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. President Ei er. said
yesterday that Suprem ea N
Court_decisions—even tho e
which may be hard to under-%
stand—should be respected. ﬁ

Mr. Eisenhower told his ne\is

" conferénce the American sys-}

b |tem of government gould not

¢ 'exist withogt an i.ndepenaent'

_ ‘judiciary,
He concaded there has been {?

" much erfticism of a numbér of
recent decisions and indicated) %
he, himself, might not have
agreed with all of them, ’

‘-~ Perhaps there. have been: %‘

' tome decisions, Mr. E:senl;ower r

aid, which each of us has very 5
.great  irouble understanding i
‘He did not specify those, l:hr’

.there were any, whlch troubled »

hlm personally,” - s :
sublllzlng Influeneo R i
;] Most of the criticiam has%
stemmed from decisions re&
specting the rights of individ-
um in criminal trials and ap-
'pearances before conzreulona.l
Ec‘ommltteel R T
i Mre E!.er.hawar ==h,.' he st
belicvet that this country re-
‘spects the Supteme Court and
gards it as & vital stabilizing
‘influefice™ [

“preventthg
wlnga of pou%y under the nuc-
tultions of pu
An. ihdependes Supre
ourt.. Mr, Euenhrgtwer laii :
Just mg-essentin]l to the Gow{
ment u the Pre [;
gu, and the pi

u.",.x_ﬂm e -

b 4
auld—pay réspé }
urt’s duties and r 3p 5

R L TR .l ,‘]

- Mr, Euenhwer renrted to
® subject of the Suprems
ourt in connectlon wlth an:
ther question. It concernéd
he aititude of the Governors
onference, in session at Wil
iamshurg,  Va, toward Mr,
Isenhowerl chdl rights pro-
(21 A i
Mr. Elsenhower sald he bé-‘
ieves racial integration is
primarily an educational - pro-

gram which cannot be solved’

summarily by laws or decisiohs.’
Notes Relponslblllﬂu T,

Neverthe]ess, he sald, w ::
the Supreme Court . decla
something to be the law of the
land bv 2 80 dnritinn 2 Gow
ernment executive has certain
responsibilities, |

He sald that to find out
exactly what these responsibili-
ties are under the Court's decl-
sion, he has urged as part of
this civil rights program the
creation of - a commission to
explore the question. -

Mr. Eisenhower sald he he
lieves the. leadefshlp of the
commission should be vested
] in the Justice Department to
' tnake sure executlve action. Iy

Hne wlth the mtent of Iz

Mr Eisenhower said he od—
iders his civil rights progam’
IEry maderate and reason le.!
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COMMUNISM AND DEFENDED AS A CO-EQUAL BRANCH OF THE GOVERNMENT DOING ITS
PART IN SAFEGUARDING. INDIVIDUAL LIBFRTIES. |

THE MOUNTING CONTROVERSY OVER RECENT COURT RULINGS BROUCHT VITH IT -
FRESH DEMANDS FOR LEGISLATION TO CURB OR OVERTURN ITS ACTIONS, AND
NEW WARNINGS OF THREATS TO LAW ENF ORCEMENT. o -

" THERE WERE SOME NOTES OF RESTRAINT. THE NATIONAL .- - _

i : o T GSOCIATION OF .
ATTORNEYS GENERAL SOFTENED A PROPOSED CRITICISM OF THE HIGH COURT. AND
SQME KEY CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATORS DECLARED THE COURT'S RULINGS WOULD
NOT HAMPER THEIR WORKe : o '

REPs DONALD L+ JACKSON (R=CALIF.), IN ASPEECH PREPARED FOR HOUSE.
DELIVERY TODAY, DENOUNCED THE HIGH COURT'S CURRENT COURSE AS LENDING.
AID, COMFORT AND ASSISTANCE® TO THE COMMUNIST ®ENEMY.®

BE SAID THE COURT, IN RULINGS ON COMMUNISTS AND CONGRESSIONAL
INVESTIGATIONS, HAS $TYMIED THE FBI AND RENDERED THE HOUSE COMMITTEE
ON UNAMERICAN ACTIVITIES AND SENATE INTERNAL SECURITY SUBCCMMITTEE
*AS INNOCUOUS AS TWO KITTENS IN A CAGE FULL OF RAPID DOGS.S

ASSERTING THAT JUNE 17, WHEN TWO OF THE MOST DISPUTED COURT RULINGS
WERE ISSUED, MIGHT BE CELEBRATED BY COMMUNISTS MENCEFORTH AS A “RED
I

ﬁﬂlpt& S,i%?r OiAi%Oi?hSﬁlR%sﬂszﬂ S.HOULD PROTECT ITS :COMMI‘TTEES BY

) : ) ‘
THE“SUPREME_COURT WAS ATTACKED TODAY AS AN *AID AND COMFORT® ToO E
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o , By TED LEW!S 2 _
Washmgton. Jute 26—President Exsmhowei- madg a
real college try,at his news conference t
sidelines of the turmo:l caused‘by recen

't keep on the
upreme Court

rulings but in the effort came up with pessibly the pre
understatement of his aecond term. He allowed as how “in

their latest serles of decxs:ons
us has great trouble understan ing.”

There. were other gengnliu—
tions that certdinly suggested Ike
was far from roaring happy over
court &ctions, although he went
to consnderable pains to explain
that in his opinion our system of
government could not exist “with-

" out an independent judiciary.”
»  The

storm over the co'nrt
touches a sensitive spot with Tke.
Alfter all, he named four of the

nine justices and three of his four
appoiniees have shown a surpris-
ing tendency to.vote with the-so-
called hbeml‘holdovers of F.D.R's

+ era,

+

. CaugM ln Middie ;'
Ot Judicial Smog .

And what ﬁ more important,
the President now finds himself
. in the midst of a high-level  Ad-

ministratipn , and Congressional

tangle over how the executive and
legislative branched of govErn-
ment should interpret cloudy de-
cisions endangering . (1) secret

FBI files, (2} prosecution of U.S.

civiliang abroad, and (3) punish-
- ment of Reds for either clamming
. before Congressional committees
i or conspiring to overthrow the
government, i

All {hese prob]ema are going
to have to be wrestled with in
certain vital respecta- by the
White House—just snother chore
for the President right at a time
when disarmament, budget, e¢ivil
rights, ete., have plled up gnoug'h
paper work.

aking matters worse is the
fact that no day goes by w:thout
a new ‘churning-up of the issues
exploded by the courta in the last
few weeks, Almost while  Ike
wan sidestepping the court issue
. before the press, two union mem-
bers before a Senate committee
clammed, falling back en: the
court's cieciswn restricting Con-
mvemgmm
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op Court Frees - -
onvicted Repisk  ~

An overlooked ruling of the
court lsst week suddenly tossed.
up & local storm with glaring
newspaper “headlines that JIke
ouldn’t miss later in the day.

A convicted rapist; Andrew E.
Mallory, was ordered freed be.
cause the Supreme Court ruled.
on Monday that the conviction
had te be set aside becayse his
conféssion was obtained before
arraignment, In Diatrict Court
today U. 8. Attorney Oliver
Gasch gaid further prosecution
was impossible because of inauf-

confession. . -
Earlier this week in the Senate,

Sen. Joseph O'Mahoney (D-Wyo.)
pointed up the judicial chaos that
as resylted from the court's de-
ision in & Communist case that.
ertinent secret FBI files must
made available to the defense

n criminal trials, -

. O'Mahoney reminded ’that lower
cou judges were having trouble
interpreting the decision, (Maybe
Tke was thinking of that specific
ruling when ke talked about
“great troubls” understanding
some of them.). -

Judges Otfer T\n}. -
Different Opinions .

The SBenate was told one judge
“seemed to feel that the informa-
ion gathered by the FBI should
revealed before the caze began
hile in another court it wae held
hat the material should not be
made available unti] lfter the
evidence was In® - -
This confusion wxh onl
sample, sald O Mehone§, ot -

’Eﬁ"ﬁ"&ﬁ}‘ﬂ“%‘e‘n‘“‘" |
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o

ra

A e ——— A e —

Tolson

Nichol

Boardnlan
mont

Mohr

Pa-oaﬁ

Holloman
Gandy

| Wmm&a

Wash. Post and
Times Herald
. Wash, News
~' Wdsh. Star
N. Y, Herald
Tribune
N. Y, Journal-
American
N. Y. Mirror __£
N. Y. Daily News __.!
N. Y. Times
Daily Worker
The Worker
New Leader

1N

GE=0.7545 f Date N2 35,

NOT RECORDED
44 JuL 2 1957

ey o . &

-



T
]

- . LY }" - - P
ick passage 9‘ HH,
backed by the. Justic epart-
ment, mmed at. _ﬁln.ri.fying the
meaning of the discloture decision,
Some Administration sources
thought privately that the Presi-
dent was particularly confused
by the courts-martial decision
of tha court. - That ruling freed
two women who murdered their
husbands overseas and “appegr- =
ed"—for the court majority s litfR
on this interpretation—to an .
court-martial of any U. B. civi- .
lian overseas with our l.rl'!ledi
forces, - 5 3
Delense Depcrhnuf RPN
To Wait ond See :
The Defense Department has i
decided temporarily to try to it |
" that problem out. A check today Fr‘
‘: showed that while there will be
" no more court-martials of over-
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seas civilians for capital crimes, *
any of the estimated 500,000 de- |
pendents and others in civvies '
sbroad who ateal, assault or are

LT

caught blackmarketing will still .

