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(/ “Tebtruary 1, 1961

Justice Bugo Black
Supreme Court Buldling
Washington, D, C,

Dear Bir:

-

I am an American e¢ltizen by birth, with a deep love of my country and country-
men, I believe in GOD, T sslute the American flag with pride, I am not
ashamed 1f tonrs come to my eyes when I hear the "Star Spangled Banner®, 1
would pever be afraid to sign a loyelty cath., I would never hide behin& the
ist or 5th Amendments 1f I were asked 4f I were a communist, I hope these
qualifications are enough to warrent an answer to this letter.

I am going on the assumption that our Constitution was written %o protect the
loyal American citizen, and not the Communist party or its affiliates. I have
written to the Hon. Spessard Holland of Florida to ask him to propose a blll
that would meke beingz & Communist an act of treason, punishable by death, for
we all know it 48 not a political party, tut a direct plot to destroy the
United States Government by deceit or violence if necessary, It seems thet
there are already laws to thie effect, but not good encugh to stick., The
Bon, Francie Walter of the House Un-Americen Activities Committee, J, Edgar
Hoover, and our Congressmen and Senators do not seem to have the know-how on

tha wordins of thase pnronosals a0 as %o ‘\h'ﬂ *+ha g“-n-rnmq f'ﬂn'ni' hhnvl ct Imown
vaid ring ¢1 whdSs propoisals, 80 a8 Yo e QUpT T anown

commnists, The answer to this is e0 simple that I think we have &all over

looked it, The Supreme Court justices should get their heads together and

tell cur legielatore the wording they must use in these laws 1f our high court

1w expected to band down a verdict of guilty to the members of the Communist
Comspiracy., Thie method would remove all guesswork and wonder frog ocur legls~
lators, and eneble them to know the exact wording required for a conviction,

I am sure all loyal Americans, our congressmen, and our high courts are an-

xious to see laws passed that would not glve aid and comfort to our mortal n“/’ :
enemy, the comrunists, I would be honored to write my representative on ¥y \3'

proposals as you render them, 0 ]J
Some of the recent deciefons handed down by the Supreme Court, state t)jat it ( / \
is alright to plot and advocate the violent overthrow of the United States ;X
Government, as long &8 no action is taken, If thie 4s what the Consti{tution

and recruit students on the basis that they would teach them the best method

on how to commit murder, as well as other vioclent crimes, and be within thei
conetitutionsl righte Just so long as they 4414 not try to get thelr students

a Job? This even might work into Federal 4id and tax exemption., It seems.tp ) < by
me that this could be done, If 4% can I hope 1t never lesks out, for I fear
there are many people 4in this country who wuld take advantage of this a.lao. )

- -

Almoet every day, I reesd in the paper of gtilrzofﬁcial% in go':nzernn%zs £ /
our citizens to snap out of our apathy towards communism before it is to hte.
Then, 1o and behold I read a little further, and see vhere our Suprama Conrt-

means, couldn't a well-financed organization start a Univeraity of Murder,
$

-

-

Just relmsed some more Communiste on their so~ocalled Conetitutional rights ., o U: ;
« o o And then read a little further to find that our lealers Juste. [GA4l 1961LJ
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¢ Sy

a fewv millions to Csechoslovakia so that they can build erme and mmmunition
to ship to Cuda so that Castro can threaten to blow our heads off, I think
I can speak for moet of the citizens of the United States when I say: "WE

HAVE SNAPPED OUT OF OUR APATHY . . .mmummnmcwmwmou
OUR LEATERS "

A very much concerned citisen,

e, o7

NJC/ecr,

Encls, 2

ce: Hon, Dante Fascell
Hon, Spessard Holland
Hon, Francis Walter -
John Edgar Hoover



OFF ICE OF DIRECTOR
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Ferris, Il
| Mar. 5, 1961

! Mr, Evans —
Honorable Edgar J. Hoover Mr. Malone
" Washington, D.C. Mr. Rosen
Mr. Tavel
Dear Sir - Mr. Trotter
Mr. es
Is it true that you have said'thousands 'T"' w-Orsultivan ——
ele. Room
of communists could be arrgsted in Mr. tngram
one night in U.S. A. but our Supreme yjss notmes
Court would turn them loose" ? Misstandy o
' 0;(;‘_ wa
If so, why are most of them, if not all, infavor pf
that for our nation? ‘7

I am genuinely worried for our future and would like
very much to have a short to the point article for
publication in our county, Hancock, paper and others

if they will print it. &ég
Thank you.

4

Sincerely yours for a Free America

/e/ - /:,'?Jﬁ_/) '/7 /
erris, Ill.
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S‘.h:mr lettgr of Inrc

as Mr. Hoover was leaving the city. He w R
.'you that he never made the statement lttﬂbutod to hlm Iﬂ LAy

your letter. With regard to your desire for an article by TR j‘_-.-“,
" Mr. Hoover, In view of the heavy pressure of his official
responsibilities, it is not possible for him to comply with
‘ your request.
Tt T T Tam enclosing some material on communism .
whlch may be of interest to you. .
AR S s I Bincoroly yours. 5 U
S . : ‘ "‘# . _.~; o -f. _. ’__.r, N "'j S . A
e \/ umw ‘Gandy P R D
< Becretlrr L .

. H
e lnclonnrum R «t

‘_."'_?f R Director's speech of 10-18-60 ql‘g{;ﬂ i-'if‘-" ,, o o
T 'God and Country or Communism? g " .
Communism: The Bitter Enemy of Rellg'lon ~ ie

... Expose of Soviet Espionage g \

s " .Communist Targ et--r . o
pmh ' Ber{els fromi:Christiakity Today:- M vssyry

b Onme Nation 8 Response to bewwbk 5 e

o

Callehan oo

Gand

E;D?::ch NOTE: - Bufiles contain no information ldenti.fiable with correspondent. In
Maloas view of the nature of her inquiries, an in-absence response is deemed
Tei——_—— advisable. 239
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DR WILLIS E. GARRETT, msma#

900 N. W. 30th STREET, MIAMI 37, FLORIDA Mr. Tolson
REV. WILLAM H. WALKER, DEAN] My, Parsons
Thir
“That in ali things He might have the presminence” . Belmont
. wir. Caliahan .
Mr.
Soerd Members Mr. v_
Wills E. Gorrett, Choirmon Mr. E
Williow J. Branson Mr. Malone_____
zh’ I..::d-ﬂ Mr. Rosen._.
W, Hil
Deneid 1. Johuson Mr. Tavel_
o Mr. Truotter.
:. E. Peores © Mr, W.C.Sullivan t
Chories A. ity Tele. Room '
. i Mr, Ingram '
Mr, Joan Edgesr Hoover Miss Gandy____ |
Federsl muresu of lnvestigrtion, —_—
Wrsington, D.C. —_—————

/
2-27 4/ b?‘//’

Ese—— /[,

I rv #n Americen wio woulé never be 2frr-id to
t=ke # loyrlty 0fti, nor wo. 1€ 1 ever hid beilnd the
First or Fifth fowendoents,

As #n fmericen citize&l am grertly eoncerned
vder recent decisions of the“lupreme Court, I 4o not
believe thrt wé sno.ld be lenient s1tiu tiose w.0o rre

sdvocesting rnd plotting our overtnrow es » nrtion, nor '
do 4 feel thrt Communists rnd fellow—trrvel ers should w
{,A

be #llowed 10 terch there ti. ings in schools, clubs,

or rny ourlic plrece. Id.es rre poweiful, r~nd to sow

iders on revolution snd overtirow,in young herrts

serocs the nation, will resnlt sooner or leter, in » )
hervest of revolutionary sctions, {

T

o
sl

May 4 suggest, thrt the Supreme Court be rdvised
or recuestes to spell out thle kind of 1lr%, ~nd the
precise wording thet 1s necessrry for ther to h:-nd down ?

MAF

r verdict of conviction for tnose wio wish to te=ch
communi stie revolutionery prineijples in our lend.

E‘"-‘r g} A our

a1
ey D0 LG Uu il

1ibu e ;
cowed by the louc vuices of a minority win doinit tys e
right to terch .ur overtirow in the neawe of liberty %90
As a nrtion we hrve every vight to protect ourselves,
>nd the Supreme Bourt, zbove rll, sudould st-nd resdy
to protect Awericans, thet Americsn may continue =s
nthe 1+nd of thie free snd the home of the brrve, ™

Rl 6%y EL-LUFL /T

hopefully,

i 1
i

L vﬁ y
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't_“ D ot ‘” ,_"i': Your lotter postmarked Harchzs 1961 wap ‘

. rcceived during Mr. Hoover's absence [rom the office. You L -

may be certain your communication will be called to his

Attention upon his return to Washlngton Incloled is some . . ;’f e
: . ‘_ N"
, mnterhl on communlsm whlch you might un to rond : ‘—-«,1 T
: : . _ e ' 3 o (D; A - -
J oo B S ,f" Blncerely yourl, g WE o
_ 2z 2
[ . a¥ o i ‘ s ‘ . o é
COMM - EB1 - A Secretary R
Bnclosurel (5)
S One Nation's Response to Communlsm _
“* " 'The Communist Menace _ _
md 7" /Communist Target--Youth - “’M‘ s

& ...-._ . WhatYouCanDo To Fight Communism Vv

v g
Fems gommmsm. The Bitter Enemy. of ReMgion - §® », %l{.” ':“
Balmont — \F
Fhs not identifiable in Bufiles, and vge}d*e no
on the Miami Bible Institute, {30
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The
Hard-Cover
Edition of
This Most
Important
Book is
also
Available.

In its permanent form it is ideal for your library or for gifts to friends,
schools and public libraries.

Order your copies today. 44 revised edition.  Price $350

Tne Devin-Apair Co., 23 East 26th St., New York 10, N. Y.

Please send me copies of the hard<over edition of

NINE MEN AGAINST AMERICA at $350 cach. [ enclose §
Name
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Back In Print

A LETTER TO KHRUSHCHEY

Written as an article for the February, 1958 issue of American
Qpinion — long before Khrushchev's firse visit to this country — this
“letter’ of fifty piges has become more timely, and more visibly relevant
to developments today, than when it was written. Here is the story of
the long-range, continwous, and increasingly extensive efforts of the
Communists and their sympathizers to socizlize our domestic economy
—or “so to change the cconomic and political structure of the United
States thar it can be comfortably merged with Sovier Russia.” It wil]
add greatly to your understanding of what is taking place imside the
United States, right now, in connection with legislative measures and
administrative programs.

Although the article has been out of stock after several reprintings,
the demand for it has continued. So it is now back in print, at the fol-
lowing prices:

3-9% copies, ot 1 for $1.00; 100.999 copiet, 25¢ soch; 1,000 or maore copies, 10¢ each

If you want to understand Dag Hammarskjoeld, and where and
how he really fits into the confused picture today, read

THE BANG-JENSEN TRAGEDY

A Review Based On The Official Recards
by
JULIVUS EPSTEIN
Published as the Moy, 1960 number of

AMERICAN OPINION

117 copies, 50¢ sach; 12.99 copies, 40¢ woch; 100-999 copiss, 35¢ each;
1,000 or maro copies, 30¢ each

Order either publication from
AMERICAN OPINION, Belmont 78, Massachusests

How many times bave you pone 10 a bookstore—
or even im0 or three bookstores—
and fasled to find the book you were looking for?

You'll save time, money, and postage by
ordering any book published in the Unired States
from

THE BOOKMAILER
The Complrtz Bookstore By Masi

We pay the postage anywhere in the world. We serve regular
custorers in all 50 states and in 109 foreign countries. Ninety-
five percent of all orders filled by return mail, Your card enclosed
in gift books. Write us for free lists of current books, with brief

reviews,

THE BOOKMAILER

BOX 101 MURRAY HILL STATION
NEW YORK 16, NEW YORK

Our office is at
232 East 35th Street, New York 16, N. Y.




AMERICAN OPINION—SELECTED LIST
Reprinted as ihe March, 1960 issue of

Reprints and Special Issues

AMERICAN OPINION

Lane: 1 Saw Poland Betrayed $1.00

Staff: A World Gone Crazy 1.00

® Gordon:  Nine Men Against America 1.00

Welch: Life of fohn Birch 1.00

T H E I Z e Burnham: The Web of Subverson 100
O F Jardan: From Major Jordan's Diaries 1.00

‘ McCarthy: Amierica’s Retreat from Victory 1.00

Package price of any of the above, alone or in ¢ombiration, 12 for $10.00

L ]
O I I 1 I C Regular Size, Monograph Numbers
Epstcin: The Bang-Jensen Tragedy

S50¢
Oliver: Introduction To Contemporary History of Latin America 504
Saff: One Hundred Steps To The Truth 50¢
Welch:  May God Forgive Us 50¢

Single copies: One dollar each
-4 P ollar eac Quantity prices: 12-99, 40¢ cach; 100.999, }5¢ each; 1000 or more, 30¢ each

Aruicle Reprints

Order fram Tule 1-9 100-999 . :}(f::
THE BOOKMAILER, Box 101, Murray Hill Stauon Through All The Days To Be 3 for $1.00 5¢ 20¢
New York 1o, New York A Letter To Khrushchev 3 for $1.00 5S¢ 20¢
Why People Become Communists 20¢ 15¢ 12¢
A Fable From The (Hardly) Past 5¢ 414¢ 4¢
or from A Republic vs. A Democracy 5¢ 4 3¢
POOR RICHARDS BOOK SHOP A Letter To The South, On Segregation 10¢ 8¢ 7¢
5403 Hollywood Boulevard, Los Angeles 27, Calfornia . Er:!::; {5 Where I.Came In, Manion 5¢ {l5¢ a4
The Federal Reserve System, Sennholz 5¢ 414¢ ¢
The World Health Orgunrzation, Matthews 10¢ 8¢ 7"
1 Report of Special Comypnitiee of Am. Bar Ass'n. 204 15¢ 12¢
or from
AMERICAN OPINION, Belmont 78, Massachuserts All prices include prepayment of postage. Order from

AMLERICAN OPINION, Belmont 78, Massachuseus




‘The publication you forwarded has been

g‘ received in Mr. Hoover's absence from the city, I know
e 4

-

A\
he would want me to write and thank you for making this .
N
avallable to him, and you may be sure it will be brought N
m . =N
5 NSO
to his attention upon his return. :-5 -
e | MYy
- ] Sincerely yours xS
& ’ 2 o
. | - ; Helen W. Gandy b N D
- % - . / V7 Secretgry o/
N ; MAILED § \
£ APR1 & |9NOTE: The publication entitled "Nine Men Against America" was
! COMAFE" reéel d at the Bureau without cover letter. Tl;‘it);eprint is an attack
B = —arthéSupreme Court and is written by Rosalie Gordon, who
int has béen alfIIaEAWith John T. Flyih of America First Commlittee.
e £ N It is noted that branches of this organization were the subjects

of Internal Security-G investigations during World War II. The
publication has been brought to our attention in the past.

st Offices does not reflect a city named South —‘Blchmond or a

branch office in Richmond by this name; thv@wq :the’ 1éitr is being
sent to Richménd, Virginia. In view of the above, an in-absence
, t @cknowledgment ig deemed appropriate. L TroA
3/ _?@ J prroRRERe L ol
MAIL ROO vat : S P Lo N
oy bt i :

r‘i folson
- & helmont
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OFPMOMAL FORM NO. 10

Tolaon
Belmont
M’“‘"’

UNITED STATES ( . NT
Memomndum // W e
s
TO : Mr. Mohr pate; 4/30/62 o

FROM

A —
SUBJECT: U__j'/‘SUPREME COURT

: Mr.

QUANTICO, VIRGINIA

Trotter .

Tale. Room
Holmes

Gandy

Ller L7

T GUARDS | V/.‘

FIREARMS TRAINING _

By memorandum Mr. Brennan to Mr. Sullivan dated
January 26, 1962, it was recommended and approved for the U. S.
preme Court Guards to receive firearms and defensive tactics

a3 N G .y __ e v _
training at Quantico, Virginia.

SAC Sloan advises classes of U. S. Supreme Court
Guards convened at Quanticd on January 31, March 14, April 2,
8 and 2[ u!ua, and uurmg the ua.uu.us 0 700 rounds Of .38 cali
ammumtlon were expended. The price of this ammunition is

$56. 95 per thousand.

Training was previously afforded U. 8. Supreme Court
Guards in 1957 and in 1959, and the U. S. Supreme Court paid for the 5
ammunition expended by transf of funds.

