r
1
— LBN:icd ; . 4 Y
(4) : : T =
ey . - M s —
( o g Py
- 7 - %
SRR Pup | La-29585
] - = l/’ a
NOT R¥(CORDED :2
176 AUG 23 1957 é
b e
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Mr. Boardman
Mr. Belmont
Mr. ar

Bomubh—:-us ?. Fatterson
Bouse of Repressntatives
Washington, D, C,.

Wy dsar Congresssen:

I am in receipt of your letter of Angust 10,
1957, with which were enclosed a letter from
Senator 1iem B. Janner dated August 2, 1957, snd
a copy of-S.26U8, .

Your thoughtfulness in forwarding this
material to me is indeed apjprecisted.

Vhile I would like to be of assistance
to you in this matter, the policy of this Buresu
over the years has been to refrain from commenting
mn matters perta to legisliation inasmuch as

se matters are wvi -the purview of the United
Stetes Congress. I an sure you will appreciats the
reasons for this policy.

The snclosurss to your letter are being
returned harewith for the completion of your filesi—

/Sincerely yours,

{szer/,?mm

OR APPROVA

94
Y nj-qH
1 ant

OUH [ IR FIEE T NeE

,

1:”:! S

es (2 L0
(2) S
1 Tolaon

Nichols

Boardmen 401,

Belmont W

Mohr

FParsons
Rosen 2
Tamm 3

Trotter
Negse
Tele. Room

L fey
MO FROM BELMONT T0 BOARDMAN DATED 8e«1B=5 Prt ¢
Holloman CMIONED "IEGISLMIVE MAHERS, 5.26)’"6" . C

17 it
Gandy B_.5_ F?? ﬁg] QPE' r, -




Honorable James T, Patterson

He has received cordial
36 Fepruary I7'T[o Copies of
for completion of

COTTEe 8 POnGec
returned enc
Bufiles.

retained
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w i
J. P. Mohr )/

CONGRESSIONAL
COMMITTEE MEETINGS

INth (beng,« s:
T@é@_@ggr?&l Becurity Bubcommittee will meet today at
30 a. m., Room 457 Senate Office

a bill to limit the appellate jurisdiction of the S8upreme Court in
certain cases. Miss Stephanie Horvath, Bureau of Special Police, New York
City, will be heard.

4

cc-Mr. Nichols

Mr. Boardman 7 |
i [ R A —
'
- bx]U ; 10 AUG 151 57
(4) ’ : —_

TRikpe s £
Nﬁf&rﬁ
By \'k .
Beincst

Mehr ._ _
Pzscas o~

Fogen !

Tanm ;5\.‘:

-

Trotie: Ry
heuse g

Teie. Fo ™
Hollon amr.,
Gandy _ ¢

,» 1n open session to hold hearings L
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N

“omGiNAL CoPY FILED I ¢ T~ ¢ 5o




STAMDARD PORSM MO, 8§ :
I

O]ﬁce Memorzmdum » UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

IO : MR. L, V. BOARDHAN%&AS“ DATR: August 14, 195
a V Tolsoa /,-'
" FROM H MR. A. H. BELMONT o 1 - My, Boardmn kh°l‘7‘;: .
r(,. U¥r, Belmont ,%
Ma.

SUBJECT: GISLATI VE MATTERS

Mr, Baumgardner
LI -

Mohr
Parsons

S . 2646 Rosea
Tamm
Congressman James T. Patterson (R), Connecticut, by  mmesi
letter dated 8-10-57, received 8-12-57, enclosed a letter to ;jrnmm___
CMAD

him from Senator Williaom E, Jenner (R), Indiana, dated 8-2-
= and @ copy of S.2646 introduced in the Senate on 7-26-57. -}ZZEEEiﬁ
o Congressman Patterson requested the Director's comments and advige

] regarding this bill. , '

{ S.2646 seeks to abolish the appellate jurisdiction of the
: Supreme Court in connection with (1) the functions of congressional
committees; (2) programs dealing with subversion in the erecutive

branch of the Government; (3) state lows which deal with subversives
1 within the state; (4) rules adopted by school boards or similar bodies

1 dealing with subversive activities among teaching bodies; and (5) laws,
rules and regulations of any State Board of Bar Examiners or similar

bodies with regard to action taken pertaining to admission of persons
to praciice law within a s8tate.

This proposed legislation is entirely regulatory in nature
and does not affect the Bureau's jurisdiction.

l

b' C~\V/) ¥ Patterson has be

e
RECOMMENDATI ON;

. It i8 recommended that Congressman Patterson be advised that

r

since his lgtter deals with legislative matters which are solely within
the purview of Congress, we must refrain from furnishing our comments,
If you agree, there is attached an appropriacte reply to Congressman

Paf;praon. : ‘
N d- & & bs~ FIx
" 7 e i i b
@]
v“ (S L |

i
S edegt o

B
FOR.: PII,.

correspondence since February, 1947.

A A~

Annm o oo mmam

i AUG 22 1557

———— ——
~

) é’,’/,;y



ST AMLARD ST G B

Ojﬁce M d ’ mdum * UNITEL . s GdVERNMENT

TO + ke A, Roack \?(; , DATR:  Auguest 21, 1957
f.'\ - i

/ ] g -
raoM .. L-\//) C

U\u——"‘

L supjsct  FULLIC HEARING
CERNZ Y INTERNAL SECURITY SUBCOMMITTEE ON

FTSLATICN TC LIMIT AFPELLATE JURISDICTION Teoma

T my

Ig
F T.5. SUFREME COURT, 8/7/57 .

- L

oL ST

Inclrsed 18 a Photostat of Volume 131 of publie

: 48 teJome captioned Subcommittee, 8/7/57, together

ritt oL ey cf S 2646, 8Sth Congress, first secsston. Proceedings
: 1 o statement of Senctor Jenncr, member of Subcommittee

ing £ ons v of atove bill,

Furraose of bill is to deprive U.S. Surreme Court of

DAIND

oy sipel ute Jjurisiiction in & types of litigation: (1) involving
. "ongressicnal cormmittees, (2) security of U.S. Government employees,
f’P 3) statP stotutes or regulations regarding subversive matters,
\\ l4, -~c:? reqgulations regarding subuversive activities of school
. ; each»-e i, rules of state bar eraminers regarding subversive
b :f*f1ilictions o’ prospective attorneys at law.
- Senagtor Jenner explatned that recent Supreme {_.'gg_rg
iecisions in the security field disclosed, in his opintfon, the
weel for the above legislation. ~—~—
- ACTICN:
"""w'f R ——
N File enclosures fco- information, no tndering mecessc~y.
—
-+ E— [ ‘
" VY |
g .
- Enclosurec bOO NOT RF‘,CORDED
_' .-rinnnn - . ~4ian l,-:.‘
; k
- 1 -
g 9
A Vi .
~iy . d/k;ﬁ

b
e it . it S bt .

£
573@121957

best copl 0ueilable
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Of ce Memomndum *» UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
; o Mr. Tolson pars: 8-2.57

T llD/

ichow”
RUBS (S L. B. Nichols

ardman

{ T nt ]
L V74 =

-~ i s —— e T v A

« SUBJECT: T { Tors LNt v d W 4 20"'",, -

» —— amme .

1
i ' Tia o~
In connection with the American Bar Association
| . s

Ne
Convention in London, Mr, Cimperman, pursuant to my instructions, T

made arrangements to hire a car for the use of the Attorney General. We (usr
went down to thampton to meet the Queen Mary on its arrival on the

evening of July 22. The State Department sent cars down for the Chief Justice
and Justices Harlan and Clark. The Attorney General was most appreciative.

We got him off the boat about 10:30 p. m. and got him back to London shortly
after midnight. The other Justices followed shortly thereafter although some

of the people did not get back to London until Tuesday morning.

"’x‘

+
!

o I

P I TR

’ Tuesday afternoon we learned that the Chief Justice and the
' Associate Justices had no transportation and considerable confusion had developed
. as a result. [ told Cimperman that we had better try to get three extra cars for
ok ] them in the event they did not have transportation That evening the Attorney
-  General

ral went to the theater and on the way asked the driver to call us and 8ay
the Chief Justice did not have transportation and request that we endeavor to
arrange something for him. This we were already doing. By this time cars

// were hard to get and Cimperman did succeed in getting three cars which he hired

PR T

and we called the Justices and told them about the ¢ rs, The Chlef Justice was

most appreciative as were Clark and Harlan. LA~ Yy G
ﬁ NOT RECORDED !
'f On Wednesday morning we told the AttdBREGeneBBT we had e
H jdone this and he inquired if we had gotten his message and I told him we had ‘
. an

d had taken steps before we got his message. He stIted T wa because
the Embassy had fallen down and under the circumstances he didn't see that

there was anything else we could do. The Justices were most appreciative

and on several occasions commented on their appreciation and that they couldn't
understand why the State Department had not made arrangements. We later
learned that on Thursday night, July 25, the Embassy had called the British Law
Society and stated they had now secured author ' rs for the Justices.
|1uc Law DULAI‘.'!}’ stated that Lney haa gotien some cars for the American Bar
Association officials and this was not a matter for the Law SoclTefy. Tr,ofrourse,

18 atrocious that the Stite Department fell down. I think our agtignowil PAY
vidends.

cc - Mr, Mohr

e |
P
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Nichols to Tolson Memorandum , 8-2-57

I donot, of cours

i ilrvy A g

cost 8 pounds ($25. 20 a day) if the car is used day. Otherwise it is on an
hourly basis. At the most we will probably get a bill for between two to three_
hundred dollars for each of the Justices, I told Cimperman to go ahead and

p
P
an

-]
e

& mV’fnr the cars and inciude it in his exnense account. The three Justices asked

=225 LRI o £1is aal eSS VAAA VT wWALAL T uc’n\_u

that their deepest appreciation be expressed to the Director for the courtesies
extended to them. The Attorney General commented on it on several occasions
during the period we were there,.

The day the Attorney General left he told us that the Chief Justice
had talked to him about the alertness of the Bureau and how much he appreciated
our taking care of him. No services were extended to others althought the
Departmental crowd did want Cimperman to make appointments with British

officials for them. I told Cimperman to tell them this was an Embassy function
and to take it up with the Embassy.
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(ONLx POR PAFERS W‘CHASING LEUIS CO M. OTHEB" KUS'I‘ NOT USE,

A.M, AND P.M. PAFERS, MUST NDT HE PUBLISHED BEFORE '.I'HA'I' DAT#

4 =
: ) WASHINGTON REPORT ‘f‘ﬂj ng Q’S r__

—

BY FULTON LEWIS, 3R, |, 777 , | "“};

(c) 1957, KING FEATURES SYNDICATE,INC.
I
WASHINGTON, Y 30-~-President Elsenhower has more reasen for

concern about the Supreme Court than appears
lthe trend of decisions is not accidental, It

recent Washington dinner conversation.

They found Washington a cold place.

The lady in question must remain anonymous, but she is the wife
of & top-drawer ‘presidential adviser, The affair was formal. Chief b?C
]

Justice Earl Warren was seated at her right. In voluble mood, he

As Chief Justice, he was unfamiliar with hies Job. It was a long
time since he had had direct contact with law practice, He was grop-

ing to get his feet on the ground; and desperate to get his teeth into

his work.

Finally, he reached the olimax:

Bra man is RPelix Prankfurter, "

- . & - e e

One man, P.lone, befriended and took him in,and to that man, he
sald, he feels an undying and unrepayable gratitude,

The lady listened as he built the story with dramatic romanticlsm
=--how they had phllosophi;zed together, soclaliged i;dgether. studied
casea together, There had been a stimulating meeting of the minds,

(2 - 2 2R84~
NOT RECORDED
MLAuG 151957

To this, add the fallure of Attorney General Brounell to adequate-
ly screen the background of William J,Brennanof New Jersey, and Ike
m his lmawer. Tvo of hie tou;- appointments have soured on him, With-

mmcrurter, Hugo Black and William Douglas already on the other side,
be has provided himself with en opposition ocourt.

- And there is no relief in sight, Frankfurter was talking retire-

ment several years ago, but his health has piokdd up and the talk is

\no more, Black is as ohipper as when he was appointed 20 years ago.

Douglas has natibut'.:l.on ot' an ox.

H2ANEL
N

SENT DIRECIOR
~l g/ 7

II'ZI\

77 777

(HORE)




FOL _LBASE WEDNESDAY, JULY 31,1957 : PAGE 2
: I
BY FULTON LEWIS,JR. - XX OX.

| Warren's appointment was, of course, in repayment of a politiecal

debt. He delivered the California delegation to Ike at the Chicagoe

Attorney General Herbert Brownell, as rlﬁor manager, hed agreed to
let Warren name his own reward, The California Governor sat com-

fortably in his Scaramento palace until the vacancy cccurred,then

claimed it.
But by the time the Brennan vacancy came along, Brownell should

| have learned, wWarren was already demonahrating the 111 wisdom of
l political appointments to the supreme bench, and Mr. Eisenhower al-

ready was muttering to friends that Warren was far too left to suit

him,
Brownell aé&s now that he plcked William J, Brennan because he

wanted a Roman Catholic Democrat from New Jersey. The reagon for

these specificatlons is obscure. In any event, Deputy Attorney General

- NnNAar . and aald he was highly
up W name, and sald Nas ghly

the
recommended by the late Chilef Justice Arthur Vanderbilt of/New Jersey

m—————
T —
P
b

e ————— s ki

Supreme Court, one of the most respected figures of the American bar,

‘tl
L‘ AT,

Actually, Vanderbllt had recommended Brennan not for a Jjudgeship

but for a position on Rogers' study commission on speeding up pro-

N cedures in the Federal courts, on which subject Brennan had made an

' personable, hardworking, and helpful so far as the study was

concerned.
As to Brennan's political and sociasl philosophy, he made no

}‘ inquiries, A simple reading of the man's past speeches and statements

’[ would have identified him, implacably, for what he turned out to be.
)

They blueprinted the whole story.
This explains the series of "modernist" decisions, wrecking the

existing structure of court procedures, threatening the effectiveness

of the ¥BI, imperiling every informant who ever contributed to FBI
fiies, and paralyzing the investigative processes of the Congress.
Brownell frantically asks for legislative aorrectidns, with one
house of Congress tied up in filibuster and the other eager to go
home; Apsistant FBYI director Louls Nichols 1s dispatched to London
to get the American Bar Association on helpful record,
But the real trouble cannot be undone: two political appointments.
AR
(k)



4-572 (3-29-35)
FORM NO. 84

Ju .
x - . . .

Ojﬁce Me " dum . uNITEDS = SOVERNMENT

'/,-‘—f"‘
! TO : The Director DATE: f/f/»b /

FROM : J, P, Mohr

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

Pages A6l 06~ Congressman Smith, (R) California, extended his remarks
A6LOT7 to include two editorials which appeared in the Los

- Angeles Evening Hereld Express dealing with recent {,
> declsions of the Supreme Court., This was set forth {‘;'
in &n earlier memorandum lnasmuch as the edltorials =
conteined references to Mr. Hoover and the FBI in N
: connection with the release of Buresau records,
g
|
- 3
(3
L F
o

\ (o 225 ph v
nGT RE
141 AUG %9 1857

[ gl

i —
AER—

In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
Record for . . .y was reviewed and pertinent items were
marked for the Director’s uitén(lon. This form has been prepared in order that
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and
placed in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files.

GO AUG 271957 /72>



4572 (3-29-5)
STANDARD PFORM NO, $4

| Oﬂice Men. .randum « UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
/

= ;
TO ¢+ The Director DATB: %.4</~7

yeom : J, P, Mohr

Lo . C-/’V ‘ J -

SUBJECT: The Cbnqressional Rocord(

Pages A6351 Benator Cotten, (R) New Hampshire, extended his remarks
A6353 to include excerpts from an address delivered by Honorable
Louis C. Wyman, attorney general of the State of New Hamp~-
shire and president of the National Association of Attorneys
QGeneral, befors the national esonvention of the association
on June 24, 1957, at Sun anlci. Idaho, on the subject of
;:;.::;::t gupizio’ggur:ndocil ons relating to Communists,
8 to ’ econnection with deocisio -
ing Bureau recorde, have besn noted, n relems

=
/L !'IV/
o v
NOT RECORDED
141 AUG U 1857
tITTnum-ur*mvﬁﬂul
,"‘/
57sen 44
i J 1 9 57
In the original of a memorandum captioned anddated as above, the Congressional
Record for " %/ 7 was reviewed and pertinent items were

marked for the Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that
portions of a copy of the otiginal memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and
placed in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files.

L4

Original filed in: ~



4572 (3-29-35)

Ojﬁce Mer--.-_ 'um « UNITED § _ DVERNMENT

T0 s The Director DATE: 64_{ u .
£ 7

FROM : ], P. Mohr

- s

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

7% Page A6GL5- Senator Goldwater, (R) Arizona, extended his remarks to

A66L6 include an article written by Mr, Terrence A, Carson
which appeared in the Arizons Republic of August 10, 1957,
concorning recent decisions of the Supreme Court. The
reference to the FBI, contalned in the article, was set
forth in a memorandum written earlier this date.

——//,/,.V
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\ Original filed in: /7

Ui il o eV
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| 42 & _1_1/

NOT RECORDZID
141 AUG £01357

In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressaional
Record for /, -/ - v was reviewed and pertinent items wete
marked for the Director 8 nttention. This form has been prepared in crder that
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and
placed in appropriate Bureaqu case or subject matter files.
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8-572 (3-29-5)
STANDARD PORM NO. 84

! | « )
// O]ﬁce Memamndum e UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

TO :  The Director nunzf -22 - 4 7

PROM : ], P, Mohr
P

P : /'; /“
ST e ToEet e

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

Pages A6873- Senator Thurmond, (D) South Caro 8
A687L printed in the R;crgrc.l). an articleligiét:;qg:sgziig%g;ze
rence entitled "Red Spiles armd Naive Americens -- New
Revelations of Soviet Activities Cited as Proving
Mensce Is Real" which appeared in the Washington Even-
ing Star of August 20, 1957. The references to the
FBI were set forth in an eerlier memorandum.

Nz

Original filed in: [ 7

VENP 2t d
“;’BTRECORDED
141 AUG 20 1951,

. A TRTEAL
1E1TIALS OF U TRTRA

In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
Record for // .r VA was reviewed and pertinent items were
matked for the Director’s atteftion. This form has been prepared in order that
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and
placed in appropriate Buregu case or subject matter tiles.

N Y A%



8572 (3-29-88)
Tt FORM M. 0 .

- bl -

' MOT RECORDED
- W1 SEP © 1857
by ", S L g e MRy

“In the ool ‘of @ memorandum upuonod and dated asabove, the Congressicnal | _
Record for/ierss ob ﬁ &k 7/ was reviewed and pertinent items were .
marked for the

's attention. This form has been prepared in order that
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and
ploced in appropticts Bm ouane O subhct muot flles.
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4-572 (3-29-55)
FOorM NO. 84

BTANDARD

/ ) Oﬁce Mm....‘...:lum  UNITED §
i d

TO :  The Director

FROM : ], P, Mohr
{

P S

—— —

SUBJECT: The Congressional Recerd

Peages AT7279-
AT7280

yOVERNMENT

DATE: 56{34265’;7

Senator Neuberger, (D) Oregon, extended his remarks
to include excerpts from an editorial entitled "A
Rebirth of Freedom" which appeared in the Progress-
The references to the
FBI contalned in this editorial wwre set forth in a

ive magazine of August, 1957.

previous memorandum,

l

i/ - bt
—

Nd'r RECORDED
41 SEP 131957

——"
— ————

In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressaional
4/, 1. , was reviewed and pertinent items were
marked for the Director’s attention. This form has been prepared In order that
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and
placed in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files.

6 3 SEP 231857 ¢\>

Record for 7~ .

e/

Original filed in:
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
FOIPA DELETED PAGE INFORMATION SHEET

Page(s} withheld entirely at this location in the file. One or more of the following statements, where
indicated, explain this deletion.

]  Deleted under exemption(s) with no segregable
material available for release to you.

] Information pertained only to & third party with no reference to you or the subject of your request.
] Information pertained only to a third party. Your name is listed in the title only,

[ Documents originated with another Government agency(ies). These documents were referred to that
agency(ies) for review and direct response to you,

- Pages contain information furnished by another Government agency(ies). You will be advised by the FBI as
to the releasability of this information following our consultation with the other agency(ies).
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/. 8-§72 (3-29-55)
{ STANOARD PORM NO. 4

Oﬁice Memorandim + UNITED STarES GOVERNMENT
TO ¢+ The Director | DATE: 7" ?/ f,?

FROM : ], P. Mohr

"iunjncr: The Congressional Record

F Page AT350 Congressman Ray, {R) New York, extended his remarks concerning
rocent decisions of the Supreme Court. He stated "Bix of those
decisions must be attributed to ommissions or defective action on Lgi\
\

part of Congress. Another, the Jencks case, involved unwise tacti

by the prosecution in & criminal case In & Feideral court - and 2,

Dremen and Zucca, involved improper actions of 2 bureaus of the §
go-
™

Department of Justice.”” Ee went on to state ''The Jencks, Kremen,
Zucca resulte can be avolded in the future by adequate action in the
department concernez.
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NOT RECORDED

INDEXED - 18 SEP 131957
A Thuws aeorfers
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O7SEP 18 1957

In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressaional
Record for 7, - .-~ ,J’_/;f,/ . was reviewed and pertinent items were
marked for the Director’s attention, This form has been prepared in order that
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and
placed in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files.
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Oﬂice ]m,.- mzdum » UNITELC 3 GOVERNMENT

1,;‘ ;ro 1 Mr. Tolson DATE: 9/16/57
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You will recall that late in August Justice Harlan's messenger, M ——

ﬁ Emerson arker, was found dead. Harlan got exergised over this _ Holloman —
/ and I ascertaihed the preliminary facts through SAC Lﬁhﬂn in the e
Y hrashinzton Field Office and called Harlan. ,
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L

! } - .
"_Office Menm.: "ndum - unites |~ s GOVERNMENT
TO & The Director Dunuf/:%?