. be ,court-martialed in the areas °
. where that is provided for. .

And it anyone already o con-
victed—between .15 and 20 civi-
lians court-martialed sbroad are
in federal prisons in this country
—wants to try for freedom on
the basis of the Supreme Court’s
ruling, well and good. The Penta-
gon, too, would like to know
what's whA‘t and as soon as pos-
sible.

President Eisenhowers interest
in what should be done with over-
seas civilians who break the law
iz understandable, since he faced
some of the same problems dur-
ing World War II.

So perhaps the nmb:guous

' gourt-martial .han by the Sa-
preme Court was what he partic- !

warly had ifn mind when he
suggested today that the high
tribunal was trying, although not
necessarily successfully, to make

y its opinion crystal clear. ..

Thinks Cowrt Hopes
. To Be Understood -
“They write their decmions,

S

was the way "he put it, “in such 3

s way that they hope at least
that tven a layman like myself
can understand them.® -

© And there waa  afight lmipil-
eation that in some of the recent !
controversial decisions he - was
more tmpressed by ‘the minority *
~views than those o rt

| ety L oh Ut

¢
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U. §. Attorney Gasch
Stymiad by court’s ruling
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SUN VALLEY, Idako, June
28 (P—America's state sttor.

approve resolutiong—criticizing

'the United State
C

The Natlonal Assoclation of:
Attorneys General in its 51st
annual conference deleted from
two proposed resolutions words?
‘censuring the court. It then
‘ approved both resolutions,

One urged legislation “de.
slgned to reafMirm and reacti-

l

{ :vate Federal and state internal

: security. control® . , . -
The other endorsed legisla.
Jtlon which would require “ihat
.o future act of Congress shall
,Jbe considered to exclude any
. state laws on the same subject
maiter uniess such congression-
al act contains an express pro
vision to that effest” - . . |
Removed from tha-festreso-

Attorneys General Drop
High Court Criticismf}’-
i

.neys general refused today to;sions of the Supreme Court”

Jlution was a statement saying|.
Jhat loiernal security controls
! Lo \‘—-—h—_..

é’;{ 495747 H
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d bepn “rendered ineffectual
weakened by recent deci.
The second resolution. con

ained, before it was amended,|

expression of alarm “pver
he increasing tendency of the
upreme Court” to rule that
ederal law,_ supersedes stats

W An the same fleld.
Attorney CGeneral Leuls

Wyman of New Hampshire, re

tiring association presicient,
ad led the criticism of the
upreme Court. But he joined

Ty

n the final vote to elimipate
he reference 4o the Co
Attorney General 'Johnf M,
Dalton of Missour] was eifeted
association -president fo. 'thei

eoming yesr.
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';wernment have sgiph

operation of
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them are in

respect for

in I'hah- 1a#,

+The Supreme Court has ren

WASHING'DON "June 25.—President Eisenhower unwlt.tlnul!
pened 8 Pandora's box when he urged the Conference of Gov-
ernors to assert the rizht.s ot t.he stat;es He sald: :
4 er, under our Constltutional system, could the natlor
ned away state authority without
negleet, acqulescence,

l’rom the states the rights tiey always
t.houghx they had under the Consw:uucn?

" " “This capital today has in §t meny offi-
ciaﬁ and legislators who sre angry over the
latest Bupreme Court decisions—and many of

President shows an ouiward-calm and urges
the court as an institution; He
2aid, however, with remarkable restraint to
his press couference bhis week that “possibly

'q-«

s Qtatoq Plan

LAWRENCE ,L-" ;."

‘

tho weallmeal
.the
‘or unt . eo-‘
the states themaelves™ = -
question now being asked ix how

T the states today sssert their rights if the
Supreme Court of the United States can pass

'legislation™ that lakes away
Anur In Capltal

-~

the Administration itself. The

‘ latest, series of urcmons. pnere are
some that each
" understanding.”,

of us-has very great trouﬁle
dered declsions which many offi~

elals believe will endanger the security of the nation and make it

“easter for

£ Sense of Frusiration
! Rarely has there been such 2

ment as there is today as the,
Bupreme Court goes on releas-
g Communists as well as
varlous types of eriminals, in-
cluding & confessed rapist, on
technical grounds described
oonvemently as. “individual
rights” The ides that soclety

R I sense of frustration in govern-

Communists to inflitra
_ Likewlse, many officials believe ti:
1 powerless to carry on effective law ntorcement. against er

js 'gtha supreme tribunals of the

the American governmept
states have been rende

Conzreu Reaetion

Taturally this type of re
g doesn’t sit well with Con.
] ress, though here and there are
o-called “liberals” who are re-
Egiclnx over the decisions.
The P. B. L. and police agen-
ies of states and cities, more-
ver, are -worried. For the
Bupreme Court says detectives’
Feports about any" witness that

s a2 whole needs protection
gainsl; traitors and <crooks
‘ryshed adide, and the “individ
ual right” is ruled to be smu

preme,. -

‘ Consressut.oldby\hesuprem
Court that its inyestigatin
commitiees

answer - quastions even
the Fjfth Amendmeht isn’t In
voked: The edict also is issue
by the Supreme _Court that fre
speech includes the right &

apcn-
the forcible overthro

: phrued with the same :.x;:uclt.
g the government and that, only| Ress and clarity as is required|

ust be made public, or the
ight of the prosecuting attor-
ney to use the witness must be
forfeited. The difficulties
introduces for $he law-enforce-
meni agencies et t.nn country
are Incalculable, R

. Congress doesn‘t xnow mnow
0 proceed with jis Investi-

E;-e defendant’s counsel asks for

.when the conspiracy 18 well upd in & law court. The witness myust

‘der way and there is an sctu

‘tep taken to overthrow the|Of Any-question” is bef

‘be told just what the purposﬁ
an

1 lleglsll.tures. cities and countiss.

—“Eiﬁﬁ—*

““

WLy .

) buk the movement to cwrb the

__*

this|,

‘Govevmansnt, can effective steps| snSwer need be made and then,

e taken to protect the nalfIL =

19574
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the witness choos-b-nn

——

to the "]miuh.tlvn pur-
. . 'l. . RN
.Blow to Locnmiu. Too - 4
This i & virtual sabotage of]
Congreasional procedures. But it
Is also & croppling blow to in-
vestigating committess of siate

-y

The Supreme Court has cer-

tainly taken away many other
ipowers of the states in the laat)
few years. Thus, the court feels
'it has suthority hoiv to  SAY how
‘schools shall be operated,
pupils shall be assigned, how
admission requirements shsall be
‘written, and to pass upon what
'patents of children in a com-
munity may say in urging other
‘parents what to do about their
children's attendance at certain
schools. This amounts to virts
ually coinplete regulation of the
schools under the jurisdiction of
the Supreme Court. This power
is one t.hut the states for gen-
erations have thought was re-
served 1o them. .

Thurmond's Propon]

Benator Thurmond, Democrat,
of South Carolina, hu & direct
solution. He has mtroduced Ieg-

“"Hm‘ h' d\‘:a.a.un' uuu lppcuaw

jurisdietiun of the Supreme
Court. The constitution gives
that power to Congress. A law
which says what Federal stat-
utes may be appealed to the
high court and what actlons by

states can be accepted for ap.'
peal to the Supreme Court of
.the United States would be con-
» Stitutional. It has been tried for
hrlef periods in A.merlcan his-

% This 1t the whole mwer.1

Supreme Court is growing. Bills
to provide for se-confirmation

/o1 Bupreme Court Justices by] -

‘the Benate after four years of
-service, blis to provide for se-
.lection of only lswyers of quali-:
"fled experience, and bills with
‘other limlmuans are heing in-
troduced In Congress in & gan-
eral revulslon of !eeling against

mhad

how}

what Mr. Thurmond calls "Ju'
dielal tyranny” and “Judiclat’
usurpatlon. :

O LI N ¥. Herald Webbemetnc:
I”\ ,I‘ — A ‘Jj"
,/2/\ Y5y
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Presldent Eisenhower unwit-
tingly apened a Pandora's box
when he urged the conference
of QOovernors to assert the
rights of the States, He said:

“Never, under our constitu-
tional system, could the Na-
tiona! Government have si-
phoned away State authority
without the neglect, acquie-
scence, or unthinking co-opera-
tion of the States themselves.”

But the question now being
asked is how cen the States
today assert their rights if the
Supreme Court of the United
States can pass “laws’ or adopt
“legislation” that takes away
from the States the rights they
always thought they had un-
der the Constitution?