That this memorandum be forwarded to the Administrative
Division in order that a 1080 voucher may be prepared for the transfer

of funds to cover the cost of ammunition uged hv the U, S. anrpmp

A Wl LA%E B WY WA AN e Wl e WFA N ALL Shd VR A LA WA AA aae

Court Guards (9,700 rounds at $56. 95 per thousand $552. 41)

A 4
¥

1JL/\/

Vg -aysss- /8

11 MAY 8 11962

o N
h l s ‘ /n A *1g. ’-”]Q&SI\ — E—
o iy et g7,
(p o .
- <y <« " 1’ "-p'ﬂ“‘
58 M9 1962 T S



4-572 {Rev. 2-19-50)
OPTIONAL FORM WO 10 te

UNITED STATES G -~ - 'T
1 Memorandum
e
/5 TO : The Director DATE: j’/V/‘ >
FROM N. P. Callahan
SUBJECT: The Congressional Record
mu 61 -7063. Semator Javits, (R} New York, apoke

5 Lastland, \
it sch mada en the {lIoor of the Senate by Senator
L) ‘mdp;l,’p:ﬂucm wé:gp_!}_@ﬁmrt_isr their decislons mdgd
communism and sabversion., Mr, Jlrﬂ:l .;:t::do;.!“ :::«:; ‘{‘ m .’:‘ ca¢
the aoblcat of bodies. It is 4 fendament our , he vl
It 1 mot hesnlihy to attemp
Attempts are being made to discredit it e iag very
down, as 1 think the Supreme (ou
e et "ﬂ”‘:,' isions Or Bol. I seewms proper to
well, whether 1 agree with eme of Us dec e el (B
 { do 80 on the floor of the Semate. .
?&fm& ”e:m:::lded senator Javits lor his deiense of the blpremelfrrz.opl .
a&r Kuchel stated "1 have po doubt th.t there are in our population ;! up o
vht; are guilty of treason, apd, ax has bern said o2 this floor ﬁm“ .t ht;r ::;ﬂ ”
poud > ia this teg GM':.?JQT l;:::gﬁl J ;:t:nr foover and the Federnl
this ard. I salute .
x;‘::r m.ug.ﬁ who at this momest keow precisely who arentr:e
treasonable imericans, where they are, and what they are dol:!g;ccuﬂty of’f
}dradm disservice to the case of fmerica and (0 thc cauae ,‘

i
J

our coustry for anyone to stiempt Lo undermine our people’s {aith in any of guy
Bstional goveramental institstions. ™

NOT RECORDED
191 maY 16 1962

In the origina) of g memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
Record for 47 / ?,r"@”}_ was reviewed and pertinent items were

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

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

67 MAY 16 1957205

;7

Original filed in: éé‘ B / 7 3/__‘
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C' ’ \ Belmeat
UNITED STATES GO\ e ] . ~ . Mol
Cplitaban
MemOTaﬂawu . _ ;{:%Z

Malone __________

Rosen

To :  MR. MOHR pate: May 16, 1962 [ p—
- T
Holthes 0 _

FROM . Gandy
/ 7L—"" LQ(-”
SUBJECT: /W

/,f/ On 5/15/62 at approximately 5:00 PMqaned and
. stated that he was in the office of Deputy Attorney General Nicholas deB,
v’ Katzenbach. He stated that he had been trying all afternoon unsuccessfully

to see the Director. He was apprehensive lest scme reason might exist
that the Director did not want to see him. I asked him if he had been in

touch with Miss Gandy. He stated that he had iss Gandy advised
im the Director was out of the office. 1 told that I had

just returned after being away from the office 2Il day, but I was sure
e,

that if Miss Gandy told him the Director was out of the office, that he
ctually was out of the office.

" ~ —— !
/) m stated that he was going to to my office
~ b when he finished talking with Mr. Katzenbach. Whe arrived
the office I told him that I checked with Miss Gandy to see whe or not

— the Director had returned arid was advised that he was still out of the office.
I advise that the Director is frequently called out of the
office unexpectedly.

stated that he understood Associate Justice Frankfurter

of the Supreme Court had another stroke and it is very unlikely that he will ever

return to his position as a member of thgggmem;_t_.

stated that he was in Washington to discuss any vacancy that might exist,

should Frankfurter retire from the Bench, with Mr. Katzenbach and Joseph F.
Dolan, Assistant Deputy Attorney General, jEEE—stated that he has

/ at least a 50-50 chance of being appoint t might occur

He indicated that

—_2
Aot . e I e

L ]

_RECOMMENDATION: \\1. Co~ 278585 " o

Y N —

| mem to the office of Mr, DeLoach and-then-I-drove-him
_to the catch a 7:00 PM }ilane back to New York. MAY 18 1582 -5
L ! - *

*
-

P ]

———

Mg,
one. ... inforxnza\.tnfe{g_-‘v ,‘:’5}5”\‘, s s
o J’FN 4_3)'1352 1 - Mr. DeLoach % 145 may ‘1,(:.!%

Mg =
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OFTIONAL FORM WHO. 10 ' .) Tolson

Belmon
UNITED STATES ¢ . - T ;

Mohr
Callahan
Conrad

- Memoraruum o
: / TO : Mr. A, Rosﬁg{n n A‘TE: 6/14/62 rore

\ i e
rroM_: G, H. Scatterda)qmcfé /,/ . v/ Q:::;f

b

R
2" -y x
~ =

—

— - -
.;g' : T NAME CHECK REQUEST

Mgsz a pame check request was received A

OYM: migted ifiditvated TtThat this individua

s applying for a
osition as 'custodlal laborer.,"

b bf)c nformatioé gl;gglé: rgfngtWentifiable derogatory

Memorandum from Mr NlChOlS to Mr. Tolson dated 9/3/57

[ R S Sy —-—r -

reveals that the Director has instructed that no action be taken

concerning requests received from the Supreme Court until the matter

has been presented to him and he personally rules on the request. }
#

RECOMMENDATION: ;

That the Form 57 OF be stamped, "No derogatory
data" and returned to the U upreme Court, If a proved this
memorandum should be returned to the Name Check Section for handling.

l

o

57 JUN 261962
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A i
/9 - ng Beach

L.1L
Mr. J. E. Hoover.
Dear Sir,

Writing in reference to prayer in school. So many
people seem to think those Judges are not American in there way
of thinking all Justices (?) one year (?) did not vote They have handed
down some pretty funny decisions of late. Dont you think they should
be checked? 1 think it about time the American people started to
clean them out. Sen Mc. Carthy was right. Those bullheads did not
believe him. Krus Chef made a statement he did not have to worry
about America. Since when does 5 families speak for all America?
The people are raving mad about it. Those Judges represent all
America not 5 families Since when did any prayer hurt any child?
Please investigate Thank You

Sincerely

/o/

b (s b? (~  TRUE COPY OF ENCLOSURE
| R

g Beac
L.1L

Communijcation wag postmarked June 27, 1962, at Long Beach; New York.

& “““SZ%-\ eyl T TS
\ -

e JuL 8 1962 Q%kg\










--..eloauro have been mclnd h llr. loon:'. - l, g . ‘:—_.','_'"”‘ -
. abuence from Wuh!.ngton, 1 know he would mt N
me to thank you for your interest in writing him,

C‘

~
1
~d
—

I4g
-..HUOH INIaviy:

e

and please be assured your communication will be
brou;httohulttanucn‘henhntnm R

I %1 b"rﬁt

'1’—ﬁaﬁtﬁ’-| ~ Secretary

) "em,( ] ‘*." " ber remarks regarding theBupreme Court. .-,
Mohr
goLouch .
Aty — e o A3
Sullivan h 3 & VQ;‘ -

1 cowwFBl L
| NOTE: Neither correspondent nor her husba.nd ll ldent:lﬁable
o :n' o - A"b r
ol 3'7(//19(” \&35 [y,
Callahan t E ;
"""‘;f': FU .

E o —

Tele. Room 5 5 (‘\

Gandy J m.u_ noon]dp TELETYPE vt 3 é

in Bufiles. An in-absence reply is being Iorwarded .In v'low d

Belmont

Conrad .‘2 LH

ot
Roset o
) -'5 £ r_g
o
Gandy —




e ook . o

\ — ‘ PHONE EM 8.0421
¢ _

ey . SALES AND SERVICE

SPECIALIZING IN REBUILDING GRAND PIANOS EXPERIENCE IN THREE FACTORIES

b 7 C/ DALLAS 5,

July 16, 1962,

Mr. J. Edgar Hoover
Federal Bureau Of Investigation
Washington, D« C.

Dear Mr. Hoover:

I for one appreciate your efforts in law enforcement. It seems that
every time you report, crime has increased. It is time the tide of
crime should go the other way.

In my opinion, Copet proceedure and criminal laws should be reformed.

To begin with the reme Court, some years ago an English statesman
said our Supreme Cowrt was an ufineccessary luxury and should be
abolished, He may have been right, I do not thihk the President

should be allowed to appoint those Judges, as most of them are appointed
for political reasons, The American Bar Association knows who among
them are qualified, Let them select three for consideration, then a
Senate Comittee should inves tigate them and recommend one one for the

T nv—n'l

d.yyuul tment, The same P oceadure cowld be UJw for all Fedaral
Judges. The Supreme Court often renders a decision, which is proof
that about half of them do not understand the Constitution.

On the matter of State Courts, Lawywers have had too much to say in

framing the criminal laws, It is too easy to get a new trial, reversal

or appeal., Everytime this is done, one or more lawyers have their hands

out, At the same time, it means more expense to the State. For instance

consider the Chessman case in Califormia, -
ceig EB o 0750

I think all Courts should be equal. T State Bar could select a dozen

qualified men among them to review Court proceedure and it should not

be generally knowm who they are, to avoid any attempt toward bribery.

Vhen a criminal is tried in State Court, a transcript of the proceedings

should be made and a copy sent to three of these men for revisa,and if

two of them say the criminal had a fair trial, no appeal should be granted.

-5 JUL 24

Juries should not be able to name the penalty for a ecriminal, but only 1962

to Bay if he is guilty, perhaps sometimes with extenuating cirewmsiances, mm..

then let the Judge say what the penalty should be,

A
Juries are sometimes too "chicken hearted" and do not like to apply ( /

the daeth penalty, Since the criminals are gaining on us, the deatl%
Or

penalty should be applied ten times more than it is. T
PP CORRE

Pardon the length of this, I just wanted to have my szy.
AL, ] - Very trly .YQ‘!,I,‘E[J/// _

Y ¥ g
e OV b7C e




Cul]uhan

DeLooch

Your letter dated July mn hu been receivod
ln llr. Hoover's absence from Washington. Please be assur

':1

your communication wln be broaght to hh attontlon npon his 3
return. . U *
Enclosed is material I hope you find of lnterest.
B | Sincerely yours, . .. .
[T A | Hel % g T |
._7 _'I o . : elen . Gﬁ.ndy : ?
~ < (1362 ' - Becretary .77
COMM.-FR} L~

Enclosures (5)
LEB Introductions:
8-1-59

5 1-62 -

6-1-60 : e .
6-1-61 ‘ <
4-1-62 S o o DC%'-:;
NOTE Nelther correspondent nor his compa.n 8 1den'gﬂa

' Q'Y . PBufiles. An in-absence reply is being forw ed in vi&#R of hi =attack
upon the Supreme Court and other Federal a&hd state m.gistraty

Room — . o -
- I

be

4. hd ﬂo"vx uzw f;ﬁ.-.

4

n

~
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4-572 (Rev, 2-14-60)

OPTIOMAL FOAM WO, 10 0 ,
]
-

UNITED STATES G - NT

Memorandum

TO : The Director DATE:

FROM N. P. Callahan

SURTFOT The Cnannrascinnagl Remard

r

Men:orandwm to the Directer o
Re: The Comgressiomal Recerd

BENATE - continved

Adjoursment: Ustil Thursdny, August 14, 1982, at 10 a. m.
’ APFENIRY

Pages A8238- 28239, Seastor Thurmoad, (D) South C.rolima,
sxieaded his remarks to include twe breadcasts over station % OKE, Chariestos,
feuth Carolina, by Mr. Harry C. Weaver, owner snd geaeral manager of this
station. ir. Weaver comuments en U. £. payments to ihe Uniled Naticas, State
Departinsat foreign policy and the racial situation in Albany, Georgia.

Mr. Weaver stated “ligw ¢an we Americans expect good te provail, as long as
we permit our leadsrs to revard the evil doers© Imternatiomally, as well as
here st home, the {orces of evil scmtinue to win., The Director of the FBI,
Alr. J. Edgar Hoever, in his August *Bulictin to Law Enforcement Officials, *
telers to the * svalanche of cricce sweeping our coustry.® And, we sy,
"Why pot’. The U, 5. gupreme Court bas made the job harder for the law snd
essier lor the criainal in o series of docisions during the past & years that have
rocked the mmmhvmm-mnq..bz___- ff'if_:i'/.‘)—-

. NOT RECORDED

199 AUG 31 1962 [

—— ——

In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated 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 placed
in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files. ‘%

57 SEP 111562
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4-572 (Rev. 2-19-60)
OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 O )
-

UNITED STATES GC. T {

Memorandum

TO : The Director

DATE: J(Ffef”ACra?% /?é,@

FROM N, P. Callahan

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

Pages 18180.:8143. Cemgressuan williaxs, AL} Kissisaippl,

“ " “n.nu "

w:. : ce g‘"w & Jw}mr on the U. §. Bupreme ¢« eart wrilien by

rmmm" - - Amomotle of Berkaley, Caliloraia. This materis] contained

incinded an nrucl: i!ut;:xgct;ms:ﬁ Lon ¢ e Villama ae
. . . . bupriae (ourt. Americas ¢ - TORr

Soriet i-olitttwre "~ wriiten by Hosorabls Lucas D, Phillips, a ::::;3 of t.h‘!

Spoic (RCITRIAG memu‘mmm.aaww
#
!

bouse O dadegatis of the Virgintz General Aasemily.

-

, M;gjigé;

FCORDED

77

In the original of @ memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
Record for tember JU/ /942 was reviewed and pertinent items were

marked for the Director's attention, This form has been prepared in order that
portions of o copy of the original memotandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed

in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files.

Original filed in:



4-572 [Rev. 2-19-60)
OPNONAL FORM NO. 19 (‘] r )

‘ -~
UNITED STATES &

Memorandum
i /Q ' TO The Director DATE! /d// )//: &
e /
FROM N. P. Callghan
SUBJECT: The Congressional Record
8
1 Psgﬂ 33071-22518. Semator Javits, (R) New Yerk, .&h
{rmze 0! the wpremc Court as & Tosull ¢! an attack on ths Court by bemator

Lastiandy (U] Mississippl, om lday 2, 1963, ¥r. Javits stated "Alter charging

that the cupreme Court Aas ‘in'ringed, invaded, amd usurped the powers vested

by the ( fsiutuuon‘ In the executive snd legislative branchee of the Goveramant,

srtlor Eastlind presented charts that m?edly deu.omnstratesd that all members
i | o

i Az

& the  ourt bave, for masy years, beem delipering pro-Cemiiunist vote N\
t‘;&r:?z:}iﬁdanmm,v the bauic security of our coumtry irom the u':n:m
'“.h.u. r:a s comspiracy frowm without and within. * Semator Javits iacliud-d
et Qm;h & mey orandun on the subject of "Eemator Fastland's Attack
. &, buprecy/s ourt-An isalyals and Respomse” prepared by Associate

orecn, ta vef rsen of the New York University Sciool of Law. Prolessor
tax frand. n:r‘ “lto thehme of Gold v. United States, whica invalved sacome
bralt-vws iﬁ':n Bt t'hu On o/ the (sauces was whether Gold had been deprived
S 3Muri becanse "su £l agent, tavestigating amother case in which falsity

, ommynist aifidarit was also charged, * Mad anked 3 members of u\

QOriginal filed in: / G’ /7 ;?/ _

fery hudher they had recelved
propazanda liternture, and alag bscause sthor\
me r{so! thz jury had heard of tae FBI cm"' )

W

¢ L
R lo—275 5 /27
'5'77 {-_-- L I Lt -‘/
4 NOT Brroy; =
s 191 gc?m?zr-_'”

e

{
In the original of @ memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
Record for7 o - + ¢+ 7w/ - /. _ wasreviewed and pertinent items were
marked for the Director’s attention. This form has been prepared in crder that
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed

in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files.

Ay, el t—m e
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Tolson
‘r,/ UNITED STATES C 0 T :) e —

pm— e e ——— r—

Y' — ) R . \\ ’ 1 .

Mahs

. Casper

Memora S
gor.rweh

TO Mr. A. Roser\,/ DATE: January 2, 1963 2:?‘%
s 2ok

FROM Mr. G. H. Scatterday ,Hi’ Moy o ==

| JV“‘ v/( Gandy,
- —.
COURT NAME K> REQUEST

name check request

, upreme
orn
The Form fSll mitte

is applying for a position
as "Police Private (Supreme Court). R

A check of Bureau files reveals no identifiable
derogatory information concerning

LY

Memorandum from Mr. Nichols te Mr. Tolson
dated September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director has

instructed that action be taken concerning requests
received from thggﬁugreme Court until the matter has
been presented to him and he personally rules on the
request. _
RECOMMENDATION:

= That the Form 57 onW be
stamped "no derog data" and re Supreme
Court. If approved, this memorandum should be returned
the Name Check Section for handling.
: , /}ri fr’

OMGINAL Fiew IN 6T & _ 1L/ C 77

1 - Mr Rosen , %)'7742 75'575...

ame Check
NOT "“f e \DDED

176 JAN 8 1963

Al A\ e

4 SN 8 S
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Santa Barbara, California

January 27, 1963

J. Edgar Hoover

U S. Department of Justice
Federal Bureau of Investigation
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Hoover,

*

| How we wish that all men in charge of our
governmpent would avoid political favoritism. How we hope

that the Supreme Court will soon stop usurping the powers of
the State. .

We appreéiate your love for our Constitution,
ard for true American liberty.

May God bless you always. We feel so happy \ /
to quote your words in the Family Weekly of Jan. 27, 1963,
of Santa Barbara." 1I{eel today, as on May 10, 1924, the
challenge to be a servant of my fellowman and my God.

- Let us hope that Christianity may triumph
all over our United States.

Your sincere friends,

L~

) ——
. _?) 7 -""l(

n/](/ R 4 FEB 6 1953 _L,-\‘)
lj {%0






Gondy MAIL ROOME:] TELETYPE UN1T L]

~ ] -
{ 2
B 22275 S W T eran (SRS &
o . g 8 '&s ‘ * “,,'a *r'n‘f .- ‘r N *» w,«_ Q"' _":‘?_? 3". ._;‘“, n,,:.i;’. : -‘-.4':"1 % r
X a & . s i 4 e B . o -s_ <
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Dur llru. Turner: o
- R B S RS - .:?':, - _'r PR : -,;
: ﬂ"-',__ s !‘ ‘ lhave received the letter from you and * L ce
— dated January 27th, and lmt to thank you
. " for writing as you did. Your kind comments concerning
my administration of the FBI's activities are indeed
a source of much ehcouragement tome, - %
| Bincerely yours,
0. Edgar Hoover ' __— S
NOTE: F has sent two similar letters to the /¢
Director both during August, 1962, Both letters were
cordially acknowledged and she has been sent reprint
LEe n;ateria.l on communism, (94 5- 50421 and 62-26225 8-1466)
;:{::::t UEC'D W MANED E
Mohs N _
Cattanan FEB 5 - 1953 :
Conrad L . [}
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UNITED STATES GOV} O :') Toloon o

Belmont o
Memoranaurn

Con:ud —_ ZE
h

Evans

» Deloac
TO + Mr. Gale'fj':i\/ DATE: March 4, 1963 b

3 [71-1 | R —

Sullivan mee—

Tevel
’ Tfoteter___....__..
FROM @ H, L, Edwardg Ot

olres

[ 111§ S —
SUBJECT: THE SUPREME COQURT ADVISORY COMMITTEE V
ON CRIMINAL RULES - PROPOSED AMENDMENTS
TO THE FEDERAL RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE

CRIMINAL LAW SECTION
AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION

Chairman of the Criminal Law Section, Evelle J. Younger, by letter
dated February 20, 1963, a copy of which went to all officers and members of
the Criminal Law Segéion Council, has appointed a 7-man committee to form a
liaison with the U. 5. ~Supreme CaurtfAdvisory Committee on Criminal Rules.
This committee will study/m preliminary draft of proposed amendments to the
Federal rules on criminal procedure and report on them at the next council
meeting in Chicago which will be held during the annual American Bar Association
meeting, August, 1963. The committee consists of Charles A. Bellows, Chairman;
General Charles L. Decker, Judge Advocate General of the Army; General
Kenneth J. Hodson of General Decker's Staff; Arthur Freund of St. Louis; Judge
Laurance M. Hyde, Jefferson City, Missouri; Rufus King of Washington, D. C.;
and Edward Silver, District Attorney of Brooklyn, New Yorx.