TROM @ ], P. Mohr <

.’;(.:/,_,,( sl //f“ " )L"

.- \-.” ~
SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

Pages 1,581~ Congressman Davis, (D) Georglas, spoke concerning recent

'

1,585 decisions of the Supreme Court., He made reference to
the FBI in connection with the Jencks case, Mr. Davia ,
stated "What the Supreme Court has said in this long
chain of declsions imwolving Cormunists and matters of
national security ls in effect that Congress over a
period of 4O years, that the lower trial and supreme
courts of the seversl States, that State legislatures
and Investigating committees, the Federal snd Stste
pros ecutors, that the FBI and all over Government
security agencies, thet the Subversive Activities
Control Board and Federsl Loyalty Review Boards,
that State bar examiners and other State smd muni-
cipal boards of education, as well as literally
thousands of experts on communism, including for-
mer members of the Communist conspirscy, who publi-
cly testified under oath, all were wrong...sA handful
of silx or seven Supreme Court justices have set aside
and declared null 'and vold all the lsbor and the vast
sum total of knowledge, study, and experience of liter-
8lly thousands of legislators, FBI experts, amd other
suthorities, The very audacity of this assumption of

sole knowledge and wisdom is stunning snd shocking," ‘,/

L1

' ‘ NOT nzcuno:o
141 SEP 18 1957

ey

In the original of @ memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
Record for /.. 7. ¢ /- was reviewed and pertinent items were
marked for the Dlrector s attention. This form has been prepared in order that
portions of o copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and

élugtlgpapfsrligﬁn;? }case or subject matter {iles.
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Original filed in:
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| J/Qﬁce Memomndum - UNITED QWS‘GOVBRNMENT

¢ The Director pare: € _|L .S ’1
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In the ZIS E&m;m captioned and dated as above, the Congressional

Record f¢ .| 5 is "; was reviewed and pertinent items were

marked for the This form has been prepared in order that
portions of a copy o! tho original memorandum may be elipped, mounted, and
placed in approptiate Bureau case or subject matter files.
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[ ~ .
- O]ﬁce Memomndum e UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

K-,‘j&- 5/;
TO i The Director DATR: § /

yROM 1}, P, Mobr

Pages AG98%- Congressman Willlams, Mississippl, extenied his remarks in
AG991  regard fo decisions by the Bupreme Court. He stated “‘the people

l SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

: ofthovmodsutumheomlngmroadmrommdmrﬂu
= current trend on the part of the Bupreme Court to decide cases, not
s on what the law is, but rather on what they think the law shouli be.’

CoE 'He included with his remarks an article written by Maj. Frederick
- ~%7'WSullens which appeared in mﬁ. 1957, tasue of the Jackson

Y

— ~ {(Mississippl) Dally News Political Opinion Belleved Ewaying

“Unifed States Appeals Courts -—- Long-Drawn-Cut Goldsby Case Is
Cited as Glaring Example, ' The article makes a reference to the
| Supreme Court's decision releasing FEBI files.

Pages 14357~ Senator MoNamars, (D) Michigan, spoke soncerning the
14358 Sacco-Vanzetti case and th.‘Su;’:rogu Court's decision
in the Jencks ease. He stuted "ihe Suprems Court has
acted in the gause of individual liberty. As I have
sald previously oh this floor, I believe the earlier
misapprenhensions and misunderstandings of the mean-
ing of the Jeneks decision are rapidly being cleared
avay by our Federal judges.” He goes on to state
The Supreme Court decision, I feel, was a sound one.

The imterpretation is working itself out,” e
7 . Yy
8y - £k
\\\0‘3""0 | |'N_07r'm-:coao:o .
1 41 SEP 191951
A
58 -

In the original of o memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
Record for # S o e was reviewed and pertinent items were
marked for the Director’s attention. This form has been prepared in order that
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and
placed in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files.

6 8SE> 95 198711
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Office Memorandum - unitep stares GovERNMENT

TO z

ROM ¢

The Director DATE: j/ 21/ !/

J. P. Mohr

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

)

= 4 Pages 14711
Sl 14712

I

lnges 14712~
14713
!

Congressman Metcalf, (D) Montana, spoke concerning the
Jencks decision and legislation to clarify such ruling,
Mr. Metcalf stafed "Actually, as I read the case, the
decision of the Supreme Court was a very correct one
and one that was on a narrow issue."” The reference to
the FBI was sgset forth iIn a memorandum prepared earlier

"this date,

Congressman O'Hara, (D) Illinois, commented on legisla-
tlion to protect the files of the FBI, He pointed out
that "It was never the contention of the Suprsme Court
of the Unlted Stetes, as I read its words, thst the
files of the FBI shoulé be opened for all the world

to ses." This was set forth in an earller memorandum,

llses 14739~
14740

Congressman Philbin, (D) Massschusetts, spoke concern-

ing legislation to clarify recent decisiona of the

Supreme Court. He'stated "I think 1t would be most
unfortunate, indeed it could be disastrous in some

respects, if Congress were to adjourn without enact-

ing pending legislet ion designed to correct and ad~

just the effects of several recent Supreme Court ¥
decieions,” He made reference to decision releasing U
FBI files, ‘

/

|/ S A -V
NOT RECORDED
141 SEP 23 1957,

IRITIALS oN BRiGINAL

In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congresaional

Record for /

-, was reviewed and pertinent {tems were

/
marked for the Director’s qtt/o fion. This form has been prepared in order that
portions of a copy of the otiginal memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and
placed in appropriate Buregu case or subject matter tiles.
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@Oﬁ'ice Memo_mndum « UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
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l

T0 : Mr. Tolson | pATE: September 3, 1957
L/L/ _ - . clson
reom : L. B. NichoW pempin

SURJECT:

The Director has instructed that hereafter when we recei
requests from the reme Court no action is to be taken thereon until the

o matter has been présented to the Director and he personally rules on the P
request. = o
-t - -
1.
o

cc - Mr. Boardman / — S -
cc - Mr. Belmont : 2 / . ’

cc - Mr. Rosen
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' ¥ FEDERAL BMREAU OF INVE’ "GATION
’

| - , 1957
TO:

‘ — -Director ——Mr. Nease, 5744
— Mr. Tolson, 5744 —Miss Gandy, 5633

—_Mr. Boardman, 5736 _—_Mr. Holloman, 5633

—Mr, Belmont, 1742

—— Mr. Mohr, 5517 ——Records Branch
—— Mz, Parsons, 7621 —Pers. Records, 6631
-~ Mr. Rosen, 5706 — _Reading Room, 5533
—Mr. Tamm, 5256 — Courler Service, 1541
—__ Mr. Trotter, 4130 IB ___Mail Room, §531
— Mr. Siz00, 1742 — Teletype, 5644
—Code Room, 4642
—Mr. Nichols, 5640 —_Mechanical, B-110
— Mr. McGuire, 5642 —_Supply Room, B-216
—Mr. Wick, 5634 —— Tour Room, 5625
_._Mr[.DeL.oas:h. 5636 —Stop Desk, 7712
{
organ, 5625
‘ “;--"‘/“ AN ——Miss Lurz
"k 10wk 4236 —__ Mrs. Faber
__VMr. Lebnard, 6222 1B Miss McCord
m— MI, ch?kurt, 7204 —__Miss Rogers
——Mr. Eames, 7206 —Miss Padgett
—— Mr. Wherry, 5537 — Mrs. Dill‘eC
| A

o See Me

e A
— For Y?ur Inio (B\/—E “\4 [:2
5 \
' ] |
— For appropriate —_.Note & Return B}%

action

he _mavt[:""'

A N N L

L. B. Nichols
Room 5640, Ext. 691




L ’ . Mr. To!sonﬁ
: - “Tr  _ountry Governs Best That Gove . - .st” Mr. Nichols

. ; » Mr. Boardman __
[T b(é | Mr. Belmont
- : Mr. Mohr..
Mr. Parsons
AFER WAYS ASSOCIATION Mr. Rosen.
’ T T e e e Mr. Tamm .
Safer Ways to Walk and Drive and Safer Ways to Drive On M Trotier...
Octagon Building, Lake Carmel ,?,'e’i'e 1\‘};:;;
Box 42, C&rmel, New York Mr. Helloman__4
Mi!!rﬁ}ah 17 7—
A voluntary, non-profit, non-partisan, national organization to prevent traffic
sceidents and the social welfare problems which they cause. The program will
become effective through the initfative and cooperation of its affiliated autono- +
mous state and local assoctations which will control the national organization. T
TTEE ON \
gzg;mAmon September 25, 1957

J. Edgar Héover, Esqg., Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation
Ninth & Pennsylvania Avenues, N.W.
Washington 25, D.C, ‘

Dear Mr. Hoover:

o worth. (n

Enclosed 1is sent to you for what 1

ma
the off-chancs that waw wiah 4+ Adan 1o
UL hethsr members

t
1 cliance Tnatv you may wWisn Vo GLiBCOVer
of th tgupreme Court use tranquillzer pills, possibly through
the offGTts of communists, I shall regard this memo as being
confidential until I hear from you. , "

J
W
P

I have had no occasion to communicate with Judge Huéo 3;/
Black since I left Birmingham in 1917, but have known him gince *
shortly after he graduated from the University of Alabama and

became Judge of the Recorder's Court in Birmingham. He was
sponsored by the K.K.K. when he succesded Sen. Oscar W, Under-

LS ELE R R =25 AR e e was § W weee e -

wood who had refused to run under the aegls of that organiz.a-
tion. Black was very active in church work. Who ever heard
of & member of the Klu Klux favoring integrationt ﬂ /

It is my understanding that Black and Judge Frankfurter
have rarely agreed on Court decisions, but they did agree on
the integration question. I am uneble to think of any ration-
al explanation for his conduct in voting for the 1ntegration
of negroes and whites in the publie sché)ols. M ...’. ;-8, = f f

’ J

These and other consg%oera 103‘; indicated herewit rhave
caused me to suspect that Black and qther members of the Su-
preme Court are victims of tranquilizar pills. We aro assurad

ho asammnatrarnt mhvald adovme Ehod Elhawv oboms - o de .
VY WUNMNUO LWL MUYy DAVLELIS edav VilOy :IJ.AULL.I-B [vingm UU uuuu UJ UJJJQ.HB

occupying Mmportant positionp. But they R&re being taken by
1mportant"oxocutives of large orgenizations ‘te. oonb-&t-
p tension and high blood pressure. 16~ i;
#9 - G2X3ANI
Do you have any information .concerning’ a.mphetamine as
cause of juvenile delinquency? We are working imw—eooperatlIsIm

He Food & Drug Administration and the N,Y. Academy of
n

I am sonding you data on this subject under separate
- - '
—~— lOL’( b7 sincerely:‘
f ENCLOSURE

9 N [

00U 0CT 141857 Fe9r- | L

i
“Al} Real Reform Must Be Self-imposed”
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TRANQUILIZERS - A Valuable Weapon in Chemical Warfare

Are Supreme Court Judges victims of a Communistic plot? Scientists

have recently discovered through research that some tranqullizers

tﬁd recently in the conduct of an lmportant executive of a large cor-
poration. He toock a tranqullizing pill before writing an lmportant
address he waé’sdheduled to make to his boird of directors, but the
speech was a complete flop and the board decided to find & new man
for his job.

How do we know that agents of the Russian government are not
8lipping & few pills 1ﬂto the food or beverages of members of the
S8upreme Court or that Russian agents have not found ways to get mem-
bers of the Court to take the pllls while they are in the process of
deciding what action should be taken on important issues? Tranquil-
izers are being used by millions of pecple in the U.8,; they ere
guaranteed to relieve the users of anziety and tension when they are
confronted by serious problems, some of which may involve their wel-
fare and reputations. At such times, anxiety causes most normal
people to face their problems and do their best to solve them.

Use of tranquilizers 5y members of the Supreme Court might very
well ;ccount for the decision that enables lawyers representing Com-
munists to examine confidential records of the ¥,B,I, and thereby
secure acquittal of their clients and possibly endanger the lives of
those who have given oonfidential information to the F.B,I. Numer-

ous lawyers have been unable to discover a rational explanation for

the ruling of the Court on this matter.

I was reared in the South and have lived in the North for 40
yoears, I think I em abl

e to see the viowifﬁgfs of the people in

L2-027585-
ENCLOSURE "

i - o o S S
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both sections on.this question of sending neé;o and white children
to the same Bchools. The ruling of the U.8, Supreme Court to termin-
ate segregation is now being enforced in aome places and has reached
& showdown atage in all communities. We are told that the objective
18 to provide equal rights for all citizens. The following consider-
;éions suggest there must be something wrong with our Constitution
or with the interpretation made of its provisions by the Court.

It is laf; to say that the men who argued over every word and
phrase in the Constitution and Bill of Rights and finally agreed on -
their phraseology were determined to protect the rights of all citi-
zens and at the same time make 1t possible for the citizens of the

I @ en matehlich and wmaintain a
ekt e 1" A" NP W S by ol e A L ¥ e e - T N oy A -

il

function without violating fundasmental principles of Christianity as
made known to the world by statements attributed to Jesus and publish-
ed in the Bible, He 1s quoted as having said, "Suffer the little chil-
dren to come unto me and forbid them not for of such is the Kingdom of Heaven."
The ruling of the Supreme Court and its enforcement has created
a condition in the South that is causing white and negro children to
think and behave in a most un-Christian manner. Prior to the ruling,
raclal and class prejudlice prevailed throughout the 8outh. It is an
inherent characteristic of humanity and cannot be sliminated by court
ruliéga or laws. The rhling, In thle case, 18 oreating race hatred -
and that 1s a more serious problem than prejudice, for the hetred 1is
being developed in the mindas and hearts of little children. That wi
have & serious and far-reaching effect and is being caused by a Cour
that presumes to decide how people should feel toward each other., ,J
Hatred leads to murder and we are now confronted by the fact éhat
a great army of little children and teen-agers will grow up with child-
hood memories that will be 1nfin1ﬁely harmful to white and negro citl-



- . . »

. \ o ' );
zens, It will dwarf their spiritual and intellectual development,
8hould the people of the South allow themselves to be intimidated by
a Supreme Court ruling guaranteed to cause juvenile delinquency?

Is 1t possible for a white boy to injure seriously or kill a
colored child without having this event color his thinking and atti-
tude toward negroes during the remsining years of his 1ife? 1Is &
colored boy who sees one of his race Injured by several white boys
hem when he grows up?

The ruling of the Supreme Court is creating hatreds that will affect
the lives and cause the death of whites and negroes in the South dur-
ing each of many years to come.

Intimate daily assoclation between white and negro children can-
not exist until such time as the parents of the white children over-
come their present prejudice against having mulattoes as grandchildren.
Therecial problem in the South 1s being solved by the Mendel law which
1s rapldly eliminating the negro. Its operetion, however, is not
proved by a majority of tﬁe whites, yet there are,few if any real ne-
groes living in the South. The whites are violently opposed to any
sudden change in soclal relatlonshlip between the two races that pro-
motes miscegenation - a criminal offense in Southern states.

The so-called negroes might do well to follow the example of
the Indlans in Canada.  Laws were adopted providing for the education

of their chlildren in whité schools; bi.the . Indians repudlated this

not want thelr race to vanish, but.itis hard to find & colored citizen
in the South who would not prefer to be white. |

What started all this trouble? 1Is it not a facf that represen-
tatives of communiam have for years past promoted racial conflict in

the South? 1Is it not true that this 1s one of the weapons advocated



e ' -l »,
by Karl Msarx as a means of creating diasansi;n between citizens of
capitalistic nations? Are we not justified in suspecting that the
Suprems Court 18 the catfe-paw of the Moscow Committes on Ideologioal
Warfare? 1Ias it not in the interest of all citigens of the U,3, for
our Government in Washington to kmow whether rabble-rouser Frederick
J. K#sper is on the payroll of the Moscow governmment?

What could be more pleasing to the Russians than to see things
reach a stage/where there 1s armed conr;ict between citizens of the
South and armed intervention by our National Government? Is there
a remote possibliity that Judge Felix Frankfurter 1s at heart a fel-
low traveler? He raiaqd this suspicion in the minds of many people
when he testified for Alger Hiss. Is it not true that the peopls of
the U,S. are entitled to know whether he was a leader in advocating
to his assoclates the ruling adopted by the Court?

On Qctober 18, 1956, physiéians who had done research on tran-
quilizers at the University of Michigan and eleewhere reported their
findings at a meetling of the New York Academy of S8ciences. Aldous
Huxley was present and is quoted as saying:

®The next few years will see the development of many

chemicals capable of changing the quality of human con-

sciousness. This devel |
ifevolutionary than'aohievements in nuclear physics. Even-
tually, ethics and religion must be re-sxamined in the
light of avallabllity of drugs that ocan alter human be-

b 7(- paaa——
% SAFER WAYS" AI SISOGIAITF

Box 42, Carmel, New York

havior.®
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Director Mr. Pnrsons__.
—Mr. Nichols . Ras
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C Supreme Conrt of the Bnited Btates Z}/\
Washington 25, 8. C. ‘
CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE JOHN M. HARLAN September 17, 1957.
’

My dear Mr, Nichols:

I want to thank you for your trouble and
courtesy a few weeks ago in passing along the in-
formation regarding the circumstances of the
death of my late messenger, Emer sof&Darker.

e
I appreciate very much, indeed, the prompt-

ness with which you acted,

Sincerely yours,
BECORDED-B /f/.

INDEXED-89

O . Louis B. Njchols, Esquire,
£ " Assistant to the Director, o
: ST Federal Bureau of Investigation, 10 1997 i
CE Department of Justice, " 0ct -
. - Washington 25, D,C,

- {T Ny HD"' Cht

M- 3e-¢7 {f'L;’JQ




cgtember .’oOé 1951"7 .

5 ’Meme‘bourt of the Mted states

Mn&on 5, D. C. e o

Ty AT

- A

Ly ‘,‘

N It was very hnd of 1ou to write as yon did on September 17 and .
N Imhnppyweeouldbeofsomemutance. I did not call you after we had
% . received the réportof the eoroner's tindings s I asgsumed by then you'also
J had been mured of ,the ultlmate puteome. } - .;\ ) SRR K
T e L A

"‘v.ur
. s . - Y E 3
- "\( z ER : . ] .
: R e & Btncerely .
) o . . :"—‘r‘.u- . _-{‘-_ y . [ IR, .
. . .= R -
. ) e o B LRI~ D T A R it TP R L T e e e o b
"
-

L. B. Nichols __
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Officc Memuorandum - UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

] “\ .
ro . Mr. L. V. Boardman 'f@w \ paTE:* October V?%
: 1 - Mr. Nichols- i+ Tolion L
reoM : Mr, A. | Belnont#‘ b 1 - Mr. Boardman '
AL}. J "m

ONICDLN
FTILRL N

Lng
~ Rosen ____

'

usject:  ALLEGATION O vvl.u.ulua AFFILIA

OF FATBER OF'LAW C

Pennsylvania

Uurlng the

______ Py B PN

the son of

as a communist
ther was known as a
cvuld not remember which.

by reputation
had told him the name of the father, but

%
___

P Chicago has acknowledﬁed receipt s letter.
|That office, Eec$gs§ of the bach round o{ S ozdthe opinign
AAAAA "mneana ohntt o rr-nvn'n +n c roma . o

no further action,
1

Pvas interviewed at the Bureau on * at
which time he expressed extremely anticommunist views. oposed
a Department of Political Warfare in the United States Government;
the scope of such agency would include the mission of psychological

defense and psychological initiative against the communist threat.
This agency would in no erfere with the functions of the FBI.

» T
information concerning alleged communists and “communist activity in
various parts of jted States. Agents in those various ffices

TRICINAL CCF‘Y FILED IN -

have cons omevhat psz;hopathic emotionally upset and
unstable. admitted he had previously suffered a mental
1llness.
Mu a self-admitted former member of the Communist
Party 1945- as made many accusations against personnel of the
az =211 ol ahith hawa haan Fannd ¢a ha nnra faleahande

F ¥ IS
\.nlcagu \'lll €, BLl Vi WiiLl UETYE UEETL Jvuisil W AGASWIIVVHD ¢

has been

..

Information furnished by him concerning other individusls
found to be unreliasble, He is att to

SENT mRECTOR

FOR APPROVAL . s ad 8 '
| Mloe-81 | s S




Memorandum to Mr. Boardman

nx:= AII“I’.‘{‘_A}"IQH eF r'.m-nlgls‘r m“ Ta Iﬂ"
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ireview O_TCKSTT e reflects
him previously concerni

URSFRVATIONS -

Information previously furnished by-has been

unreliable, and he has made numerous false accusations concerning.

lBl’u-eau Agents., Therefo no cEedence should be
ﬁl?éﬁ to his remarks to has been reported as
aving a mental condition in the past and has been characterized

b’)(, by Bureau Agents as somewhat psychopathic. Therefore, information

received from h 1d n at a limited value., In view of
l& they should not be interviewed

backgrounds of e \
concerning this matter. However, Washington Field Office should be

requested to d tain the identity of newly appointed
law clerks to and upon receipt of same,
Bufiles will be chec conce them,
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RECOMMINATIONS ;.
— ‘ 1. That or not be interviewed to
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Mr. Nichols
Mr. Boardman

! -
p7e T

October 9, 1957

SAC, Washington Pield

e

Enclosed are two copies of a letter dated 9-25-57

received from the Chicago Office concerning the above-
captioned matter.

of 1
concernin and
10 interviev concerning

hda & _ar _ _
S Bis Tsther.

n app:arlu {n w!lu 4
no attempt {s made
e ideatity eof the ﬁv clerk

You are requested t
manner, the ldutitn; and av

0 ascertain, in 5 -o;t dllucrut
newly appointed law clerks Q.W!J_

The above sheuld be handled pru:Etly under
appropriate caption, makiag refereace to 18" letter.
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Oﬂice Memohmdum » UNITED §1. ~. GOVERNMENT

.57
TO : ‘yR. A. H. BELMONTM‘, DATR: (October 16, 1957 A
Pary U Tals%
’ / f"r/nou : A vt
gl : R. R, ROACH, Boaidhe
- / l};'z::ons
SUBJECT: UNITED STATES SUPREUE Tomm
COURT LAY CLERKS ’/(f Tiotte
Tele. Roo

¥r. Nickols' memorandum to Mr, Tolson dated October 8, /5%
] 1957, hod as an atiachment a 1957 list of employees of the
Supreme Court by edch individual Justice, by the Clerk’s Office,

by the Marshal's Office, and by other miacellancous offices of the
Court., ‘

T On June 4, 1957, a memorandum, titled as in cartion, from
= you to Mr. Boardman stated that & check of our files had been made
. concerning the law clerks of the various Supreme Court Justices., An
identical list to that atitached to Mr. Nichols' memorandum was

! obtained by the Washington Field Office and has been made a part
of the file 62-37585-62, This latter-menti um was
_,“m! predicated upon information received frochncerning
= the possible presence of a group of "left wing aw clerks ascisting
the U.8., Supreme Court Justices.