This Capital today has in it
many officials and legislators
who are angry over the latest
Supreme Court decislonss—and
many of them are {n the ad-
ministration itself, The Presi-
dent shows an outward clam
and urges respect for the court
as an Institution. He szid,
however, with remarkable re~
straint to his press conference
this week that “possibly in their
latest series of decistons, there
are some that each of us has
gry great trouble understand-

g X

The Supreme Court -has ren-

" dered decisions which many
officials beleve will endanger
the security of the Nation and
make it easier for Communists
to infiltrate the American
Government. Likewise, many
officials believe the States have
been rendered powerless to
carry on effective law enforce-
ment against criminals,

Rarely has there been such
& sense of frustration in Gov-
ernment as there is today as
the Bupreme Court goes on

eleasing Communists as we
various types of criminals
including a confessed rapis
\, jon technical grounds descri
. conveniently was “individ

!

e ¥

--..-*— S

Uéﬂfﬁmsﬁc

Tribunal Viewed as Taking Away !
Powers of the Commonwealths

R -V

O

¢

and

rights.” The ldes that soclety
as a whole needs protection
against traitors and crooks is

brushed aside, and the “indl-.

vidual right” fis ruled to be
supreme, .

Congress ia told by the Su-
preme Court that its investi-
gating commitiees herealter

cannot punish the refussl by

& witness to answer questions,
even if the Fifth Amendment
isn’'t invoked. The edict also is

issued by the Supreme Court

that free speech includes the
right to preach forcible aver-
throw of the Government and
that, only when the conspiracy
is well under way and there is
an actual step taken to over-
throw the Government, can
effective steps be taken to pro-
tect the Nation.

Naturally, this type of rea- .

soning doesn't sit well with
Congress, though here and

there are so-called “liberals”.
who are rejoicing over the .

decisions.

The FBI and police agencies
of States and citles, moreover,
are worried. For the Supreme
Court says detectives' reports
about any witness that the
defendant’s counsel asks for
must be made public, or the
right of the prosecutlng at-
torney to use the witness must
be forfeited.” The difficulties
this introduces for the law-
enforcement agencies of the
country are incalculable,

Congress doesn’'t know now
how to proceed *‘th its in-
vestigations on any subject.
For the court has sald ques-
tions directed to a witness
must be phrased with the
same explicithess and eclarity
as is required in a law court.
The witness must be told just
what the purpose of any ques-
tion is before an answer need

. be made and then, if the wit-
ness chooses, he can regard

the question as not “pertinont”
to the “!egislauve purpoae"

-
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the States poa
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Thisis a vlrtual sabohca of
congressional procedures: But ;
it Is also a crippling blow-to |
jnvestigating committees - of
State legislatures, citles snd |
countles.

|
The Supreme Court. hag |
certalnly taken away many °
other powers of the States in
the last few years. Thus, the
court feels it has authority
npw to say how schools shall
operated, 'how pupils chall |
be assigned, how admission .
requirements shall be written,
and to pass npon what parents
of children in a community
may say in urging other
parents what to do about
their children’s attendance at
certgin schools. Thiy amounts
to virtually complete regule-
tion of the schools under the -
Jurisdiction of the Supreme
Court. This power I8 one the
States for generations h
thought was reserved to th

Senator Thurmond,

a
erat of Houth Carolina,

& direct solution. He hag

troduced Iegislation to de-

fine the appellate jurisdiction .
of the Supreme Court. The V)
Constitution gives that power

to Congress. A law which says

what Federa! statutes may be

- appealed. to the high court and

what actions by the supreme

tribunate of the States ean|
be accepted for appeal to the
Supreme Court of the Urilted

States would he constitutional.

It has been tried for briet

periods before in American
history.

This isn'f the whale answer,
byt the movenient to curb the
Supreme Court Iis growing.
Bills to provide for recon-
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firmation of Supreme Court
justices by the Benate after N. Y. Herald
four years of service, bills to Tribune

provide for selectlon of only
lawyers of qualified experience,
and bills with other limita-
tions are being introduced in

Congress {n 2 general revulgion
of feeling against what . The Worker
mond calls “fudicial tyr * New Leader

and “judiclal usurpation.
] (Renroducuna Rllhu neur

N. Y. Mitror
N. Y. Daily News .
Daily Worker
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.The Passing of'a U.s. Threat

' Confident View Taken of Supreme Court
ulings as Sign U. S. Traditions Prevajf) \Cl

© ‘The Supreme Court decisions
y -have fung down the cuilain

on what has been called

“the witchhunting epoch,” The ~

= chidea mancrau maima TXEeloe

wor us WEI'C LTVEL JIUIE. ¥yivvluoa
were {llusions. Communists are
real, and the existence of an
international Communist con-
spiracy 1s a fact.

But these decisions—releas-
ing five known Communists in
California, and demanding re-
trials for nine others; re-
habilitating a discharged State
Department official, and ex-
onerating a labor leader who

' was fined and imprisoned for
. contempt of Congress because

he refused to name f{ormer
Communist assoclates — indi-
cates the Supreme Couft no
longer regards communism gs

“a real and present danger”
.or internal threat to the se-

curity of the Américan Gov-
ernment.

It & most unlikely that these
decisions would have been
given five years ago. The high
court would hardly have s0
rled during the Stalinist
period and the Korean or Indo-

" Chinese wars, 'The Committee

on Un - American Activities
reached its zenith when Amer-
ica wes genuinely afraid that
communism might sweep the
world and engulf tae United
Stateg, and America wWas fever-
ishly rebullding its external

© and Internal defenszes. Then

the security of the state took
precedence over the rights of
the individual, as it always
does In war, War, hot or cold,
iz the perennial enemy of per-
sonal freedoms and Invariably
reduces the grea of what is
considered to be tolerable.
These decicions are, there-
fore, an expression of restored
confidence. They indicate that
the highest court of this land,
and the ultimate guardian of
its Constitution, believes that
greater rights of individuals
are no longer incompatible
wlth the security of the state; ™
that ers, ssentlnlly.

WBI Tmeasures can be amel-

WP

jorated; and that we can
safely move back Into the
great American tradition.

That iswhatI meant by aay-
ing, in & previous columu, that
" the decizions are not revolu-
tlonary but the opposite. They
give one the comfortable feel-
ing of coming back home,
where there have always been
cranks, radicals of every color,
would-be overthrowers of the
soclal order, ldecloglsts who
yearned to shatter the world
{0 bits and then remold it
nearer to thelr heart's desire,

tolerated because we were sure |-

they coudnt do ii, and re-
garded by both the state and

soclety, not as dangerous men-

aces but as nuisances and
crushing bores.

The decisions are reminls- |,

cent of Jefferson’s first inau-
gural address, uttered at s
time when America was suffer-
ing from the backwash of the
French revolution, the original
ideals of which had been
drowned i{n bloody Injustices,
and whose leaders also were
conspiring on an international
scale, Jefferson himself bheing
under suspicion. “Reaction-
arles” were packing their
trunks In Washington prepsr-

ing to flee the coming Red !

terror, when Jefferson deliv-

ered his immortal address as -

limpid and confident as light.

" I find an element of humor
in the fact that Justice Tom
Clark, fnr'rnprlv nwunnﬁnrr ata

tomey of President Traman
(“Communist charges are red
herrings”), was the lone dis-
senter, and that the rehabili-
tated State Department official
was flred by Truman's Secre-
tary of Btate, Dean Acheson,
idel of the “liberals.” Mr. Jus-
tice Harlan, who was strongly
influential in forming the
decisions, {8 thoroughly ¢on-
servative. .o

But, again, the conservhtive
mind has usually beenrthe
guardian of edom
against the excesses ‘of “de-
mocutlam" that can be w0

awfully tyrannous. Edmund
Burke was a conservative, and
the extent to which he is be-
ing revived in American uni-
versities is also cheering.

It's & beautiful day up here
*in Vermont. The heat wave
has ahated. The weather {a

cmarllineg and ataayr Tha wand,
ONALRILIE Bl VITERL., 4 LT WUTUS

chucks have been gassed in th
perennisl beda or departed
other gardens. And the pol
cal weather is brighter, too
Happy Fourth of July!
up thi flag!
r

e - e
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/ Court Curbe Neoded ——

OME sort of constitutional amend-

\ ment is needed to glve the people |
better control over the caliber of men
named io lifelong jobs from which’

they are able to exert a great influ-

ence over the lives of the . We
refer to the afembers of
the TS, reme Ogurt. Once & jus-
tice b rves for life

1
gu’
v
H

44
§
g

Sen. mtland of Mssisslppl and
Ben. Johnson of South Carolina have
: proposed an smendment that would
require justices, appointed for life, to
1 veappear before the Bemadte for re-
eonfirmation every four years. Per-
baps this would provide a solution .
to today's serious problem of a court
» which has conatituted itaelf as »a

policy-making body ra.bhor than a S
. iclal body.

g
;

¥

--—r-v'-e—b“

e g e e

'..

ANOTHER PLAN would be to a.mt'nd
;uu Constitution to provide for limited
appointments, say four years, so that
& President could refrain from re-
appointing. & manm when it became
obvious that he blundered in the
fnitia]l appointment. Thus, President
Eisenhower would have an opportu-
nity to replace Earl Warren after four
years—and 1f he did nof, the people
would have an opportunlty to replace
the President.