_ These proposed amendments were the subject of a memorandum from
the Training Division dated 2/28/63 and are being studied by the Legal Research
Desk of that Division which will alert me to any of the proposed amendments in
which the Bureau has an interest so that I will be able to follow these matters
closely with the liaison committee set up by Chairman Younger.

I

ACTION:
— ;R A7 7y
/')

7 NOT RT‘COP“ED

108 MAR 7 1953
b/) '; .._Z_ —
O fi—

Information.

.;{.

1 - Training Division (Attention: - 4 MAR 1963
1- Mr. DeLoach )

- (/ ‘ i A T
HLE:ejw ~ ———’La! T ‘

4) ' e

()J

B2 WA 1419”3 \i




b et . i

) - « N 4
-'::Eé;::;;nw Gov;-‘“) ; :) %E&
Memorandum =
TO : Mr. A. Rosen DATE: March 20, 1963
- Trotter
| ° F¥RoM : Mr, G, H. Scatterday'(:;li:,-L xﬁjg:—__

b? fﬂ i Gondy
CSUPREME COURT NAME CHECK REQUEST ‘Q%fé

name check request was
orn
mitted indicates that s 1ndividUia

osition as "Secretary-Receptionist.®

A check of Bureau files o jdentifiable
derogatory information concerning ‘s

* + Memorandum from Mr. Nichols to Mr, Tolson
dated September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director has
instructed that no _action be taken concerning requests
received from the Supreme Court until the matter has been
presented to him and he personally rules on the request,

. ~
RECOMMENDATION: ' _ (7
- That the Form 57 on €
stamped "no derog data" and re o the U. 'S, eme
Court. 1If apﬂrovedt this memorandum should be returned to
the Name Check Section for handling.
e k)
al - e %ﬁ/ﬁy
1%
P % — ’
\' iR L sl / g L{
L t_,.! m sl
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PR ANY g maR 221963
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TRUE COPY
R
\Oﬁ/{ & < June 2, 1963 y
ey
{f ) ?\/
mjir J Edgar uOOVeI‘ \-’/
Dear Sir

I have Never Written you Before. I am an average Working Man
living in a Small town in Western Oregon.

. T'have wrote many letters to the Repsentative and Se r from

rds to the freedom given the Communist By the U, 8, Supreme

ga,
Court, I also had the F.B.l. from the Portland Office visit My home, after

I Wrote them a letter about Gus Hall Speaking at Our College at Monmouth B
Oregon. Z

I was told By the F, B.1. official there was Nothing they could
do as long as the Laws of Our Country are like they are to day.

I am a member of a Protestant Church, Nazarene, I have never
Been a member of any group other than my Church.

I think it High time Some one could Stop some of the Supreme
Court doings. _

T : £ Our Nati
It S8eems 80 many Ol Uur ANation do

any more. Which the Bible is the foundation for all Sound doctrine.

Sincerely,

BEG-51 /o _ 275"
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Your letter of Juné 2nd was received in Mr, Hoover's
absence from the city. Iknow he would want me to thank you for .o
§lving him the benefit of your observations rohttve to the menace S
communists pose to our freedoms. o

Q
Enclosed is some literature you may find to b2
of interest. s S
| | | ~E 8
Bincerely yours, =z =
et Helen W. Gandy
IN-atey | Becretary
DOMMEET o o

oS

Belmoat
Mobr
Casper
Callchan
Conrad
DeLoach
Evons
Gale
Rosen
Sullivan
Tavel

Holmes
Gandy

+ 1 - Portland - Enclosure - L W

Enclosures (4)

.. Eime of Testing

Deadly Duel

An American's Challenge 10-8- 62
The Current Communist Threat

-

ATTENTION SAC: Bufiles contain no record ldentiﬁahle with eorresponde
NOTE: It is noted correspondent has written to the Portland Oﬁice relative
Hall's speaking at Monmouth, Oregon.
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" UNITED STATES GOV3m.VMENT -
Memorandum
. —_—i{: 1.
TO : The Director DATE: //6/ 3
FROM N. P. Callahan
susjecT: - The Congressional Record

- N l

[
—wpyow 2 L poura

Page 11881, Geaator Ervin, (It North Carolinm, swbmitted se
kmm-ummmmmauyl. 1963,

- -—. - —a -
anitifl.ed Mﬂ--gtﬁ-lnlui}bq-hu- Am...-cn.—_ng Me Nowio

Pointad out that the writer of this editerial "asserts with accuracy that the
Filorsey General’s prediction that the Swpreme (ourt, s bow coastituted,
would sverrule the civil rights cases of 1843, leads support to those persons

\ ‘
who have Bien assertineg ine & years that the mine moen i black Save luntaed

\Mmc“hhmdmuwmhmcouumh

42-275%52

NOT RECORDED
128 JUL 23 1963

In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
Record for ’72](2; 3 was reviewed and pertinent items were
marked for the Direétor's attention. This form has Leen prepared in order that
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may ke clipped, mounted, and placed
in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files.

&

1
t

Original filed in:



. Mer
- - b ) Mr.
N . Cullman, Alabama gn
- . T.
s { ’)ctober 2, 1963 4~
. ' Mr.
. I Mr
The Honorable John Edgar Hoover, Director Mr.
Federal Bursau of Investigatlon ne e
Washington, D. C. Mr. Sutlivam
Mr. Tavel.
Mr. Trotter
Tele. Rnom
Miss H lmes

Bir;:
' Y Miss G.ndy e

I appeal to you in behalf of the welfare of our Country! Bomeonel ... ___ __
forget political strings and stand up courageously and do what 1is really )
best for this Country. From your past record of concern for our youth e,

/ and of forty years of service to our Amerlca, I belleve your oourage 1s I
without equal and that you could lead us out of this moraps of roiten
politics and help us to respect our leaders again.

My husband and I voted for Mr. Kennedy, but apparently our confidencse

was misplaced. We feel that it would do no good to appeal to & man who
allows Dr. Martin Luther Xing, Jr. ( whase soft-spoken ways reek of hy
pocrisy and Mr. Xruschevls tactics) and vther Negro leaders such as Rus
tin( with & oriminal record and Communistioc intents) to disrupt all 1&! '
and order in this Country, but accuses a patriotic and fearless Amerlcdn,

our Governor of Alabama, the Honorable George Wallace, of brlinging death
and ohaos to our State because he rebels agalnst a law that we feel to be
agalnst the best interests of both races involved. }ﬂé

[

-

&

I am an average American citizen, white, female, forty-eight years of

age and the mother of one thirteen year old son, I care enough about the
youth of today, both white and Negro, to want we adults to rectify & mis-
take that we allowed to take place by our apathy. If we adults are in a
state of econfusion because we can'% respect the *Law of our Land" anymore
because it 1s obvioualy being misused, what kind of a future are we offer-—
ing our children? Neither white nor black chlldren can feel sgfe in thelr
schools or churches, anymore, just because we have allowed ouﬁgﬁgggggg_
Court to reverse a decision that we knew was not to the good of our ounf?é

oy

Don't you think it a remarkable fact, Mr. Hoover, that the two subjects
which have alwaye disturbed Americans nationwide, and csaused the most
dissension among us, namely, our civil liberties and religlous freedonm,
have been publicized and had reverse decisions rendered on them by the
Supreme Court in recent years? Even though both declslons oc&n be ration-
alized, there are millione of thinking Americens who are aware that thils
is exactly the manner in which Communiets spread thelr insldious dlssagse.
Doesn't it appear to you that they have achlieved their goal by creatiing
more turmoil within our Gountry then there has been since the Civil War?

S HE T
® g I 0oy ;O |:JLH.E§EG'53 ég?-i@';‘f:’::/g&

J LBy - 'oqcrlwgss S
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O
Pleaea, Mr. Hoover, HELP! S8ince the underocurrent rfeeling throughout this
land prevalls that subvereive elements have influenced our Supreme Court
and that the *bulldozing" methods being employed by our leadere to force
our acceptance of their questionable decisions only create resentment and
dipharmony, something oconstructive must he done to restore our faith in
our leaders! Don't you think that if the American people bé¢ shown that
the integrity of our nine Supreme Court Justices ls beyond reproach that
we could more willingly accept laws on whioch we cannot vote? What better
way than by Televigion? After all, the lives of our Presidentis, the mem-
bera of thelr Cabinets, our Senators and Congressmen and other publie of-
Ticiale are open books to us. Why should the nine men whose deoclsions
have torn this Country asunder remain shrouded in mystery? Why should
they remain aloof and be treated with more respect than our Presidents?
After all, they are only human beings, not gods. We Americang are not of
the etock to blindly follow our leaders, &nd I, for one, have ceased 1o
be a "hero worshipper®. When world famous and respected ministere of the
Gospel allude to our Bupreme Court disparagingly, 1an't it time to know
these nine men better? If our Justices poassess the fine characters whlesh
should be synonymous with men in such trusted positions, they should want
to do their Country a great service by being thoroughly investigated by
your Department and by 1etting all the facts and themselves be publioclzed
on Television.

I appeal to you not because I wish to discredit anyone, but because we
Americans who have always loved our Country and trusted our leaders are

tired of having our feelings discredited. Genulne respect has to be &

two—vay affair.

Television is getting ready for another *Political Show" in the !64 elec~
tions, and we wlll be barraged with facts and rumors about the two candli-
dates chogsen, but if the man who ie elected has to run this Country accord-
ing to the edicts of the Bupreme Court, what difference does 1t make wheth-
er we even vote, or not? It seems to me, and I'm sure, to millions of othe
er Americans concerned about the plight of our Country, that our Supreme
Court should be chosen by the people instead of belng appointed, but slnce
this change hasn't been made, please use your influence to help us know our

Supreme Court Justices so that this Nation can again know where 1t is belng
lead.

Respectfully submitted,

YA e———l
eaw -
Boed Approx qis

Cullman, Alabama

s i T s At Ak e
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My F
™
os =
—E o
z =
Mr. Hoover received your letter of g =

October 2nd and asked me to thank you for your kind
remarks about his administration of the FBI and £or
your bringing your views to his attention.

=

By s
1

!h

= He also requested me to explain tht thcm
activities of this Bureau are controlled by Presidential
directives and legislative enactments. The procedurse
. you suggest does not fall within the purview of this Buréiu
3 under existing regulations. Therefors, Mr. Hoover trusts
you will understand why he is not in a poaltlm tobeof -
holp in this regard.

Bincere!y_q yours,
Helen W, Gnndy
Q);Q{ Secretary
Tolscn V Sb“ Q"q’
Mo 1- BLrg:}ngham Enclosurenrt § S '

Casper

Callahan BEC.D RVii Hy ‘ -
cores SEE NOTE ON NEXT PAGE | GI oy w.«
W

»en ‘4,‘? /.’ / b

Sulliven
(‘T P AR

Tavel
MAIL HOOMD TELETYPE UNIT E:l

Trotter
Tale. Room
Holmes
Gandy
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NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Bufiles. She appeals
to the Director for help in straightening outt&s country which is
now being "'ruled” by the decisions of the Supreme Court rather

. than by duly elected officials. She wants the FBI to investigate
the members of the Supreme Court and make the data available
to the public.

[}
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Memorandum *  —

/TO : Mr. A. Rose DATE: March 17, 1964

Trotter
FROM ' Mr. G. H. Scatterday(yﬂ_ b Q p el
2 X
D

b/} :'// 1/ Gandy

S FROM SUPREME COURT

————— J—

SUBJECT:

7

NANME CHEDCK RE

13, 1964, name
.warsﬁal,
~bo

4
icates that
No position is shown for

On .iarc check requests were received

applying for

A check of Bureau files
erozatory information concerning

ra
-

w L
semorandwa frop lir. ~ichols to nr., Tolson dated -
eptenber 3, 1957, reveals that the Director has instructed that
o action be taken concerning vequests received from the Supreme
Courg until the matter has been presented to him and he personally
.rules, on thg request,

- B
RCHFD DA\TION;

o e
- « Jhat the Forms 57 onm anmbe stamped "no
derogat¥ry data" and returned 10 . 5. Su e Court. If
gpprqveu, thig memorandum should be returned to the Name Check

onfor handlin \J(Ji/)
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Dear Mr. Hoover: O

Can you possibly clear up a few things regarding the U, S. Supreme Court;

1 . They are against prayer and Bible reading in schools-

2. It seems their fight Against pornography is very poor, if they
allowed the legality of such a filth as Tropic of Cancer' ==

3. And now I read where they decided the members of the Communists
party is not obliged to register —

. I don't quite understand their actions — K 1 4 1 still
adds up to 2 It looks as tho our supreme Court Consists of Communists ——

' {l.S this true? ?

Would you please write and let me know— I am quite
concerned as are a few other of my friends. '

If there is someone else we can write to — please inform me

Thanks so much

Y - C
awthorne, Calif, k) 7

Copy sent to Supreme Court

L et o B
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" June 16, 1964 |

m
Dear QNN

Your letter of June 9th has been received

. — -//" . A'
Hawihorne, California b / —

183
HOON SNIGYIN-G.03 :

ahd Mr. Boover asked me to tell you tl{at, as a matter of
policy, he bas not answered inquiries requesting his
opinion of other governmental organizations. He trusts
you will understand his position.

Sincerely yours,
MAILED & 7
JUN 1C1964 elen W. Gandy
COMM.FEI ., \ /+Secretary

NOTE: Correspondent cannot be identified in Bufiles.
3) :

. W e
{,&H b(// b?ﬁ/ o | P %N.Ed /’/

Tolson
Belmont
Mokt
Caasper
Callghan
Conrod
Deloach
Evans
Gale
Rasen

/- MED D HLTL08

Suilivan

/67 b
i ——06 1 JUN 241964, ) ’bﬂ

Tele. Room
Holmes
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ondo beach, Culif. 90278
J'U.ly 2, 1964.

I PV E
L, L 7

Hon. J. Edgar Hoover
Federal Bureau of Investigation
Weshington, D. C.

Dear iy, Hoover:

Is it appropricte opepossidle for you to supply us
with copies of the Decisions of thqureme gourt during the last
few years, besring, primerily on their decisions favorsble 4o
athelsm, Communism and those restricting the activities of our
law inforce.ent officers. Including elsc integration end the

reapportionment of the Xepresentatives and Senators from the
various stetes. '

we believe are, in some cases, illegal and no%t in conformity with
the Copstitution. In other words, meking laws, not interpreting

We are endcavoring to compile a record, which l
those already enacted by Congress or suthorized by the Constitution.

If unable to supply, can you advise us where and
how to obtain.

Lhanking you in advance for your consideration,

Respectfully and freternally,

bl H7¢

B /o aA75F5. 4

/ T —
{‘1 o {Q & JUl 10 g5
4
,[’ql'w \ T -
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Jnly 9, 1964

,’«\-A Ty v"i b / - -
* 70 o
o , Redondo Beach, California 90278 b o

f
™
9_»
p
J
U‘\
o)
P
;;s
REL

.Your letter of July and has been recelved.

Although I would like to be of assistance, the
FBI does not have material of the type you requested available
for distribution. For decisions of the Supreme Court, it is

suggested you write to the Superintendent of Documents, Government
Printing Dffice, Washington, D. C. 20402.

o _ Enclosed is some literature I hope you will find
of interest. : \ ' -

MAILED &

JUL § - 1964

commere | . Edgar Hooven /%///
Enclosures (4) ' .
Faith in Freedom . . :
Keys to Freedom : |
' - Counterintelligence Activities '
ﬁf'r What Young People 8hould Know About Communism
_ "NOTE: Bufiles contain no record identifiabile with correspondent. Hehwe-
W—ﬂm Wm W&d&e

Sincerely yours,

Tolson
Belmont _.
Mohr
Casper
Callahan
Conrad
Del.oach
Evans
Gale
Rosen
Sullivan
Tavel
Trotter
Tale. oorn
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UNITED STATES {_/ERNMENT )| o
. s g:;::;n
Memorandum

TO : Mr. Conrad DATE: 7/27/64

blr T =
b7 -

Gandy
Protest Letters to 1 -
1 ates oup ourt 1

FROM

Conr

Re memorandum 7/15/64 from D. J. Brennan, Jr.,

to Mr. Sullivan, % C /
Rambling, incoherent afionymous letters mentioned

in referenced memorandum were furnished to the Laboratory
for search in the Anonymous Letter File. The search was
made with negative results, Copies were not added to this
.file. No watermarks, indented writing or other indication
as to the sources of the letters was found.

. The letters are attached. No photographs were
made in the Laboratory.

RECOMMENDATION: That this memorandum and enclosureg be
forwarded to the Correspondence and Tours
Section and Liaison Unit for their
information.

Enclosures L

r
-1

1l -t Mr, ‘Belmont

1 - Mr, Sullivan
1 - Mr. Deloach

. « R
1 Mr osen L/

/
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lhnhnl Bupreme Court
furnished four letters addressed to the Supreme Court. These
are general rambling letters which objected to recent decislou
handed down by the Supreme Court.