ACTION: Té@/ 07

None. This is for information purposes only.

i . T <
- -t B |
ble |

RECORDED-46
EX131

D'\ B1 OCT 25 1957
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RE: —rie N
52051 §2135 )
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y *,Oﬂice Mmﬂndum e UNITED sﬂzs GOVERNMENT

TO : ‘Mr. Tolson pate: October 8, 1957
4- ( , o
f ﬁ\nou : L. B. Nic 7{;/ 1c,mmunE
{/’ X - @W n

SUBJBCT:

Trotter
Nease

Tele. Room _

1V

C I am attaching hereto a list of 1957 employees of the Holloman
Supreme Couxt by each individual Justice, by the Clerk's Office, by
the Marshal's Office, and by other miscellaneous offices of the Court.

Enclosure f((\’
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(2) '

g1 0CT 235 %57

-yt




E i

213
481

212

e

217
215
216
218
219

221
222
223

222

231
232
233
234
232

235
236
238

- 237

236

255
255
257

[o]X-]
=0

255
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251
252
253
253
252

(1957)

WARREN, C. J., Sheraton-Park Hotegl--=-=-ccmrmeomemmem—— e CL 5-2000
McHugh, krs. M. K., 9807 E. Bexhill Dr., Kensington---—-—- CL 7-2818
Bryan, Margaret A., 2601 Woodley Pl., Apt. 502«-—=—weer- AD 2-4,333
Allen, William H., 8656 Piney Br. Rd., Silver Sprlng———-JU 5-8707
Richman, Martin F., 290C Adams Mill Rd.e—~c—ere—aecwan—- D 4~6892
Reitz, Curtis R., 1613 Fitzgerald lane, Alex.-——-—-——-——OV 3-4162
Rosencrance, Mrs. Barbara W., 215 Const. Ave.,N.E.=——=e-11 6-2384
Dodson, George A., 1510 Crittendon TU 2-8120
BLACK, J., 619 S. Lee, Alex.

DelMeritte, Mrs. E. S., 2044 Fort Davis Dr., S.E.e——cwa-- LU 2-1383
Freeman, George C., Jr., 1810 Corcoran-—=-—-meeemc=wem-=t{j 3-8581
Girard, Robert A., 619 N. Jordan, Alex.

Campbell, Spencer, 1507 4th, Apt. 2 NO 7-0640
FHANKFURTER, J., 3018 Dumbarton Ave. ==

Douglas, Mrs. Elsie L., 4201 Mass. Ave., Apt. 8092W--w--WO 6-7627
Kaufman, Andrew, 2132 R — HO 2-6309
Cohen, Jerame A., 3760 Gunston Rd., Alex. -0V 3-3916
Beasley, Thomas, 320_Const. Ave., N.E., Apt., 5=r=—me——=aLI 6-9334
DOUGLAS, J., 4852 Hutchins Pl. «——e—= ———— —

Allen, lrs. EQith W., 4629 34th S., Arl.—-—eoo———eomeee XI 8-7214
Aull, Mrs. Fay, 22 9th, N.E. LI 6-0435
Cohen, William, 4309 2d R. Ne, Arle ——e————e— JA 2-7202
Mitchell, C. T., 1214 Morse, N.E. 1I 7-3629
Burton, J., Dodge hotel —— e T NA 8-5460
Cheatham, kNrs. Tess H., 8404 Farrell Dr., Ch. Ch.,Nd.---JU 8-3607
Wagoner, David E., 2722 5. Troy, Arliec-—emmmmmemc e e QT 4-9541
Cran'ltuu, RUEGA Co, 3762 Gunstvu Pl.d-, Alex-**"**kf“* ] Siw;l
Mitchell, Charles H., 2420 3d N.E. HO 2-1724
CLARK, J., 2101 Connecticut Ave,--- DF 2-2101
OftDonnell, Alice L., 2480 16th —-— =HO 2-4470
Hobson, Harry L., 2233 N. Burlington, Arl. JA 5-8120
Crown, John J., 2600 S.Fort Scott Dr., Arl. -OT 4-9293
Bethea, Oscar B., 4368 F, S.E. LU 4-9893
HARLAN, J., 1677 31st -

. McCall, MI‘S. Et-hel C,o, 2116 F RE 7-7976
Bator, Faul M., 2512 Q- AD 4-8381
Schlei, Norbert A., 3748 Jason Ave., Alex. ~KI 8-6051
Parker, Emerson R., 1020 Quebec RA 6-6047
BRENNAN, J., 4000 Cathedral Ave.-——=w— ‘
Connell, Alice, Methodist Bldg.~— LI 3-7091
Szuch, Clyde A., 1650 Harvard AD 4L-=T7400
Rhodes, Richard H., 1608 Ripon Pl., Alex.-- KI 9-795¢8
Hood, Olyus F., 1906 C, N.E. ———— -— LI 77335

C;:' 5 f} A, E;;’/
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259
283
281
281
350
302
335
219
343
320
320
320
320
2e1
281
293
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WHITTAKER, J., The Fairfax Hotel-——ercme—cmmeao - e e H
Barrett, Celia J., 3040 Idaho Ave,-- ———— J A
Hudson, Manley O., Jr., 3204 Highland Pl.- - -—H
REED, J., The Mayflower Hotel--m=e--cwm—-- DI
MINTON, J., Silver Hills, New Albany, Indiana
Gaylord, Helen K., 4842 Albermarle WO
Ross, Gerald D., 603 Rock Creek Church R. RA
CLRK'S OFI-'ICE:
Fey, John T., Clerk, 2921 Cathedral Ave. - Co
Blanchard, R. J., Deputy, 427 St. Lawrence Dr., S.5,=~——rar=— JU
Cullinan, E. P., Deputy, 4823 Reservoir Rd. WO
Alison, W. M., 4904 Jamestown Rd., Wash 16 -OL
Fowler, Mary W., 305 livingston Ter., S.E., Apt. D JO
Linestrong, Mrs. Evelyn R., 322 N. Thomas, Arl. JA
Longhran, Mrs. Helen K., 4801 Conn. Ave., Apt. 412-—~————ccam—-E}M
Lyddane, Eugene T., 3068 Q - NO
Pike, Mrs. Jane R., 4630 New Hampshire AVe.-ee-e-mmme—momem oo TA
Rodak, Michael Jr., 6311 Joslyn Pl., Cheverly, Hd.-~-——=—c—w-ezUl
Schade, Edward C., 1572 Llst St., S.Eem—m==v — LU
Schreiber, Mrs. Olga E., 5700 Glenwood Rd., Bethesda-=——-c—we- =0L
VWaggaman, R. deB, 800 5. Pitt, Adex.=--— ~TE
Williams, Tracy E., 27CC Conn. Ave.- - ~HO
Butler, Lester S., 620 55th L.} .meememmmmemo ——— -LU
Jackson, lLeo, 1808 lew Jersey AVe.—-=—m——emcomm o e e e e C
Simmeorns, John, Jr., 2121 lst-- ——— —
Warner, John G., 2628 Nichols Ave., S.E.--- e JO

MARSHAL'S OFFICE:

Lippitt, T. Perry, 6004 Corbin Rd., Wash. 16
.@rdj_poi R. E., 307 Livingston Ter., S.E., Apt.
Hutchinson, George E., 5031 Fulton

Zucconi, Dina R., 419 Decatur

Buck, Charles F., 4638 15th N., Arl.

Yost, Mrs., Jean M., 1715 Gridley lane, Silver Spring
Bryant, Mrs. Raydell F., 2310A Randolph Ave., Alex.
‘Bumgardner, FEleanor M., 2232 Q

Whittington, B. E. (press) 1005 N. lLarrimore, Arl.
Wright, Alvin, 239 14th S. E.

Joice, V. Harold, 1027 Park Rd.
Rollins, Shackelford C., 6503 léth N., Arl.

Burke, Paul L., 1775 California, Apt. 1

Harrison, Hansford, L4454 E, S. E.

Pittman, Westley J., 1429 W.

Johnson, Henry H., L2L 55th, N. E.

Boston, Russell, 1116; Princess, Alex.

Lamb, Mrs. Frances M., 3427 Voodcliff Court, S. S.

D
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318
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LIBRARY

Newman, Helen, 126 3d S. E.

Hallam, Charles, 113 Normandy Dr., Silver Spring
lally, Helen, 3200 16th

Houston, Geo. R., 6212 Madawaska Rd., Wash. 16
Emmons, George A., Jr., 4450 Alton Pl.

Hudon, Edward G., 3235 23d S. E., Apt. 23
Sartwell, Jean, 11028 Ardwick Dr., Rockville
Manning, Martin J., 210 Webster N. E.

Crowder, Virginia E., 3246 Arcadia Place

Hayes, Vivian E., 2601 Woodley Fl.

Higbie, Robert E., 3006 Collins Ave., Silver Spring
Ruf, Edward G., 3826 2d S. E., Apt. 1

Saunders, Frederick J., 3212 13th

Tucei, Harry J., 1630 Irving

REPORTER'S OFFICE:

Wyatt, Walter, 1702 Ka1m1a Rd

Gayaut, Philip U., 5205 Belvoir Dr., Wash. 16
Collins, Randolph S., 2108 1éth N., Apt. 845, Arl.
Taylor, Ralph A., 1405 Jonathan Fl., Falls Church
Kite, Mary G., 1760 Euclid, Apt. 203

T Tl . T INisd] ].qn.ﬁ wt havin DT A Ay 2019
uvuco, J.;ucbuuv Liey HOUWL NAvAl WITW .Lu.vu. g HpRbe UL

Hornsby, George R., 1833 S, Apt. 3
PRINTERS: .

Row, Wilson T., 3035 S. Buchanan, Apt. B-1, Arl.
Neville, J. N., 8 Sedgwick Lane, Rockville

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE:

Whitehurst, Elmore, 2914 W, S.E.

Shafroth, W:Lll, 6315 Broad Branch Rd., Ch. Ch., Md.
Collier, Wilson F., 1608 White Oak Dr., Silver Spring
Sharp, Louis J., 9945 Cherrytree Lane, Silver Spring
Covey, Edwin L., 8403 Galveston Rd., Silver Spring

MISCELLANEOUS :

Anderlot, Lt. L. A., 3616 16th S. A 1.

Clohessy, J. A. (Foreman Laborers) 172 N. C. Ave., 5.E.
Clover, R. (Supervising Engr.) 4831 16th Rd. N. Arl.
Eubank, Miss Elizabeth L., 2222 Eye

Gronlund, G. R. (Electrician) 4885 Huron S. E.
Hampton, McQ (Asst Frmn Lbrs) 721 Chaplin S. L.



342
327
334
352
298
355
340

_h_
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Hathcock, F. (Asst. Frmn. Lbrs.) 204 E. Capitol
Hayes, Lt. N. Harry, 1600 52d Ave., S.E.

Kendrick, Capt. John B., 142 Elmira S. W.

larson, Mrs. Fannie R., 6007 Anniston Rd., Bethesda
Revelle, Geo. F. (Plumber) 4776 21st Rd. N. Arl.
Rouzer, Carroll H. {Air Conditioning) 3020 Dent Fl.
Slade, Horace F., 3715 25th N. Arl.

Moody, Graham B., Jr.
Mankiewicz, Frank F.
Mangum, John K.
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THE COMMISSIONER OF NARCOTICS] ¥~

WASHINGTON

October 22, 1957

Mr. . ol a o
Miss Gandy ___
v/ W

Honorable John Edgar Hoover

Director

Federal Bureau of Investigation
Department of Justice (v
Washington, D. C. o
Dear Edgar: bﬂ&

You will be zntere/ed {L the
attached anglyszs by-'zfa‘d"ge ias

%Shamon. ' P

T Sincerely yours, _——

H. J. Anslgnger
Commsszoner o ﬂarcotzcs

\3
d& a8 NOV '7 1957 C‘
o —
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QUO.VADIS, § £  SOURT \/
" The American people have always actepted the decisions of \,
! - ihe United States Supreme Court as the law of the land. We look
with suspicion upon anyone who criticizes the Court. The theory
that once the Bupreme Court has spoken there i3 no right 40 erits-
cize, is misleading and & myth, Within the Court itself, dissent-
ing Judges write their own opinions and in vigorous language, criti-
cigo the action of their associates,
Under the lendeithtp of Chief Justice Earl Warren, the
Court has been captured by the "liberal bloc" and this bloc is in
I,coupleto oommand, particularly in cases fuvolving civil liberties,
The Court's rullags in such cases, together with its earl’ir de-
cislons in anti-trust regulation and military law, cleraly indicate
its philosophical trend, In the"bivll liberties” decision, the
majordty was Chief Justice Warren, Hugo L., Black, ¥illiam 0. Douglas
Barlan and Brennan., This guintet bhas been vigorously criticized by
the legal fraternity and by prominent wmen in high office. WNo critic
of the civil liberties decisions bas been more caustic than oﬁe of

the members of the Court: Justice Clark. The universal uproar stems

from the fact that its rulings bave made it difficult and probably

impossible for the government to prosecute communists, subversives

and those persons plotting to overthrow the government by violent
i -
means, vhile

sne,
never dreamed of even-by the accused themselves. What are some of
these decisions? What is the explanation for this attitude of ouy
highest Court? ¥What will be the result of this avuncular imsunity
to subversives? What will be the effect upon those sharged with th-
apprehension and the prosecution of such criminals?

‘ To what sxtent is the rampant iiberaiism and the mater-

ialistic; and secularistic philosophy, wvidences of which have in-

filtrated our educational gnstitutions, particularly the scudelic

i colleges iud our law schools, responsible for the dilutiop of our
law and common o.:uo. and productive of the loooé ununny:nlin
lately saturating the decisions woder the Saith Act, the Watkins
£ade, the Jeucks pase and others? '

s there the right to sriticize Suprese Court deci-
sions? Secently, 4s an sddress before the American Bar Association,
Benator Javits of Wew York “begged” the lawyers ti defead against
eriticizing “the utﬁoﬂty ald sfiectivenesa of the United States
Supreme Court™. e warned the American Bar, that the Court "stands

":> in jeopardy of a seriously adverse public reaction” becanse of some

T U S-SRI S IS S S L e e
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recent rulings involving Congressional authority, dinternal subver-

Bicn and international affairs. He corcluded by holding that
lawyers ought to back the Court “whether they agreed with the de-
cisgions or not.™

That the opinion of Benator Javits is mot shared by many s
far from the truth. Liberals, Communist sympathizers and many well
meaning Americans, who have traditionally looked upon the Court's
decisions as sacrosanct, are in agreement with him.

Senator Javitsa' position is preposterous. Though the Couri

it i8 composed of nine men who r:

make wistakes as do lawyers, congressmen and human beings in gener-

al. The nine sen represent every shade of background, religion,
politics nnd’philosophy. The thought that no one should differ wit
the Supreme Court is dangerous., To remain silent regardless of
the Court's decisions, even though error is suspected or discovered
would ;aie it impossiblie that the wrong can be corrected. The
Court would not, under such circumstances, be the Supreme Court, bu
the Government. The nlne justices would not be judges but dictator
in a judicial oligarchy.

The reaction to Benatof Javits'entreaties to the lawyers
was summarized by the retiring President of the American Bar Assoc.
ation, who accused the Court of exercising "superstate powers” wher
it ruled that a man could not be denied a license to practise law
on the ground he was a former Communist, Suffico it to say that tb

American Bar Association refused even to entertain the Javits' resc

‘lution decrying "contemptuous” criticism of the Bupreme Court,

7

The Supreme Court does not always agree with the Buprewe
Court. Juo 1856 it decided that soldiers’' wives must answer to
Military Courts Martial overseas; in 1857 it decided otherwise, fre
ing two wives for the murder of their scldier husbands after con-
viction by Military Courts Martial thus releasing two convicted sw
deresses who can never be prosecutdd for the;r crime,

In the past, members of the Court, and sven Presidents,
havp been outspoken in criticlziné the majority opinions, Justice
Owen J. Roberts, who wrote the dissenting opinion in the case of
Bunith v. Allwright, wherein the Bupreme Court reversed prior de-

‘cisions of the court, had this to say: "I have expressed my views

with respect to the present policy of the Court freely to disregarc
and to overrule considered decisions and the rules of law

announced in them, This tendency, it seems to me, indicates an



h conscienticusly and delibera y acluded, and involves an
.assumption that kaoowledge mnd wisdom reside in us which wam denied
our predecessors,”

In the Dred Scott Case, Abraham Lincoln criticized the
Tourt, declaring the decision erroneous and pledging the Republican
Party to "do what we can to have it overruled.," '

Franklin D. Roosevelt on March 8, 1937, commenting on a
decision of tpe Supreme Court, said: *The Court in sddition to the
riroper us¢ of its Judiciﬁl functions has improperly set itself up as
a2 third house of the Congress - a super-legislature, as one of the
Jusiices called it - reading into the Constitution, words and im-
plications which are not there.

‘We have, therefore, reached the point as a nation where
we must take action to save the Conﬁtitut;on from the Court and the
Court from itself =e=s,

“Our difficulty with the Court today rises not from the
Court as an institution but from the buman beings within $t.™

In the case of Pennsylvania v, Steve Nalson, decided
April 2, 1956, the Supreme Court declared invaiid the laws of forty-
two states prohibiting the knowing advocacy of the overthrow of the
Fovernment of the United States hy violence, as long as there is a
federal law against sedition. The argument of the Justice Department
that the staté laws did not interfere with the enforcement of the
foederal statute was of.no avail. Justices Reed, Burton and Minton
vigorously dissented.

On April 9, 1956, the same Justices Reed, Burton and
¥inton again vigorously dissented when the majority declared uncon-
stitutional, a provision of the Charter of New York City under which
one Professor Blochower, an employee of the City of New York, was
dismissed for failure to answer a question in an authoriced inquiry,
on the ground that his answer might incriminate him.

A In a similar case, involving Professor Paul M. Bweezy,
who had refused to answer ﬁualtlonl about bis beliefs and political
activities asked him during a hearing conducted by an authorized com
mittee appointed by the New Hampshire legislature, the Court re-
versed a contempt convietion. Justices Ciark and Burton again vigor-
ously dissented. ‘ i

1In announcing the decision of the majority in the case
of Professor Bweezy, Chief Justice Warren said: “We believe that
there unquestionably was an invasion of petitioners (Swoezy's)

-3-



liberties in the areas of academjc and political expression - areas
.= which government should be e. .ewn..y reticent to tread ---- we
do not now conceive of any circumstances wherein a state interest
would justify infringement of yights in these fields."

Justice Frankfurter, in an opinion concurring with the
result in the Bweezy case, stated that "In the political realm, as
in the academic, thought and action are presumptively immune from
inquisition by political authority,”

, liarlan agresd i
Douglas and Brennan agreed with Chief Justice Warren. Justices

Clark and Burton dissented, saying that the Bupreme Court bad no

right to invalidate the action of the State of New Hampshire.

D

On June 17, 1957, the Court reversed the conviction of 14
California Communists found guilty under the 1940 Smith Act, free-
ing five aué ordering a new trjal for the other nine. This was the
same Spith Act under which, ir a long and tumultuous trial before
Justice Medina, eleven top Communist leaders were convicted, The
Court ﬁpheld the latter conviction but its membership was not con-
stituted as now. Chief Justice Warren, Harlan, Whittiker and
Brennan were not members 0of the Court when the eleven Communist
case was argued.

The majority opinion (6-1) in the California Communist
conviction reversal was delivered by Justice John N. Harlan., It
held that the trial judge had failed to make clear a distinction
between '"teaching of forcible overthrow (of thé government) as an
abatract principle” and any "effort to instigate action to that enc
that while the 3Smith Act bars "organizing" affxroup for the overth-r
of the government, the Communist Party had been "organiged" in 194:
lon; enough for the Statute of Limitations to have run out. Justic

Harlan sald that "preaching abatractly” the forcible overthrow of

the Government was not m crime under the law,

In the Watkins Case, the Court reversed the convictior
of labor leader John T. Watkins for contempt of Congress. Watkins,
who was at some time in the past, an official of a Communist-
dominated Union testified in 1954 before the House Un-American
Activities Committee. His conviction was based on his refusal to
identify bli former Communist associates. The Court’'s majority
(8-1) cpinion, delivered by Chief Justice Warren, held that the
committee's authority was "vague” and that it h;d no right to ask
the defendant the questions upon which he was cited for contempt
of Congrees; that Watkins rights under the First Amendment had been

violated., Justice Clark vlgorous}y dissented,
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In the Watkins Case, the mior 7 held that witnnsl-t -nlt
" b given a fair epportunity $o knoe Uhether thoy are withis their
| 3egal rights 1o refusing to answer quostions; that Watkiss bad heen
denied his eonstitutional wiht of due process of iaw; ¢at the
auestion smder Ltaquiry at the timé Gatkins testified was steture
and that the Syetem of Asterrogation teed by the o—attu 4id ot
~deguately safeguard the right of froo speech.