Perhapa it would be better for the
, stices to run lor office just us the
’{F;msident, every four or six years.
ymituukl,wuld pat the court

tn “politica,” but it can be argued that

! [the court coukdn’l get any deeper into
'pontla than the present Supreme

Court has of its own volition.

. It the final power of government

g

7
———ETe

rests with the people, as we believe |

Athe Jounders of our country envi-
. : oned, then some system must be ;
T worked out to give the people final ;'
. l\:m'urm the Bupreme C‘mmg. ‘

— e i
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No Wonder Russian

" Precedent- bludgeonmg, Communisi-
1piding decisions are bringing the Su-
Fremq €ourt under _attack today as
inever before. .
And it is passing strange that, for
orice, the American people find thein-
elves largely unable to take cor- -
s yective action. Though they are the
ource of government, theu bands are
g ted. .
4 Nothing can be accomphshed at the
polls, -
j ~ For as the founding father‘s never
- imagined court abuse of legal doctrine
—-1 would become so damaging, they fixed
life terms for the justices.
i rdinarily the theory of appointive.
3 fotlife judges and justices is prefer-
~ re It rests, however, on a more
- | baflic theory—that the law of the peo-
ple will be the Bible of the bench. No
) tuch devotion ta law is evident in the'
ation’s highest tribunal. .
" Dn professed assumption that the
. Vindividual §8 supreme to national
+ Y security, the fustices have all but
-y wrecked the Smith Internal Security
i Act. They have attached a ball and

.

nuled At Mentlon

s On Jackson Toyr
0Of Gs)qpreme Coust

shocked that his chief justice, Earl
Warren, has so philosophied as to
align himself with the nation’s most
unsavory element, part of whom advo-

......_-4

‘tion of their couirt allies.

'Yny abridgement of official action ;
!

4 chain to Congressional investigations.
2% They have opened the land to new
Z§lawlessness by compelling complete
idisclosure of FBI files to defendants
‘an Justice Department action. -+
What the court has done is pick up
,lsolated incidents of abuse of indi.’
“dividual rights, iranslate them into a
!d against actiont to” flush_Com- |
and crooks from American

:avawed Communists are targets. -

cate the violent overthrow of the goy- !
ernment.

It is no Wonder that the four Rus-
sian embassy attaches touring Jackson
last week could only smile at the men-

Strange does one review the writ-")
ings and public utterances of Justices
"Warren, Felix Frankfurter and Hugo
Black before they went to the cou
All, in one form or another, lash

¢

queeze society of its lawbreakers.
As attorney general of Califomi‘a‘, |
Mr. Warren blasted the state parole
board for letting three murderers go
free. They were hbel‘ated “he
charged, “because they are politicslly
powerful Communistic radicals.” -~ |
Justice Frankfurter, in 1924, called !
for “hands off" the congressional in-'
vestigation of Teapot Dome, defended '
it against the kind of attacks we hear"
today when fellow travelers and

- And Justicé Black, enetime Alaba-
ma Klansman, directed the Senate’s
yexpose of public utility malpractices in
the mid-19308. As senator and chair- $
man of the iuvestigation, Justice Blagk :

defend’ed his’ inqulry ‘against a1
COmers. ,Q fu :,.& '-"A'-".\b Y v

. 1..."?“ -

What%\lt ohe might ask, that

upu-gne Cou_;t,.@a to ihe o!,
m’ cadom. A

?H i‘}ﬁ? -

Mr, Parsons .
Mr. Rosen ..
Mr. Tamm ..
Mr., T, cew . A ]
Mr. Neazs . __
Tele. Room ..
Mr. Hell*man._..

V Miss Gandy...
\ e

PAUL TIELIER, EDITCR.
IN-CHIEF

STATL TIMES
JACKSON, MISS.
6/27/57
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Stirred to

e quiﬁ:jeaction to the recent decision
of ‘the U.S—Supreme_Court on the “Red”
cases has been that of m
nation. . .
. When suspected Reds wete arrested, in-
dicted, tried and convicted in the lower:

‘ ry
«courts, the general expectation hss been

that ultimately they'd serve time in jail.
Appeals were ‘expected, delays anticipated,
as part of the long, cumbersome processes
of the courts. But not complete freedom
for men who skulked behind the Fifth
‘Amendment to hide their pasts.

A L] . [

.

-

. The Supreme Court decisions, sweeping
In one sense and. narrowly technieal in

another, have been a shock to many millions
‘of Americgns . )

Sasmivad 4w an

. These do not view the decisions as up-
holding freedom and democracy so much
-5 _endangering it. . §

. Lawyers and judges can—probably most
do—agree with the court decisions, They
] that congressional committee investi.
gafjons, in their insistence on direct, un-
eqffivocal answers; in their threats of
cofftempt of Congress; in their exercise of

|
3

espread indig-

O

T
Indignation -
this power to hold a balky witness
_tempt, have gone toq far.. -
But this is not the reaction of millions
of Americans, as expressed in many com-
ments, editorials, letters to newspapers.
;. They are both bewiidered and angersd
¥ the Supreme Court decisions.

President Eisenhower himself has recog-

‘nized and commented on this widespread
criticism. -

The result is likely to he—certainly
should be—amendment of the Federal laws.

Several  Congressmen have mentioned
this. Eisenhower’s comment early this week
indicates that he expects it.

Tha wmaune jm -C..—_._-_-

A THOVES il.l ULIZTESE shﬁuid e made
‘s00n, and pushed hard.

The court decisions have freed accused

" | men whose actions certainly have been sus-

bicious; and have encouraged all the “cells”
and rings and cliques and groups of sly
and subversive characters in our co try
to continue and intensify their conspifacies
aimed at the very democracy the jfourt

decisions are supposed to uphold.
R :

———
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mission on constitutional law by £

~ control of the purse strings.

. empt the field on prosecution for §

. not be forced to make available

. oI TR Daly.

| Davis Drafts
: Curb-Court
Ameltldment,.-f

Constitution

WASHINGT

sshington Bursau ;
+ June 20—Rep.

i James Davis proposed to the Con-f-
; gress )

today & constitutional. -
amendment

: er and de-}"
sstruction offf
of states ' § .
rights.” - ;
He also advo- 2.
cated on the B~
floor of theX
House the cre-§f.
ation of a eom.{t

the Congress to exercise some Eh
restraint over the court through {'+

Davis said he planned te intro-
duce legislation to correct “‘ob- B
jectionable" decisions by the &
court. As examples, he said he ¥
would offer bills (1) to make it B
clear that Congress did not pre-§

sedition and that states have the
right to try persons for sediious
acts, and .(2) that the FBI should

its files to attorneys for defen-

CONSTITUTION
orgla

June 21, 1957

Editor:

FRCM {3

M7 RSED Fg ,'%;D J‘ijl- 9 1957

RALPH McGILL

ol O

- T gc?

e s e S

RECENT DECISIONS e
Specifically referring to recent.

Mr. Rosefi_
Mr. Tamm
Mr. Trotter
Mr. Nease
Tele. Room
Mr. Hollo L
Miss Gandy 'i

decislons reversing convictions of .
Communists and subver.siveu,;
Davis sounded this warning on .
the floor of the House: :
“The stealthy and silent SUp-’
pressionz of xtate functions™ by
the court, Davis gaid, constitute ;
“a far deadlier peril to our
continued existence as a free!
self-governing people than all the
grisly mass extinction weapons
our scientists are working to
perfect.” . ,
For more than a century and’
& half, the Georgian sald, the
court enjoyed public esteem and
was above politica and above the _
philosophy that “io the victor
belong the spoils.”

CASUAL ACQUAINTANCE

The present court, he said, hax
Justices “whose recor ds a.nd%
backgrounds reflect only the most|
icasualr acquaintance with the

aw"l [] .

He added that the court ha.sl
handed down decisions that have
been hailed by the Communist
newspaper, the Daily Worker,
with front page headlines.

“The eyerencroaching power
of the preme which
President erson wammed us

agaln;t must be curbed,” he de-J
clared. : iy
.——_‘ - . -
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EToday-‘iniR'a'tiondl Affairs =
Supreme Court Pr(iée%ure

Questioned in Bias Ruling
j <. By DAVIBFIAWRENGE .