You are being furnished tvo copl an anonymous .
let:ter. A search of the anonymous letter file conducted with -
negative results. This letter contains the statement, *"We have .
permission from our police chief to gshoot shoot niggers. We
have guns and more ammunition than we ¢an ever use and base-
ball bats. ' This letter was postmarked 7-4-64 at Los Angeles,
California. - A

You are requested to make one copy ava.ﬂable o
one of your contacts in the Los Angeles Police Department. Xt
lhould be noted, however, that there is no indication the 'riter i

ta wafawwing ¢t tha Tae Anvalas Dalisna MNeans wdenant PPN
AD cwcaa W OMIT Ao I TITE S VULE apRItIGTHL. it
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Belmont

Mohr
Casper
Callahan

* -
OFNOMAL PORM ND. 10 H 3010-104
MAY 1#82 IDITION
GSA GEN. MO, NO. 37 i Tolson

S

Memorandum

TO : Mr. W. C. Sullivan\)yb pate: July 15, 1964

Teln. Room
rrom : D. J. Brennan, msﬂ§7w71// | Hoines
sugjecT: {PROTEST LETTERS_TQ
TATES SUPREME COURT
On 7/10/64” Marshal, Qpreme Court,
furnished four letters ressed to the Supreme Tourt. These

letters are general rambling letters which objected to recent
decisions handed down by the Supreme Court.

One is signed
: ennessee

, there are several
meaningless references to Mr. HooVer. bBased on information

available, there is no t1nen ble information in
our files concerning
advised these letters are being furnished

for our J!!es. l!es! letters are apparently written by

emotionally disturbed individuals.
ACTION:

L
|

.
L?dﬁ’,fa7¢423” :

For record purposes only.
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\
UNITED STATES GO\g_..RNMENT J |
Memorandum
TO

DIRECTOR, FBI DATE: 8/7/64

FROM :V;‘; SAC, LOS ANGELES (9-3090) (RUC)

b
sUuBJECT: + _PROTEST LETTERS TO

ITED STATES
« *SUPREME COURT

.- -
v L —

ReBulet to Los Angeles 7/29/64. -
-

(-]
/ mxpressed appreclation for the lettgr
(\ and state wou

forward it to the "Hospital Sq.", for
__comparison with others in file.

3 = Bureau
1l - Los Angeles
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“Greeley, Colorado

-

September 2, 1964

Mr. J. Edgar Hoover,
Director of the F. B. 1.
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Hoover,

This letter appeared in the Greeley Daily
Tribune on August 31st. I'm sure some of the statements
are not true, especially the last paragraph. Will you please

advise me how to answer a letter like this one? This
gentleman writes many extreme letters like this one to our

daily paper.
Thank you for your kind attention. ‘
Sincerely /CJ/

| 7 / -
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Letters fo fhe Tnbune l[fg

Says Supreme Caurt man voled pro in 49 cases out of |0,
Hos Dubious Record ' {8l Justice Bu;‘-on v;}et‘i pro-{in:
" Y |[ommiunist on 37 gut of 81 cus-

To The Fribune: = rodne. s g o’ elark Sted pro onlf

The 700 million .mop-com-) . My
munist people now iwnder com- gc?l?edw; rgf g é)uStice l-!;art e
munistic control, that were free of 85, Chief Justice wﬂm ;l‘r g
people prior to 1946, thought the | - inm'enn f
same wayummmmm&t&—der 2. mg

<

do. It can’t happen’ here. The b

United S$tates Supreme OCourt Iﬂthepmmm!ﬁlhﬂe
has a dubious record in casting|has been ne coniral ar investi
jts' vote on issues .involving Bation of Communist infiltratjon
communism. ‘Is the highest|in our governmeiit. Many Cam

court of our | mumists tried &b convicted inlj)
‘ﬂmumst-? 48d Rabiiend Jour courls or indiwduals that|

T T e e i)

itock the Fifth Amendment have
The following mformahon is
recorded in the minutes of the high positions fmvolving securi-/p

t ‘i”!l
Senate Judiciary Commitiee ty in our governmen
meeting held May 2, 1962 Sen might be {00 Iate, we maust elect

ator James Eastlanq, / chairman ® ;‘)‘r;s}fient that will stop thi
of that committee, recorded the|'® "% ) _ !

I

£ wvote of sach justice of the Su-
©  preme Court whenever a case
involving communism was tried.|
If the individual judge voted in
favor of the position advocated
by the Communist Party, his'
vote was regorded pro. If his
posmon was omtrary to th
Communist Party his vole was
-recorded contrary.
| Justice Black voted pro-com-
munist on 102 decisions out of
162 cases. Justice Frankfurter
Yoted pro on 69 cases out of 103.
Justice Douglas voted pro on
97 out of 100 cases. Justice Bren-
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Belmont
Mohr
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Conrad
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Rosen
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Tavel
Trotter
Tele. Room
Holmes
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Greeley, Colorado _

pex- NN

Your letter dated September 2nd and enclosure
have been received in Mr. Hoover's abasence from Washington.

I know Mr. Hoover would want me to advise you
that, as the head of a Federal investigative agency, he is not
in a position to evaluate or comment concerning the decisions
of the Supreme Court or the individual Justices. I am sure you
understand the necessity for such a policy.

184
NOOU ONIOY3Y -0,)3x

Enclosed is material I hope you find of interest.

\
KT
5]

Sincerely yours,

MAILED &

| sep g-1964
SEP 9= 1504, Helen W. Gandy

E __commral Secretary V/
Enclosufél (5) ,
— (3 b(/ See note and enclosures next page.
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,Enclosures (5) R I e T R
* MFaith in Freedom" I T e T T

Deadly Duel  ~' L T
Internal Security Statement, 4-17- 62 Sl
One Nation's Response To Communsim T

r

Senator Eastland recording the votes of the members of the
Supreme Court whenever a case involving commun{{m was trted
The votes are predominately procommunist

" Po You Really Understand Comumsm? S Lo T

s+ NOTE:: Correspondent is not jdentif  Bufiles under the 5 .7
names of d o
The clipp e enclosed describes & summary con ¥
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Memphis, Tenn.

t. Mr. Sulivan
Sep Mr. Tavel .

Mr. Trotter
Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, IELZ go?m
Llmes

F.B.1L Chief Miss Gandy

Washington, D. C. : —_—
e —————

Dear Mr. Hoover:

Since your department is supposed torout out and help eliminate
communism, especially in government, will you please tell me why the admitted
communist (the $100 a day man) is even considered for such a job? I'm sure there
are men with as much intellect in Washington who could do the job.

Judging from some of the decisions the Supreme Court has handed down
favor of communism, I think it is not hard to understand why Earl Warren insists
n keeping him. Isn't there anyone jn D. C. who yields more power in Washington, and
there is, why isn't it used on that-Supreme Court?

i

in
on
if

I am of the opinion (and hundreds of others I hear talk) that this Court is
a worthless organ and a terrible expense to our country and should be abolished or
re-shuffied and getting rid of Earl Warren and any others who are more concérned
with the welfare of the communist than with our Americans. This is how the whole

South feels on this situation and I pray God will removed any not concerned with the

good of America.

I Thank you, Mr. Hoover for your many years of service given our Country
and I trust there are many more to come.

Sincerely yours,

-

. ]
- b7
emphis, Tenn.

I would like to add that Mr. Johnson's knowledge (and failing to do something about it)
of the above situation isn't going to help him Nov. 3rd.

bor poe




Ll

Tolsen —
Belmant
Mohr
Caaper
Collahan
Conrad
Delooch
Ewvans
Gale
Rosen
Sullivan e
Tavel

Holmes
Gandy

o
e 6 1 SE-P’S’MJM 6! \\j

" waw rooml_1 TeLETYPE UNiT ]

September 38, 1964

Your letter was recelved on September 38rd
in Mr. Hoover's absence [rom the city. You may be certain
your communication will be brought to his attention upon

his retura. - %
’ Bincerely yours, I >
~ m
wE >
—_E =
Helen W. Gandy 5 =
Secretary s o5

NOTE: Bufiles reflect we have had prior cordial correspondence with

this individual, however, the controversial mature of the correspondent's

letter, her derogatory comments concerning Chief Justice Warren
and President Johnson prompt sending this individual a reply over
Miss Gandy's signature rather than the Director's.

(3)
(‘: !

(o
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OP!IONM FORM NO. IO ‘ 3010=108 .

- o MAY 1943 mron
Bsa cen RG. MO, 27 Tolson
UNITED STATES GCi sRNMENT ‘ Belmont

Mohr

/ ,] geLoech
asper
JY.L(/IILUI an um Euliroi%
ale y
T . Mr. Rosef) .y oate. October 15, 1964 i »—
Tavel
l"m-. Rosen 211;’:1«3:'-a
, rroM : G, H, Scatterda l Holmes

Gandy

¥
oy b e
/SUBJECT m 7 " M

ame check requests were
regceived from S. Supreme Court, on
the afore-capt The forms sublltted

iBfiicate tha g y1n§ for "general
¢leaning." m applying for "char work.,"
ositions are not shown f'or the two men on whom name

checks were being requested.

A check of Bureau files ble
- derogatory information concerning or

| 7 . R

TPnlas
remEvl aluaum .I.IUE l‘l.l. l‘l.bl-lU].ﬂ I-U l'l.l. 151500

dated September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director has
! instructed that no action be taken concerning requests

received from the Supreme Court until the matter has
been presented to him and he personally rules on the
request.

ECOMMENDATION:
That the Forn 57 oENNNREY . [
stamped “no derog and returned to the -
upreme Court, If approved this memorandum should -+
”be boL 6“ ,
"
Ie é-rﬂ’ @
ST _ "
/ )> f.f,.\ Rﬁw 57 g - 201
/\x\ \ST'IOS' :
69 0CT 291964 N oot 21"
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[E CHECK REQUEST -

- SEEU
name check request was

“i ,. - L o
L7 ¢« _~The 10 submitted indicates tha
. applying for a position as "Janitor

( A check of Bureau files identifiabl
rogatory information concerning

. Memorandum from Mr. Nichols to Mr. Tolson

dated September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director ha

"
-

instructed that no action be taken concerning request o
| received from the Supreme Court until the matter has \
been presented to him and he personally rules on the
request. ! e
] ECOMMENDATION: . :
0&’ o That the Forn:. 37 on be stamped
7,5 . "no derog data" ern. retursned to tne . o, Sapleme Court.'
; /)~ _ -If approved this memorandum shoiid be returned to the

~Name Chec’z Section for handling
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THE PREFACE

THE Republic of the United States of America has been in
existence for 175 years, In the long march of history this is
but 2 moment as time is measured. Our founding fathers met in
convention in 1787 and created our Constitution. This was an
assembly of more human intellect at one time and in one place
than in all of history. They put together our fundamental law
which is the greatest political document ever written by man.
From the beginning of this government all thoughtful men
have been concerned as to whether an ideal instrument for the
government of human conduct could survive in an imperfect
world, or if the people would long support such a government.
Truly “Eternal vigilance is the price of liberty.”

For the past 30 years we have been living in the era of the
demagogue namely the politician who panders to the prejudice
and passion of special interest and pressure groups who have the
organization and the power to vote in blocks. The leader of this
new political environment in our country was Franklin D.
Roosevelt. One of his first programs was an attempt to pack the
Supreme Court by increasing its membership so he could ap-
point some of his social minded tools who would do his bidding
in rendering their decisions. He failed in his program because
Congress refused to pass the law to accomplish his purpose. As
time passed, retirements and death gave him his chance.

" Two of his first appointments were those of Hugo L. Black
and William O. Douglas. |

Hugo L. Black was a politician from the State of Alabama and
at the time of his appointment to the bench was a Unired States
Senator. Before his appointment his only judicial experience was
that of a police court judge for a short time. His main interest
and activity while in the Senate was investigating business inter-
ests. His vicious examination of witnesses has never been
equaled by any committee of the Congress. Senator Joseph Mc-
Carthy has been long criticized for his relentless exposure of
Communists in government. Senator McCarthy’s methods were
mild in comparison to that of Senator Black. Thus, Senator
Black early demonstrated that he was a true “liberal”. Senator
Black was not only investigating but harassing businessmen.
Senator McCarthy was exposing the Communist conspiracy. Jus-
tice Black’s passionate concern for the protection of Communists

1



since he has been on the Court is most revealing as to his char-
acter, The point here is “Whose ox is being gored?”

William O. Douglass before his appointment had no exper-
ience in practicing law and no judicial experience. He had been
a teacher at Columbia University and had been a professor of
law at Yale and had served on the Securities Exchange Commis-
sion before his appointment to the Court. He has always been,
both before and afrzr his appointment, identified with radicals
and radical movements, and is perhaps best remembered for his
desperate efforts while on the bench in trying to save two Com-
munist spies from execution. They were Julius and Ethel Rosen-
berg.

These two Justices are the hard-core of the uitra-radical mem-
bers of the Court. The other Justices who now constitute the rad-
ical majority on the Court are Earl Warren, William J. Bren-
nan, Jr. and Arthur Goldberg.

Ear] Warren was a California politician who had been Dis-
trict Attorney of Alameda County, Attorney General and Gov-
ernor of California. At that time, from all outward appearances,
he seemed to be a2 “middle of the road” Republican. However,
looking back it is revealed that underneath he had radical ten-
dencies. He never had any judicial experience. Several years ago
when Richard Nixon was running for United Srates Senator in
California against a left wing Democrat, and Warren was run-
ning for Governor, he completely ignored Nixon and publicly
gave him the cold shoulder although they were both Repub-
licans running on the same ticket. At that time some cbservers
credited this conduct of Warren to the innate selfishness of a
political adventurer. However, subsequent events suggest that it
may have been something else.

William J. Brennan, Jr., another member of the radical five
that control the Court. is the only one who had judicial exper-
ience before his appointment; he had been a judge of the Su-
preme Court of New Jersey, which reveals nothing that would
indicate what his attitude would be as a member of our highest
Court. However, one fact might be of significance was that he
received his law degree from Harvard Law School and one of
his teachers was Felix Frankfurter.

Arthur Goldberg before his appointment had no judicial ex-
perience. He had been a labor lawyer and a labor leader and an
extremely active partisan on behalf of labor unions. The ques-

2
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tion arises: How could you get unprejudiced and dispassionate
decisions from a man of this background?

The succeeding pages will show how the Court, as it is now
constituted, has taken over the powers of Congress to legislate
and is, in effect, destroying our Constitution, It will also show
that by its decisions that it has encouraged lawlessness and de-
liberately protected criminals and at the same time evidenced an
indifference and contempt for law abiding citizens.

We live in changing times. The strongest influence in the
world today is not Socialism but its successor Communism. The
origin of Communism, of course, was Karl Marx’s “"Das Kap-
ital”, He pretended to find something new, slavery. Slavery is as
old as the human race, bur Marx’s form of slavery was new in
this respect, that it was state slavery as distinguished from feudal
or chattel slavery. Nicolai Lenin broadened the scope of the
slave state to include the enslavement of the mind as well as the -
body. This Oriental was completely indifferent to any humani-
tarian sentiments. He, of course, had the background of having
been born in Russia where the people all throughout their his-
tory have been enslaved and brutalized. Lenin also introduced
the new element of deception in his program to control public
opinion and politics. One of his important methods was the de-
struction of patriotism on the thesis that patriotism is an out-
moded, childish instinct. Patriotism is love of ones country and
as such is an expression of pride. Pride is self-respect. When self-
respect is gone man has deteriorated beyond recall. Patriotism

is a most powerful instinct, and when properly used is an admir-

able trait.

These ideas of Lenin seem to have had considerable affect on
our so-called intellectuals and liberals. They are bored with free-
dom and are in 2 constant search for change, good or bad. They
are blind to the fact that the old should never be abandoned
until the new has proven superior. In the days of Senators Norris
and Lafollette a liberal was a man who searched for more free-
dom. The liberals of today advocate the monolithic state and the
bureaucratic regulation of our daily lives. They are the chore
boys of these so-called new ideas. They are ashamed of our pros-
perity and our way of life and seem to think that our affluent
society is a bad thing and should be apologized for. They have a
hysterical urge to make “reforms”.

The Supreme Courts place in our system is defined and

3
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limited by our Constitution. The five Supreme Court Justices
who now control the Court, namely, Black, Douglas, Warren,
Brennan and Goidbe. g, are social reformers. There is a proper
place for reformers in our government. They belong in the legis-
lative branch, but never in the judiciary. In the judiciary they
cannot help but be a corrupting influence. They do not know
or do not care about the proper function of a Court. The purpose
of a Court is to determine the truth respecting a question of fact
in a particular case and to determine in a criminal case the guilt
or innocence of a defendant. Nothing more and nothing iess.
In the most recent Communist case the Court, speaking through
Justice Douglas, stated:

“America is of course sovereign; but her sovereignity is

woven in an international web that makes her one of the

family of nations. The ties with all the continents are close—
commercially as well as culwurally. Our concerns are planet-
ary, beyond suntises and sunsets. Citizenship implicates us in
those problems and perplexities, as well as in domestic ones.

We cannot exercise and enjoy citizenship in world perspective

without the right to travel abroad.”

This puts the five Justices in the same mental condition that
a new recruit is in after he has been indoctrinated and is ready
for membership in the Communist Parry.

These men are unqualified by training, experience or temper-
ament to be Judges. Lack of a Judicial temperament in any
Judge is a bad thing. In our highest court it is a tragedy.

This book is a partial chronicale of the Supreme Court’s de-
cisions which should have the thoughtful attention of all
citizens.

J. M. CLEMENTS.

L
THE VOICES OF PROPHECY

THERE should be no discussion of our Supreme Court with-
out quoting the wisdom and foresight of three of our great
presidents,

George Washington in his farewell address said “If there are
wrongs let them be corrected in the ways designated by the Con-
stitution but let there be no change by usurpation: for though
this, in one instance, may be the instrument of good, it is the cus-
tomary weapon by which free Governments are destroyed.”