In the Jencks Case, the Court erdered & mev trial for a
labor Reader i New Mexico, comvicted of lying when ke signed a mo: -

Communist oath, Its decision was based on the ruling that Jencks
had the right §o inspect the secret ¥F.B.I. files, whicl had been
denied to him, ¥Yhe decision was & 5-2-1 opinion. Five -;lberl of

. *he Court, Warren, Black, Douglag, Frankfurter and Brennan who wrote
the opinion, goled that the defendant had the right of faspection of
confidcntigl files, without any ecreeniag of their relevancy, or
possible danger to security, by the trial judge. Justicés Earlan
and Burton concurred in ordering a mew trial, but only on the ground
that tho‘trlal Judge had made a mistake in defining co-iunilt_Party
msembership to the jury. It is moteworthy that Fustices Harlan and
purton insistdd that confidential information ip security cases
must bo submitted for inspectiod by the trial judge, for his decisic

a8 to relevancy and security before being handed to the defense.
{This bas been the custom ip Federal Courts for a long time.)
Justice Clark was the lone dissenter and his opposition was vigoroucr.

Criticism not pnly has come from laymen and lawvyers but
“rom Judges of courts th{pughout the country, !t‘tl tever consider. -
good taste for sudgel.publtcly to criticize the decisions of other
courts, least of all, those of our highest Court, It is therefore
significant to read the resolution offered by Chief Justice Norman *
Artarburn’ot the Bupreme Court of Jndiana, at a conference of Chief
Justices of the highest courts of the forty-eight states, which
reads: .

“Bo it resolved, that it is our Opiuton the Bupreme Court
bhaj trnnssronsod sound legal principles. In p;rttcnlar, it has
usurped fact finding functions in weighing the evidence in the case-
of Eonigsberg v. State Bar of California and Schware v, Board of Bar
Examiners of Sew York,

| Sioreover, the Bupreme Court bas encroached wpon the juris
diction of the state courts in ho!diug.bar applicants in the atstes
of California and New ﬂqxlco may refuse to answer questioh. about

their past connectiens, 5



"We declare past acts do reflect directly upon applicants'
saracter and fitness and are s .er-brolevant for consideratien,
¥hether or not vne who went through a long economic depression
should bave had the character to withstand the smotional appeals of

Communists is relevant in the analysis and determination of the

*The Bupreme Court is wrong in bolding such acts are of

no value in such determination.

"Decisions which are

ot founded on sound legal principle

or common Sense tend to mndermine confidence in the judicial systen

and respect for the courts.

"Ous who &% umwillino g to give all information regarding

his history casts doubts upon his moral character in any wtate of

this union. BSuch refusal is a relevant factor to be weighted and

N

considered by a fact Tinding body on character and Ffiiness,

i

"We further declare that although the Bupreme Court has
authority to fix its own standards of cheracter to practise, we do
TSCOognize it may do #0 for all the couris.”

This resolution was favored by a near majority but a

number of the justices who favored it felt the matter should be

intrusion into a matter of state concern.”

What is the‘neanlng of the reversal of the conviction ip

convic tion of fourteen California Communists under the Smith Act,
as well as the reversal of the 1954 contempt conviction of Professf

Bwoory of the Univarsity of

The Government will be powerless to stop the organizatior
of secret Communist cells and to expose the widespread subversive

- N
111 also be ispossi

-l
L]

w4
4

Io & recen
bat the F.B.1. must make 1ts files available to the defense in &
prosecution in Court, Federal Judge MacBwingord at Powling Green,

Zentucky, a

prosecuted
for filing false statements in an attempt to defraud the governmen:

ordered an F.B.1. agent, one Wallace, to hand over his files.
-9-



Wallace refused atating that his superior, the Attorney General of

United States, bad directed . to do so., %¥he Judge then
found Wallace guilty of contempt and fined him $1,000. The Judge's
words ip imposing this fine are significant. He said, "] trankly
hate to band down such a fine, but I wust be guided by the recent
Supreme Court decision reolating to your Agency.” The Watkins de-
cision in effect puts it into the hands of any witness without ever
wantioning the 5th amendment to decide what is relevant for him to
rnswer. The 3th amendment according to the Witkins decision, justi-
fies a witness in claiming its immunity if he decides that he has no
confidence in the Committee interrogating hiw.

*_L_MM'W Lommunist

'-iéonnpirniors are having a field day, jeering at investigators and

COngressional Committees and celebrating their "wvictory" im the |
erisis brought about by the Court's decisions in the civil liberty
cases.

What comsideration did the Court give to the wafety and

security of the country when deliberating the cases of the 14 Com-

munists, the Watkins and Jencks cases? Did it consider that the

4

!'r.B.I._qethods are shrouded iﬁ the utxost secrscy, that criminals

should mever know how it mecures its infor-ation and that its in-

vestlgations Are never revealed to the press which hears only that

an srrest hal been nade without disclosing how it was made?

It the tiles must be handed over, then subversives,

;iiniuals, dope pedlurs ‘snd gangsters can learn from thea the
hagss of lnror-ers, witnenses and others, who may be used in court
in present or future prosecutions. Such persons will then be marked
for intimidation, death, bribery and make months and yoears of work

by trained and vetoran government investigators, ineffective and

- useless. .. oo ‘

. \ p . i

N \ , / “That there has beoen a Communist revival is eVident on
L e \__// .. - " —_ -

i meees 431 sides. “In California, a sub~committee of the House Un-American

Activitle- Committee, was condncting an 1nventigntion when the Watki

decision was handed down. Congressman Gordon H. Bcherer of the
Committee states that when the news of the Court's action bhecame
known, the chairman of the Communist partiy of California said that
this "will mark a rejuvenation of the quty in A-ericnk-—-- we are
on our way."” Communists packed the hearing room. “The members of th
Committee were insulted, being subjected to derisive innuendo and
open mockery, When the hearings opened, the lawyer for a witness

armed with the Watkins decision, and before the witness was permit-
—. .- L 4



to testify, demanded that th. it Jmmittee set forth in detall

the nature and object of its investigation and explain to the satis-

" faction of the witness, how each gquestion was pertinent to the sub-

Ject of the investigatioan.

Recently, the F.B.I. announced the arrest of Col. Rudolf
Ivanovich Abel of the Soviet secret police. In the indictment
agalnst him he was charged with being the master spy of a Soviet
ztomic spy ring which fed top mecrot information to Moscow, The
charge could bring Abel the death penalty.

On the same day, August 9, 1957, in Manhattan Federal Court,
two confessed\Soviet spies, Mrs. Myra Soble, 53 years old, and
sacob Albanm, 65, were sentenced to prison terms of 5& years for con-
spiring with high ranking Boviet officials to obtain vital defense
phs and writings for tranemission to the Boviet
Union. Their eooperation with the F.B.I. Saved them a heavier sen-
tence upon their guilty plea, Jack Boble, husband of Myra, was not
scntenced with his wife, as he is "cooperating" with the F B.1. to
complete an investigation of a web of intrigue and easpionage spun
trom New York tc Paris, Geneva, Lausanne, Vienna, and Moscow., He
will be mentenced September 18, 1857. Related to the Soble ¢ase

weas U DELULEILEL PEPERERDEI 2D 25948, -

the case of Mrs. Stern, the daughter of the late William E. Dodd,

Jormer ambassador to Germany, who, together with Rer husband, Alfred
Btern, have been revealed as being spies for the Soviets for the lasi
ten years. This latest disclosure shocked the country for here we |
have in the very seat of our government in Washington, a spy case in
which the daughter of a former repreosen
securing secrets for the Communists and attempting to penetrate busia
concérns to serve as covers for espionage work. The Communists
through Mrs. Btern and her husband planned to plant an agent in the
office of Cardinal Bpellman of New York and getting “"compromising
information™ on President Eisenhower, Gen. Lucius D, Clay and other

ominent Amgricane, This latest envy ¢

= . -2 14

a United States Intelligence agent in Germany, who marrowly escaped

eapture by the SBoviets in Moscow when Mra. Btern became suspicious o
him, Morros, acting his part, took his orders from Soviet spies who
included & chairman of the former four power Allied Control Commissi

in Vienna, a Soviet Ambassador to Switzerland and a secretary in the
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Mrg, Stern and he

Stern, recently left Mexico to which country they went after liqui-
dating more than $1,000,000 worth of assets when they realized that

they were the subject of an investigation by American muthorigies



islans by a “prominent" Ameris Y in a8 a counter ip; in Moscow.
L According to Morros, Mrs. Stern had written a "derogatory report to
~ her superiors” in which she questioned Morros' Yoyalty to the
Soviet spy system. Mrs. Stern and her husband have refused to come
to the United Btates for questioning by a grand jury,
Meanwhile, the F.B.1. may not be able to proceed with the
trial of the Master Spy, Col. Abel, since under the decision of the

3upreme Court in tho Jencks case, the government's socket files

would have to be turned over to the defendant's lawyers. Thus,
unless Cougress acts on the ¥,B.I. bill proposed by Congressman
Kenneth B, Keating, of New York, the biggest spy case ever disclosed
by the justice department may have to be ebandoned, and Abel would
walk out of court a free man. It is submitted that Mrs. SBoble and
Jacob Albam, if they had not pleaded guilty, might also stand the
same chance of freedom by the reluctance of the F.B.I. to release
its confidential files to their attorneys. It &8 inconceilvable
that Congress will fail to act on the Keating bill, so that the
effocts of the Jencks decision will no longer frustrate the F.B.I.
in tracking down and prosecuting the widespread network of Communist
spies and traitors.

Despite the denials of the Liberals, the theorists, the

saive intellectuals, ¢gg heads, the casuists and the "erudite" profe

sors in the uni reities and the law schaols. who hava planded the

Jencks case decision, ‘these apostles of the Fifth Amendment defond-

ants, most of whom, if pot all, never having entered a courtroom as D
{
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L]
el
1]
]
e
Jude.
n
=9
I
[

3
i
[
a

work ol the F.B.I. These liberal law professors, whether they be
P

lain teachers of law, meem to betray even the foggies

It is questionable whether they have read the Communist Manifesto,

Their scholarship is either shallow or 8o confused with perverted

philosophical and sociological clap trap, that they go all out to
defend individuals who seek the protection of the very.comstitution
they seek to overthrow. These naive people associate lanunity'trpn
seli-incrimination with human vights, and fail or do not want to'-
8eo the dangers to our form of goverament being plotted by these
subversives. They have evidently never read that iustice Cardozo
once declared that "justice would mot perish if the accused were
subject to a duty to respond to orderly inquiry." The Fifth Amend-
went defendant does not symbolize the “expression of the moral
striving of the community .... & syabol of the America that stirs

our hearts” as wag stated by a dean of a prominant law anbnanl



‘ending those who resort to t* ¥4 " Amendment.

These defenders of the decision in the Jencks case deny
that it would affect the F.B.1. in its investigatiouns., It is
significant that their deninls have been disproved so soon after
the court's revolutionary decision. The results of the reversal in
the Jencks case are alarming and these cases which follow tell thoi.
own story.

Bix government cases have been discontinued and others
dismissed by lower court Judges who have foterpreted the Jencks cas

in favor of the defendants.

Case #1. - In a bank embezzlement case, a United States

-attorney on his own motion asked the judge to dismiss the case

|

e R —

rather than to turn over his investigation to the defense.

Case 2. - A government attorney appealed the order of a
District Court judge, to turn over, four days in advance of trial,
"any and all oral and written statements of witnesses, physical
objects or exhibits" in & prosecution involving a foreign agent's
registration case,

Case #3. ~ A Now Orleans case involving interstate trans-
portation of stolen goods in which the judge ordered all F.B.I. re-
ports turned over to the defenée.

Case #4. - A Kentucky case in which the judge ordered an
F.B.I. agenf to turn over in advance of trial of a fraud indictment
under the Federal Hoﬁuing Administration Act, all information on
prospective government witnesses. When the government wituness
refused to eomply with the court's order on instructions from the
Attorney Goneral of the United Btates, he was fined $1,000 for con-
tempt of court. This same Judge, who ruled similarly in another
cagso, also ruled the same way in a case involving interstate

transportation of a stolen car,

Case #5. - In a New Orleans case involvin
stolen ecar
a 1list of its witnesses unknown tc the defense, and 3all F.B.I. and
all other reports within thirty days,.

Case #6. - In a Beattle case involving four defendants
indjcted for comspiracy, bribery and !taud againat the government
in an alleged payoff to Navy Procurement officers, the judge ruled.
before the trial siarted, that the defonse was entit]
“relevant” ¥,B.1. reports and other government material. The

U. B. Attorney refused, The judge dismissed the case.

Case #7. - In another Beattle case, the defendant who
-10.



¥ being tried as a draft evader %  in a pre-trial hearing, that
the P.B.I. produce {its reports before trial. This motion was denied,
but the judge ordered their production during the course of the
trial., The District Attorney refused. The judge dismissed the casc,

Case #8. - In n Norfolk, Va. case, the defendant was Yeing
tried for a 1liquor conspiracy in which the F.B.I. was not inmvolved,
The judge granted a defense mo.ion for pre-examination by defense
.mnsel of all government investigations. The government refused,
The judge directed an ncdulttal aeven though no witness had been
cresented and no evidence taken. This case became res judicata and
0> new indictment can be brought on the same facts against the defen-
dant,

Case #9. - In Philadelphia, before the gencks case deci-
sion, a defendant was convicted in the Federal District Court of inte
state transportation of stolen property. After the Jencks decision,
on appeal, the Circuit Court granted a new trial and ordered the
production of the minutes of the Grand Jury which indicted him, This
latter case upset the tradition and judicial precedent of our Federal
Ccourts, that Grand Jury minutes are secret and inviclate, which have
atnod for 160 years.

Earlier in this arti le, the question was asked, "What is

’the explanation for this attitude of our highest court?™

for the answer we must review scme of the decisions in
which only some of the present justices were concerned, and analyze
the thinking and philosophy which prompted them., The same philosophy
and socinal thinking responsible for the earlier decisions, still
saturate the veterans of the court, and bhas gripped the pewcomers and
has made them fall intc line as men following a leader, The Supreme
Court leader and strong willed philosopher behind whom the members
a1l in line has gripped them with his philosophy and social sophisti-
cation. How important, then, is the philosophy of the justices of ocur
highest court, their social views, their literalism, their views on
1ife and religion. We can learn what these are from their utterances

and their decisions.

The manner in which close or marginal cases are determine
may well depend on their philosophical beliefs. The granting of cer-
tiorari is within the discretion of the Court; also, questions involvi.
1ife, liberty, and property, may well be decided in accordance with
the philosophical beliefs of the bhuman beings sitting on the Court and

their decisions are Eiggl. Closse cases then in determining this

philosophical belief of the justices, say be more vital from
-11.




wpect than the decision of th- ~pr  fic case ftself. Mr. Justice
Frankfurter has said: “The waters of the law are unwontedly alive.
New winds are blowing on old doctrines. The eritical spirit infil.
trates traditional formulas; philosophic inguiry is pursued with
apology as& it becomes clearer that decisions are functions of some
Juristic philesophy." - Frankfurter, the Early Writings of O. W,
Holmes, Jr. (1931), 44 Harvard Law Review, 717. 1Is it a coinciden
rith this view that a former Chief Justice definjtely implied the
rame view when he asserted that the "meaning of the Constitution i:

what the men of the fupreme Court decide.”

That there has been widespread materialistic and secul:

- istic thinking and action in all phases of our social, economic, ar

educational life cannot be denied. Only the naive can fail to per-
ceive this trend, for it touches all our activity; it has penetrat.
our courts, and saturated many decisions, which have evoked wide-
spread criticism from all classes of cur population,

The secularistic trend of legal cpinions of our highest
court has increased and begins with the case of McCollum v, Doard
of Education, 333 U.S5. 203 (1948) in which the Court held invalid
statute, the effect of which was to aid religious groups, Catholic,
Protestant and Jewish, by permitting the use of public school fa-
cilities for religious instruction. This case popularly referred
&8 the McCollum atheist case arrayed the whole influence of our ta:
supported system of public education on the side of the godless. |
approved the cardinal tenet of secularism by banishing all religior
from our systems of public education.

The effect of this decision upon the wminds of the Americ:
people who understood its implications and who feared its effects,
evoked much criticism by intelligent men of all religious beliefs.
Dean Weigle, formerly of the Yale Divinity School called it "a
mischievous decision.” The American Bar Association Journal ex-
preused'outspoken disagreement with it. The Catholic press has
pointed out the un-American secularistic 1mp11catioqs of the de-
cision.

This trend is the culmination of secularistic thinking
and the sxclusion of God and religion from our life, and is result
ing in a progressive impairment of our traditiona) American philo-
sophy of law and its religious foundation, the.principles of the
Natural Law, so painstakingly and clearly set forth in the preambl.
of our Declaration of Independence. It is a radical departure frot

the DBlackstonian tundaientala. that the jurisdical order rests on
o
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the moral order. Blackstcne believed that "upon these two founda-
tions, the law of pature and the law of revelation, depend all human
laws - that is to say, no human laws should be suffered to contradic:
these, " )

Another example of mecularistic legal thinking is found in
the decision of the Supreme Court in the so-called eleven Communist
case prosecution wnder the Smith Act. Sacher v. U.8. 343 U.58, 1,
an¢ Denpis v. U.S8. 341 U.8. 494, fThese ¢ases were appzals from the
Gienviction by a Jury presided over by Judge Medina in New York
Fedzrai Court, The Burreme Court sustained the convictions (unlike
Its action in the 14 Culifornia Communist cases under the same Bmith
Act). Ita upholdings of these decisions of the lower ¢purt was just:
fied. However, the late Chief Justice Vinson, in announcing the de-
cision of the majority »f the court, had this to say, "Nothing 18 mo!
certain than that there are no absolute concepts; that all concepts
are relaiive." This is nothing but secularism, for it attacks and
rejects the philosophical and religious foundation of our system of
wovernment, which is plainly stated in the preamble of the Declaratic
¢! Independence. It is lnconsiftent with the thoughts and heoliefs of
cur founding fathers, who expréksed their faith with deliberation anc
deep religioug feeling when they wrote in the preamble of the Declara
tion of Independence, ﬁ'e hold these truths to be melf-evident: thati
all men are created equal; that they are endowed by their Creator
with certain inalienable rights; that among these are 1life, liberty,
and the pursuit of happiness; that to securec these rights, government
are instituted among men, deriving thelr just powers from the consent
of the governed.' These are all absolute concepts. Put to hold, as
the late Chief Justice has stated, in the eleven Co-munist'cale. that
there are 'ne absolute concepts, would be tantamount to declaring,
that the cqnéapt of God is relative, that the concept of Truth ix
relative. It 4s nothing different than a restatement of the secular-
istic doctrine which proclaims that "Truth is the majority vote of
that nation which can 1ick all the rest." It is the totalitarian doc
trine that might makes right. It is nothing short of a return to the
pagan concept of goveroment which is wrecking the lives of so many
millions Behind the Iron <m0 DBambno curtains today.

The Chief Justice's opinion with such sweeping philosophic
assertions, was approved by Justices Reed, Burton and Minton. Justic:
Frankfurter and the late Justice Jackson concurred in separate opin-

ions., Justices Black and Douglas dissented. Justice Clark took no

vart in tha srcan



This philosophical doctrin. sas ot original with Chief
-Justice Vinmon. Jt was a re-echoing of the philosophy of Holmes,
Dewey, Hobbes, Hitler, and Stalin, nnd‘ot the positivist school, whic
&xcludes faith in favor of objective phenomena and demongtrable
facts. To say, “There are no absolutes, and that *all concepts are
relative’” is to affiram that thore is no limit to the po;er of the
ttate; that there 18 no free enterprise as opposed to regimentation;
ecrees &halil Do subject to the whims of the totalitarian
siverelgnty in political ccotrol, Such a doctrine would make Habeas
Corpus, trial by jury, right to counsel, certiorari, and inalienable
rights, rvkject to the wiil of the political entity in office, and to
be disperzed with if inconvenient to it and at its will.

The secularists in education are outlawing religion and
furthering tho materialistic concept of life as they saturate the
minds of youth in schools and colleges, Rabbi Schultz of New York
states that, “There are 3,000 college professors who are congenital
Joiners of Red fronts.” It is significant that a recent poll of the
American Soclological Society, members of whom are professors in our
colleges and universities, showed tho following results:

0f the 954 members polled by post card on which was con-
tiinecd the guestions, "Do you bélieve ip a Piviome God? Do you be-
lieve in the Durwinian theury of life?" The anmwers showed that
276 belioved 1n God as a Personzl Ceing; 324 as an imrersonal torce;
17: beligve in no God and 173 did not know whether God existed
(agnostics). The same group voted on social Darwinism as follows:
352 accepted the theory, 380 denied it, and 189 had no comment.

Thus, we Bee that the concept of God as an impersonal force is held

by thé highest percentage, with believers in God as a Personal Force
being next. Over 2/3 of the responses actually indicated no belief

in a Pers;nal Belng.

" Another example of secularistic thinking is clearly il-
lustrated by the language of Wr. Justice Dougilas and Mr. Justice
Black in the Tidelands case - U.S5. v. Texas 339 U.8, 707 and modifiec
in 340 U.B. 848, in which the SBupreme Court decided against the
claim of the State of Texas to title to lands surrounding its shores,
These two justices in a 4 to 3 decision, expounded the totalitarian
principle that "what ap administration of govermnment believes to be
necessary at a given time is ipso facto right." This view is
Nazism, Btalinism and certainly not Americanism, It is exactly the
«#ie¥ propounded by a former justice of the Suprome Court, now long

gone to his eternal reward, that the law as a function of the power

14~
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¢ A8 #Titeé~wia free of moral do v iuy kind,

The views of Justices Douglas and Black rule out the
guarantees of the Declaration of Independence and the Constitution
of the United Btates which protect the individual's inalienable
rights and the jurisdiction of the states. The philosophy of these
two justices ignores such guarantees on the agssumption éhat the neces.
sities of the government are paramount. In both the Texas and
¢alifornia cases involving the title to Tidelands, the Court upheld
tein dtrine without defining what are the necessities of the
sovernmenrt, The languape >f these justices using such phrases as,
“bare lecal title™, or, "mare property ownsrship” indicates their
Juridical :=hiiltosophy.