WABHINOTON, June 37—The Bupreme Court of the

nited States doesn't practice what 1€ PrERTIEE

Y . Fram tims immemmorial it hus been a rule of law that, when

‘ an expert witness testifies in court, he must be present for cross-
anlnat.lon by the other side. The Supreme Court has just said,

- moreover, that, when the F, B, I. puts on &
witness in a criminal case, the other side
must have access to anything and every-
lhing about the witneas which is in the files
of the lsw-enforcement agency so that the
credibllity of such a witness may be tested
In court. - - :

But the Bupreme Court of the United
States doesn't sllow this in its own proceed-
f {ings. Thus, the femous decision on school

integration violated all the rules of modern
courts by declaring that It was based on the
“authority” of witnesses who never were re-
vealed in court at all. - - :

Bome of thege “witnesses” were cohnected
with Communist-front crgsnizations, and one
; of them was a Swedish Socialist who bitterly
Lawrence crificlzed the American Constilution. The
_f ) lawyvera for the several soversign states who
argued the cese before the Supreme Couri were not told that the
court had mny “secret witnesses™ or “experts” up its judicial
tieeve, Only when the decision was printed did the American
people learn whai “witnesses” haff infSuenced the Supreme
Court’'s conclu.aiong. Today onet of the bitterest controversies
Amerlean history has grown out g~ T .
of the same Supreme Court de- | 23 thal & "provisional Inv

PR

_ B nlch th
s ruling was based on informa- § ev:ah &Su:p Tﬁiﬁx“d};&gﬁg
Hou derived from certain “ex- s connection With and partic.

e o pation in the world-wide Com-
The decision says that “what-

ver may have heen the extent

: eid end Frazier, listed In the
! psychologicdl knowledge” at

group of six authorities, have

7\ !
63 L1l

|
(m
|

he time (1898} that the opinion o less thap Lweniv-eight clta.)
{Plessy V. Brown) was handec @fTong 1o the files of the g}
down which permitted “sep- BiTiee Oh Un-AIncrican '
wrate but equal” school facil- RIes af the United
ities, the new Anding “is amply } Representatives ' revealinglF
supported by modern ~anihor- FRCInRETSlD In.” 0" particina tios
ity.” - with, Communist or Communis

! The Bupreme Court, in its QTONC OTERAIzZatlons and actiy
opinion, then cited six “author- Jues. .

ities® and sald In a Ipotnote: Quotes Myrdal - -

"and see generally Myrdal, 'An c

"M, East oted out thy
American Dilemme’ ({940)." | }‘g;g ui:“g,‘,’fmﬁ g:;.t&‘i

1

e S——

‘islon, which says candidly that fE 0D Of the authorities ufion

@nunist conspiracy, in that Bra-)

" Ben, Eastland, of Mississipp! Jicclared—in the book cited by
moerat,

Benate Judiciery Committes, has {
placed before the Benate o reso-
lutlon containing information

nited Siates Constitution was

odern conditions” and that its
taitted to place before the Su-

tiea* ‘cleatly {ndicstes “a dan-)
gerous  intlhyence
; on the Supreme Court)

groups and otner enemles of the

chairman' ¢t thelghe Supreme Court—that the}'
impracticsl. and unsulted tof

which nobody was evidently per- fidoption was “nearly o plot]
gainat the common peopis,” i

pFreme-Ggurt during, Qée timel" Ben. Eastland added tm.t}
hl_m case wgs being ArgUP-Helthe eitation of thest “authorie|
and control
by Communist-front pressurel

Amertewtrtepublic AT IOy

inirmical to the generdl welfare
n,m'l best interssta of the repub-
lie.” .

Mr. Eastland seid he was con-
vinced the Supreme Court has
been “indoctrinated and 'brain-
washed” by Laft-Wing pressure
groups.” : _
Whether one does or does
not agree with Mr, Eastland's
contentions, the fact is that no-
body could cross-examine the
“authorities” cited by the Su-
preme Court nor introduce other
experta 10 present & contra-
Qictory interpretation. For the
court didn't tell angybody who
its “witnesseg” were. I{ kept
them secret until the decision
itself was announced., So there
wasn't any opportunity for “con-
frontation” or “refutation’” Yet
that’s the rule the Bupreme
Court Insists on whenever any
oné in the lower courts brings!
in witnesses and no oppariunity
fur- cross-examination Is given.

F

} Instead of performing a re-
‘view function, the 8Supreme
Court haa introduced lis own
“axperts,” and the other side
'could not cross-examine them or
‘evaluate their expertness or
credibility, This certainly wasn't
“due process” -— the court's
falorite phrase, which 1t ugd

tedly in 8 recent decisipn
crippling the powers of Congrie-
sidnal {nvestigating tommitiegs.
© 1957, N. Y. Herald Tribune Ittc.
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F our-Year Judgeb ‘
" Probably everyone will under: and that “the' &y
; rlans being advan@ on Capitol to u_npeach

" 2ll members of the"Supreme Court and fo require

reconfirmation of The justices every four years t
are only means of letting off steam. Nevertheless,

they are mischievous. - They are calculated to

¢ mislead the people into’ thinking that members

g of the Court are guilty of high crimes or gross

abuse of power. The result iy to undermine con-

fidence in the Ccurt and to encourage dl'sregard

of its rulings. : - - .

" The scheme to requu'e reconﬁmation of the

5 justices every four years would in effect destroy

i the Court. Life tenure would be suddenly changed

L

to tenure at the pleasure of Congress, . Justice
would e at the mercy of senatorisl whims, and
the consititional guaranteés.now upheld by an
lndependent Court would be no more secure than
a ‘transient maionty in the Senate mlght want
them to be. The shocking thing about proposals.
'of thxs sort is that .members of Congress can bring

‘themselves to urge subversion of our judicial
system becsuse they do not agree with some of Wash. Post and ﬁ;LQ_
its decisions. So intemperate and out of keeping Times Herald
with the principles of democracy is this schema, * - Wash. News
that it Is likely to détract more from public con- Wash. Star
,fidence in Congress than from pubhc cm\ﬁdefxce N, Y .H
inwthaCourt. L - Y. Herald
om0 o apoan LJ'M SV "r:::‘__; Tribune
N. Y. Journal-
American
N. Y. Mirror
N. Y. Daily News
N. Y. Times
. Daily Worker
: The Worker
) L o New Leader
. 5 /g A
L7 27585, —
et 'y
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upreme Co rt ‘of the
! United States doesn't practice
what it preaches.
" From time Iimmemorial tt
hu been & rule of law that,
" when an expert witness testi,-
fies ih court, he must be
present for cross-exmmatlon
. b¥ the other side. T
. The Supreme Court has Just
%ai¢, moreover, that, when the
FBI puts on & witness in a
criminal case, the other side
must have access to anything
and everything about the
‘witness which is in the files of
“the law-enforcement agency
so-that the credibility of such
& witness may be tested In
court. .
But the Bupreme Court of
the United States doesn't al-
low this { its own proceed-
ings. Thus, the famous declsion
on school integration violated
all the rules of modern courts
by declaring that it was hased
on the “authority” of witnesses
who hever were revealed In
court at all.”
'. Some of these "wlt.nesses"
‘were connected with, Com-
munif{-front  organizations,
"and one of them was a Swedish
8ocielist who bitterly crifftized .
the American . Constitution.
_The flawyers for the several
-soverelgn States -who- argued-
, the case belore the Bupreme
' Court .were not told that the
court had any “secret wit-"
nesses” or “experis” up its
¢ Judicial sleeve. Only when t
ldeclaion was printed did the
American people learn- who.t
a“wlr.nesses had influenced the
~Supreme Court’s corclusions. -
Teday one of the bitterest
“epntroversies in American his-
tory has grown out of tha same

“Supreme Court decislon, which

LA
!

ft.'r
f.

.Iudlcml Preachm
Supreme Court Accused of Ha mg Used

4 ',_;

- ('Secret Witnesses’ in Segregation Casé'.
The(S

says candidly that jts ruling
was  based on (nformation
derlved from certain, “experts.”

The decision says that
“whatever may have beaen the
extent of psychological knowl-
edge” at the time (1896) that
the opinton (Plessy v. Brown)
was handed ‘down which per.
mitted “separate but equal”
school facilities, the new find-
dng “is amply supported by
modern aythority.”

The Supreme Court, in s
opinion, then cited six “au-
thorities” and said in a foot-

‘note: “And see generally Myr-

dal, ‘An Americm Dﬂemmn
(10443 -

. Senator Euth.nd of Missis-
sippt, chairman of the Sen-
ate Judiciary Commitiee, has
Dlaced - before the Senate a-
resolution containing informe-,
tion whieh nobody was evi-
dently permitted to place he-
Tore the SBupreme Court during
the tlme the tase was being
argued. He says & “provisions] -

" investigation of the authoritfes

upon which the Supreme Court
relied reveals to a shocking de-
gree their connection with and
participation {n the wotld-
wide Communist conspiracy,
in that Brameid and Frazier,
listed in, the group of siy au-
thoritles, have no less then 28
citations 'in the files pf{ the
Committee on Un-American
Activities of the United States
House of Representatives Te-
vealing membership In, or par-
ticipation with, Communist or
Communist-front crgenizations
and activities™

Eastland pointed out, that
Myrdal, the Swedish Boclaliat,
declared—in the book cited by
the Supreme Court—that the .

nd Pi'act:cmg

United Btates Constitution was
+“impractical and unsuitsd to
‘ modern conditions” and that
ita adoption was “nearly.a plot
against the. comnmon people.”

Senator Eastland added that
the citation of these “authori-

‘ties” clearly indicates “a dan-

gerous Influence and conhtrol
exerted on the Supreme Court
by Communist-front pressure
groups and other enemies of
the American Republic and in-
dlvidual members thereof that
is inimical to the general wel-
fare and best mberem ot the

. Republic.”