Thomas Jefferson writing in the year 1821: “It has been my
opinion, and I have never shrunk from its exptession . . . that
the germ of dissolution of our federal government is in the Con-
stitution of the federal judiciary; an itresponsible body—for im-
peachment is scarcely a scarecrow—working like gravity by
night and by day, gaining a little today and a little tomorrow,
and advancing its noiseless step like a thief, over the fields of
jurisdiction, until all shall be usurped from the States, and the
government of all be consolidated into one.

“To this I am opposed; because, when all government, domes-
tic and foreign, in little as in great things, shall be drawn to
Washingron as the center of all power, it will render powerless
the checks provided of one government or another, and will
become as venal and oppressive as the government from which

”

" we separat

Abraham I.mcoln 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 Su-
preme Court the people will have ceased to be their own rulers,
having to that extent practically resigned their government into
the hands of that Eminent Tribunal.”

P @ TPTTERTETEIR e .
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THE SUPREME COURT
AND THE COMMUNIST CONSPIRACY

A PRESIDENT IS MURDERED—

FOR the past 19 or 20 years the Supreme Court, under the
pretense of protecting individual liberties, has systematically
protected the Communist conspiracy. One of the eariy cases was
a decision rendered in June, 1945, entitled Bridges v. Wixson.
This is a case where the Arorney General, under the authority
of an Act of Congress, sought to deport Harry Bridges, the well
known West Coast labor leader. The Act of Congress under
which the proceedings were instituted provided that any alien
could be deported who “was a member of, or affiliated with,

any AFOAAiEARAR  OotnriAtinn  enciemr ae orcan thar hals Fap Hod Cl‘\
Gily LLAGALLOLIULL, SRORAMGLAVIL) SURGARLY UL gl LG Wi VLG dlsy

advises, advocated or teaches the overthrow by force or violence,
the government of the United States”. After a hearing and the
presentation of evidence, the Attorney General issued an order
for deportation, which order Bridges appealed through the Cir-
cuit Court of Appeals, which Court sustained the order of the
Attorney General, after which Bridges appealed to the Supreme
Court. Justice Douglas delivered the opinion of the Court and
reversed the order upon the ground that the order interfered
with the rights of an alien. Chief Justice Stone, with Justices
Roberts and Frankfuter concurring, dissented from this ruling
of the majority of the Court, in which they contended thatr the
Attorney General was entirely justified in this order of deporta-
tion because of the fact that in the hearing of the matter the
government produced ample evidence to prove that Bndges was
a member of the Communist Party.

Some few years later Bridges applied for citizenship and the
Attorney General of the United States objected to his application
by accusing him of “conspiracy to defraud the United States by
defeating the proper administration of the naturalization laws,
by falsely stating that he had never belonged to the Communist
Party of the Umted States”. HIS naturalizanon was refused and
Dnugta 4ppc'aucu The case quuy reached the aupfeme Court
and the Court again ruled against the government in favor of
Bridges upon the ground that a three year statute of limitation
applied. This in face of the fact that Congress had prior to that
time removed the limitation. In this case there was a dissenting
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opinion by Justice Reed, concurred in by Chief Justice Vinson
and Justice Minton. Thus, in spite of the efforts of the govern-
ment, Bridges was admitted to citizenship.

Another case berween the two Bridges' decisions was the
Steve Nelson case. Nelson was convicted in Pennsylvania of
being a Communist under an anti-subversive law of that state.
This case reached the Supreme Court on appeal in 1956 and the
Courrt freed Nelson on the ground that the anti-subversive law
of Pennsylvania was nul and void because it was superceded by
the so-called Smith Act, a law enacted by Congress dealing with
the Communist conspiracy. This in spite of the fact that the Act
of Congress dealing with subversion put no prohibition what-
_ ever against a state prosecuting for Communist subversion.

These are not all of the decisions showing the trend of the
Courts’ attitude toward Communists and the Communist con-
spiracy. One of the cases, however, was decided as late as June
17, 1963. This case is known as Gastelum-Quinones vs, Ken-
redy. Gastelum-Quinones was an alien residing in the United
States and he was ordered deported by the Aworney General
after a hearing. The basic accusation against him being that he
was and had been a member of the Communist Party. The evi-
dence in this case is quite interesting in that the government
proved that he was a dues paying member of the Communist
Party from 1949 to 1951. The government witnesses agaianst
him testified that he attended 15 or more meetings of the Com-
munist cell or club; that he attended executive meetings of these
cells at which the ordinary member was not permitted to atrend.
These executive meetings were strictly controlled. Each member
entering the meeting had to be identified by a panel so as to
make sure of his membership and position. To this proof the
defendant offered no defense and refused to testify. After he was
ordered deported the defendant appealed. The appeal reached
the Supreme Court in 1963. The Court reversed the order of the
Attorney General, the opinion being written by Justice Gold-
berg, the latest appointee to the Court. In this case Justice Gold-
berg made no pretense of writing 2 reasoped or considered
opinion. His opinion in substance amounts to nothing more
than a blunt order 2nnulling the order of deportation, in spite
of the fact that all of the evidence was against the defendant and
the defendant refused to testify and put on no defense, In the
face of these undisputed facts of all of this alien’s Communist
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activities, Justice Goldberg stated in his opinion that Gastelum-
Quinone’s membership in the Communist Party was not a vo/-
suntary, meaningful membership. This was a five to four de-
cision, a dissenting opinion being written by Justice White.

These cases show the Court’s general support of the Com-
munist CONSpiracy.

Now we come to cases which give direct support to the Com-
munist conspiracy and with some far réaching consequences.
One was the case of Dayton v. Dulles, decided in June, 1958.
Dayton applied for a passport which was refused by the Secre-
tary of State on the ground that he was a member of the Com-
munist Party. His frank reason for securing the passpott: That
he had received employment from the Tata Institute of Re-
search, Bombay, India. The Tata Institute was run by one Ber-
nard Peters, a suspected Communist agent who had previously
renounced his American citizenship.

The other case was Kens v, Dulles. Kent applied for a pass-
port and the State Department refused to issue it on the ground
that he was a member of the Communist Party. His stated pur-
pose in applying for the passport was to attend the “World
Council of Peace” in Helsinki, Finland. This was a gathering of
Communists from all over the world, promoted by Nikita
Khrushchev in his big, phony prapaganda drive in an attempt to
impress the world with Russia’s peaceful intentions. The Su-
preme Court reversed the lower Court and ordered the Secretary
of State to issue a passport to Kent upon the ground that any
American citizen, no matter what his subversive intentions or
activities, cannot be refused.a passport.

A COMPLETE VICTORY FOR COMMUNISM !

The latest and perhaps the most important Communist de-
cision was decided on June 22, 1964. This case was entitled
Herburt Aptheker and Elizabeth Gurley Flynn v. Secresary of
Stare. The Court summary was as follows:

“ *“The chairman of the American Communist Party and

the editor of POLITICAL AFFAIRS, its ‘theoretical organ’,

filed complaints in the United States District Court for the

District of Columbia for judgments declaring unconstitu-

tional Sec. 6 of the Subversive Activities Control Act, under

the authority of which passports had been denied to them, and

ordering the Secretary of State to issue passports to them. A

three-judge Federal District Court sustained the constitution-
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ality of the starute and granted the Secretary’s motion for

summary judgment. (219 F Supp 709.)

“BLACK, J., concurring, expressed the view that the entire
Subversive Activities Control Act is unconstitutional,

“DOUGLAS, ]., concurring, joined in the Court’s opinion
and added that, absent war, there is no constitutional way to
restrict a citizen’s right to travel, unless there is power to de-
tain him,

“CLARK, J., joined by HARLAN ]J., dissented on the
grounds that Sec. 6 is not unconstitutional on its face nor as
applied to the plaintiffs.

“WHITE, J., dissenting, joined in the first part of the
opinion of CLARK, J.”
rlere we have again another abuse of the Fifth Amendment.

The basis of the Secretary of State’s refusal to issue passports to

these two top Communists was the Subversive Activities Control

Act of 1950, Section 6 of which provides:
“(a) When a Communist organization . . . is registered, ot
there is in effect a final order of the Board requiring such or-
ganization to register, it shall be unlawful for any member
of such organization, with knowledge or notice that such or-
gan.Az.auon is so registered ot that such order has become final
—'(1) to make apphcanon for a passport, or the renewal
of a passport, to be issued or renewed by or under the author-
ity of the United States; or '(2) to use or attempt to use any

such passport.’

It is pointed out in the dissenting opinion that: “Mrs. - -

Flynn 'was an active, participating and continuous member
of the Communist Party of the United States; was active in
che Party’s affairs and its organization: and, mdeed was and
still is one of its principal officials.’ Likewise there is a find-
ing—not under attack—as to Aptheker that he ‘Aptheker)
makes it quite clear in his own words that he has been a mem-
ber of the Communist Party since 1939 and that he is very
proud of his association and will do whatever he can to
further the aims and goals of the Party.” The record shows
that both Flynn and Aptheker were witnesses in behalf of the
Party in the registration proceeding which resulted in the
Party being ordered to register as a Communist-action organ-
ization. Communist Pacty v. Subversive Activities Control
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Board, 367 US 1, 6 L ed 2d 625, 81 Ct 1357 (1961). In
addition, Mirs. Flvnn was convicted under the Smith Act. See
Flynn v. United States, 216F2d 354 (1954). In view of
these circumstances, no one could say with truth that the
petitioners did not know that they were associated with a
Communist-action organization, In fact, neither petitioner
claims lack of notice or knowledge of the reqmrements of the
section.

“(2) As to knowledge that the Communist Party is in-
volved in a world Communist movement aimed at establish-
ing a totalitarian Communist dictatorship in countries
throughout the world, Congress made specific findings in the
Subversive Activities Control Act of 1950 (the very statute
under which the hearing was held at which petitioners testi-
fied for the Party) and in the Communist Control Act of
1954 that: ‘the Communist Party of the United States . . .
is in fact an instrumentality of a conspiracy to overthrow the
Government of the United States,” 68 Stat 775; 'the policies
and programs of the Communist Party are secretly prescribed
for it by the foreign leaders of the world Communist move-
ment,” ibid.; this control is in a ‘Communist dictatorship of a
foreign country,’ whose purpose is to ‘establish a Communist
totalitarian dictatorship in the countries throughout the
world,” 64 Stat 987; and this is to be accomplished by “action
organizations in various countries which seek ‘the overthrow
of existing governments by any available means’.”

" Under this decision Congress is helpless to pass any law to
protect us from subversion and the Communist conspiracy is
given the right to use our government’s passports to assist them
in all their foreign activities and organizations to overthrow our
govcrmnent

The Court is obvxously indifferent to our national security in
their passion to give the Communists a free rein.

THE MURDER OF PRESIDENT KENNEDY

In considering the effect of these last two decisions we must
consider the murder of President Kennedy on November 22,
1963. The basic facts of the occurence do not seem to be much
in dispute. The assassin was Lee Harvey Oswald, a young man
who had for a long time engaged in Communist activities and
he was by nature an unruly individual, which led him finally to
go to Russia in November, 1959. Upon arriving in Russia Os-
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wald went to the American Embassy, turned in his American
passport and renounced his United States citizenship. While in
Russia he was married to a Russian woman, and after staying in
Russia a little over two years he decided he wanted to return to
the United States and went to our Embassy in Moscow and made
apphcauon to have his passport returned. The Embassy not only
IetuInCCl ms paSSp()rt, Du[ gavc nlm [DUI]CY 10 [etuin o [[l('.'
United States. After engaging in some Communist activities in
New Orleans he moved to Dallas, Texas sometime prior to No-
vember 22, 1963, the date of the assassination. The rest of the
story is now well known; abour his purchase of a rifle and the
fact that he fired at President Kennedy and Goveroor Connally
from a school book storage building in Dallas,

From all of the evidence it seems reasonable that Oswald
acted alone and that he did not carry out his act by reason of any
instructions from Khrushchev or his secret police. This con-
clusion is the most logical one in that Khrushchev would have
no reason to cause Kennedy’s death. His dealings with President
Kennedy had apparently been most satisfactory to hirm, especial-
ly the result of his dealings over the Cuban situation. Assuming
that Oswald was acting alone, which seems to be the most rea-
sonable conclusion, the undisputed facts are that Oswald was a
product of the Communist conspiracy. IF WE WANT TO GO
BEYOND THESE BARE FACTS IN ASSESSING RESPONS-
IBILITY THERE IS NO QUESTION BUT WHAT PRESI-
DENT KENNEDY WOULD BE ALIVE TODAY EXCEPT
FOR THE ACTION OF THE STATE DEPARTMENT IN
RETURNING OSWALD'S PASSPORT AND FURNISHING
HIM WITH THE MONEY TO RETURN TO THE UNITED
STATES. This foolish and unpatriotic act by the State Depart-
ment seems almost inconceivable. However, the next question
is: Did the State Department feel compelled to take this action
by reason of the ruling of the Supreme Court in the Kent case?
Perhaps a discussion by the Court with Secretary of State Rusk
couid enlighten us as to the reai cause of this tragedy.

President Johnson has appointed Chief Jusuce Warren to
head a commission to investigate the assassination. Why would
President Johnson by-pass the Congress in setting up of this
committee? Why was the Congress asleep as to their responsi-
bilicy? This tragedy should have been investigated by a com-
mittee of Congress, the lawful and reasonable authority in this
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situation. President Johnson acted with great speed and political
foresight which confirms his reputation as a shrewd and astute
manipulator. He evidently did not want the Congress to inquire
into this situation as he took the play away from the Congress
with masterful dexterity. In view of the Court’s decision in the
Kent case, are they not just as suspect as the State Department
in being the underlying cause of President Kennedy's death? In
taking the action that he did President Johnson was, in effect,
asking Chief Justice Warren to investigate himself. What a
travesty!

THE REMARKABLE AFTERMATH
OF THE ASSASSINATION

In the excitement and confusion of the events of November
22, 1963, there was speculation, hints and rumors that the as-
sassin was a bigor, a reactionary, an extremist, or some kind of
conservative. One commentator even quoted Moscow's
PRAVDA, Russia's propaganda newspaper, This speculation
died aborning when the police quickly established that the as-
sassin was a Communist and a product of the Communist con-
spiracy. This immediately changed the atmosphere so far as our

. news media was concerned. In the succeeding weeks there was

hardly a word of criticism, let alone denunciation of Khrushchev
or the Communist conspiracy. What strange power has Khrush-
chev over our communications and news system that he can
bring it almost to dead silence? Khrushchev's power over our
news media is not only negative—it is positive also, If any per-
son or organization attacks the Communist conspiracy, imme-
diately the radicals in the news media start to search for some
isolated misstatement of fact or slip of the tongue and then they
begin a vicious counter-attack. They do not defend the Com-
munist conspiracy because that would be contrary to the known
Communist tactics. They attack the person or persons by accus-
ing them of being bigots, dangerous reactionaries, enemies of
progress, Fascists, and many other Communist smear expres-
sions. Then the dupes in the news media join in like a chain re-
action and sustain their counter-attack over months and even
years. Probably few of these people are Communists, but at the
least they are unconscious fellow-travelers. They are terrified
that someone might accuse them of not being “liberals”. Truly,
Khrushchev has friends in our news media and no wonder that
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pasts that our children will live under his brand of socialism.
whole business constitutes the cancer in our body politic.

KHRUSHCHEV GETS HIS REWARD!

ussia recently has had very serious crop failures and has had
: ideological differences with Communist China, either real
igned. Did our government or press resent the assassination
1ir President? Hardly! President Johnson and our politicians
ongress rushed through Congress a special bill to sell mil-
. of dollars worth of wheat to Russia on special terms and at
cially reduced price. Apparently Khrushchev must be saved
i costs. This is but the latest of a long series of financial
orts that we have given to our deadly enemies, the Com-
ist countries. “The fools returned to their folly like the dog
‘ned to his vomit.”
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III.
THE SUPREME COURT INCITES THE NEGRO

N 1954 the Courr opened a Pandora’s Box of lawlessness in

that they instigated and promoted the Negroes to indulge in
violence and destruction and protected them in their demonstra-
tions, sit-ins and other lawless acts to intimidate the white com-
munity. The history of this adventure is of the gravest import-
ance to every citizen of the Unired States. It is as follows:

JUDICIAL COUP DE TAT

In 1954 several cases on the same subject reached the Su-
pretme Court of the United States for a decision. These cases all
involved the question of forcing Negro children into white
schools. The title of the lead case was Brown vs. The Board of
Education, known as the school integration case. The Court in
its decision ordered the School Boards to integrate. They based
their decision on the language of the XIV Amendment to the

Congrirution, In particular the expression that thev relied on
“deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection
of the laws™. This opinion and order changed the rulings of the
Court, which at all cimes prior thereto held that the only obliga-
tion ‘of the School Boards was to furnish “'separate, but equal”
schools for Negroes. In justification for its decision Chief Jus-
tice Warren, who wrote the opinion, stated that the Negro child
was entitled to “intangible considerations” such as “his ability
to study, to engage in discussions and exchange views with other
scudents and in general to learn his profession”. This was a
quote from an earlier decision. He stated further “segregation
of white and colored children in public schools has a detrimental
affect on the colored child, the impact is greater when it has
the sanction of the law for the policy of separating the races is
usually interpreted as denoting the inferiority of the Negro

group, a sense of inferiority affects the motivarion of the child
to learn. Segregation with the sanction of law, therefore, has a
tendency to (retard) the education and mental development
of Negro children and to deprive them of some of the benefits
they would receive in a racially integrated school system.” Thus
the Court unconstitutionally and unlawfully made a law. The
Court has no power under the Constitution to make or enact a
statute. This power rests with Congress and Congress alone as

the Constitution states in simple and explicit language.
15
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Article I, Section I reads: “All legislative powers herein

granted shall be vested in a Congress of the United States

which shall consist of a Senate and House of Representatives”,

Even Congress has no power in the field of educarion because
the only authority they have is the authority given to them by
the Constitution. All other powers are retained by the states. The
Xth Amendment (Section 1) reads:

“The powers not delegated to the United States by the Con-
stitution or prohibited by it to the states are reserved to the states
respectively or to the people.”