The exact larnguage of Justice Pouglas is, "Property
rights must then be so subordinated to political rights as in sub-
stance to coalesce and unite in the national sovereign....." The
conception of property rights in our country has always been based on
thelir existence by right of law and not by the Fiat of the particular
which happens to be in power. If this were not true, then succeeding
administrations could by Fiat change the titles to property held by
their political opponents. This is the metheod in vogue in Totalita-

"rian countries to deprive people of their property.

Our economy, our social 1life, is organize& on "legal
titles". Porsons have title to their home
other things needed in everyday life, This legal title is the sole
right to this ownership without fear of dispossession by government
Fiat.

In the absoclute Btate countries, “legal title" exists
only in the government, and in these lands, the government divests
the
in the stdte. This is Marxian philosophy practised in Commuaist
lands.

"Pence: when a justice of the Supreme Court describes
"legal title" by using such an adjective as "bare* he is propéunding
a #gngerous doctrine which upholds a cardinal tenmet of Marxian
Bocialism and which is a principal dogma of Communism. Thess ideas
exprossed by such wide sweeping language of the justices, transcend
all other c;nuiderations in the Tidelands cases, for here we have an
issue which penetrates to the very foundation of Sur Awmerican philoso-
phy of law and 1ife as we know it, and attacks the fundamental rights
so expressly guaranteed to us by the Declaration of ludepondencg and

the Constitution of the United Btates, and which are described as

=15-



* analienable” and by such phrases as "ielt evident truths" and “en-
dowed by their Creator" as well as "the right to life, liberty, and
the pursuit of happiness',

Another very recent éxample of secularistic thipking and
lack of appreciation of the importance of religlon in our lives and
in our schools, is the case of Doremus v. Board of Education, 342
U.S. 429. 1In this case, a state statute providing for the reading
~f Bible verses at the opening of each public school day was attacke
.~ violating the First Amendment, in an action brought in the state
sourts "y A taxpayer and by a parent of a pupil, who, however, had
graduatc.r bdelore anh appenl was taken to the Supreme Court from the
Judgment o5& ‘he highes. ctate court upholding the statute as walid,

!ithout rezching the merits of the controversy, six mem-
hers of the Supreme Court, in an opinion by Justice Jackson, held
that neither the parept nor the taxpayer had a etanding to raise the
Constitgtional question before the Supreme Court, or, as expressed i
the op1ﬁ1on, that in view of the lack of such standing, no "case 'or
contfoversy" was presented upon which the court could act.

Justice Douglas, with the concurrence of Justices Reed
and Burton, dissented, saying that the case deksrved a decision on
the merits,

In this case, the Btate of New Jersey waived its defense
that the plﬁintir! had no standing, and acquiesced in an effort to
determine the broad constitutional question‘involved. But the
majority opinion held tﬁat the case could be heard on its merits only
when it presents a "case or controversy" showing it is "a good faith
pockgtbook“ action seeking to litigate a direct and particular finan-
¢ial injury. The court refused to heed the argument that sioce the
case "18 substantial and of great public concern” and that the court
should take jurisdiction and decide the case on the merits, despite
the technical objecticn that the status of one of the plaintiffs had
changed during the course of the litigation. ‘

It 48 significent to ndte that appearances of pttorneys
¥ere filed in this case as amicus curise (friend of th
Lhe American Jewish Congress, and the American Civil Liberties Uniocn

- Here was an opportunity for the court, despite the
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on the merits, mince the statute to be construsd was wost substantial
and in the words of the dissenting

Justices Jackson, Reed and Burtom,

B
"deservad a decision oo the we
to

dents scemsd be more important to the majority



‘tatute bermitting the reading * - le verses at the opening of
school classes. The court apparently forgot the words of Lord Coke
who said, "Btare Decisis is mighty in the law, but reason and cdimor
sense is mightier.”

Bere was a case where the United Btates Supreme Court
could have announced to the world that we are a religiously inspire:
Democracy and that the words on our silver colns, "In God We Trust"
mean what they purport.

Congress has the Constitutional power to limit the juris-
diction of the Supreme Court. It can narrow the kind of causes to
be heard by the Court. Congress can also epact legislation to fe-
yverse its iulings. It can also nullify the effects of decieions
already decided as it did in the Tidelands cases, in which the Court
decided that title to offshore lands belonged to the Federal govern-
ment, By legislation Congress restored these off-shore lands to the
states in which title always stood before the Tidelands decision,

. 'The importance of the Court's decisions is far‘'reaching.
They become precedents in the Federal jurisd%ction and lawyers cite
them in the state courts, They are also cited in cases before
Congressional Committees and even before state boards, It would
have been more orderly in doubtful cases, particularly those in-
volving the security of the country, to resolve these doubts in
favor of the United States. Chief Justice John Marshall, when beset
by doubts, always resolved them in favor of the United States. In

the 14 Communist cases, it would have been better for the court to
i
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O 8 id, that force

have npheld the convictions instead of hold
and vioclencs must be accompanied by a plan detailing how the violenc
was to be committed, It 1is naive to imagine that the force and
viclence which the 14 Communists were preaching, were only academic
discussions. Any American layman conversant with the aims of

Communism, especially 1f he had read the "Communist Manifesto™,

"Daily Worker" and many other liberal and left wing pamphlets,
could hafe supplied the Court with copious material defining what
the Communists mean by "force and violance".

The program of the Communists is to wreck all world govern
ments which do not absorb the tenets of Marx and Engels, Particular
iy singling out ihé United States as the prize conguest of theilr
program, the wrecking of the American system of government will mark
the end of their world wide comspiracy to subjugate all free peoples
to their totalitarian philosophy.
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The Bupreme Court must sto, a. ,g the Communist program

« = ¥  lleasjer to succeed and the fight of our F.B I. and other anti-Red
) agencies more difficult,

It eannot be stressed too strongly that the Bupreme Court

t only to interpret it.

has no powe am t ng . but on t
The decisions of the SBupreme Court lnli be mceeptod by the Fedlral
and State courts, but not by the court of pudblic opinion, The
pecrple created the Court. The pecple are mot the treatures of the
Court.

Where do we go from here?

Our form of o
Wéonstitutxon as being tased on thbree divisions: the Legislative,
Executive anﬁ the Judicial. All of these branches shall always be

rd
kept meparate, The Judicial must not legislate but shall confine

=Ty s wEpRlate. n
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its activities to the interpretation of the Constitution and the
laws.
The Supreme Court decisions in all of the civil liberties

cases have raised very important questioms. The problems of sub-

version and enforcement of the eriminal laws have rendered the

Justice Department inarticulate. The traditional power of Congress

to investigate, u?questioned nince‘the btirth of our Republic, is

directly challenged, and has resulted in numgrou‘ billis being filed
tc limit the jurisdiction of the Bupreme Court. All of these

Congressional mcves have been engendered in a wave of outraged

indignation due to the civil liberties decisicns, How can Congress

proceed with its present program of investigation, which it is

PRV
|

constitutionally authorized to do and perform its duties, not only

¥
in cases of subversion, but in anti-trust cases, labor racketeering,
and pumerous other types of criminal activity, all of which affect

the lecﬁrity. business and welfare of the American people.

All of these considerations are indeed weighty, and

they have been projected into our midst by the present Court's de-
cisions in the civil libertiol casos. The people must resolve thenm
in a way which will leave no doubt that the security of the Nation
must be the first consideration in our minds, It has been said
that the Supreme Court follows the election roturns, but we do not
need an slection under the present atmosphere of American indignity’
to impress the Bupreme Court. The nation-wide r;volt against the
Supreme Court decisions has been led by judges, members of Congress,
and a represontative cross-section of the American people. This

revolt must command the court's attention to follow the example of
-18-



, - tbe greatest Chief Justice in American Judicial Mistory, Chief
Justice John Marshall, who said, “when doubts beset him, he re-

solved them 4n favor of the security of the mation."

-19-
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S " Bonorable H. Mex BT
&’ Tommissioper” A
"  Bureau of Narcotics T
N .Treasury Department . <
- W __ﬂo,!! 25«! JL_C..- .
—_— IZ :
Dear Harry: ' % B ;
. The interest prompting your letter of
© ' =
~ October 22, 1957, 15 indeed appreciated. I was glad -
& to ha_vel“’ihe opbortunit‘y to review the analysis of recent o '
. o) L2 o0
L=t €« m .
! Supreme Cowsf decisions prepared by Judge Elias Shamon. .
J =AY ‘ Iy : -
z D AR Sincerely, -
- iR FE ¢ o~ :
T R | LE
. NOTE: The enclosure appears to have been deliveréd as an address prior
| to the passage of the legiglation affecting the Jencks decision. It i a mature
! - and thoughtful analysis of recent developmetits in constitutional law ard
appears to'be favorably disposed toward the. interests of the Bureau, According
to'Martindale-Hubbell Law Directory* Judge' Shamon was born in 1896 and

h practiced 1a¥' in the Boston aréa for inany years before being appointed as
’ Judge of the Muriciml Court, He wrote the Director in March, 1942, recomme-di-
a young man o-his acquaintance for employment as a Bureau trasslator. This -

. Andividual did npt “hsequently submit an application. (67-325029-1) There
is po derogats 3 *n Bufiles'{dentifiable with Judge Shamon, .@ » .
S SALV €8 MAILING LaST, S g_ <
T ' . o 3.-."‘;::“' —ni ™
. N ' v~ b G . v e "t 3y . fi .
6!‘- L s / o mE::‘ o

Naase ~
Tele. Roon - a1 RoOM
Hollomon — .

™ o
a5 1ol 141057




STAMNDARD FORM WO. §4 ’ , ) ~

O]_‘ﬁce Memrandum « UNITEL $1ATES GOVERNMENT

TO : MR, NEASE %g ; O f DATE: 12-11-57
{/ Tolsen
— e
O Belmont
- . " o - ../ {n Moht
e N e 7 - Parsons
SUBJECT: SUPRE¥E COURT Rosen
\’BUFILE 62-27585 ?mm
Limitation.of Appellate Jurisdiction of the et
United States_Supreme Court gﬂmﬁmm_
Fearing 8-7257 Gandy
Senate Internal Security Subcommittee -
P ,
ife have received from your office for filing
three copies of a hearing captioned and dated as above
and four copies of appendir to that hearing.
o oD AR T ;o /i .
A "r' --.“7" P | T 1 o T ’ 7 . . )
R_ECOM.L’ENDA&'ION: T - PO T N

That enclosed be filed in captioned [file with
this memorandum.

e

Vs ,
e |
) k‘;}
yclosures - 7 ) ' :
b S
G p,\('f i j’l i Q{)
AT oD
l',‘ = ) W4 ?\ .
A V% Ag) chaé L,fw~i$ 7o ;?"
' , \ m o
ENCLQSL@ A R1 DEC 12 1957
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The Altorney Gensral asked Bd.!snm.bwtu \
staff upen the decisions rendered by Court yosterday and Mr.
Raskin did se. The sigaificast peint was TR yesterday was the first time
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RECORD

By C. F. Byrns

Nine Communist leaders in
dlifornia who were convicted
ore than (ive years ago on
harges of conspiracy to advo-
ate violent overthrow of the
yvernment were freed in &
sliforsla federal district court
onday.

These nine were among the 14
hose convictions were reversed
by the supreme
court last gum.
mer. Five were
freed by the
. high court. The
cases of the re-
maining nine

ware remand.

ed to the 'triall

trials. But no,
new trials were «
held, because’
the [federa!
prosecuting attorneys said they
could not convict them under
the decigion of the supreme
court, So 14 Communists are
free to go and sin some more
afaingt people of the Unlied
Siates. -
This bizarre result is the di-
réct fruit of the supreme court
decision. The couri held in sub-
stance that it is no crime to ad-
vecats violent destruction of this
3 form of government
upless same overt act is done
to carry out the destruction.
Bince that decision, which
stirred wp quite a furor at the;

PRy g, ., P . g ia
saine priociple have been ¢

missed in other ecourts, ne
cause the judges of those

o 3
0 g courts decision. |

“ court for new!’

time, other cases lovolving the' « gnce with the wishes of the

el = .
In ancther oplnion about 1.he1
pame time, the aupreme courl
held that state laws dealing with
espionage cannot be enforced be—l
cause that field belongs to the
federal government. Therefore.{
following again the instructions;
of the supreme court. no state|
court can try these Communists
or others charged with plotting
or actually carrying out plots

against the American people.
These court decisions have

taken away the stsle's right te

defend itself against spies and
saboteurs. At the same time, the
federal authorities are material-
1y restricled in their power to
do anything about a conspiracy
unless some overt act is com.
mitted.

This s one example of the de-
struction of states’ rights, which
iz occupving the attention of so
many people, There are many
others. i

* * &

People whe are In faver of
concentrating all power in the
federal government and narrow-
ing the field of states’ rights
often try to make it sgpear thal
restoration of states’ rights will
wipe out federal funds for many
activities and leave the states)
facing impossible mopey prob-|,
Jems. Some have hinted at with-|
drawal of highway funds, water|
resource development money, so-
cial security benefits, farm aid
and other programs ip which
the federal government neces-
sarily must share,

These are national problems
related quite distantly if at all
to the rights of states which
are rapidly being er e
rights to operate our own state
and local jnetitutions in accord-

—— ta. =

-~ o .

-~

staie’s own people. Preserving
those rights is » vila: necessity
if we are to maintain a demo-
cratic rather istalitarian
governmpnt.

[T a—]

RE: UNITED STATFS SUPREME

COURT

FORT SMITH TIMES RECO
SOUTHWEST AMERICAN aj D
SOUTHWEST-TIMES RECORD
FORT SMITH, ARKANSAS —
DATE /2 .o/- 47

PAGE™ / 7




Page 4 FORT SMITH TIMES RECORD

Ts We See 1t

Those Threats Against lke - w=—

Four prisoners in the federal reformatery at
El Reno, Okla., were indicted on charges they had
threatened to kill President Eisenhowsr and Vice
President Nixon. Two of them were accused of “con-
-apiring with” the others to maka the thrnu

Now a gquestion occurs to us: Wili the
prosecution of persons making such threats
~—which sre illegal, .rf course—be hindered by
a new principle laid dewn remtly by thl
- supreme court of the U 8. ?

: Several alleged umnuuuu 'bid e
of conspiring to teach the overthrow o t!u ‘U
vernment by force. The chaigés were ander t
fav known se the Smith ltt--whieﬁ nku the ﬂ,
leged acts a crime.

P g Prarape. P | % anal Aol smw

L o _
A IIW ‘“Fl TcIne wull. [ulw 'll'l.l’ LIWL WVnT .
. " wlction isn’t justified by proof the defengants ad- -
T vocated such zn idea or urg€d such an idea or action. RE: UNITED STATES SUPREME
' There must, the court held, be some concrete COURT
N

-y J'H- :‘I..

move against the government—in othars wudt. an.
setusl sction toward overthrow of the gevernment.
othm“, .uch d.‘md.ﬂt. “um ot hﬁ m'ittda FORT SMITH TIHFS RECORD t/

Now most of the defendants i these SOUTHWEST AMERICaN

“threats against the president” cyeem aren’t SOUTHWEST-TIMES RECORD
sccused of actually doing anything abut it—- + . ) —
most of them have simply bol:‘m of ?OEE‘ SMITH, ARKANSAS

- making the threats, . ’ DATE /£~ Z —,.~7

That's true in the folir cases in’ OXlahoma— PAGE__ ot VAR

they not enly were NOT accused of making imy at-
tetnpt on anyone's life-smaturally, thq CO&L
1o it, since they were in prilen. ’ : : :

Now we wondar cew ‘ ¢ '

Is the rincl
victed forPluu %
shreatening it goili

such cases?

. That’s another huo vbiah hu . lug ?y’
to go before final de€ision - . -
But it seems to us it’s logical to bdluj ‘c
“overt act’ ruling eventually may effget “th L P
“threats” charges and glso many other & .h (o= a4l A1 -
" which legislators have outlawed ene thing,
in iteelf, becauge—they h-‘.d-lt doti hl.y
Vo intent to do snether,

cma e e - e —— o

.
T PR A A—L* ” A SR e R




“STAMDARD RO 0. 84 “ p )
Ojﬁce Memomndum UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

T

-
)0 10 : Mr. Mohr b(”’ DATE: \12/20/57

L ’) .~ Tolson

T/ Nichols
rRoM j t{;fm’
P "{ T s - : Ii 3 f A - P
4 arso 2
sinycr: CEDURE FOM)MITTANCE TOXRACTIGE. ‘T r@.ﬁz

Yoo
BEFORE THE UNITED STATES S R ME COURT ﬁ@?

.Ur "f B . Tale

Holloman

From time to time we have Special Agents who are desirous )ﬁ““"b
of being admitted to practice before the United States Supreme Court. Pursuant
to your instructions, these matters will hereafter be handled in my ¢ office a
ra wrAo tha atttnoe van of -y

For the informahon of all concerned, the following is the '

gards the seiting up of the necessary mechanics for the agents’ admissic
procedure. : (O L, b‘/) ud

1. The Special Agent must first execute and file admission
papers at the office of the Clerk of the United States Supreme Court. The
Clerk will advise the agent when his papers are in proper order to proceed with the

ndmlenigq

2. The Office of the Solicitor General (J. Lee Rankin) in the
Department will be pleased to have any representative of the office move the
admission of the agent on the day when admissions are being received by the

Court.
3. — Secretary to Mr, Rankin (Code 197, Ext. 2),
S : arhrl Rnd me that admiesionag aro “uual'lv raceived hw the Court on Mouda}-rs i
b‘ ! we contactmin sufficient time prior to the desired Monday, she will
dvise whethe y representative of the Solicitor General's Office will be in

!

' , b/) Court on that morning.
]
i

is interested in having the full name of the

! 4, H
applicant for admission, the name of the state of which he is now a member of the
bar, and whether or not that is his native state .
5. .On the scheduled day of admission, the applicant should &
0 appear at Room 105 of the Supreme Court Building not later than 11:00 a. m,
— and give the admission plerk the name of the attorne wh? is to mogg Ior Jﬁs_ ‘7 5
admission I  RECORLLD - KS —

& ] 35 INDEXED - 63 Y 1

18 JAN ,3' 1958
b,)L/l {(After noting this, please route to Lhe OotHET Tbents iffe—-—

N
the Personnel Section ) .
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be furnished to me for handling.

Any inquiries from the field or from agents at the Seat of
Government desiring to be set up for admission to the S8upreme Court should

o,
-'J: b7

o
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. My’
! From the Desk of -

X

T. case..
Cineimnati 8,8b40 Parsond * P

Dec.31 ' I9B7 ] Mr. Tosen._
Mr. Tamm...__
Mr. Trelter—._

Mr. Clayton
Y AR Tele. Room
l/ W Dear Mr. Hooveri- l/

. Mr. Holloman__.
l. . Mizs Gandy.

, Ina letter to my four Congresshan £tativg s
Views reiaction in the 1956 session,I am saying: ) »-l
Py .

)
"The 'Suprege' Qyury--Kruschef's blessing upon

1
R g et = o . P

$his "allwise! Dody whose recent dscisions seem to
bave usurped the powers of the Congress which we
afen 2iected,and which seems to regard the Gomatitution
w07 48 8o much Xleenex, I wouldn't trade one J.RBdgar
,..n\ oowr for .the entire court,imcluding Burton,vhose
Wjudgenent once was good.* - '
_) Strong language...yes, Bt I mean it, And I
] want our representstives in Washington to know that
N I do. Xy statement i3 not intended as & compliment

to youirather,it is your rightful due. -

R B

Pleass do not reply--you have mors important
work to do, And 'keep it up...as you have done for more
than 30 yesrs, . =

——

-

i ]

' .

T S o
1

1




.. Jour writing. Your support of the FBI is indeed encour
and my associates and Iare (t&tetul ior your gcnerouu _:c
remarks, -
Sincerely yours,
B Rantma _‘__",‘,,__m__,,t__.w,i nm;,,-_. o e
';"-‘ g SR o T i
s Sa S N
X ¢ Y % 4 A g John Edgar Boovor -q.
’ N A 4N ;»% - . j | i Dtroctor ’;f AL
S v

Nease

Tele. Room

Holloman

Gandy —  MAIL Room [

- Paw 170
T,:iiﬂu 71958

COMM ~ 8l
JAN 8 1958

|

MAILED 31

l

Qour lotter ot Decamber 31 1057 hu\beon ’
recotved lnd I sppreciate the interest which promptod i

i

Y

NOTE: Cor’i-espondent has written on two prior occasions to congratulate
_ the Director on the work of the Bureau. There is no derogatory Juta
S o in the Bureau fues. ST .
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éﬂice Memorandum - uniTED STATES GOVERNMENT

_TO t  The Director DATE: Jan ) I\b: /7&7—f

mom . J, P, Mohr

P4

m;ncr The Congressional Record

72

g

4

o B — T e e g
o Pages A218-A227, Congressman Gathings, (D) Arkansas,‘ex!‘efﬂ‘%a .
his remarks to include an article written by the Honorable H. Ralph Burton !