¢ FEastland said he was con-
vinced the Supreme Court has
heen “indoctrinated and ‘brain-
washed' by lett wing pressure
groups’;

I B
L P—
AR o S SR

Nease
Tele. Room

Hollom
Gandy

Whether ane doés or does

not sgree with Esstland’s con-.
tentions, the fact is that no-
body could cross-examine the

“suthorities” cited by the Su- ,
preme Court or introduce

other experts to present a con-
tradictory interpretation. Por

~the court didn't tell anyhody

who Its “witnesses” were. It
kept them secret until the
decision itselt was annouhced.
S0 there wasn't sny oppor-
tunity for *“confrontation™ or
“refutation,”” Yet that's the
rule- the Supreme Court {p-
sists on whenever anyone in
the lower courts brings in
witnesaes and no opportunity
for cross-examination is given.
. Instead of performing a re-
view function, the Supreme
Court has introduced its own

“experts,” and the other side

could not cross-exsmine them .-
. or evaluate their expertness

or credibliity. This certainly
wasn't “due.. process” — the
court’s favorite phrase, which
1t used pointedly in a recent

ecision crippling the powers

0! congressional investigating
committees,
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The

J
‘;l_p_;g_ln_ls_cmmot aﬁﬂ"!ﬂ-
prisingly, Is"being brought under fire by

critics of some of its recent decisions.. -

" Some of the proposals to curb the

court are of the hot-weather variety— : W
. the kind that will evaporate when emo-

tiens cool’ In this category we would
. put such things as the move by two mem-.

bers of the House to impeach all of the
v lustices and the suggestion which has ,
! come from Sehators Eastland and John-
'h‘ ston that the Constitution be amended
to provide for reconfirmation of the jus-
tices by the Senate every four years. Pro-!
t; Posals such as these will enjoy their day

. . . in the news, and then they will be’
'f : 5 forgotten, . » R

— Eﬁ» There may be more substance to the

criticism which has been voiced by Louis

Wyman, who 1s Attorney General of New.
Hampshire and head of the Natfonal
Assoclation of State Attorneys General,
In a speech to his organization, Mr. Wy-
man has charged that the Constltution
. Is belng “tortured out of all rational his-

. torical proportion” by recent eourt deci-

-2

i &lons. Among other things, he urges
g £ clarification of the Tenth Amendment, Wu;?. Po:{te::;;
i , Which reserves to the States “al powers" mes
o § ot delegated to the United Statas hy Wash, News
\ § the Constitution, nor prohibited by it Wash, Star
2 -4 to the States. There is considerable fael- . N. Y. Herald
= Ing that court decislons have reduced the Tribune

i Tenth Amendment to something of a

N. Y. Journal-
idead letter. Mr. Wyman’s colleagues did 9

.ot foin his criticism of the court, but American
«~theg_have urged that certai s be N. Y. Mirror
taken to offset the impact.of court rulligs, N. Y. Daily News
- N. Y. Times
Daily Worker
The Worker
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P Another move, which we Nebak.las’
‘a great deal of merlf, is the {ntroduction.
of bills by Senator O'Mahoney and Repre--
’sentatlve Keatinfg of New York to re-'
strict the effect of the court’s decision[
Iln the Jencks case, That decislon appar-
ently opens the FBI flles to persqngz
brought to trial in criminal cases if testi-;
gmony derived from FBI socurces is used
, against them. The O'Mahoney and Keat-}
*ing bills would give the trial judge dis-}
'cretion to deterntine what materlal from
ithe filles, it any, should be available to;
defendants, and we see no reason why,
this would not meet the requirements
of a fair trial. ~ : i
This summarizes & part, but not all,
of the criticism being leveled at the,
icourt This criticism may be distasteful
to some people. But the court never haa‘
been, and we know of no reason why it
’should be, beyond the reach of crii:iclsm.1
1It; has made mistakes before and {t wm}
‘make mistakes again. When the court‘
deals with matters which involve issues
in which the public 15 deeply concerned,
it is only proper that those decisions
should fdce the test of eritical analysis,’
The essential thing s that the critics
shnu.l.d.be constructlve, dlspassid!'x'ﬂ’t!"!'hd
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' AVEACKING THE HicH COLRT
FUHEENPECTED connter ek is rnder uml)
e comliv as a wliole acceptod calinly and even entho.
sustically the recent civil b thies decisions of the Stpreine
Comt the extreme Right & ot -
rom the Tnnatic Iinge Gine the vl spuile of ol
scene delters to the vartons pstices, S he mildest epithet
m these ]('“!'I\‘ most of which ae anonvinous, gy iy 1y
Comnunist’” ohsery ed Margins Chidds in L syndicated .
colinm vesterday,
But far more ominons g these Tulininations i the
N oalty atlack Inv FBE Direclor I Fdear Hloover and At
) tomey Ceneral Heshert Brownell on tye col’s decisinns,
' Faced l)}‘ the Jostice \Wolliam Brevwn's elecision in e
» Clinton Jeneks case, Homver and Biownell are NIy D
heaven and caith 1o proteet their hatefnl and w idely dis
credited sustewn of palitical informers,
The Jenchs decision said Dl that when the #11
s inforimer on the stand in o triad, it st e prepared
10 subinit o othe defense the inlirmer’s written reports, ’
\\'fl):"' Socthat the acenved can crnsexanine the PR ool
pigeon and compare hi testunony with bis prior written
repen s,
“The conrl armives] at its decivion onlv after nation
sevulsion at the indfonnger sustem Lad set ing Nunerons o \ - )
> aniples of tuilored testimony by informers i shocked \e“\ i
America, Tt became clear that undemnocratio thouglit-cop,. /
ol Taws could only he enforcedd throngh a whole systern S
ol vosernpalons paid Jastice: Departinet wilhesses,
Brownel] :HH: ]ln[:n.rr fear fair Cross-examination ¢
their paid Tiars, T iy know that the framenp s stem en-
lalfl}‘l'(ll aginnst trade Hnionisgs, Nl‘]_{!’r] Il';ult-r_\,l (_'();””“““i\[\ N. Y. Journal
aned othier Progressives will cyuml,le altogether gnee the in American
Formier systen iy smashed. N. Y. Times
Hevee these e wosenbutives o M T N
i Hlll’"iil(ltl dre s l:.'mli(- 'Hl‘tlslluf' 'H'T -\I‘ -”L")f ,”lll --l;“\l. ' Wash. Post qnd
- ] i Thal they are waking iy "1 . Times Herald"
sndieaded by the offic ) SUPPOTtgiven thews by the Wi
Thonne yesterday® Wash. News
= Americans of Wl politiead heliefs who really want 10, 8 Wash, Star
Ly Mo srthyism Tad better getinto s siragegl,- prompt 8 N. Y. Herald
h. Partically, the Labor movement which L an - Tribune
crable occasion been the Lerget of the Justice Depaytinent's N. Y. Mirror
Iramenp systean, shonk) speak np. N. Y. Daily News ____
a Par from accepting quictly this new altack, Lihoy ane! Daily Worker __&
all pther democradic fmees in the yativa should Ly The Worker

thelt awn demmocratie counter-ollensive 1 wipe out e

stroMgr reasants of _\Iﬁiurllayixm ind restore theé™ T
Rights {oi all. o

New Leader _
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DECISIONS IN RETROSPECT .

By ROBERT K. WALSH |

The Judlcla@nnch of the
Government, in Supreme Court
declslona this TN THiter
and lectured the Executive and
Legislative branches sg severely
that members of Congress and
Justice Department officlals are
Just beginning to fght back.

This does not mean that Pres-
Ident Eisenhower’s comments in-|°

-v--——r‘

Lost of o Series = '

cate deep dlssatlsfactlon pm:,
ls four appointees to the trib-)
hal. Tt does not mean, eith‘e:l
that Attorney General Brow-
nell’s plans .for legislative "pro-|
posals aim at reversing or nulli-
Iying Chiet Justice Warren's
views. Nor does 1t suggest that
"Congress will either Impeach or
pack the bench.

Almost certainly, the High
Court rulings in the so-called

i

gty B f .

actions against deflant witnesses
before congressiona! committees
as well as State commissions
will bring counter action. 8o far
as can be determined at this
stage, however, the basic import
and prime constitutional aim
‘ot the decislons seem likely to
survive,

Agree on Need for Actiq-,
Various Congressional angd _ﬁx
utive officials usually at ddds
ith My, Brownell on most mats,
rs agree that the time and tHe]

trend call for something besld,n

talk, The court's severest crittel

by no means confined to one ug

tion ‘of the country or to dne
concede - it -

shaping laws governing mdig

ual freedom. -

The “counter-revolution’ "'h §
ey

#ee that Congress is not eu

" in making laws and in establ!

ing its own rules and procedures!
for getting information hecel-|
sary for enactment of legisla

One important ¢concern of

Justice Department s to maihl -

sure that protection of nationdl)
security and essentlal investiga-',
tive methods, especially in fights
ing subversion or coping with
Communist methods, 18 not out-
weighed too heavily by the|

. court’s insistence on protection

the individual. This is es-;
prelally a matter of concern for
the Justice Department in CAITY~

out programs sgainst pos-
stsle subversion and in coplnl
with the often devicus tactics
ol Communists, . S .1

Officials Map S ratéa 7
; ToFight Back'a Coﬁr

Aboul"puur
s & the't
, T wou tubrg“ move;c

jattorneys- Mugho'{l‘i ‘?lieJ a!

s penemar
1338
r !rupuﬂ.vw Emu-
- Initthl ‘reports that turmoi &‘: tice Departmeént and Congress.’
.nctehsuexhbed throughout In view of limitations and

Justies : Department and con-jtighter definitions of the Smi!
gressional investigation commib-]Act as enterpreted this month by
teea have given way to & morejthe Supreme Court, what are the
temperate appraisal, This 18 notchances of upholding the con-
100 per cent optimistie, but itdvictions of some 60 other Com-'
h far fromn desperats. ‘Imunists found guilty under the
*“The decision in the case oflsmith Act during the last few

<], » 8till another facet was hroﬁth
‘¢t r the decision that John [BMN

14 California Communists|years? What are the chances of

d not strike at constitution-
of the 1940 Smith Act

‘getting indictments against Com-

Nﬂl—m&%lst leaders and organizers in]
uJ;n aﬂalnﬁt te!chm‘ and ad- the-Tuture?