The Court itself has many times defined the limitation. As
early as 1803 Chief Justice Marshall, in a case entitled Marbury
vs. Madison, stated:

“A court decision merely decides; it decides a dispute be-
tween the parties to a case of controversy as to the law or
facts, or both, depending on the precise issues between the
parties in that case. A written opinion is just an ‘opinion’ and
nothing more. It is, as the dictionary says, ‘the notion, ides,
or view' that the court enterrains and expresses as a basis for
a judgment or decree. The final judgment or dectee, based
upon the opinion, ends the dispute between the parties. The
ruling does not ‘make’ laws but merely declares or interprets
what law is binding in the particular dispute.”

Associate Justice Jackson in the book published in 1955 “The
Supreme Court in the American System’™ sets forth in terse lang-
uage what has been through the years the Courr’s own ideas as
to its limited powers. o

“But perhaps the most significant and least comprehended
limitation upon the judicial power is that this power extends
only to cases and controversies. . . The result of the limitation
is that the Court’s only power is to decide lawsuits between
adversary litigants . . . Also, as an appellate court, it properly
can act only on he state of facts revealed by the record made
in the court below, supplemented sometimes by general in-
formation of which it may take judicial notice.

“ ... And when it is all over, judicial decree, however
broadly worded, actually binds, in most instances, only the
parties to the case. As to others, it is merely a weather vane
showing which way the judicial wind is blowing—a prece-
dent that the Court in a similar case is likely to follow. Its
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real weight in subsequent cases, however, will depend on
many factors, such as the quality of the prevailing opinion,
the strength of any dissent, the acceptance or criticism by the
profession, and the experience in application of the rule.”

It will be seen from this that decisions of the Court are not
laws and cannot have the effect of laws. This power belongs
alone to Congress, and not even to Congress unless permitted
by the Constitution. Thus we have had from the beginning of
the republic until 1954 a government of laws and not of men.
The Brown vs, The Board of Education case suddenly changed
all established principles and the Court, in one bold stroke,
decided to destroy the Constitution and set itself up as THE
SUPREME LAW OF THE LAND.

The most amazing result of this bold take-over by the Court
was the attitude of Congress; their cowardly acquiescence in the
Court’s usurpation of their rightful auchority and functions. Is
the Congress just a rubber stamp to be used by the Court when
its whim dictates a new adventure for their despotic nature? Is
the Congtess going to stand by like a herd of timid sheep while
the Constitution is being nullified? This tendency by the Con-
gress has been some time in the making. Many years ago Speaker
of the House Cannon, in a2 humorous mood, asked the question,
“What is more cowardly than a Congressman?”. The answer,
“Two Congressmen.” The Court has already further encroached
by limiting the Congress as to what subjects their investigating
committees can inquire into when seeking information upon
which to base future legislation.

What caused this amazing assumption of power? Was the
Court sorry about the Negro's economic position and progress
in the United States? Did the Court decide to make a special
class of the Negro and give him special privileges not enjoyed
by other citizens? Should not the Negro earn his way in this
country the same as is required by other persons, no matter what
the color of his skin might be?

It seems to be the unquestioned theory by Negroes and sym-
pathetic whites alike that the Negro can make no progress in
school withour close classroom association and collaboration
with white students. It apparently makes no difference what the
physical equipment is or what the ability of the teachers. There-
fore the purpose of integration is to improve and elevate the
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Negro chiid. If this is true, what does it do to the white student?
Conversely does not integration tend to retard, debase and de-
generate the white child? Whose welfare is to be considered—
just the Negro? Does the white child have no rights? Is his wel-
fare and future to be sacrificed in an attempt to improve the
Negro? Is this equality before the law? Are the desires of the
Negro alone to be considered?

PROMOTION OF LAWLESSNESS in order to implement
their so-called revolutionary law and to carry out the Courts
apparent plans has encouraged the Negro to demonstrate to
secure what they claim are their rights, provided that said dem-
onstrations are peacefwl. Demonstration means an assembly of
veople with pent up feelings. Anyone with the slightest power
Jf reasoning knows that this sort of assembly usually turns into
a mob which, as Webster says, is “a turbulent and lawless
crowd”, Thus did the Court inflict on the Jaw abiding people
of this country a state of anarchy and lawlessness, well known
now to all who read newspapers or listen to or observe other
news media. This lawlessness has naturally atcracted a variety
of white people in all conditions of mental balance or unbal-
ance. In addition to the naturally criminally inclined, a large
segment of these people undoubtedly are laboring under an in-
tense emotional sympathy for the Negro. When emotion moves
in, logic and reason depart. This mental illness can best be de-
scribed as emotional dementia.

The members of the Court do not seem t have much knowl-
edge of history, or else they are brutally and callously indifferent
to the consequences of their encouraging and, in fact, legalizing
these so-called demoustrations. It took the English 600 years to
develop an orderly and law abiding society and civilization. The
American Negro, at most, is but a few short generations from
the savagery of the African jungle. Has the Court forgotten
what happened in the South after the end of our Civil War?
Because the white man was defeated and disorganized the Negro
ran amuck. A Northern observer on the scene reported it as an
amazing spectacle of barbarism overwhelming civilization by
physical force and a wonder and a shame at the excesses of the
Negro.

The authoratative book by E. M. Coulter titled “The South
During Reconstruction” recites some of the misconduct and
lawless excesses of the Negro, encouraged by the carpetbaggers,
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radicals and visionaries of that day. The carpetbaggers were
political schemers and thieves taking advantage of the chaotic
conditions then existing in the South. The radicals were fanatic
trouble-makers seeking by any means to punish the Southerners
because of the Civil War, and they devised the most senseless
schemes to carry out their ideas. The visionaries were perhaps
well meaning but nonsensical busybodies who added their ac-
tivities to the confusion. To quote from Mr. Coulrer’s book,
“To prevent anarchy the army of occupation marched in
and dispersed itself in small groups widely over the country
with each state comprising a department under a major gen-
eral. Even if the army had been forbearing it would have
had difficulty in preserving order everywhere; but with sol-
diers singing ‘John Brown’s Body’ and exciting the Negroes,
and with a previously submerged lawless white element now
unrestrained, for a short interim there was litle law and
order in some patts of the South.
“At the end of the war the tendency was for the best ele-
ment in the Federal army to get mustered out first, leaving
a less reliable soldiery to police the South. Many of these
troops remaining were Negroes, the number in October,
1865, amounting to 85,000. Many of them were scattered
widely over the South where they became almost without ex-
ception a vicious influence. Elated over their high station,
their uniforms and guns, they took special delight in insulting
white people and in instilling dangerous notions into the
heads of the freedmen. Occasionally they had bloody clashes
with the whites and ravished white women. In Nashville they
collided with the police and were disarmed and turned over
to the provost marshal; in Beaufort, North Carolina, 2 Negro
soldier raped a white girl and was arrested and sent to Fort
Macon near by where other Negro troops threatened to turn
the guns of the fort on the city; and near Augusta, Georgia,
marauding troops demolished the home and threatened the
lives of a family who objected to the Negroes drinking out
of the well bucket instead of the preferred gourd dipper. In
Newberry, South Carolina, a Confederate soldier returning
after the war to his Texas home was beset by Negro troops
and murdered because he attempted to protect two white girls
from their insults.

“During reconstruction three hundred Negroes broke out
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in open riot in 1869 on the Ogeechee river rice lands in cen-
tral Georgia. They drove out the white owners and showed
their intention of running that part of the state . . . next year
a better organized and more serious outbreak took place in
the vicinity of Louisville, Ga. . . . by a movement whose pur-
pose was to protest against arrest, prevent collection of debts
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gain control of the land.

“It was estimated that 150 people were killed in riots in
Jackson County, Florida; that Negroes started the most ser-
ious riots in Alabama’s history when at Eufaula they tried to
prevent a member of their race from voting the Democratic
ticket. In Louisiana under its miserable travesty of govern-
ment there was no end of riots—the Colfax riot in which 59
Negroes and two whites were killed, the Coushatta violence
in which five Radical office holders were murdered, and the
famous New Orleans uprising of 1874 which was not unlike
a Parisian revolution,”

Then, as now, there were many Northern white people suffer-

ino from “emortional demenria”, then called visionaries. To
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quote again from Coulter’s book:

“Certain Northern visionaries honestly thought that the
solution of the Neg o question lay not only in forced social
equality but also in the disappearance of both races through
miscegenation; the political tricksters knew better, but for a
time they favored the program as part of their scheme to
capture and hold Negro votes. Well might Southerners iook

with abhorrence on miscegenation, as, indeed, did most

Northerners, with one of the latter expressing some levity in
this parody on “Yankee Doodle Dandy”:
Yankee Doodle is no more,
Sunk his name and station;
Nigger Doodle takes his place,
And favors 'malgamation.
Nigger Doodle’s all the go,
Ebon shins and bandy,
Loyal people all must bow
To Nigger Doodle Dandy.

Bishop Gilbert Haven of the Northern Methodist Church
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is not far off when the white hued husband shall boast of the
dusky beauty of his wife, and the Caucasian wife shall admire
the sun-kissed countenance of her husband as deeply and as
unconscious of the present ruling abhorrence as is his admira-
tion for her lighter tint.’ In addition to a few Negro reform-
ers, only the dregs of both races favored intetmarriagc A
South Carolina N L‘lfgfﬁ boasted that ‘when ‘the Yankees' came
he would go to ‘quiltings’, sit beside white girls, and have a
white wife,”

After almost twelve years of this bloodshed and anarchy the
South slowly quieted down. Since then there have been many
race riots in the North, in fact, much more than in the South.
We recite one situation, not that it is much different from the
others, but because of an editorial it produced. This riot occurred
in Omaha, Nebraska in 1919. The Literary Digest of October
11, 1919 tells the story:

“The feature of the Omaha riot that somewhat differ-
entiates it from previous crimes of the same nature, while em-
phasizing the sinister spirit of anarchy that inspires them all,
is the murderous assault upon Mayor E. P. Smith when he
attempted to address the mob, Omaha dispatches report a
recent epidemic of crimes committed by Negroes in that city,
culminating in an assault upon a nineteen-year-old white girl.
On Sunday night, September 28, the correspondents tell us, a
mob of five thousand stormed the court-house where the

- Negro charged with this crime was imprisoned, and de-
manded that the authorities hand him over to them. When
this demand was refused they set fire to the court-house with
incendiary bombs, imperiling the lives of more than a hun-

dred prisoners and officials, and turned upon the building a

fusillade of shots. When the Mayor appeared on the court-

house steps and began to address the mob as “fellow citizens’

the leaders interrupted him with shouts of ‘give us that
niveer’. When he renlied. ‘T can’t do that. bovs.” he was seized
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by the men nearest him and dragged to a point several blocks
away. ‘Lynch him’, shouted some one in the crowd, and in a
moment a rope was round his neck and he was strung up to
a trolley-wire. Somebody cut him down, but the mob read-
justed the rope and pulled him up again. When a group of
policemen rescued him he was bleeding at the nose and

)
mouth, but still conscious. At the hospital where he was taken
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1is condition was found to be critical, but he ultimately ral-
ied. In the meanwhile, the mob wreaked its fury on the
1egro, Brown, who had been handed over to it by his fellow
srisoners when they faced the alternative of being burned
live. His body was riddled with bullets, partially burned, and
lragged through the streets behind an automobile. After-

R T SRS, S . JUN wrmnen mnimol tha noora Ot

Nd.l"(lb Tiudllg LUl.ll.lll.u.l’:d, WILh th.cm.a a&aiuat. LG LyIU pRps=
lation, until Federal troops under Gen, Leonard Wood took
harge of the sitation.’

n Omaha, on the day after the lynching, "The World-Her-
1d” said editorially:

“We have felt, however briefly, the fetid breath of anarchy
n our cheeks. We have experienced the cold chill of fear
vhich it arouses. We have seen as in a nightmare its awful
>ossibility. We have learned how frail is the barrier which
livides civilization from the primal jungle, and we have been
riven to see clearly what that barrier is. It is the law. It is the
night of the law wisely and fearlessly administered. It is the
espect for and obedience to the law on the part of the mem-
»ers of soc1ery When these fail us, all things fail. When these
if€ 10St, all will be lost. Should the ua.y ever come when the
ule that was in Omaha Sunday night become the dominant
ule, the grasses of the jungle would everspread our civiliza-
ion, its wild denizens, human and brute, would make their
‘oul feast on the ruins, and the God who rules over us would
urn his face in horror from a world given over to bestiality.
May the lesson of Sunday night sink deep!”

cimne Aand loorlocenace lavrlacenace gihotrhare

A riot i$ a riot and lawlessness is lawlessness whether it is
e by whites or Negroes. Then why does the Supreme Court
ourage the Negro to demonstrate? Do they want some more
1ahas? Do they think that violence will help to enforce their
onstitutional decision?
The Court’s decision in the recent integration case stimulated
Negro to action. Events moved at a swift and accelerated
. Demonstrations became more numerous and more violent.
e Negro was on top. He had the sympathy of the news media.
e newspapers refused to publish crime statistics about the
gro; it was too damaging to his image. When there was a
me committed and the suspect was a Negro, the newspapers
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refused to reveal that fact. Television commentators followed
suit and slanted their comments to favor the Negtro.

WILL THE POLICE BE DESTROYED?

All oo often we take our police departments for granted.
They are the guardians of law and order. People probably do not
slaiomls Aliaas huat if thn mnlicrs darastennne Al a losan ~ies .13
thing awut .ll., IJLll. ir nc I-RJI.ILC UCPGILLII.CIJ.I. (0] ldlsl: Lll.y auuuxu.
quit for even one day, it would result in’anarchy, rioting and
looting. A police officer normally has a very hazardous job.
Every time that he Jeaves home to go to his work his wife never
knows whether he will come home alive. Why should he have
to carry the additional burden of controlling Negro mobs? Ap-
patently the only defense that the Negroes have is the old Com-
munist accusation of “police brutality”. Apparently the Negroes
are trying to either intimidate the police or to destroy their ef-
fectiveness. They are not supported by the news media, but it has
been quite obvious in reporting recent events that the news
media is always careful to emphasize that the Negroes are mak-
ing a counter-charge or “police brutality.” After their recent up-
rising in the Harlem section of New York the same thing oc-
curred in the city of Rochester, New York. This was sparked

s 1: v ¥ 4 oes <
when two police officers attempted to make a simple drunk

arrest and the whole Negro community arose in rebellion. This
unimportant arrest spontaneously brought to the surface all of
the latent savagery that the Negto had inherited from his an-
cestors of the African jungle. It is becoming increasingly more
difficult to recruit new officers for the police departments. Why
should a new officer, at a small starting salary, be expected to
assume, in addition to the normal hazards of his occupation,
that of mob violence? The Supreme Court has sowed the wind
and now we are reaping the whirlwind!
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Iv.

THE HOUSING PROBLEM.
DOES THE NEGRO HAVE THE WHITE MAN
ON THE RUN?

IN the past two years the Negro has seen fit to launch a new
adventure. During this period 2 New York Negro Congress-
man boasted that “We have the white man on the run, ler us
keep him runaing.” This was abour the time that the Negroes
attempted to invade white residential neighborhoods. Is the
white man justified in his fear of this invasion? Past experience
tells the story. The Negro moves in and the white man moves
out. There are many examples, but one will show the pattern.
The Bedford Stuyvesant Section of Brooklyn was an area orig-
inally settled by the Dutch, whete they built substantial homes
surrounded by gardens. As the city grew the section was pop-
ulated almost entirely by white people well into this century,
In recent years there has been a rapid exodus of the whites. As
of last year the population of 307,500 had 215,858 Negroes.
This is almost as big a Negro settlement as Harlem. The change
in population has produced some significant results. A recent
article by the Associated Press states:

“‘Cesspool of Filth'—As long ago as 1943 a Brookiyn
grand jury termed Bedford-Stuyvesant "a cesspool of filth . . .
one of the worst areas in the state’, The jury called ir ‘2 dis-

- grace to the city'.

“The jury said it was the scene of lawlessness and violence
of every description—murder, muggings and rape, numbers
and narcotics rackets, prostitution, gang war, armed robbery
and bootlegging.

““Today it has one of the highest rates of crime and juvenile
delinquency.”

There have been other communities where the pattern has
made the white home owner apprehensive. The first Negro fam-
ilies have at times caused a drop in real estate prices. As the
Negro population increased many of these communities showed
a change in the crime rate. There were purse snatchings, petty
thievery, knifings, assaults, robberies, and so on up the scale
unril the whites were gone and mostly Negroes left in what the
Negro complains is a ghetto. Whac is wrong with a ghetio? A
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a settlement of one ethnic group, in the past mostly
1o Jewish secclements. We still have ghettos, not only
ut other races and nationalities. They live in peace and
with their own people. Their communities are clean,
e no rats in the walls and no garbage in the halls. Why
of all the many segments of our population only the
jects to living with his own people?
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V.
THE COURT AND THE RAPISTS

FROM January 3 to January 23, 1948, in Los Angeles, Cali-
fornia, one Caryl Chessman went on a rampage of lawless-
ness which resuited in his arrest and conviction for numerous
crimes, He was tried in the Superior Court of Los Angeles
County, after which he appealed and his conviction was affirmed
by the Supreme Court of California. Taken from this decision is
a terse statement of the crimes:

“Defendant appeals from judgments of conviction of 17
felonies, rendered pursuant to jury verdicts, and from 2a order
denying his motion for new trial. For convenience of discus-
sion the crimes are listed in chronological order and number-
ed. Each paragraph indicates a separate general criminal en-
terprise, in each of which one or more offenses were com-
mitted,

“January 3, 1948: (1) First degree robbery of McCul-
lough.

“January 13, 1948: (2) Grand theft of an automobile,
which was used in perpetrating subsequent crimes and in
which defendant was fleeing when he was apprehended.

“January 18, 1948: (3) First degree robbery of Bartle.

“January 18, 1948: (4) First degree robbery of Ballew.
 “January 19, 1948: (5) Firsc degree robbery of Lea. (6)
First degree robbery of Regina. (7) Kidnaping Regina for
the purpose of robbery, with jnfliction of bodily harm; pun-
ishment fixed at death. {8) Violation of section 288a of the
Penal Code, committed against Regina.