. Mr. Spesker, on February 3 the Memphis Commercial Appeal carried an article
. written by Paul Malloy quoting from an interview with Thurgood Marshall, Negr
_ special coxapel for the National Association for the Advancement of Eolor

L

entitled "Integration Its Ultimate Effect.” Mr. Burton in commenting on .
authorities cited by thb-Supreme Court in handing down certain decisions stated
"Among those so-called modern authorities on psychology cited by the Court as ‘ N\
]

Ns

</

its authority to change and destroy the constitutional guarantees of the people of
the United States are a number of individuals whose public expressions and

activities show clearly the influence of Communist contacts and reflect sympathy \s
- with that ideology..... No attempt is here made to give details about those whose

names appear as authorities of the books cited by the Court a8 such data is .
availgble in the files of the Un-American Activities Committee, of the FEI, gnd
numerous other public records, ...,." Mr. Burton made reference to the NAACP
and the Communist associations of its members. He included excerpts from the
Congressional Record of February 23, 1956, as follows: "Mr. Gathings. t

Original filed in:

People. In the article it was stated—and I quote: 'The meeting sponsored by the
Memphis NAACP chapter heard Marshall angrily deny claims his organization is

Communist tainted. Marshall said: "Edgar HooYer, boss of the FHI, says we
are not sfbwersiye. Our conventions have been addressed by Harry Truman and
President Bigenfower and Vice PresidentRichard Nimon, ™" —

N verad

' ™. LED
o 4’ JAN 4821958
s &5 . naanllD
03 JANo 1132 -—
In the original of a me, orundun': captioned anddated as above, the Congressional

Record for / -~/ -J was reviewed and pertinent items were
marked for the Director’s attention. This form has been prepared in order that
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and
placed in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files.
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This letter is to 1nrorm'iou that 1 have writtéﬁ to Benator |

¢HEnowland and Representative Scudder to the effect that the
g

should bde curbed by a constdtutional emendment
which makes all Supreme Bourt decisions subject to further
review by Congress, -. . S - -
You are intelligent enough to know the motivation of its -
recent series of decislions. However, do you realize that .
Communism is not really an economic theory or economic belief
at all but rether the shape given to a religious, or should
we Bay, antisChristian, movement ? With that in mind, vou
will understand many things that might have been hard to explain
up to now, e : - : .
If there is anything more that I could do besides write to
my senator and representative, please let me know.

I don't think that taking the final decision on legal questions
from the Supreme tourt will vola i1t as an institution, .but
will merely make it more responsible, particularly if its

8ize 18 reduced to perhaps three Justices, whisdh would ,
oconcentrate the responsidbility for decisions, and cause voluntary
resignations of Jjustices who are out of step. :

I $0l4 both Scudder and Knowland that without this amendment
to the Constitution we .are done for. . ‘ o

e o0 L

i

\h—-“] -

73}5.’- 97 o
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‘7 L . January 16, 1958

gt ta Rosa, California

Dear SR

I have received your letter postmarked January 9,
1958, and the interest which prompted you to write is sincerely
appreciated, .

As a matter of long-standing policy, I have con-
sistently declined to comment on judicial or legislative matters,
and I am sure you will understand my position in this regard.

Sincerely yours,

J. Edgar Hpover

John Edgar Hoover
Director

144

NOOY ININYIY-0.02Y

NOTE: Bufiles contain no reference identifiable with correspondent.
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u-sn (3-29-55)

Oﬂice Memomndum UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

‘“'3

The Director _ DATE: /’J?"ff

YROM 1t ], P. Mohr

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

Congressman Tuck, (D) Virginia, “extended-hig & emarks to include
address by Congressmm Smith, (D) Virginia, before the joint sessi

\../_,,)’
."'m
..s-—"%
wn
b
-3 o3
e
e

of the General Assembly of Virginia-at-Williamgburg on January 25,

i
k 1958. Mr. Smith spoke concerning recent decisions of the Bupreme
’ r‘nnrh Ha nfnfnﬂ 'I‘nr as sure as we +nnd v thio l-n'l‘lncn‘ﬂ

o Lend WURASIE WD gl WEU gl uu.uu.,

. tﬁ th'g%ulgreme Court of the United States has the power to write the

4 law of the land and the President conceives it his duty to enforce
f 17 those decisions, then we are drifting into a dictatorship of the

- ] j Judiciary as powerful and as terrifying as any now existing in fore

=J i lands
——r

) 'f _ W,___,nﬁ) e e . 4

S =

- - —

¥
VEPNOT R 4

NGT RECORLID
47FEB § 1958

h—-——_—

In the original of o memortmdum captioned and dated n:abovt,tho Congressional
Hecotd for /"’g(ao < 6 wds reviewed and pertinent ilsms weie
marked for the Director’s attention. This form has been prepared in order that
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and
placed in approptiate Bureau case or subject matter files.

X

M

RN
\

O:iqmd ﬁleti in: é’ é)



N e S S

Junuary 31, 1958

Atmwmntuuumnmuhn@rmwmmq '
Gecisions of our military advisors, but ve have oome out of
Vary grave situations from our ememies before, and probebly
we will overcome owr deficiencies in this case. .

However, momwuhm’mammm'uumt, v {
but ve are in grave daunger froo wi Courtry,dus to the '
almost unbelievadle decigions from Supreme Court. A
. 7 - et SO
Wy 1s 15 that the good, loyal pecple of our Country have to o
memummmwxpmwumnmmm: (! P
mmmmmtmmmwaw

Bation? When 18 sowsthing concrete going to be dome to stop /
ﬁ.m»mzbmwummm
¥e are on the brink of ancther crists, this (’\
before their destructivensss is haltedr ‘- V¢

) & Fi

. " i
..; ' ‘.. oo et ‘ b
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A-572 (3-29-55) _ -
STANDARD FORM NO. 34 i |

o Office Memorandum - vniTep sTATES GOVERNMENT
[ + The Director DATR: : -# -5

FROM 1 Jo P. Mohr

SUBJBCT: The Congressional Record

/

S —— Pages A957-A960, Congressman Cramer, (R) Florida, extended {
- his remarks to include an address by Congressman Willis, (D) Louisiana, before
the Associated General Contractors in Memphis, Tennegsee, on January 31,
1958. Mr. Willis commented on recent decisions of th reme Court, He
stated ""The trend of the decisions which I will now discuss indicates that the "5)

- Supreme Court is fast becdming the dominant branch of our Government, This .'\

 is something that has never happened before. Peculiar circumstances require
special action. And so for the first time in our history, a special subcommittee

: was appointed to study the questions raised by recent decisions of the Supreme

~ Court, with authority to make legislative recommendations, and I have the

privilege to serve as chairman of that subcommittee. The action taken by the

Congress last year, on the recommendation of my subcommittee, in correcting

the decision of the Supreme Court in the famous Jencks case, proves that if we

have the will to do it something can be done in this broad field of judicial
encroachment on the legislative and executive branches of the Government. "

References to the FBI in connection with the Jencks case have been noted. %. A -

Mr. Willis also commented on the Mallory, Watkins, and Yates decisions. He

went on to state "I think I have cited enough cases to show that we are drafting

. {farther and farther away from the moorings of our Constitution. This is a

a challenge not only to Members of Congress but to all men of goodwill who

./believe in our form of government and democratic institutions. We must not

S only stem the tide of Federal supremacy. We must return to fundamental 4

constitutional principles. We must repair whatever damage that has been done / /

to the constitutional walls separating the powers of our Government into three 7

dignified branches. And then we must restore to our people the system of

T4 By

-

/

b

Original filed in: &

!mntnt f’i’i b_{f“f‘ ”’fff?f_"_{"' e ——— :__1__
. - f'z é g:‘ﬂr';. o—
) ZJ g —tr ~ / W
o T o
,;,k_} VD : L o - cﬂ‘x

6 R FEB 141058 -

In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Conqrcuionnl“, <
Record for - 8 “-H was reviswed and pertinent items were .
marked for the Director’s attention. This form has been prepared in order that
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and

placed in approptiate Buregu case or subject matter files,



- - W mome

FROM THE SENATE INTERL  SECURITY SUBCOMMITTEE ;  FEBRUARY 6 Ao
NOTICE OF HEARING ON SENATE BILL 2646 V/ )h? Fars

TO LIMIT APPELIATE JURISDICTION OF SUPREME COURT '

Mr. Eastland, Pursusnt to resolution &f the Committee on the Judiciary | A Clayton

Tele. Koom

approved Monday, Febrvary 3, intensive heatings are to be held on the buf aj | Pubyoman—

andy

bill, introduced by Senator Jenner, would withdraw from the Supreme Court of the

to limit the appellste jurisdiction of tis Bupiems Court in certain cases,

United States appellate jurisdiction in certain specifisd fieids, namely, first,
with respect to the investigative functions of the Congress; second, with respect
to the security program of the executive branch of the Federal Government; third,
with respact to State antisubversive legislationj fourth, with respect to home ruls
over local schoolss and, fifth, with respect to the admission of persons to the
practice of law within individusl States, |,

All perscns interested in testifying either for or against this bill or any
of its provisions should immedistely commmicate their desire in this regard to me,

o

o the counsel of the

{ to the chief c!l.ark of the Committee on the Judiclary, or
Internal Security Subcommittee. Dates will be scheduled for these hearings so as
to take care of all who wish tc be heard; but, since the committee explicltly
directed that the hearings be concluded in time to report the b&ll back to the full
committes for action on March 10, it wlll:ba necessary for all persons who wish

to appear and testify to make their wishes known promptly in order that time may

ba assigned to the

Attantion is called to the provisions of the Senats rule requiring each wit-
ness who intends to present a statement before the committee to furnish the com-
mittee with a copy of such statement at least 24 hours before the time of his
scheduled testimony, (from the Congressional Record, Feb, 3, 1958)

Following is the text of the bill:

8, 2646-<To Mmit the appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme Court in certain
CABESE,.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the
United States of imerice in Congress assembled, That {a) chapter Bl of title 28 I

of the Unit.ed_ States Code ix amended by adding at ths end thereof the following

new eectiont j\/(l
“§ 2258, limitation on appellate jurisdicticn of the Supreme Court ™|
- "Notwithstanding the provisions of sactions 1253, 1254, and 1257 of
this chapter, the Supreme Court shall have no Jurisdiction to review, either
by appeal, writ of certiorari, or otherwise, any case where there is drawn

_w\t.o quution the validity of-- - o .—:?w
CCR
LU

-, ﬁm.“, i
19 1q58 FER 12.1958]

L
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S. 2646 (cont'd.) ' page - 2

(1) any function or practice of, or the jurisdiction of, any
commitiee or subcommittee of the United States Congress, or any
action or proceeding ageinst a witness charged with contempt of
Congresa;

“(2) any action, function, or practice of, or the jurisdiction
of, any officer or agency of the exscutive branch of the Federal
Govermment in the administration of any program established pursuant

to an Act of Congress or otherwise for the elimination from service

a8 employees in the executive branch of individuals whose retention

= O
A Tt o

- s PR = bz

P

~
may impair the security of the United States Oovernment;

“(3) any statute or executive regulation of any State the

general purpose of which is to control subversive activitiss
within such State;

"(4) any rule, bylaw, or regulation adopted by a school board,
board of education, board of trustees, or similar body, concerning
subversive activities in its teaching body; and

“(5) ary law, rule, or regulation of any State, or of eny

board of bar examiners, or similar bedy, or of any actien or pro-
ceeding taken pursuant to any such law, ruls, or regulation pertaining
%0 the admission of persons to the practice of law within such State,"

EX (b) The analysis of such chapter is amended by adding at the end thereof

- s the following new item:
*1258, Limitation on the appellate jurisdiction of the

Suprema Court."




: us anc ot the Communists,

;',
nrméu. SYCURTTY

The Un-American Activities Committee
Francis 5, Walter, Chairman

House ¢” Representatives

Washin: .~n 25, D, C.

AMENTMENTS ACT OF 1958

-+ Gentlemen;

- ad
7

The headlines that "The Unlted States Court of Appeals! Ruling Saves
the Communist Party" is, to our judgment, the most alarming news printed in

the press todaye L

. #
Sputnic, missiles, or what~have-yon does not concern us nearly as
much as does the fact that our United States Supreme

- e

is destroying our

personal freedom at home while protecting that of the Communist Party in Amef -=*

4ca, We ask you, "What is all the furer about armaments for security so long
as Communists are given a free hand to infiltrate, call the policy. and func=
tion of ofir very lives through the men on the high court bench?" What hape
pened to loyal Americans' rights and freedoms? Do we all have to join the de-
tested subversive groups before we are permitted protection? Perhapa this is
the intent of the Supreme Court, At any rate, our Congress had better legis-
late laws to protect loyal citizens of the U,S, before the Supreme Court helps
.Communists destroy the FBI, Un-American Activities Commlittee and, finally, the
Congress itself, .

Garbed in the robes of Justice, the Supreme Court continues to t: st
our National laws, and the Constitution, to the benefit of the Communist Pore

- _ o P, PR - PR T N . - —— /
Ve The U,S5, Constitution still says that Congress lug‘a'.Slutua the laws - th

Supreme Court is supposed.to only interpret them,

-
wig

We implore our leaders in Congress, as well as the legal minds of
this nation, who have sworn to uphold the freedom of the individusal, our

with t..c citizens ef this mation to protect that which rightfully belongs to
We belisve they will, Americana are not the
¢spineless creatures' some would have us believes They will fight to protect
that which is a God-given and Constitutionsl right.

. There is only one kind of freedom, FREEDOM FROM GOVERNMENT. It spe
pears that every acquisition of power by the Supreme Court, under any pre-
text, has been at the expense of loyalty to this great country, It's up to
Congress to put a stop to this encroachment of Congressional Jurisdiction. .
THE INTERNAL SECURITY AMENIMENTS ACT OF 1958 should be acted upon immediate=
1y so that 4t becomes the law of the land in the very near futurey

sy
Sincerely yours, 'N'af'r""’p"'pmnm—:o
1958

< vl bt ' -

. vy

PHHREBA D 1956

cc: Committee Members JEPB NV
All U,S, Senators & Representatives,

-
_r\"

City, State and National Legislators, our clergymen and leaders to join hands’” .~

sl
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4-572 (3~29-55})
ATANDARD FORM NO, 84

Oﬁib‘e Memuorandum - uNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
2-7-5F8

DATE:

e ]

0 : Th
FROM : I, P. Mohr

Tha CAnAraccinnal Ra~ard

Pages 1564-1665, Senator Wiley, (R) Wisconsin, spake £
the Comstitution e United Btates. He commented om the duti
of i‘»m@&-‘t, Congress and congressionsl committess. He stated
"Let us go extremely slow in any legialation which would impair the constitutional
process. Let there be the most thorough and exhaustive hearings an thé variety
of bills Aew pending before the Benate Judiciary Committes. Let the greatest
legal scholars and constitutional minds of this Nation be called upon. Leét them
be agked to present their comprehensive briefs as to any bill which would chip
awgy at the rights of the S8upreme Court., Let us not proceed with il1-cohsidered
haste, because of the passions of the moment, and because the pendulum has
Jtemporarily swung one way or another." Mr. Wiley included with hig remarks 2
column by Arthur Krock which appeared in the New York Times of February 6,
958, and an editorial from the September 28, 1957, issue of the Christian
[Bclence Monltor. It is stated in the editorial "Most Americans arewimilarly
hware that the Supreme Court plays an equally indispensable role ia their system
of government. Thig awareness was strongly expressed 20 years ago to salt the
famous Court-packing plan. In the previous 3 years the Court had throws eut 12
major pieces of legislation desired by Congress and the President. Popular
annoyance with the umpire was sharp. ‘But wise counsel rejected a plan that
would have allowed the executive and legislative departments to eurtail his
independence. We truat that similar considerations will bring rejection of the
spate of bills recently offered by various Congressmen to curtail the Ceurt's
authority..... The authers of moat of these proposals know they have no chance
of becoming law; they are taking this way of létting off steam or satisfying
constituents. (Like the baseball fan shouting at the umpire.) These new attacks
llon the Court arise est of a series of decisiona, beginning with the schoo)
desegregation ruling and including recent de?ddns touching the FHI files and
setting up other safeguards for ind@ividuals against reckless methods used by some

offictalr in Communist hunting. TGhgress has already taken action to :poduj\;the

SUBTBCT :

\ i . o e . wn A PRy 'Y

Court's ruling on FBI files. * * * This record upsets the cnarge WO OX

eard these days that the SBupreme Court is a dictatorship, irresponsibl?knd
uncoutrollahle by the people,....."

e - iy .
In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congresaional < g
Record for é - -1 ' was reviewed and pertinent items were

marked for the Dlrecto?'—; u(t/tention. This form has been prepared in order that—
portions of @ copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and "~
plaged in appropridte Bureau case or subject matter files.

S T
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%-572 (3-29-55)
STANDARD FORM MO, §4

f l ) Oﬁice Memordndum e UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
he TO 1  The Director | PATE: a{"/f'ji

FROM ¢ ], P. Mohr

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

O
c%ézrr&:;-;n;, @Cu v /

Seyator Thurmond, (D) South Cerolina, requested to have printed f» '
the¢l Record an article entitled '"The -Supreme Court on S8ecurity - The ‘
4 Regord of 19 Months" which agpeared in the February 15 issue of the )

[National Review. The article makes reference to such cases as the
iNglson case, John 8. Service case, Jencks, Watkins, ete. The
references to the FBI, contained in this a.rticle were gset forth in

a memorangump Y written earlier tiMs date. £

LA-4L585 /

By BYOIRTED
' ’ £ "R 1958

F29>
65 1R 101582

In the oxiginal of @ memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congreasional
Record for cé -J7- 45K was reviewed and pertinent items were
marked for the Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that
portions of @ copy of the otiginal memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and
placed in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files.

S~ YA

g

Original filed in: (
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TO

FROM

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

" Congressman Kearsey, (R) New York, extended his remarks to l

4-572 {3-29~55)
ETANDARD FOshd Mo, §4

/

L J
. Office Memormdam + UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

The Director ' DATE: .?-:?0 'Ji

J. P. Mohr

include an article which appeared in the New York Herald Tribxme
of February 16, 1958, entitied "After High Court Ruling - Smith
Act Losing Teeth; United States Drops More Cases.” It is stated
in the article "The 1940 8mith Aci, under which top United States
Communist leaders went to prison, is losing its teeth. ----- The
Government is dropping cases not yet t to trial. And no Rew
prosecutions have been brought since decision
June 17 in what is known as the Yates case. at on ~=----
the high court ruled that preaching abstractly the forcille overthrow
of the Government is not a crime under the Smith Act.” The article
goes on to state "Appeals from Smith Act convictions still are pending
in the United Btates Courts of Appeals in Cincinnat and 8t. Louis, and
the Justice Department is hopeful those courts may view the impact of
the Yates decision more favorably to the Government. The .Inlﬁ:‘:t

Otlginal tiled tn: £ - / -/ f/ S ol

Department meanwhile says for the record that each Smith Act ¢
will be examined separately on its merits in light of the Yates

decision." p—

J"i‘

CA-47545- ¥ g

T " ‘.»H:_.mr ‘
47MAR 619581 -

INITIALS ON 0."31:5“‘ :,

In the original 2 a 7§norcmdum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional

Record for

- was reviewed and pertinent items were

matked for the Director’s attention, This form has been prepared in order that
portions of a copy of the original memerandum may be clipped, mounted, gnd
ced in appropriate Burequ case or subject matter files.

6¢

Al 12 1958 €27
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~ What Excase Now? -
" It will be interesting to ses what the
Su Lourt doss with the cess of
. &Calam vonvicted Communist
ader, H it renches it on appeal,
Scarrs waa ths Communist Purty’s
Jeader in North Carolina and Tennss-
see and was arrested in Memphis by
the FEI for violation of the 8mith
Act. Fe was envicted in 2005 apd
sentenced to six years imprisonment.:
When the Bupreme Court made its
security-damaging JENcxs Case de-
elsion, the ScalLks verdict was set
aside.

I PR | .
IHE J“bl! UCLisivUMm, AL Wil Uk o IT

dalled, requires that certain FBI files
¢ made available to defendants.
ScALEs was retried, some files were
iade avalladle to him and again hn
Yras somvicted Last Friday be was

entanced to six years imprisonment,

t gave notice of appeal and will re-
main free on bond until there is finAl
determination in the cass,

R is one of the paradoxes of Federal
law enforcement, especially that re-
lated to internal security, that the
Buprems Court would uphold the
Bmith Act which makes it & felony to
teach or advocate violent overthrow of
the Government and then follow that
action with a series of decisions which
give all the bresks to defendants tried
under ita provisions.

That the Government obtajned s
conviction a second time and after
BcaLes hid taken advantage of the
JeNCKNR decinion testifies to the meticu- |
lous manner in which the FBI accumu- l
Iated its evidence as well as ¢o Si:u.h

unaenm:le guilt. l /

—
ROT RREOADED

126 LisR 12 1980
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* Mr. Clayton—
Tele. Room
Mr., Wollomam

Miss Gandy.
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TME COMMERCIAL APPEAL
MEMPEIS, TENNESSER

DATE_2-2,-58

o9

o MR \1953 é "/f

\’

‘ BEARCHED...... . INDEXED ..
- SERIALIZED ... FILED .

tEB 24 1958 (
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1 Writer, Lactursz, Publisher GAPITAL STOCK INSURANGE

1 'Mosting Mutual Compatition” robmry 28 ’ 1958 (j : ~ Parsonal & Corporats
“The United States - Fire — Casualty — Surety
as a Satellite Nation”’ TR anklin 2-7300

w
H

ﬁ - - . | ¥
Mr. J. Bdgar Hoover, Director -
.

t
4 Federal Buresu of Investigation ' lo/)u p
Washington, D. C.
e

Dear Mr. Hoover;

1 Tuesday morn arch I am to testify before the Senate Internal [,,
. scurity Commitiee regarding Senate 85:3]:1%2646 s

s In correspondence with Semator Esstland T mantioned it would be useless

T for me to testify regarding this bill unless I could explain the rami-

= fications snd political influence of the cooperative-labor movement 1n

the United States, which is one of forty-one tentacles of an inter—

national oconspirscy to reduce our govorn-e:t to that of a Satellite ’
Wa 41 sum

L — 39 R T !'