Fotatl forcible overthrow of

Answer: The chances are slim

thie @GoYernment. The court has|put not hopeless in cases aiready
m determined declalvely In any liried, The court last Monday, on

Silze how far a congressional com-
mittes witness can properly go
In invoking the Fifth Amend-
ment guarantee against possible

riled directly on First Amend-
ment Issues of freedom of speech |
and press in such refusels LO|
answer,

The rullng in the Watkins case
seemed designed principally to
give a witness fair trestment by
protecting him -frotn questions
not demonstrated to be perti-}
nent to the explicit purpose Oti
the investigatlon. In a New
Hampshire case Involving Paul
M. Sweezy, a lecturer and editor,
the doctrine of “added care” in
ahe propounding of official ques-

ons was extended to the State
bhel:e

.

Qnesuonl Nof Forbidden "‘mﬂometlmes vague pronounce- .

Q-Ehe court nevertheless 01
{orhid committees from

witnesses about persons theyhmy
Rave known as Communists, »

ﬂbewm Bervice was " illegally
Arfd by former Secretary of State
o from & foreign seréige
Job, although Congress had gy an‘
the Pettetary discretionary pg
to employes. The court
mot’ invalidate that dlme
onary power. It confineg 1%s
1;0 finding t.ha?tMr
lpdaenop Talled to adhere to-de-
purtmeént regulations when he
“ousted Mr. Service after cléar-
ance by a lovalty board.
These declsions neve ess
fell upon Congress and Govern-
ment as well as State bodles with

luﬂg&n&( peight towcauas oom-
bung and alarm. .

A

the basis of the California Com-,
unists case ruling of the p:e-‘
jous week, reversed Smith Act

gonvictions of several additional
self-incrimination. Nor has it|defendants.

It is  uncertain:
hether those can be tried again.’

fs certaln that gractically
eryone else convicted under -
e Smith Act since 1051 wlll
tempt to get reversals, [
i It will be harder to convi {

yroving “concrete action” in afl-
ocating the overthrew of the'
overnment. On the other hand
hen convictions are obfained-
nder the new restrictions and
equirements, they will stand up
etter before the Supremé# Court.
Outlawing of Reds?
‘Wil the court’s voluminous

menu on questioning of wli--
nesqu gbhout prior Communist
acquajntances, the scope of the’
1949 .Smith Act, and the prime

drelpon.sibility put on the Gov-

ent for “a measure of added
tare,”. make it practlcally im-
iheasible to outlaw the American.
ist Party, prove it is &
émme of the Kremlin, and
prevent it from expanding, in-
trnlnz and conspiring? -
“ Angwer:- 1t will be more difi-
cult but not necessarily impos-
‘Bome sitorneys advise a’
wa -nnd -see policy. See what
happens at thé new trials ordereg
for 'nine of 14 California Com-
léaders. See what the

o
high Fourt decldes next term
about the Smith Act clause tHpt

{Part]] whils nowing it tea .
and hdvocates violent ov
of -the Government. See whnt
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4t Ben Gold, former labor union

cial and Communlst, who

ts & new frial hecause 1
sgents Investigating another
{plked with members of his )

d }’heir families, .
Will U. 8, Drop Group Cases?

Will the Justice Department
have to give up trying Commu-
nists In wholesale groups, such
as the 11 convicied in New York
in 1951, and the 14 found guilty
but later freed or granted new
{rials in California? :

Answer: No, but it might be
safer although slower and more
expensive to seek piecemeal con-
victions,

Can congressional investigg-
,tion committees—inciuding tho

¢

v

'fﬁ'a'trhhnfm‘mn is ' pegfirient
question, and whether he ks
hip constitutional rights or|privi-

“lefte of privacy would be vihiated
: P apecifiec questiona?

nswer: Such & wilness has
more protection—as well as more
leeway-—than before. But if e
assumes too much or cinims too
much he mignt well be in trouble.

; A Witness takes a risk If he chal-
jlenges
. Which now must be more precise

committee’s  questions
and perimment than in the past.
Fishing expeditions by commit-
tees should decrease. It is-doubt-
ful whether this will make cer-
tain witnesses any more co-op-
erative. : .

What about the future of the

il

l‘lr

. cuncerned with Iabor rackets ar
fipuds of one kind or anoth
afginst the Government—be ¢
fident of getting facts, punish-
ing balky witnesses and explor-|,
‘Ing entire fields or patterns of
Possible corruptlon, subversion
and ineficiency?

Answer: Not entirely confi-|
dent. But, according pq a promi-
nent House leader, specific legis-
lation may not be necessary to
enable committees to revide or
teform their rules and proce-
dures In & way to assure perti-
‘nent questions about past associ-

|

ations.

. \
| How For Can Witness Go?
'Did the Supreme Court in th'

Watkins case mean that a wit]

ness before & congressional co

mittee can determine for himsel

.

Ite

ipower as such,

yirol provisions. The Communist
JFarty has been fighting 1t all

{Federal .employer loyalty and

security system and the dis-
cretionary authority of the Sec-
retary of State to fire employes?
Answer: The future may de-
pend to & large extent on what
the administration end Con-
gress do about the security sys-
overhaul recommended by
the| Wright commission. As for
Mr| Service, there is no way of
knpwing now whether he will be
reihstated and given back pay
to 1851 iIn the State Depart-
ment. Perhaps he or the Gov-
errunent may return once more
to the Supreme Court. The
court did not rule on validity of
the secretary’s discretionary

Effect on Subversive Board? ',
Does the Subversive Actlvities

ments and recommending that
the Communist Party of America
be mdjudged gullty of violating
the Subversive Activitles Con-

this time in the courts and it has
not come up for a decision in

g e o

the SBupreme Court. Meanwhile,
SACB goes ahead with hearings
tof} determine whether varlous
gryjups cited by the Attorney
General as Communist fronts
arfi Communist fronfs.

uestions about theJupeet=ot

files on its 1nvengatim‘ot racl
‘distumﬁnfg}: An Ciintof;- Te

e —— o

Tolson
Nichols
the_dicisions will go on inde go?'dm"
initely. Answers would be a elmont
as varied as the individual vie Nason
of persons consulted. This showl§, Mohr
If anything, that Supreme Co Parsons
decisions this ierm raised almost Rosen
23 'any problems s they settled. Tamm
This shows, too, that even the)
highest' echelons in the execu-{ Nease — _ _
tive and legislative branches are Finterrowd
ot yet quite sure what to do Tele. Room
ehout it R Holloman

That, ﬂowever. does not relieve’
the Justice Department of the'
immediate headache of doing!
something about the spread of |
lower eourt actions as a result)
of Supreme Court opinions this'
term. o _
Some - Affected Cases Pending

Here are some of the cages
that have caused Federal prose.
cutors to pause and ponder:
The Government had planned
to use several FBI witnesses in &
price-fixing case in Pennsylvanla,

Gandy  ___

ess for refusing 1o

e o

RNEW

clsion, Dr. Otto Nathan, ex:
tor of the estate of Albert Ein-t
stein, and Mrs. Mary Knowles, a°
Plymouth Meeting (Pa.) Ubra-

|rian, are among numerous others
elsewhere. Simllarly, in a newj

cotics case in Pederal Court in|courts. Still others have beer
Georgla, the Government de- carried to the Sypreme Court in
cided that disclosure of FBI re- |recent months., :

.John Kasper, segregationist
facing trial in Federal Court in.

Tennessee on contempt charges, | d i
was quick to demand that FBI|Sppreme Court's 1957 term. Bu
{itofs the term, not the world, the'

" well as confusion, naturdl o
Wiberate, a3 a result of th

1
has ended. i

»

Control Board have any futurehe mads avaiab] o the defe
to speak of? - g Ebe:ﬁ:un*ruq[n&‘ Gl‘:%?e

Answer: "Yes, bub it will behe'sble'th gat sl reports he al
mostly talk for the time belng, wants, -or -whether the Goverh- N. Y. Joumn
For more than six years thement will reveal any. That would American
board has been hearing argu-\not necessarily stop the trial. N. Y. Times

In United States District Court
here Judge Burnita 8. Matthews
ruled early this month that
counsel for James R. Hoffa,
Teamster Union official, was en-,
titled to examine certain FBL
documents before his trial for
bribery and conspirgzey. But In
Federal Court in New York a
few duys later Judge Edmund T,
Palmieri refused a defense re-
quest to make FRI Qles available
before trial of charges of flling
fraudulent statement: with the

Wash. Post and ,

Times Herald -
Wash. News —
Wash. Star _A-2F
N.Y.Herald .