“January 20, 1948: (9) First degree robbery of Stone.

“January 22, 1948: (10) Attempted robbery of Hurlburt.
(11) Kidnaping Mary for the purpose of robbery, with in-
fliction of bodily harm; punishment fixed at death. (12)
Attempted rape of Mary. (13) Violation of section 2882 of
the Penal Code committed against Mary.

“January 23, 1948: (14) First degree robbery of Waisler.
(15) First degree robbery of Lesher. (16) Kidnaping Wais-
ler for the purpose of robbery, with infliction of bodily harm;
punishment fixed at life imprisonment without possibility of
parcle. (17) Kidnaping Lesher for the purpose of robbery.
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“The jury further found that defendant was armed at the
time of the comm’ssion of each of the crimes except that of
gtand theft, numbered (2) above; that he was armed at the
time of his arrest; and that he had suffered two previous con-
victions of robbery and one of assault with a deadily weapon.
Defendant was acquitted of one count of burglary. We have
concluded that no prejudicial error is shown and that the
judgments and order should be affirmed.”

The crime listed as violation of Section 288a of the California
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sault on the two women Chessman subjected them to the most
ispeakable sexual abuse. This abuse resuited in one woman
ing driven insane.

Chessman appealed from the California Supreme Court to the
nited States Supreme Court. His ground for appeal was that
ere were errors in the trial court’s transcription of the testi-
ony. Over 12 years elapsed from the time of Chessman’s ar-
st until the day of his execution on May 2, 1960 in San
ninten Penitentiary. During most of this time his case was
Jd in the United States Supreme Court by numerous stays of
ecation and many orders from the Court for reviews of the
stimony by the California Courts. All of these orders were in
sponse to Chessman’s continuing, but unfounded, objections
‘the trial court’s record. Here was a desperate man in the death
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ures who had reviewed his case, and using the Supreme Court
play what amounted to a ridiculous game of delay.

What prompted the Court to delay this case so many years?
rst it shows the Supreme Court’s incompetence. Second it
ows the Court’s lack of understanding of what the true func-
n of an appellate court is. Third it shows the Court's unnat-
al sympathy for even a most reprehensible criminal and the
ngths to which they would go to save him. It is an old truism
at justice delayed is justice denied. It is hardly worth while
waste any sympathy on Chessman as his crimes were worse
an murder, What we should be concerned about is the conduct
a Court, especially the highest Court in the land.

Any person charged with a criminal offense is entitled to have
s case decided within a reasonable time. It certainly reflects
 the competence of any court that does not do its duty with
telligence and dispatch. This case had a most ominous side
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effect in the form of torture that Chessman was subjected to.
He was held in the death cell all those years not knowing what
day the warden would cali him to the gas chamber. This is a
form of slow torture, probably more prolonged in this case than
most any other tribunal, ancient or modern, savage or civilized.
The Court’s callous indifference to this result of their delays is
most revealing. In other times torture has been inflicted much
as the Colonial day stocks where the defendant was confined in
public view. However, even in these crude times the torture
lasted at the most a day or two. Cardinal Mindszenty was put to
a prolonged torture by the Communists in Hungary. However,
he was relieved by the fact that he was under the influence of
drugs most of the time and apparently, during that period, un-
conscious. In recent times the Chinese Communists had street
trials wherein they incited a howling mob to a frenzy of hatred
for the hapless defendant whose only crime was that he happen-
ed to be the owner of a small piece of real estate. Even in these
cases the victims suffering did not last long because it was only
a matter of hours before he was pur out of his misery.

THE WASHINGTON, D.C. CASE

On the 24th of June, 1957 the United States Supreme Court
decided the case of Mallory vs. United States, reported in Vol-
ume 354, United States Reports at Page 1357. The defendant

was convicted of rape in the Unired Srates District Court of the

. District of Columbia and, as authorized by the District Code, the

jury imposed a death sentence.

“The rape occurred at Six p.m. on April 7, 1954, in the
basement of the apartment house inhabited by the victim. She
had descended to the basement a few minutes previous to
wash some laundry. Experiencing some difficulty in detach-
ing a hose in the sink, she sought help from the janitor, who
lived in a basement apartment with his wife, two grown
sons, a younger son and the petitioner, his nineteen-year-old
half-brother. Petitioner was alone in the aparument at the
time. He detached the hose and returned to his quarters. Very
shorcly thereafter, a masked man, whose general feawures
were identified to resemble those of petitioner and his two
grown nephews, attacked the woman. She had heard no one
descend the wooden steps that furnished the only means of
entering the basement from above.

29
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“Petitioner and one of his grown nephews disappeared
from the apartment house shortly after the crime was com-
mirtted. The former was apprehended the following afternoon
between two and two-thitty p.m. and was taken, along with
his older nephews, also suspects, to police headquarters. At
least four officers questioned him there in the presence of
other officers for thirty to forty-five minutes, beginning the
examination by telling him, according to his testimony, that
his brother had said that he was the assailant. Petitioner stren-
uously denied his guilt. He spent the rest of the afternoon at
headquarters, in the company of the other two suspects and
his brother a good part of the time. About four p.m. the three
suspects were asked to submiz to “lie detector’ tests, and they
agreed. The officer in charge of the polygraph machine was
not located for almost two hours, during which time the sus-
pects received food and drink. The nephews were then exam-
ined first. Questioning of petitioner began just after eight
p.m. Only he and the polygraph operator were present in a
small room, the door to which was closed.

“Following almost an hour and one-half of steady inter-
rogation, he “first stated that he could have done this crime,
or that he might have done it. He finally stated that he was
responsible. ***#¥”  (Testimony of polygraph operator,
R.70.) Not uatil ten p.m. after petitioner had repeated his
confession to other officers, did the police artempt to reach
a United Stares Commissioner for the purpose of arraignment.
Failing in this, they obtained petitioner’s consent to examina-
tion by the deputy coroner, who noted no indicia of physical
or psychological coercion. Petitioner was then confronted by
the complaining witness and “practically every man in the
Sex Squad”, and in response to questioning by three officers,
he repeated the confession. Between eleven-thirty p.m. and
twelve-thirty a.m. he dictated the confession to a typist. The
next morning he was brought before a Commissioner.”

The Court reversed this conviction npon the ground that the
defendant, after his arrest, was not immediately taken before a
Commissioner for his arraignment. It is to be pointed out that
on the day of the defendant’s arrest the police had three or four
suspects, including Mallory, and that they did not know who

the proper defendant was uatil midnight. Ir would be most un-

reasonable and the police would be properly subjected to critic-
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ism if they had filed a chatge against this defendant without
substantial evidence as to his guilt which, of course, 1a this case
was his confession. We can only guess as to what the Court’s
motives were in reversing this case, but it is evident that they
wanted to reverse the case because of the severity of the punish-
ment. In other words, the Court did not like the law which im-
posed the death penalty for rape and they sought by this means
to free the defendant. It will be noted that in the Court’s opinion
they state that the defendant was just “a 19 year old lad”. No
where in the opinion is there any concern whatever for the vic-
tim of this criminal. Apparently she was just another woman
who had been raped and, after all, the defendant was just “a 19

year old lad”. The prosecutor having had to rely on
fession was unable to prosecute the case again because the Court,
by its decision, had effectively closed the door to any further
prosecution and the defendant was freed.

In May, 1960, in the city of Philadelphia, the same defendant
was arrested and charged with rape, battery, aggravated assault
and burglary. The facts, briefly, are: The defendant entered a
home in Philadelphia where he ostensibly came to visit a cousin.
While there he went into each of three rooms on the second
floor and ransacked these rooms for the purpose of stealing.
While doing so, the housewife returned and was told by her
children that there was a man upstairs. She then went upstairs
to investigate and the defendant grabbed her and allegedly raped
her, after which he left the house before the police arrived but
was apprehended shortly the same day.

The jury convicted him ‘of burglary for entering the home
and found him guilty of assault and battery and aggravated
assault and battery upon the rape victim, but not guilty of rape.
On this convicrion he was sentenced from 1133 to 23 years in
prison.

This is an example of the Coust’s arrogant and arbitrary sub-
stitution of their own judgment as to what they think the law
should be so that we must ask the question: Was the Supreme
Court’s judgment in the first case the indirect cause of the wom-
an in Philadelphia being assaulted?

This is another example of the Court’s interference with the

legislative functions where they have no authority. It is also an
example of their almost paranoiac concern for the welfare of a

convicted criminal. The legislature and the legislature alone has
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the authority to fix the penalties for all crimes, including rape.
The only theory by which the Court could interfere would be on
the ground that the penalty was a “cruel and unusual punish-
ment” under the eighth amendment of the Constitution. In the
case of rape, how about the victim? How many women have
been driven insane? How many women have committed suicide?
Who, indeed, received the “cruel and unusual punishment”?
In a recent magazine article (True Detective) Mr. Stan Red-
ding, a student of and a writer on the subject, had this to say:

“ Advertently or inadvertently, three United States Supreme
Court Justices have raised that question by suggesting that
executing a man for rape might be in violation of the 8th and
" ith amendments to the Constitution.

“Justice Arthur J. Goldberg—joined by Justices William
0. Douglas and William J. Brennan, Jt., raised the potential-
ly far-reaching idea in a dissent from the high court’s refusal
to review two death penalties imposed in separate rapc con-
victions.

“Justice Goldberg wrote that the court should decide
whether the Constitution permits the ‘imposition of the death
penalty on a convicted rapist who has neither taken nor en-
dangered human life’.

“In light of the trend “both in this country and throughout
the world against punishing rape by death’, asked Justice
Goldberg, does execution for rape violate ‘the standards of
decency more or less universally accepted?’

“Justice Goldberg said the court should consider whether ™

the “taking of human life to protect a value other than human
.ife . .. (is punishment)’ of a severity dispropottioned to the
offense charged’.

“Justice Goldberg raised the question of whether the sent-
ence might be cruel because the ‘permissible aims of punish-
ment’, such as deterrence, isolation and rehabilitation, ‘can be
achieved as effectively by punishing rape less severely.’

“In certain quarters of American public opinion such rea-
soning is sure to be regarded as lofty and detached to a start-
ling degree, the sort of reasoning which emanates from an
ivory tower that shields the thinker from intimate contact
with flesh-and-blood casualties of human predators on de-

' fenseless women. On the subject of values, it may legitimately
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be asked, What about the human values affected in the act of
rape? And Justice Goldberg’s concern for ‘standards of de-
cency’ seems to center on the punishment for the rapist, rather
than on his victm.

“How does one measure the depth of shock, terror and
sense of degradation experienced by a girl or woman who has
been sexually assaulted? Who can gauge the extent of the
shock waves which spread outward from such a crime to
affect not only the victim, but her husband, her children,
relatives, neighbors and even strangers who recognize her as
“that woman who was raped’?

“If her attacker is executed, his punishment is final. If he
is given a prison term, the limits of his punishment are de-
fined. But there is no time on the horrible, haunting memor-
ies of a woman raped.”

“Understandably, most men under sentence of death are
against capital punishment. But not all.

“One of the eight men executed for rape last year was
Chatles L. Forgey, 23, who died for the savage rape of a
young Dallas housewife. The writer interviewed Forgey be-
fore his sentencing.

“‘A man knows what he’s done,’, Forgey told me. ‘She did
not know me, and I did not know her. I acted under the same
compulsion that makes men rob, kill and steal, but my crime
was worse in many ways.

“ “That woman had the worst experience of her life that
day. She’ll live with it a long time, I'm sure. Now I'm having
the worst experience of mine—but it will be over in a few
seconds.’

Forgey paused a few seconds, and then affirmed what pro-
ponents of death for rape have contended all along: ‘Men
like me deserve to die!’”
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VL
THE COURTS ATTITUDE ON LAW ENFORCEMENT

NE of the disturbing trends of our time is the progressive in-

s/ ciease in che crime rave. A report from the Federal Bureau of

Investigation as of July, 1964, shows that the crime rate for the
last five years is up 40% in face of the fact that our popuiation
only increased 89, and this is particularly true in our urban
areas. J. Edgar Hoover, Director of the FBI, in his official report
on crime in 1963 states “"More impassioned and articulate pleas
are being made today on behalf of the offender, tending to

ignore the victim and chscuring the right of 2 free sociery of
equal protection under the law.” Most police officials are becom-
ing increasingly concerned about the Court’s attitude that law
breakers are sick people rather than criminals and should be
treated with leniency. The Court’s continual interference with
law enforcement has restricted the police so much thar it is get-
ting harder and harder for them to function. One trend thac
particularly alarms law enforcement officials is the growth of
attacks on police officers. In 1963 there were 16,793 assaults
on policemen and 55 police officers were murdered. Even in
good residential areas of large cities citizens fear to walk their
neighborhood streets after dark. Even the city of Washington,
D.C., which is now over one-half Negro, is rapidly becoming a
Negro slum and it is dangerous to walk the streets ac night. Even
_in the U. §. Supreme Court building in Washington it has be-
come necessary to supply guards for its employees when they
leave the Court Building ta walk to their parked cars. If a
woman employee of the Court calls a taxicab she cannot wait
for it outside the building, but must have the raxi driver escort
her to the cab. The public parks in some large cities are now
mostly deserted and the citizens almost never go into a park at
night for fear of being assaulted.

In recent years and since most of the present Court have been
in office the Court has continuously and progressively more and
more interferred with law enforcement agencies and criminal
prosecutors. Their passion for protecting the criminal and their
indifference to law and order has reached alarming proportions,
so much so that they are endangering the public safety. Their
theory is what has become known as “Due Process”. An expres-
sion the Court has taken from the XIV Amendment of the Con-
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mation. This Amendment they have used, or rather abused, to
tify some of their wildest ideas. These cases come under the
ading of “Search and Seizure” decisions. There have been
\ny cases where they have interferred with the administration
justice, but two fairly recent cases point up their conduct.

The case of Chapman vs. United States, decided Aptil 3,
61, from Volume 365 U. S. Reports, 610, originated in the
ite of Georgia.

“The relevant evidence is not controverted. It shows the
following: One Bridgaman, and another, owned a dwelling
house in a wooded area near the Macon, Georgia, airport,
which they commonly rented through a rental agency. Under-
standing that the house had been rented to a new tenant,
Bridgaman, on Sunday, February 16, 1958, went to the house
for the purpose of inviting the tenant to attend church. Upon
arrival he poted a strong “odor of mash” about the house.
There was no response to his knock, and, although he tried
to do 50, he was unable to see into the house. He then returned
to his home and, by telephone, advised the local police de-
partment of his observations. Soon afterward two local police
officers, Harbin and Chance, arrived at Bridgaman's home,
and the three then went to the rented house. They noticed a
strong odor of “whiskey mash” coming from the house. After
their knock at the door failed to produce a response, they
walked around the house and tried to look into it but were
unable to do so because the shades were down. They found
¢hat all of the windows were locked, save one in the bath-
room. The officers testified that Bridgaman told them “to go
in the window and see what('s) what in there.” Bridgaman's
version of what he said was: “If it’s what I think it is, what it
smells like, yes, you can have my permission to go in.” There-
upon they opened the bathroom window and, with the assist-
ance of Bridgaman and Chance, Harbin entered the house
through that opening. Upon entering the house he saw a com-
plete and sizeable distillery and 1,300 gallons of mash Jocared
in the living room. Apart from some accessories, containers
and firewood, there was nothing else in the house. Harbin

then called to Chance that he had found a large still and asked -

him “to go get some help”. Chance immediately left—drop-
ping Bridgaman a: his home—io call the federal officers.
While the federal officers were en route to the house, peti-
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tioner drove up, unlocked the front door, entered the house
and was immediately arrested by Harbin. The federal officers
soon arrived and took custody of petitioner. They also saved
samples of the mash, took various pictutes of the scene and
then destroyed the still and its contents. Neither the state nor
the federal officers had any warrant of any kind.”

From these facts the defendant was convicted of the illegal
operation of a distillery by the United States District Court for
the Middle District of Georgia. The Court reversed this con-
viction on the ground that the asresting officers did not get the
defendant’s permission to enter the premises where the still was
in operation and, therefore, there was an unreasonable search
and seizure. To point up how nonsensical this decision is we
quote from the disseating opinion of Justice Clark:

“As I read the record, Bridgaman had rented a house to
Chapman. On a Sunday morning he called at the house to
invite Chapman to church services. However, Bridgaman
found Chapman gone, the house locked up and an “awful
scent” of whiskey mash all over the place, including an open
but empty cellar. He reported these facts to state officers and,
at his suggestion, two officers accompanied him to the house.
They too smelled, as the Court says, “a strong odor of
‘whiskey mash’ coming from the house.”

“Under Georgia law, the use of premises for the manu-
facture or the keeping of liquor for disposition works “a for-
feiture of the rights of any lessee or tenant under any lease

“or contract for rent***”, Bridgaman advised the officers he
was the owner of the house, had it leased out, and “in-
seructed” officer Harbin to enter it and “see what('s) what
in there.” The officers found a bathroom window unlocked.

Bridgaman “told” the officers “to go in the window” and

assisted in “boosting” officer Harbin into the window and on

into the house. Inside, the officer found a still set up for
operation and 1,300 gallons of whiskey mash in the vats.

There was neither household furnitute nor other evidence of

residential occupancy.