I am enclosing a copy of uy statement and because of the seriousness ofy

the accusations I am going to make and the documentation I will have with
. me to prove my case, do you believe it would be in the interests of
“uﬂonal security that this documentation receive some form of protection

..—

g W5s

;;:%

from the F.B.I. - until such time s the material contained in these

docoments becomes a part of the officisl records of the Committes, _ { "s-‘-:
anm walatas 4u -—- o o o o e, A g _ l 1 E
F CTamvew we SUPE CUSEAVES wat Ay &1 ne | ==
ave spmmt d(h Yyears pliecing this 1nrmnuon to~
aadlmldlik got it into the records and free xyself of

to
bility or knowledge that I might be the only persos
vto osn talk fluently regarding this plot and prove

N

t
tc protect swr matisnal --~—1q.
| (R -275 85— :

NOT RECORDED
145 MAR 11 1958

‘,,' L b’)(/ Ve (}é{l

ﬂao-d,xm

6‘: MAR 13 1953%4’*%“»“*- - i
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@ Offsce Memomndum

1-512 (3—29-55) |

t The Director DATR: 3 - 6('5 y

oM ¢ J. P, Molr

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

Senator Talmadge (D) Georgxa “extended his remarks {0 Tnclude af
editorial written by David Lawrence entitied 'Famous Judge Rebuke
Supreme Court." The editorial appeared in the March 7, 1958, issue

of the U. S. News & World Report. Mr. Talmadge pointed out that

"Judge Hand raised his voice in a series of three lectures delivered
recently at Harvard Law School ~ lectures which have just been

published by Harvard University Press. A reading of these lectures
reveals themg constitute one of the most stern and devastating l

rebukes of upreme Court and 1ts arrogant arrogation of legislative
power yet delivered !

, S V
’. é'i‘ﬁ‘?o‘én [ |

47 MAR31 1938

A
DR2APR2 1958

In the original gf a memorandum gaptioned end dated as above, the Congressional
Record for - 3 - was reviewed and pertinent jgo‘ms u;e‘r_on--‘
marked for the Director’s attention. This form has been prepared in orasr tagl
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and
placed in approptiate Bureau case or subject matter files.

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
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e
"
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o
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Original filed in:

-
-
e
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The Attorney Gemeral - -~ - - = -~ - . March5, 1058

,.\'

'\ Director, FBI , o

-2 7505V .
EDITORIAL, '#hAT EXCUSE NOW
"THE COMMERCIAL APPEAL”
VEPHIS, TENNESSEE ~
EBRUARY 24, 1958
,

: _Igr_nmloslmaMostatofmoditormwtlod
9, hat Excusé Now ** which appeared in "The Commercial Appeal, "
Memphis, Tennessee, Do ebruary 24, 1358, and which 1 thought
might be of interest to you.

Enclosure
. /
\ - $
cc - Mr. Lawreace E. Walsh
Deputy Attarney General (Enclosure)
f

498 10 # bR 2
NOTE: InTegard to this editorial, the Director noted, ''Send copy

to G. and Walsh. " W :
*-"' 14 . HtF e e {
k3 ..'J _3_ s ’
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STANDAND FORM M. 84

~Office Memor amdum

UNITED STa .BS GOVERNMENT

To : Mr. A, Rose:ﬁ; DATE: March 10, 1958
. b(‘- Tolson
mom < el
Belmont
o L)t bfc el
SUBJECT: L/

G

of & name c!ec! reques!

Section on 3/10/58 from
Supreme Court of
Form 57 reflects
with the Supreme Court.

ted Statesn,

e eemered
(O SUPREME COURT NAME CEECK REQUEST

¥}£:>)/,
8 the subject

e Check
Marshal,
The incoming

o be an applicant for a position

Bufiles contain no information re -

Memorandum Nichols to Tolson dated 9/3/57

reflects that the Director has instructed that no action
be taken concerning any request recelved from the Supreme

Court until the matter has been presented to him and he

personally rules on the request.

RECOMMENDATION:

That if approved by the Director, the Form 57

be stamped "No Derogatory Data” by the Name Check Section,
Inveatigative Division, and returned to the Office of the
Marshal, Supreme Court of the United States.

¢
o~

REC- 78

C P

v

‘M\

f i -

16 MAR 11 1958

-

/‘\i&ndl
Gia8SLE

Tamm
Nease
Winterrowd
Tele. Room
Holloman

2%

5'\ U’M A
/1

17§ &S - qq



IYAMDARD TORM NO. B4 : \

Office Memor.mdum + vsitep sta ks Government
- TO :  The Director _ pars: 3= &5 &

FROM 1 ], P, Mchr

l?mcr: The Congressional Record

‘Clr-lalnal“ﬂl_l’od In:

es Amsb-anvo Coungressman Abbitt, (D) Virgluia, extended
his remarks topl::lndc the statement of the Honorable WilllanrOid, judge of the

County before the Senate Judiciary
wmﬂéﬁo;?ymﬁﬂgf 1088, ..'-.‘g""z'-p:-}'" offS, 2646, the bill to limit the

oOld
appeliate jurisdiction of the Supreme Court in certain specified fislds, Judge
Cites ma’nl recent declsions of the Supreme Court such as the “.m&cim;i ory,
Girard College, Jencks, otc. He stated in connection with the Jencks on,

.9 SMA%@Wﬂﬂﬁ' vo g | (o Aorss, 1o

NOT RECORDED
117 wARk 19 1070
In the original of o memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congresaional
Record for, 2/, o yrirx .. 2 -/- 7. was reviewed and pertinent items were

marked for the Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that

nardfnma af o o

portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and
placed in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files.

bha melomloal o



ANDARD FORM MNO. . ﬁf_@ N
42
Qﬂice Mem, wndum . UNITEL nm S GOVERNMENT

g =

10 Mr. A. Ros;gﬁ - DATE: March 26, 1958
A .“, . Tolson
K/ e
PROM : j)qb / giiTEifan_,
g C Belmont
W—- bl 4 /) <
SUBJECT:
() PREME COURT NAME ECK REQUEST \1//¢)7 A
i

Nease
Tele. Room _

Holloman _—

born Gandy

b(” is subject of name c
in Name Check Secton on 3/25/58 from

A (/ lMarshal Supremeﬁof the United States. ncoming
r'} 'f

Form 57 reflects to be applicant for security guard
position with SupTeme Court.

. - [m/‘ — ma - L s s = L. R ——
/(2% Bufiles contain no information r

Memorandum Nichols to Tolson dated 9/3/57 reflects
the Director has instructed that no action be taken concerning
any requests recelved from the Supreme Court until the matter
has been presented to him and he personally rules on the
request.

RECOMMENDATION:

That if approved by the Director, the Form 57 be
stamped "No Derogatory Data" by the Name Check Section,
Investigative Division, and returned to the Cffice of the
Marshal, Supreme Court of the United States. é“p _ .;__:_J,".{

[,‘ G 3 27-55
F ,/ V L£1n

? .‘fz‘
S/
/ \M o\

el

[ n-17 -)w

? 1€ MAR 271958
. L

el 02020 wsleE————
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4-572 (3—29 55)

y. Oﬂit,‘e Memorandum - uvNiteD states GOVERNMENT
TO :  The Director DATE: ? ‘f fl—‘

TROM : ], P. Mohr

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

\
Pagtytwﬁ Congressnan ALLitt, (D) Virginia, extended his rern.arks concerning ‘“\~

action of the Supreme Tourt. He stated 'many of us who are interested -

in preservin_ our for:r of zo ernment realice that if we are to retain
-‘llgtltu,,;l@n.g sorernrient in imerica we must curb the United States

Ela N aAd. wakew Wkl R W es . v

Saprene _-’:jg;..rz ron: ity all-out effort to usurp power and authority

it oo nol anve. The Court 15 deterucined to reirate and rersold our

country and tauc frow: the peopie rights anc privileges that they have
/ had since the founding of our Nation. He included with his remarks

al eddiorial from the Kilhu.oni Newe Leader of March 8, 1858,

cualiel  Cuarbing tue 11, Tourt.

.\\‘-

Otiginal filed in: /
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NOT -~ ORDED
191 aPr 7 1958
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In the original of a meZorandum captioned anddated as above, the Congressional

Ran~rd fns ) I’ Cor > iy ravlawad and nartinant {teme wara
1w WL - W3S TeévViewel ano PO LT UL AvW D WWWLW

marked for the Director s attention. This form has been prepared in order that
portlons of a'copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and
.iﬁ upproptiute Bureau cose or subject matter files.
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STANDARD FOveM MO. 84

:
I

OﬁE?MemoMndum « UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

o ¢ Mr, A.ﬁRosgﬁj DATE: March 21, 1958

—— I T
e ——— — gardMian

o o
o, (R, | < ¢ —
¢ SUPREME CQURT NAME CHECK REQUEST . gﬁx
A . i I_ Eimemwd__..
| orn Holloman ___
< is subject of name chec 3t received Gandy
6/)(’ n Name Check Sectlon on 3/20/58 from ,

Marshal, Supreme t of the United States., The 1lncoming
Form 57 reflects to be an applicant for a position
of chauffeur with e Supreme Court,

Bufiles contain no information re SNNNNNNNF

Al T = Pt Pl R nla/lrm en

Yum s A e

Memorandum Nichols to Tolson dated /300 refl
that the Director has instructed that no action be taken
concerning any requests received from the Supreme Court until
the matter has been presented to him and he personally rules
on the request.

acts

RECOMMENDATION :

That if approved by the Director, the Form 57 be

" n - - -~ —
stamped "No Derogatory Data" by the Name Check Section,

Investigative Division, and returned to the Office of the
Marshal, Supreme Court of the United States.qﬂ:;c;.~ PPN S
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4-572 (3—29-55)

Oﬁice Memworandum - vNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
10 The Director pate: 3/0 75K

TROM  : ], P. Mohr

STTRTRCOT - Tha P(\nm-nf‘ﬁ‘\nﬂ' D-M.-A_

— Pages A2087-A2891, Congressman Matthews, (D) Florida, \
nqauted to have printed Iln the Record an aicress by the Eonorable Rugh C.

ot a0 wn o - “‘ PR S, -l Thalbad Etad- L Y ln— b AMbamselo -,

- ux -lll-' JUNAM:EL omr Wun(‘ut UulClu &04 vnied nuu:n mzu..u: U AioRnis

. acdiress was TheTnited States of America 8t the Crossroacs—\"h!ch Road
~America’ * Mr. Grant in commenting et recamt decisions of the Supreme Court

4

an? Thalland, at Galnesville, Florida, on March 13, 1053, The subject ol the [ \
1

stated “Bince May 17, 1954, the Baprese Court haa handed down & series of

far-reaching declslons whlch have | 8 Rew test the fundamental principles
of pur constitutional form of goverament. These decisions have aerved to jolt
ou.[ot their complacency many eminent legal authorities, Statc goveraors, and

L]
atbrneys general, bar associations, an? many forums of {rec opinion. At last

the Supreme Court is under serious scrutiny., Congress has reacted. A number

of bills have been lntroduced designed to curb the Court. © Mr. Grant listed !
decisions sach as the Mallory, Ncison, Yates, Jencks, etc. He stated Inthe ||
Jenciis casc the Court rules that Joencks, & union official and a Commuanlst, ;
found guilty of perjury, would have to be turned loose unless the confidential i
F Bl reporis were exhibited.  Mr. Grant goes on to state The progressive b

{ scrapping of our traditional foreign policy of no eatangling alliances has resulted
in great waste of our manpower and material resources ant has placed us on the
direct path to world government, which would mark the end of the United States
of America..... The Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FEI)
J. Edgar Boover, has warned the ynerim people repeatedly that the greatest
threat to the United States s from Within, The hour is late. 1f we would save

ourselves {rom destruction we m .t first put our own house in order —and

apecdily. © Mr. Grast also pointell sut thst '%¢ must return to our constitutional
form of Governmcent. The proper téixtionship among the three divigions of the
Federal Governuient, the executive, legislative, and judicial, and the proper
relatonghi;; between the Federal an Siale Governments as provided by the F
Constitution must be palntained. There is no place in our Anerican [
constitalional Repablic for & Federal police state, operatiag pursuant to
so-called Federal civil-rights laws, designed to interfere with the rights of the

* people under thelr respective Btatc governz.ents In the management of their
Iocal afisirs sach as the operation of the schoals, pu-u, pllygrounjs,
transoortalion systems, and in the detern.nation of qualifications {or the .

suflrage, - htu 31 4o ,(7475‘?5’,
------ © Wiigdliul Wi U WEHIOMANGUl CgPUONea WU UULTU ue warw - vy o e l
Record for was reviewed and pertinent items were —— T;ED-'
marked for the Director’s attention. This form has been prepared in order that NOT 777 mi_
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and 191 apr a 1238
placed in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter ﬁles
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April 2, 1088

MEMORANT'UM FOR MR. TOLSON
MR. BOARI*MAN
MR. BELMONT
MR. ROSEN
MR. NEASL

Yesterday ! sttended the Attorney General's staff meeting
presided over by the Attormey General. The Attorney General opened the
meesting by stating that he was particularly pleased with the decisions
handed dowz by the Supreme Court on Moaday of this week. He was
reforring particularly to the Gilbert Green and Heury Winstoa decision
and the Stefsua Brown decision. He stated that he thought that these
decleions indicated thnt there was a healthy tremd developing in the Coart
in that Justice Charies Whittaker, the most newly-appoioted Justice, had
joined with the majority and that Justice Frankfurter Aad also joined with
the majority and be, the Attorney General, believed thare was a possibility
that Justice Erennan might eventually break away {rom the minority which
holds the more sxtreme visws. Solicitor General Rankin lixewise joined
in this view of the Attorney Gemeral.

There was also some discuszion by the Attoruney General of
the necessity for grester eare ia the selection of cases to be carried wp
an appeal 50 that the strougsst possible cases could be presented to the /‘\
Bupreme Court and not weak ones which would ensble such Justices as !
Black and Douglas te make quite an lssus of the {acts rather than of the law.
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‘MR, BOARDMAN
| .- MR, BELMONT
e . ' MR, ROSEN -
On Friday, Masch 28, 1958, Mr. Jobn C,Kirhart, who has Da
'been in the Criminal Division of the Department and who is leaving to take
qmam«mmummmuuwmdmmdmcmmm

wmmulp.cumwwmy-.'" ST

Mr. Airhart commented upon the fact of howplnnnt his assocla-
tion with representatives of this Bureau had been, particularly on the
relocation programs wpon which he worked while in the Department.

Mr, Alrhart then stated that he had already spent some time
at the Supreme Court since he was going to be working under Mr, Olney In
his new assgignment and that there had been some discussion between Mir.
Olney and himsel as to the desirability and need for having all persounel
employed by the Federal Judiciary investigated first by the FBI. He stated
be believed that the Chied Justice of the United States Supreme Court would
share this view. He stated that he realized that Mr, Olney and I had had
some differences while Mr. Olney was in the Department but he, Mr.
Alrbm Medwo:plorcthemutcr witk me informally.

WkRIN . oy

#t was true that we had bad some marked differences and that I belisved that
Mr. Olney thoroughly understood my position in such matters and that I was
expressing what were my bonest views even though they might differ

markedly from those held by Mr. Olney in various situations which had
arisen. ' :

H
]
L
'

-
i

1 told Mr. Airhart that insofar as investigating employees of
the Federal Judiciary was concerned, this obviously was a maiter to be
b 2 " decided at a higher level and that i the Chief Justice thought well of this
BT olaon §dea which Mr. Olney and Mr. Alrhart were exploring, the Chief Justice
- Boudam — ghould take the matter up with the Attorney General, 1did say, however,
Mohr that I certainly would be oppoud to any luch procedure unless there was

Neuss
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ROSON e Pratel & I3 L i .
Tamm O3APGTC 160 e 3q = m\ lé‘é’ 9‘75-56 "’/07/
R ZJEH:TLC % PATE ——3—7-1 &> @ ;..
e A TV A gl [ S o 7 g
’ . iy .

- N
g, hz:..a
E v



—

Mesars. Tolson, Boardman, Eelmont, Rosen April 2, 1958

a mnanimous request made by ali of the Justices of the Bupreme Court and
that personslly I doubted whether three of the present Justices, mamely,
Justices Black, Douglas and Erennan, would ever concur in any such request.
1 stated, however, this was entirely a matter wp to Mr. Olney and Mr.
Alrhart to explore with the Chief Justice, but that if my views should be
sought by the Attorney General, while I could see some merit ia the
suggestion, I could also see some disadvantages, but I would be willing to
approach the mstter é}teuuly, provided as I had indicated that all nine

— A A [ 8 & E . __ M AR N a8 & _ A . _5% a

o the Justices of the Bwpreme Court wouid be wmanimous in making the
request.

1 doa't think we will have to face up to this issus becsuse I doubt
whether they could ever obtain a wasnimous vote on aaything in the United
ftates Suprems Court.

Very iruly yours,
KIHT W

Joan Edgar Hoover
Director



. 0-19 (Rev, 10-28-57)

: ast summer Congress fought for week
the use of juries in criminal tempt cases and
finally compromised. Now thé-Supreme Court has
wrestled with the same issue ind divided Ave to
four. These isolafed facts accurately measure the
highly controversial nature of the issue. Yet it
seéms to us that the majority of the Court has
ecome up with the best answer from the viewpoints
of history, law and orderly processes of government.

The Court has adhered to the concept of the
contempt power that has been writlen into the
law since the country was founded and which has
‘heen repeatedly upheld by the Court itself. Con-
sequently it found no fault in the sentencing of
Gilbert Green and Henry Winston, Smith Act
convicts, to three years in prison (in addition to
their five-year sentences under the Smith Act)
for contempt of court. Their contempt consisted
of disappearing for 415 years after they had been
ordered to be present for sentencing.

. Were the sentences unduly severe? Justice
. Harlan. writing for the Court, answered "no” be-
|leause the contempt was s “most egregious one.”
'I'The sentences were shorter by a year than that im-
[}posed on one other Communist fugitive in the
' 8&mith Act case. Congress hay since provided a
five-vear maximum penalty for bail-jumping.
Why were not the fugitives indicted and grose-
cuted for bail-jumping with a trial by jury? rly
everyone seems to agree that this would have Bren

the more salisfactory procedure. At the time i e

offenses were committed, however, bail-jumping
‘ was not a Federal crime. This fact would not, of
I course, justify the courts in resorting to arbitrary
procedure, But it certainly left the door open for
|pphcanon of the contempt power in the same
manner in which it has been used for a century
and a half.

Justice Black’'s sweeping dissent, in which Chief
-Justice Warren and Justice Douglas joined, would
outlaw this use of the contempt power as a viola-
tion of the Bill of Rights. In other words, these
three dissenters (Justice Brennan stood on other
ground) insisted that the defendants were entitled
“t0 be tried by a fury after indictment by-a grand
jtry and in ful]l accordance with all the procedym)

RSN

L a
oty
[

teguards required by the Constitution ‘all
creihl‘\\in e ‘;il. ons.’ " Justios tﬁﬁlmmexed
v < MA::E ‘ly.. — x..... i
s : ‘”"**”t’-ﬂl‘! ’f!a‘: ?i.

“marily for econtempt “has been accepted mthout’\ Pagsons

: mg opinion that the power to punish sum.

question” by the Supreme Court in at least 40}
-cages. By way of making his point more effective
he called the roll of 53 justices who have partici-
pated in these decisions, including Marshall, Story,
Bradtey, Holmes, Hughes, Brandeis, Stone, Cardozo
and Jackson. Mr. Frankfurter cut close to the
heart of the issue when he wrote:

To be'sure. it is never too late for this Court C\

to correct a misconception in an occasional de-
cision, even on a rare occasion, to change a rule

of law that may have long persnsted but also 4
have long been questioned and only fuctuatingly 3 tt ¢ '
applied. To say that everybody onh the Court has r

been wrong for 150 years gnd that that which
has been deemed a parl of the bone and sinew
of the law should now be extirpated is quité an-
other thing, Decision-making is not a mechanical
process, but neither is this Court an eriginating
lawmaker. The admonition of Mr. Justice Bran-
deis that we are not a third branch of the legis-
lature should never be dlsregarded

i Congress may require Jury trials in contempt
‘cases when that seems appropriate, as it has some-
times done in the past. But when Congress has
repeatedly given the courts power of summary
unishment for contempt and when the country’s
blest judges over a long period have found no
afrier in the Constitution, it would be drpstic
inqeed for a few just.lces to sweep away the whole

structu i ﬂ <im ju acml
restrai .A ::'S)*r iy Bk
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U-572 (3-29~53])
BTANDARD FOMM NO. B4

Oﬁice Memorzmdum e UNITED s*m&izs GOVERNMENT

TO :  The Director DATE: q__, 13- é:t(

L»AROM H J. P . MOhI

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

Pages AT407-A3405, Congreseman Cannon, (M) Missouri,

ik | exténde-* his remarsts to in~iwude an articie writton by 2088 A, Collins entitle

The, Sapremie Cougtjof the Un ted ttates, ich appeared In the March edition
of the Mississlopl Law Journal, Mr. Collins inclaiod in the article short
a#ements ¢oncerning several! of the great justices of the Supreme Court. I
§ cofinection with . Harlan Stone, Mr. Collins stated 'Stone was an 8-, ointee’on
. the Court in 1825 after serving & year as Unites Statcs Attorney General. Therc
{ he apnuinted J, LAgar Eoover as head of the FBI and lnstitated noteworthy

4 antitruet it gation,

S APR 27 s

In the original of @ memorandum captioned anddated as above, the Congressional
Record for | wos reviewed and pertinent items wete
matked for the Director’s attention. This form has been prepared in order that
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and
placed in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files.

Originai filed in:

St
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Ojﬁce Memomndum e UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

TO i The Director DATB:TmC‘«! i) fcr;.b

M
B o e

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

!

Jn Pages 7056-7061, Benator Johnston, (D) South Carolina, spoke
cerning th_&‘Supreme Court. He stated "A consgtitutional crisis ig in the

allne st a
oag as t

wEeupreme \,uurl., in decision after ueculon, makes & shamhles of )
established, Ingrained Taw. Bo abusive has the Court become of the traditional
separation ot powers structure in our Government that one of America's most
eminent jurists, for years hailed as an outstanding liberal, has declared the
Supreme Court is assuming the functions of a third legislative chamber,
Mr. Johnston went on to state 'Mr, President, let us take a look at what the
Bupreme Court has done in cases affecting criminal offenses, bearing In mind
that FBI figures show that since 1950 crimes have increased nearly four times
as fast ac the population. He listed the Mallory decision as an example.
Mr. Johnston also commented on the Jencks case. He stated 'In the Jencks
case, the Supreme Court struck down in one decision what had long been the
rule of law and practice in all our Federal courts, that the reports and notes of
the investigative officers of the Federal Government were removed from the
pillage and search of criminalg in an effort to avoid and evade conviction for a
crime. It gave the Communists a free rein to go through all the prosecutor's
files and papers without first providing that the judge should bave power to 4
separate the wheat from the chaff, the relevant irom the irrelevant. The
effectiveness of reports of detectives, police officers, and members of the FBI *
has been placed at the mercy of all crlminals 80 far as preliminary detection,
arrest, and f{inal conviction are concerned. Prosecution in many cases had to be
drepped.” He requested to have printed {n the Record part of a report made by
rmer Scnator Herbert R, O'Conor to the American Bar Association in England

t July. Mr. Johnston polnted out that 'In his report, Senator O'Conor included

1 cases decided by the United States Supreme Court which ‘directly affect the

A 1A _

l'lxﬂl; of the United Biates of America to pI‘DIBCI itself from Communist luwersmn.

: _‘ “ .. h) C y
HOT RM’JE'
44 MAY 13 1958
INITLIAL: 05 CRIGINAL
A—  C—— pm——i
In the original of a memorcmdurn captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
Record for ' ) was raviewed aqnd pertinent items weie
marked for the Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that

portions of a copy of the origincl memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and

. GpEced ln gpi ((fuatggureau case or subject matter files.
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FTANDARD PORM NO. §4

Oﬁice Memomndum ¢ UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

-y Ty
TO : The Director DATB:Ll ~a_; -2 4
moMm : J, P. Molr

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

L Pages 6449-6452, Senator Jenner, (R) Indiama, spoke concerwing
an ®editorial whieh appeared in the Washington Post on April 8, 1856, attacking
the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee and S, 2646, the bill to limit the
appellate jgrisdietion of the Supreme Court. Mr. Jenner included excerpts
from the hearings on 8, 2646. Among these were excerpis from the statemedd
of Clarence Manion, foriér dean of the Law Schoo!l of Notre Dame Univerlit%
and from a letter by C. V. Stinchecum of Duncan, Oklahoma. Dean Manion
stated '"The proponents of the Communist conspiracy are seldom, if ever,

ong when they appeal to the Supreme Gourt asking protection for Communist

e e g S——

T e e

e
zhge rétg na:xl;;i m;:iu;u‘z:l;ment for the enemies of communism. When these enemies of
itorent conmemore oy, Sppeal o the Supreme Courtfor protection, a
15 o es 18 in order..... In no
o ::;gninu::iv:hng communism do the majority members of th:ecgafurﬂ:egie\lrl; I;]:I‘Rted
- nave o on that efu ;,ire informed on the subject of communism. or that the ¢
y way studied either the writings of the Communist leaders  the

-y numerous exposures of the Communis

\ t conspir m th hich b ‘

. _d With Ben Gitlow's I Confess, or the aut.hgrifgmic{jig..f. oo inside which began H
B A s ‘vw - i s e . L

et rison C st
gfspic;n;gael and ;ubversion written by congressional commi:te:: l:tiiu:hyuutlh he “
] » and including the reports of this committee, the subcommittei;be?gre

{1 who this '
o FBIIae:iesia::s th morning. " Mr. Stinchecum stated "As to the 8mith Act and ¢
> and the ability of e Court has played directly into the hands of the Communists k
| ty of our country to defend itself has been practically destroyed. * ’

{7 ; /,f/ _,»'..
'/ ! /lf' .—.;5> _’-r'

NOT RECORDED |
44 nay 2 1988

—

In the origil}al of a memorandum captioned anddated as above, the Congressional

Record for : was reviewed and pertinent items were

marked for the Director’s attention. This form has been prepared in order that

portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and
laced in appropriate Buregu case or subject matter files.

52°MAY 71958

Original filed in:”
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Butler Court Bill. " v

In g letier to alor
Wiley, Republican member of
the Judiciary Committee,
Deputy Attorney General
‘Walsh, speaking for the Ei-
senhower administration, ob-
jects to the Butler substitute
bill and undertakes to defend
the decisions of the Supreme
Court in the Watkins, Cole,
NEIEoI and Konigsherg cases.
The notorious Watkins case
is a judicial declaration of
how Congress should proceed
in its own business of legis-
lating, of which it is, by
Article 1 of the Constitution,
made the sole repository.
SBince 1821, unti]l this deci-
sion, the right of Congress
itself to decide whether and
how Investigations were re-
lated to the legislative proc-
ess had never been gques-
tioned.

The Steve Nelson decision
struck down anti-sedition
laws which had been on the
books of 42 States for dec-
ades and the sponsor of the
Smith Act (at issne in the
Nelson case) himself ex-
pressed, on the floor of Con-
gress, the explicit wunder-
standing that the Act would
, hot supersede Btate laws in
1 the same field. This was the
first and only court decision
in the Nation's history which
suggested that sedition was
not properly & State concern.
The Cole case limits Gov-
ernment dismissal of em-
ployes as security risks, al-
_ though, in 1789, James Madi-
son, “Father of the Consti-
tution,” declared an unguali-
fied removel power to be
solely “an executive power,”
which view prevailed unchal-
lenged until the Cole case.
This prineiple was extended
by Congress in 1946 and gave
to agency heads the right to
fire persons whose continued
service, in their absolute dis-
cretion, was contrary to the
national interest.
Mr. Walsh also defends
‘the arrogant and intolerable
nsurpation of the Konigs-
Eere decision (singled out as
the primary issue-dnthe Rut-
Ller substitute)} which dictr tes
to the States the terms ’n

[V
winer-tewpers shotld-be—wud-
mitted to State bhrs, so that
“State sovereignty” no longer
has any meaning and the
Tenth Amendment bhecomes
B nulhty

Finally, H the administra-
tion objections to the Butler

_substitute bill are sound, why

did half of the large Judi-
ciary Committee, all of whose
members are experienced
lawyers, many with judiclal
service, approve the Jenner
bill, which is much more
restrictive? The Walsh letter
indisputably shows that this
administration no longer
travels in the “middle of the

jf& but has moved, with

Warren court, far to
left} Oh, the land of the fre};
isn} it just grand!
0Old Reactionary
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The Attorney General May 6, 1968

-
Director, FBI

v |
_“ANONYMOUS LETTER PUBLISEED = 4
IN "THE EVENING BTAR" SLLpREAL o

et et ¢ o e M R A - e,

I am enclosing a Photostat of a Jetter to the editor of "The
Evening Btar of Washington, D. C., which was published in the May 6,
1956, issue of that newspaper. 1Ithought you would be interested in seeing

this. | |
\r) 5
Enclosure
i - Mr. Lawrence E. Walsh (Enclosure) &
Deputy Attorney General =z E
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EXICERPTS FROM:
May 7, 1958
MEMRANDUM FOR MR, TOLSOM
X‘*’ MR, BOAHDMAN
MR. BELMONT
m. m ! .
Mi, NRASE ;}

Yates case. The consensus of opinion as expressed by the Attorney General,
the Deputy Attorney General and others was that it seemed sertainly wusual
1 mmmmm.mwumumumm.__

e/ Sbmamwist fownd guilly of contempt i s Pletrict Pourt should gt fwelys oo,

;’[}. m"“mnwms;-—wv—--_ N
rumdmm wuﬂ:&
Soouing ounsess hweughout the Uutted States as o the of the !
have, 1 stabed that b zmﬁmm Béoosns
Court a0 aa institution, of sourse, should
. :Md-h are of varisase with -u:ﬁ.mm ?
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O]j‘ice Memorldndam » UNITED STA%ES GOVERNMENT
TO ¢t The Director _ DATR: 5_ -<£ o

FROM : ], P, Mohr

]
// 70/
SUBJBCT: The Congressional Record '

X

i & N
£ - tor Beanings, (D) Missouri, spoke concerning S. 2646, abillto >
o CAEes ggg}z iﬁ?t the appeugastfe jurlsdicti ot the Supreme Court. He included n

this legislation. The reference to the FBI, contained in me of the

\ with his remarks several com Cfunicatﬁms he has received concerning ™
letters, was set forth in 2 memorandum writ'ten earlier today.

JAY A

P
- k:
-= - - ﬁ
E
u
—mprttielfise o
:-“,5-_:::1.
s
’ F A ,__.
¥ lL2=-_h-5Z
Fi'» * NOT RECORDBD
’ , 199 MAY 6 1958

r

In the origingl of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
Record for was reviewed and pertinent itema were
marked for the Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and
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MEMORANDUM FOR MR. TOLSOM
MR. NEASE

While talking t0 the Attorney General on another ma'tsr
this moming he mentioned the David Lawrence column whick:
appeared in the Mew York Herald Trisne todey and was & liitls
ritical of the Attorney General’s stand on the bills being
considered to curd the fupreme Court. Mr. Rogers stated that
Darvid Lawrence had misconsirued the statement he, Rogers,
had madecan "Law Day, " that he jus: wanted to get across that
he was concernsd with Congress ia taking away jurisdiction from
the courts, as such; but, on the other hand, he had no objection
f0 correcting bad decisions by legislation; that about three ou: of
four privide all tkat only ons carves out legiglatioe. Icom-
mented that it wonld bs food for kim to get this across, for I hail
heard rumors that be was agsingt ths slarificatice of declsioar by
the Bepreme Cuuri, whils sctuxlly ks was orly agninst taking
awsy jurisdictios from tis courtz. I told the Attorney Qeneral

ve

thet I would be very giad to apesk to Darid Lawrence about thir
matter. 3
VYery truly yours, J'.i/
Jubn Bimr Eoover
Director — e —
ADED

No™ 1
191 ma 14 '958
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‘Congress Urged to Check
‘On Supreme Court Clerks

™
By DAVID LAWRENCE . 30 <3

WASHINGTON, May d—Attorney General Willism P.
Togers had his basebell metaphors mixed np. He says the bills
-being conaidered in Congress to curb the exossses of the Su-
Jpreme Court are the result of the same sort o putery heard

. .

Today in National®Atfatrs ' i %

Comrt really want is for the

stick to his job of watching the ball and
adiding by the rules. They don't think it’s
the umpire’s duty to make new rules or
to tell the manager of the club, for in-
-stance, just when he can put in a dif-

ferent pitcher. They don't lik

nmnlra Aanidie~ +

umpare deciding that, when a ball drops
outaide the fou line, it is a fou! for one
team, but when the other team hits the
ball jnto exactly the same spot it isn't a

foul at all. In other words, th

want to see the umpire moving the foul

line around to sult himself.

That's essentially what the dispute is

about as the Supreme Court
rules of the game repeatealy

Algo, fn & baseball game
everybody knows who the um-
pire J&. He appears {n full uni-
form and he has a ryle book
to g0 by. In the Supreme
'Court'l work It isn‘t always
poasible to know who the ym-
‘pire happens to be.

Thus every justice has two
Iaw clerks, and the chief jus-
tice has four. These assistants
dot't have to be confirmed by
the Benate. They are not sup-
possd to be judges. Yet they
perform some of the work of
the Bupreme Court justices.
mpecially in connection with
what are known as “writs of
jeertiorari.” These ate petitions
to the Supreme Court to grant
an appeal from the Jower

s, If the writ is denied,

Te's No apper]l. It means &

8} judicial decision 0 far as
the citizen is conoerned, The
Jastice himeelf signe the denial
of the writ, but the basic judg-

‘ot which has preceded ft

often comes {rom & young law
“olerk imbued with all sorts of
jidons a5 to the role of the
Bupreme Court in the natlon
taday,

JuM & week ago, “The New
Yort Times" in its Bunday
wagyrine, bad an article by &
u-mer law clerk to a Bupreme
Coart justice who  @lscussad
7y Iraakly the role played by
‘¢ 1w clerks. many of whom
v+ from the law schools 1m-
£ with the viewpoint of the

Jrom sip‘ecutau 8t & beseball game who shout, “Kill the
" But ‘'what the erities of the Supreme :

tees meek to gt Information to gulde them in writing new iaws.:

*“umpire” to

e to see an

e fans don't

ignores the
end makes

j
|

Lawrence
up Its own rules that are then proclaitned as binding on every-

‘botdy—even to the point of telling Congress what questions
‘may be asked in forma! hearings through which Its commit-!

so~called  “intellectuals” °The
article said:

“Law clerks, then, gezerally’
asslst thelr respective justices
in searching the law books and
other sources for materials
relevant to the decision of cases
before the court. , .,

“The clerks often present the
fruits of thelr searchey to theiy
justices along with their recom-
mendations. They go over drafis
of opinlons and may suggeet
lchanges. They tend to see & lot-
of thelr justices, and talk a
great deal with them. And the
talk i5 mostly about law and
cases. , .,

“What 15 more important, the
way Lo’ the justice's mind was
always open. There was slways
someone—{resh from the !m-
merston -in ideas that marks a
law -school and law-review ca-
fFr—poised at the justices
eibow. willing and asble 6 do
Intellectus) combat.”

In baseball, anybody making
dectstons on the ficld of play
must appear Ju uniform & an
umpire and has to be spen.
'There are no tnvisible wppires.

Ceriatnly when u iawrer has'
argued his cace and submiitpd
i w the Bupreme Court s~
tices, he ought to hate »

i
1

new poinis raised by *lan
cierks,” espacially some ol
those remarkalle “footnotes”

in Supren_{e Court epinlons

the clerks as 3 group was
fto the ‘left’ of either the nation
or the oourt. :

“Bome of the tenets of the
‘liberal’ point of view which
commanded the sympathy of &
majority of the clerks I krew
were: extreme solicitude for the
claims of Communists and other,
eriminal defendants. expansion
of Pederal power at the expense
of state power, great sympathy
toward eny government reg-
wation of business—in short,
the political philosophy new

apoused by the osurt under
Chief Justice Larl Warren.”
Burely the Senate of the
United States cught to examine
‘the whole law-clerk gystem to
determine whether perbape
these “glerks” should be given
“umpire status,” of at least clea-
s.fled ap “ssmsiatant Justices.”
Perhape, tnstiad of letting them
change from year to pear, Con-
gress should provide permanent
assisinnts 0 the justices and
require that among their quali-
ticstivny should be actual! ex-
paricece on the bench in tria}
eqawts. Por U the “law eleriu”
Play ach & vitkl part in the
makizg of the "supreme law of
the 1and” womeiung more
ought 4o be known by the Benate
Judidwy Committee as t0 the
methol of thelr salection and
the lwaits of thetr “judicial”
nctivitieg, v
Cild, ¥ Y Herald Prldung Me,
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Editorials

Lawmaking
isn't the
Supreme

Court's

»

Job

Senator Hennings, of Missouri, was
doubtless right in fecling that Congress
ought 10 do a lot of thinking befure
adopting anything like Sen. William
Jenner's bill to restrict the jurisdiction
of the Supreme Court over certain
sclected matiers. However, it ought
not to require too much study to con-
vince Congress that some action is nec-
estary if it is 1o retain its position as a
supposedly equal partner in our tri-
partite Federal system. The reason
why congremional action to curb the
court is even mentioned is that the
court is sctting itsclf up as a sori of
third Tegislative chamber, and, as such,
clt free 1o uhpose 1ts ideas upon the
other branches of the Government.
“Judge Learned Hand, formerly of
the Unitexd States Court of Appeals, in
his recent lectures at Harvard, declared
that “if we do need a third chamber it
should appear for what it is, and not a8
the interpreter of inscrutable prin-
ciples.” He added that for him “it

would be maost irksume to be ruled by
a bevy of Platonie Guardians, even if 1
kncw lmuhirh 1 as-
suredly do not. 1f they were in charge
1 should miss the stimulus of living in a
sociely where I have, at least theorer-
ically, some part in the direction of
public affairs.”

The_Platonic Guardians _have at-
tempted to tell a committee of Congress
how it may not interrogate a wit-
nesg, a ruling which has seriously ham-
pered necessary investigatory  proce.
dure. They have decreed that a state
may not pass a law to deal with subver-
sives because the Federal Government
is presumed to have a monopoly in the
field. According to them, a state must
admit to the practice of law an appli-
cant who refuses to tell the bar exam-
iners whether or not he is or has been
a member of a Communist conspiracy.
And they have turned locse convicted
Reds on narrow technical grounds.

Surely the legislature is bound to
consider how to restore balance to the
Federalsystemol*“‘checksand balances.”
For, as Abraham Lincoln warned
in his first inaugural address, “if the
policy of the Government upon vital
questions affecting the whole people is
1o be irrevocably fixed by decisions of
the Supreme Court . . . the people will
have ceased to be their own rulers.”

To limit the court's jurisdiction may
not be the way to restore Congress to

its rightful and constitutional authority,
but there can be no doubt of the right
of Cungress 10 do so if it pleases. The
late Justice Owen Roberts many years
auo raised the question: “What is there
o prevent Congress taking away, bit

Iy bite all the appellate jurisdiction of
the Supreme Court of the United
States” I can see nothing . . . in view

of the language of the third article of
the Constitution.”

The third article of the Constitution
defines the jurisdiction of the court,
both criginal and appellate, and adds
this very important qualification:
“with such exceptions and under such
regulations as the Congress shall
make.” If any branch of the Govern-
ment yearns for the role of Platonic
Guardian, the Constitution says it
should be Congress!

This i a conatitutional question
which should—but probably won’t—
be debated without reference to onc’s
feclings about investigations or “civil
rights.” Judge Hand hesitates to pre-
scribe a remedy for the trouble. He
rightly dreads the confusion that would
arise if a final decision on the constitu-
tionality of statutes could not be made
by anybody. But the Jearmed judge,
who might well be on the higher court
himseif, plainly regards the ¢rrors of
lawmakers and of the peoplc as less men-
acing than the rise of judicial dictator-
ship, however benign. So should we all.

" Our Farm Surplus
-Could be an Asset

late the progrem of backward na-

aons.

Courses for Foreign
Leaders Worked

in the Cold War

Since 1950 almost $10,000,000,000

" of taxpayers’ moncy has been spent

in fruitless cfforts 1o prop up farm

| pprices and to shrink the size of our

increasingly productive agricul-

ture—all this at a time when much

of the world has been hungry and
ill-clothed.

The mmple truth, of course, is
that the best answer 10 the farm
problem lies in finding more cus-
tomers for the fine products that the
American farmer grows with such
efficiency. We can’t help wondering
what would have happened to the
“burdensome surpluses” we hear s
much about if the §10,000,000,000
had been applied in a bold way to
the building of bigger and beuter
marken around the workd.

There's more to it than just scll-
ing our products at bargain prices.
Theae great stocks of wheat, cotion,
vegetable oils, dairy products and
the like represent useful, much-
needed capital, if put in the right
place. They can he used as power-
ful weapons in the cold war. They
can be used as investments Lo stimu-

We can, if we will, make full use
of this obvious truth that one man’s
surplus is another man’s capital.
We can do it by “lending”’ our sur.
pluses to needy countries. And we
can, in the long run, expeer good
returns from such loans. -

The mechanism for such a pro-
gram is in existence. It is the Agri-
cultural Trade Develupment Act of
1954, Public Law 480, under which
the United States Department of
Agricuiture can sell surpluses 10
foreign nations for their own cur-
rency. The receipts of such sales
then can be lent back to the coun-
tries in question to finance develop-
ment projects. The P.L. 480 pro-
gram has been a2 highly successful
one. To date, it has lent more than
$1,650,000,000 worth of surpluses
to thirty-five nations. That is just
a drop in the bucket.

The program needs to be ex-
panded on a bold front, particu-
larly but not exclusively in areas
where Soviet Rumia is offering to
underwnite development work. 1t
might not be a bad idea to divert
some of the billions now being spent
in negative eforts at production
control into this pasitive plan for
building more and better customers.

Well for the U.S_A.

It is now ten years since the pas-

sage of the law which enables the
State Department to bring 10 this
county for study or research “lead-
ers’” from varicus foreign nations.
The law, officially entitied The U.S.
Information and Educavonal Ex-
change Act, ismore popularly known
as the Smith-Mundt Act.

This program appears o be one
of our happier ventures in what
critics of such eflorts call “‘do-good-
ism."” Grantees have returned o
their homelands after absorbing
Amcrican instruction in various
spheres of governmemal techniques.
The cabinets of several European
nations contain a number of these
“leader grantees” who had visieed
the United States as State Depan-
ment guests. There 1, for instance,
Premicr Felix Gaillard, of ¥rance
Sweden's calbinet  includes  two
former leader grantees: Ragnar
Edenman, Minister of Education
and Fcclesiastical Affairs, and Gosla
Netzen, Minister of Agriculture,

In West Germany, six inembers
of Chancellor Adenauer’s cabinet

b

.
. ¥

are alumni of the program: Hein-
rich von Brentano, Minister of For-
cign Affairs; Franz Joseph Strauss,
Minister of Defense; Gerhard
Schroder, Minister of the Interior;
Theodor Blank, Minister of Labor;
Richard Stuecklen, Minister of Posts
and Telcoommunications; and Hans-
Joachim von Merkatz, Minister of
Bundesrat Affairs. The President of
the Bundestag, Eugen Genstenmaier,
and two of the vice presidents of the
Bundcstag are also former USA
leader grantees.

Other alumni, sclected at random,
include high officials of Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia,
Brazil, Ceylon, Chile, Cuba, Egypr,
Ghana, Greece, Honduras, Iceland,
India, Iran, Iraq, ftaly, Japan,
Korea, Laos, Lebanon, Libya, Ma-
laya, Morocco, New Zealand, Nor-
way, Pakistan, Peru, the Philippines,
San Marino, Thailand, Turkey, the
Union of South Africa, the United
Kingdom and Venezuela,

There is, of course, no effort 10
“inductrinate” these visitors or to
sell them anything beyond instruc-
tion in the techniques which they
carne to reccive. Perhaps this is the
reason why su many of these leader
grantces have become friends of
America just by residing and work-
ing among us.

(D —F TS ES —tDY