“The Court sets aside Chapman’s conviction on the ground
that this search without a warranc was “‘unreasonable”, For
the life of me I cannot see why this is true. I agree with a un-
animous Court of Appeals that “under the circumstances of
the search here made by the State officers, no illegality was

shown”.
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Another case is that of Stoner vs. State of California. Record-
ed in 84 Supreme Court Recorder, Page 889. The facts from the
decision are:

“The essential facts are not in dispute. On the night of Oc-
tober 25, 1960, the Budget Town Food Market in Montovia,
California, was robbed by two men, one of whom was de-
scribed by eyewitnesses as carrying a gun and wearing horn-
rimmed glasses and a gray jacket. Soon after the robbery a
checkbook belonging 1o the petitionet was found in an ad-
jacent parking lot was turned over to the police. Two of the
stubs in the checkbook indicated that checks had been drawn
to the order of the Mayfair Hotel in Pomona, California. Pur-
suing this lead, the officers learned from the Police Depart-
ment of Pomona that the petitioner had a previous criminal
record, and they obtained from the Pomona police a photo-
graph of the petitioner. They showed the photograph to the
eyewitniesses to the robbery, who both stated that the picture
looked like the man who had carried the gun. On the basis
of this information the officers went to the Mayfair Hotel in
Pomona at about 10 o'clock on the night of October 27. They
had neither search nor arrest warrants. There then transpired
the following events, as later recounted by one of the officers:

“ "We approached the desk, the night clerk, and asked him
if there was a party by the name of Joey L. Stoner living at
the hotel, He checked his records and stated ‘Yes, there is’.
And we asked him what room he was in. He stated he was in
Room 404 but he was out at this time. o

* "We asked him how he knew that he was out. He stated
that the hotel regulations required that the key to the room
would be placed in the mail box, that he therefore knew he
was out of the room.

* “We asked him if he would give us permission to enter the
room, explaining our reasons for this.

“ 'Q. What reasons did you explaia to the clerk?

" 'A. We explained that we were the.e to make an arrest of
a man who had possibly committed a robbery in the City of
Monrovia, and that we were concerned about the fact that he
had a weapon. He stated ‘In this case, I will be more than
happy to give you permission and I will take you directly to
the room.”’
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" 'Q. Is that what the clerk told you?

* ‘A, Yes, sir.

* 'Q. What else happened?

“ ‘A. We left one detective in the lobby, and Detective Oliv-
er, Officer Collins, and myself, along with the night clerk,
got on the elevator and proceeded to the fourth floor, and
went to Room 404. The night clerk placed a key in the lock
and unlocked the door.”

“The officers entered and made a thorough search of the
room and its contents. They found a pair of horn-rimmed
glasses and a grey jacket in the room, and a 45-caliber auto-
matic pistol with a clip and several carridges in the bottom
of a bureau drawer. The petitioner was atrested two days later
in Las Vegas, Nevada. He waived extradition and was return-
ed to California for trial on the charge of armed robbery. The
gun, the cartridges and clip, the horn-rimmed glasses, and the
grey jacket were all used as evidence against him at his trial.”

The Court reversed this conviction for armed robbery upon
the ground that the arresting officers did not have the defend-
ant’s permission to enter his hotel room, therefore, it was an un-
reasonable search and seizure. What ridiculous nonsense is this?
The true functions of a Court is to do justice and to ascertain the
truth respecting the facts of the crime to determine the guilt or
innocence of a person charged with a crime. Why should the law
enforcement agencies be subjected to this continual barrass-
ment? . _

This new and unreasonable rule by the Court on “Search and
Seizure” resulted in two police officers being murdered while
conducting an investigation. Recently the Chief of Police of Los
Angeles in commenting on their difficulties stated:

“The increasing restrictions upon police authority and ef-
fectiveness are coming from the courts and noc the legis-
latures in an avowed effort to administer the affairs of che
police. These restrictions have given advantage to the crim-
inal element and have resulted in a deterioration of our in-
ternal security. The untimely and violent deach of two of our
officers recently while questioning forgery suspects is a case
in point. Formerly, these officers would have ascertained
what evidence might be in possession of the suspects at the
time of contact. Since the courts have ordained that officers
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opinion Justice Black went into a long historical recitation about
religious liberty and particularly what happened in England in
1548 and 1549, some 400 years ago. Justice Stewart dissented
to this opinion in which he stated that he could not see what
bearing there could be on the question by reciting something
that happened so long ago; in pointing out that England has
always had an established religion, stating:

“What is relevant to the issue here is not the history of an
established church in sixteenth century England or in
eighteenth century England or in eighteenth century America,
but the history of the religious traditions of our people, re-
flected in countless practices of the institutions and officials
of our government.

“At the opening of each day’s Session of this Court we
stand, while one of our offictals invokes the protection of
God. Since the days of John Marshall our Crier has said,
“"God save the United States and this Honorable Court.” Both
the Senate and the House of Representatives open their daily
Sessions with prayer. Each of our Presidents, from George
Washington to John F. Kennedy, has upon assuming his
Office asked the protection and help of God.”

This is not establishing a religion by any stretch of the im-
agination. When a Parliament or a Congress establishes a re-
ligion it builds and owns the churches, it employs and pays the
clergy and ir discourages, prevents and outlaws all other relig-
ions, Even 2 seven or eight year old school child could under-
stand the distinction here, but apparently it is beyond the ken
of our Supreme Court.

This was an innocuous prayer, non-sectarian and nonenom-
inational. Qut of 190 million people in (his country who could
object? Not even the agnostics, who are a very small percentage
of the population. This leaves, of course, the atheists, who are so
small in number that they are not even a percentage, but just a
handful. Is not this carrying the protection of a minority to the
point where it is ridiculous? This prayer could hardly interfere
with any one's religious or lack of religious beliefs. We still have
freedom of expression in this country; even in public parks we
have people freely carrying on discussions and making speeches
about religion and any other number of subjects. Some of these
speeches are logical and reasonable, some are humorous and
some foolish and nonsensical, but the freedom of speech is still
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there. Why does the Court seek to upset 175 years of tradition
just to satisfy the desires of a small'handful of people? Are the
desires and wishes of the great majority of no consequence?
What prompted this mischievous meddling? Did the Court
want to make a show of power? Did they want to prove o the
Communist slave states that they agree with the dogma of Karl
Marx that “Religion is the opiate of the people.”? Or, on the
other hand, did they just want to make an arrogant gesture to
show their contempt for our Christian civilization? Have they
forgotten that human nature has not changed in 10,000 years?
That man has conquered everything except the ability to get
along with himself? Have they forgotien that all through his-
tory religion has been a stabilizing influence on mankind? It is
easy to criticize religion, whether it 1s Christianity, or some other
belief. What would they put in its place? The materialism of
atheistic Communism that holds that 2 man is just another cog
in a machine; that he is just another cow in the dairy herd with
no spiritual, moral or inspitational values?
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THE REAPPORTIONMENT CASES.
A LAWLESS GRAB FOR POWER.
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tion. Any school boy who has had his first lesson in civics
is aware of our fundamental function in government; thar the
power is divided between the legislative, executive and judicial,
each limited to its rightful sphere of authority and action.

The Constitution provides that each House of Congress shall
be the sole judge of the qualifications of its members. Article
I (Section 5) paragraph 1. states:

“Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns
and qualifications of its own members, and a majority of each
shall constitute a quorum to do business; but a smaller num-
ber may adjourn from day to day, and may be authorized to
compel the attendance of absent members, in such manner,
and under such penalties as each House may provide.”

This provision of the Constitution has stood against all chal-
lenge until the year 1963. From time to time disappointed of-
fice seekers have complained that the legislature of their states
have unfairly created congressional districts unbalanced as to
population and the Supreme Court has always held that such
_controversies are beyond the Court’s jurisdiction or authority.
The last such case before 1963 was Colegrove vs. Green, de-
cided June 10, 1946. The “complaint of Colegrove and others
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Illinois statutes apportioning the State of Iilinois into congres-
sional districts invalid in that such districts lacked compactness
of territory and approximate equality of population. The case
came before the District Court of the Northern District of II-
linois which Court dismissed the complaint upon the ground
that the Court had no jurisdiction to decide the dispute. The case
afterwards came to the Supreme Court on appeal and the Su-
preme Court affirmed the judgment of the District Court, the
opinion being written by Justice Frankfurter and being concur-
red in by Justices Reed and Burton. We quote from the import-
ant language of the opinion.
“We are of opinion that the petitioners ask of this Court
what is beyond its competence to grant. This is one of those
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demands on judicial power which cannot be met by verhal
fencing about ‘jurisdiction’. It must be resolved by considera-
tions on the basis of which this Court, from time to time, has
refused to intervene in controversies. It has refused to do so
because due regard for the effective working of our Govern-
ment revealed this issue to be of a peculiarly political nature
and therefore not meet for judicial determination.”

It is to be noted that there was a dissent to this decision by
Justices Black, Douglas and Murphy, who wanted to take the
unconstitutional position that the Court could interfere with the
lawful functions of the Illinois Legislature. Justices Black and
Douglas were the old hard-core liberals. Murphy, a politician
of extreme liberal tendencies, was appointed by President Frank-
lin Roosevelt during the court packing era. Murphy was prac-
tically devoid of any legal or judicial training or experience. It
also should be remembered that in 1937 Murphy, as governor
of Michigan, permitted the disgraceful anarchy of the Commun-
ist led sit down strikes in the automobile plans of Michigan. Be-
tween 1946 and 1963 the membership of the Court changed.
The hard-core extremists, Justices Black and Douglas, are now
joined by Chief Justice Warren and Justices Brennan and Gold-
berg, who were very like minded. The five now constituted a
majority of the Court. They were then in a position to ignore
the Constitution and to nullify the authority and functions of
Congreess and the State Legislarures. Their opportunity came
in the case of Gray vs. Sanders, a reapportionment suit from the
state of GGeorgia. The plaintiff sought, as in the Colegrove case,
to force the Georgia Legislature to change their law as to the
counting of votes in the various districts of that state. Georgia
had what is known as the County Unit System. Under this sys-
tem some rural, thinly populated counties, had more voting
power proportionately than more populous counties. The Court,
in its decision, ordered the Legislature to abolish the system and
divide the state into districts of equal population on a theory
that has become known as the "One Person—One Vote” idea.
Justice Harlan, in a dissenting opinion, held to the rule long
established and so clearly stated in the Colegrove case, with the
added reasoning:

“To assume that political power is a function exclusively of
numbers is to distegard the practicalities of government.
Thus, the Constitution protects the interests of the smaller
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against the greater by giving in the Senate entirely unequal
representation to populations. It would be strange indeed,
and doctrinaire, for this Court, applying such broad constitu-
tional concepts as due process and equal protection of the
laws, to deny a State the power to assure a proper diffusion of
political initiative as between its thinly populated counties
and those having concentrated masses, inn view of the fact that
the latter have practical opportunities for exerting their polit-
ical weight at the polls not available to the former. The Con-
stitution—a practical instrument of government-—makes no
such demands on the States.”

At least some 30 states are now in the same situation as
Georgia, in that their congressional districts are not evenly bal-
anced as to population and this applies to some 360 members
of the House of Representatives. According to the Court’s de-
cision, these members are now holding office illegally. Now that
the extremist five constitute a majority of the Court what will
they do to implement their decision? Will they decide to do
what they did in the case of Brown vs. Board of Education and
order these members off of the floor of the House of Representa-
tives? What will the offending Congressmen do? Will they
meekly submit and resign? Will they decide to stand firm
against the order and then wait for the President to send the
Army in to enforce the Court’s order by ejecting them from the
House chamber? You say this would not happen? Who would
have thought a few years ago that the Court in its fanatic and
insatiable lust for power would have destroyed the Constitution
in order to set up a judicial despotism? Before passing this sub-
ject it is important to recall the dissenting opinion of Justice
Frankfurter on the Court's power to interfere with or over-rule
apportionment statutes. First, who is he? Felix Frankfurter was
appointed to the Court in 1939 by President Franklin Roose-
velt. This appointment, also, was during the court packing era.
At this time Frankfurter was a professot in the Harvard Law
School and had been for a long time. He was well known for his
liberal and even radical theories. Many of his students found em-
ployment with the Government in Washington due to his in-
fluence. Several turned out on the radical side, to say the least.
Among these students was the infamous Alger Hiss, the con-
victed perjurer. Frankfurter was a character witness for Hiss at
his first trial. Another incident to show Frankfurter’s trend of
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mind. When the atom spies, Julius and Ethel Rosenberg were
sentenced to death they appealed to the Court for a stay of ex-
ecution several times. Each time their petition was denied by a
majority of the Court and they were finally executed. At the last
denial of their petition Justice Frankfurter joined in dissenting
together with Justices Black and Douglas.

With this background on Justice Frankfurter we come to con-
sider the apportionment case of Baker vs. Carr, decided March
26, 1962. This was a casc arising from the State of Tennessee,
Plaintiff asked the Court to reapportion the districts of the mem-
bers of the Legislature in that state. This was a matter of purely
state concern, having nothing to do with Congress. The lower
Courts had refused to entertain the complaint on the grouid
that the United States Court had no jurisdiction to interfere with
the method of arranging districts in a State Legislature any more
than they had the right to interfere in the fixing of Congres-
sional Districts. Majority of the Court in a long, rambling opio-
ion decided three things:

1. That the United States Courts possess jurisdiction on the
subject matier.

2. That the complaint presented a justiciable controversy.

3. That the appellants had standing in Court.

In other words, that the Federal Courts have a right to inter-
fere in something that is purely a concern of the states. Justice
Frankfurter wrote a dissenting opinion and was joined by Jus-
tice Harlan. It is of the utmost importance to quote at length
from this dissenting opinion.

“The Court today reverses a uniform coutse of decision
established by a dozen cases, including one by which the very
claim now sustained was unanimously rejected only five years
ago. The impressive body of rulings thus cast aside reflected
the equally uniform course of our political history regarding
the relationship between population and legislative repre-
sentation—a wholly different matter from denial of the fran-
chise to individuals because of race, color, religion or sex.
Such a massive repudiation of the experience of our whole
past in asserting destructively novel judicial power demands
a detailed analysis of the role of this Court in our constitu-
tional scheme. Disregard of inherent limits in the effective
exercise of the Court’s ‘judicial Power’ not only presages the
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futility of judicial intervention in the essentially political con-
flict of forces by which the relation between population and
representation has time out of mind been and now is deter-
mined. It may well impair the Court’s position as the ultimate
organ of ‘the supreme Law of the Land’ in that vast range of
Jegal ptoblems, often strongly entangled in popular feelings,
on which this Court must pronounce. The Court’s authority
—possessed of neither the purse nor the sword—ultimately
rests on sustained public confidence in its moral sanction.
Such feeling must be nourished by the Court’s complete de-
tachment, in fact and in appearance, from political entangle-
ments and by abstention from injecting itself into the clash
of political forces in political settlements.

“A hypothetical claim resting on abstract assumptions is
now for the first time made the basis for affording illusory
relief for a particular evil even though it foreshadows deeper
and more pervasive difficulties in consequence. The claim is
hypothetical and the assumptions are abstract because the
Court does not vouchsafe the lower courts—state and federal

guidelines for formulating specific, definite, wholly unprece-

" dented remedies for the inevirable litigations that today's um-

brageous disposition is bound to stimulate in connection with
politically motivated reapportionments in so many States. In
such 2 setting, to promulgate jurisdiction in the abstract is
meaningless. It is as devoid of reality as "a brooding omnipres-
ence in the sky,’ for it conveys no intimation what relief, if
any, a District Court is ¢apable of affording that would not
invite legislarures to play ducks and drakes with the judiciary.
For this Court to direct the District Court to enforce a claim
to which the Court has over the years consistently found itself
required to deny legal enforcement and at the same time o
find it necessary to withhold any guidance to the lower court
how to enforce this turnabout, new legal claim, manifests an
odd—indeed an esoteric—conception of judicial propriety.

“ ... To charge courts with the task of accommodating
the incommensurable factors of policy that underiie these
mathematical puzzles is to attribute, however flatteringly,
omnicompetence to judges. The Framers of the Constitution
persistently rejected a proposal that embodied this assumption
and Thomas Jefferson never entertained it.

“ ... In effect, today’s decision empowers the courts of the
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country to devise what should constitute the proper composi-
tion of the legislatures of the fifty States.

. Thl.‘.‘ .lfd-IIlCIs Carc luuy d-[l(.l Wl[ﬂ QCllDﬂrdtC IOl'e-
thought refused so to enthrone the judiciary. In this situation,
as in others of like nature, appeal for relief does not belong
here. Appeal must be to an informed, civically militant elec-
torate. In a democratic society like ours, relief must come
through an aroused popular conscience that sears the con-
science of the people’s representatives. In any event there is
nothing judicially more unseemly nor more self-defeating
than for this Court to make #n terrorem pronouncements, to
indulge in murely empty rhetoric, sounding a word of promise
to the ear, sure to be disappointing to the hope.”

Ir will be noted at the outset of his opinion Justice Frank-
furter stated "SUCH A MASSIVE REPUDIATION OF THE
EXPERIENCE OF OUR WHOLE PAST IN ASSERTING
DESTRUCTIVELY NOVEL JUDICIAL POWER.” Even Jus-
tice Frankfurter looked on with dismay and perhaps horror
when he saw the Court deliberately destroying the Constitution.
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IX.
CONCLUSION

HE Court has effectively destroyed the Constitution and

rendered it useless. The United States is now ruled by the
fanatical five Justices, who constitute a dictatorship that governs
by edict without regard to law, reason, the public safery or even
common morals and decency. The Court is the bulwark and
constant protector of the Communist conspiracy. Congtess is
completely intimidated! The news media, with few exceptions,
supports their tyranny. The legal profession, with some brilliant
excepuons have failed the people by their indifference to what
is BOinig Ol Was their education and r u:d.auuuls i.";G"v'v'C:'. stultified
by some Communist leaning law professor? In spite of the
Court’s power they have deliberately created and supported an
outside ally, This ally is the lawless Negro mobs. Does the Fan-
atic Five imagine that they are Nicolai Lenin when he ordered
his Bolsheviks to storm Petrograd in the October revolution?
What is the purpose of the Court in encouraging these so-called

'Negro demonstrations? Is it to create a state of violence and

chaos as a prelude to a Communist take-over in this country?
What is the remedy for this tragic situation? There has been
some public discussion about amending the Constitution. There

nnnnnnnnnn
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is notiing wrong witn ince Lonsatution: it noeeas no amend=

ments The fault lies with the Court and more so with the Con-
gress whose timid and craven sutrender of their Constitutional
authority and functions will be the death warrant for our re-
public. How can this judicial despotism be overthrown and the
Constitution restored?

The remedy is provided in the Constitution itself! That rem-
edy is impeachment!

The Constitution wisely left the ultimate power in the people.
The time has come for the people to elect a congress that will
restore the liberties that the Founding Fathers originally gave
us.
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