Tribune
M. Y. Mitror
N. Y. Daily News ___

Daily Worker

former Economle Co-operatipn The Worker
Admginistration. | New Leader
Some Appeals Filed
e outcome of appeals |pt
sevgra! New York newspape & -
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Now that praciically every-

:hody has had his say about the

Supreme Court’s far-reaching
defense of individual rights,
the question is what will be
done about it. . -.

Those members of Congress
who are in & positioni to sffect,

Jf not’ actually contrel, the

course of events there without
exception reply: Not much,

. Asked if Congress might
vestigate the court, the

am Rayburn, grunted: “Hell,
o—investigate ourselves,
rst,” It was clear he didn’t
hink that would happen,

either. _ .
There is sent.lment shated

by Rayburn, for greater pro-

tection for the FBI files than -

the court's - rulings suggest.
“Significantly, however, . the

Senate Judiciary. Committee, .

hard core of gntl-court sentd-
-ment on & wide front, opened
hearings on such a bill with &
-promise they would be con-

-the Supreme Court but hates

“ti) cast votes which could be

Lriterpreted X ALLImIPAS o dn. .
' td;be or hn.mper i,

! oughty Speaker of the House,.

 What to Do About the'Court? peu

have s real respect for it and
a genuine reluctance to inter-
fere with it. As working poll+
ticlans, they understand—and
often envy—-its relatlve de-
tachment - from the political
pressures of the moment. Thus
they do not actually helieve
extfeme statlements aboui the

nine just._lces coml.ng from any

source.

At the same time, members.

of Congress realize that the

court does change with the’

political climete but at a safe
distance bthind the election

- returns. .
The oourt today is not kill-

ing the extreme repression of
eivil liberties known as Me-
Carthyiem. It 18 only rafifying
the change of voter mood
demonstrated  when Conhgress
was returned to Democratie
control in 1854, which auto-
matically ousted McCarthy as
chief- inquisitor. The change
was underscored in 1956 when

the edges. Politiclans see t.hla
very clearly.
‘- Om the pamnn level thern

'is Jttle to be galned for elthcr\

W N - Lt R T
o Bh s ame e o Tan o

.
.

rulings, Ironically the chief
dissenfer, Justice Tom Clark,

was the appointee of President |
Truman who was scapegoat- |-
in-chief of the McCarthy era. L

It is not the first time Justice
Clark has been singularly in-
different to his benefactor,

Then there are wheels-with-
in-wheels in the current court-
Congress hassie. -

The blggest head or ateam -
behind. attacks on the cou
unguestionably is among
Boutherners*who are figh
fta ben on segregation, I
natural allies would be th
anxious about the new ¢o
rulings limiting present Com-
munist  investigations and
slowing down Communist
trials., -

But the ‘two rroupc are
mutually exclusive t0 a very
large degree. No ¢one In the
administration camp and few
of the Communist inquisitors
want or can afford {0 be in
the position of pulling &by

lately are of course very hap
and ready f{o man {he harr
cades for the Supreme C

T e

any time it becomen necs

S rha -.-.-._

Wash. Post and

Nease
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) Holloman
" Lawmakers’ Respect and Recogmtlon L f,ig;;g,m‘;w,gfegnggegg& - Gandy
<" Of Change Seen Curbing Sharp Action  bower snd Prankiin Roowvelt | | /) L
¢ of ol its members are ¢qually involved In the new h

structive and not a blast at the Congress remained Democratic  segregation chestnuts out of N. Y. Journal
' eourt. - . despite the Eispnhower land- the fire for the Southerpers, American
There are many reasons why  slide, The court was not in at The liberale in Congress who
ngress lkes to talk big about  the kill; it 15 mopping up en have been on short ratio N. Y. Times
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Storm Oper Courf,g« \ Pason
Rosen
Rpmﬂ ’ 8 FDR Days | Foacatis e st torvigt pp g5 T
ST T ‘, / treme tight-wing erities of:thé Court is to ;:‘:::'
y lire thg reconfirmation of justices every -
: arqnis ds i— . "q“ il .
By M Cl“i ‘ . luur yeu-s._ ,',ﬂnt‘would requiré & ehnatity. ' E:}romau?m
NOT SINCE the “ﬂy days o! the N" tional ameudment, tlau uncier the ,Consti-' Gandy
D(l;?hu #uch a storm broken around the t“tf“ atl l'fedenl ju:flis from the Dlitrict "
l Supreme Céirt is is gow raging cver the , courts up ‘o “‘i 113!“9’_‘_, "“‘-‘9"“- hold
elvit Tiberties decisions R °m‘°-° tor life, SR '
f The parallel 1&* derill, 3 o 00T 5, At ks press Werence Presideut Ehen-
ing. While / the  Win2 Jower wag ﬂve Y opportunit} to defeud
comes from ‘a Qin‘q:ent the Court from § ,,.,,.ﬁ, s repariar assert-
direction, its force. - is Ing that this was tlfe baly one of the thras . ;
::;::;".— t';’ ﬁ:“ ‘:1:1:" coordlmte branches of Govtmment Iack- s
10300 :Ispth: C'o:rt! uu-hz ing the clpacity for ul!-defem- i :é;' S
sut one New Dul act s R <f*’.~ v ey :. v N
after arother. . BUT THE President tid not pgrew with,
What the ew ‘Dealers thls nssertlon ‘expressing his belief that in b

their opiniens the justices argued for thetr
vlewpolnts and ofien In lan:uage which
even a hymn ¢ould understand. He added

were saying then abont.
the Court and specifical- -
. ly about Chief Jystice

' Huzhes and hix romervaﬂve ns_u_xggl!tpn ! i 4h e % o
Justices Van Devanter, McReynolds, Suth. *- :oaczr:&?;:tl:v:zo:: E:zh:bf:nd“sm;:ethint A AR
erland, Butler and Roberts, is!just.what &, | ; i oiber of the ‘1“1‘ “__.,- ——— . .
right-wing eritics are saying today sbout i slons.” : Y REGURDE L
Chief Justice Warren and ‘the juttlﬁ.‘u z The extreme eri’dcl m‘ for th‘ most - ”L}’ S et 7

. making up the majorlty. It adds up in v §g Part, those on the right who hold that —E &
baseball language to, "Throw the umpu-e ¥ J; Congress has }he power to expose Com- I~ -
nu;‘ n C 1 : t‘h - munist activity without any rem'afpt in P o ey

he Court in the 9303 dnd not hesitate | the Interest of thw N

. to invalidate one alphahetical agency after Communist conspi::ctyu.“ snd defeating the ‘g

rnother when public opinion was most

aroused, #5 shown In successive elections,

* over the need for Government interven
tion to rehabxlitate the economv \

b1 wu thia rigb,t to expose for tﬁe sake
of exposure, spart from any leghhuvc 3
‘®bjective, that Chlef Justice Warren' held Wash, Post and .Zi_' /
contrary to the constitutional gusranteed Times Herald

e
THE ANGRY oulery grew in volumg uo- ‘of freedom contained in the Bili of Rights. )
This is believed to be the source of the ’ Wash, News

1, fnl]nwmg hix 1038 t_ril_l_mph President | ree of Wash. Star
Roosevelt put fonvard the Court- packing vituperative mait pouring ic on the jus N Y.H ”
_plan, The proposal was defelted after & ‘tices, the mildest epithet in letters, most . 1. Hema
- long and bitter fight that split-the Roose- of which are Monymous, being “dirty Com- Tribune
¢ ? velt ranks, But tgxe New Dealers contended munist”* - .- & e e gt N. Y. Journai-

.
. that it was the sdvancément’ az this plan

{ which brought a shift in the Court, with |
' New Deal laws subsequently upheld. wr 1
In the postwar era the Supreme Court
waited a long time to coma {0 -gripj with

| the Commuaist vérsus elviy ii‘ﬁér-i‘iéi issue.

- § Opportunity after npportunit\y ‘was passed
’gp to decide the gquestion rlisea in the

There are n‘lnro Hllcn AM-. m:\'fh-a u.-.m- American

s OAREER R LRSSy s Vs, m AL AN NARL

them lawyers of & genernlly Iiberal out- N, Y. Mirror
look, who feel that the eivil liberties deck N. Y. Daily News
slops were too sweeping and oo generak ‘N. Y. Times

lzed. They  are fearful of preachmenu
which go beyond points of taw- et £ 8

PR FVimawn WL amw

Daily Wotker

The Court decisions were: heunﬂtn apart The Worker
1 tempest. But coming in @n’ .tmo,ph," New Leader

calmer thap that of thr f
*appeal of John T. Watkins, whn for Teasonk ‘ it Jﬂ;lgm.;elt saon, H::l;rtoo:l:w Fi Y
,n! conscience refused to give pames ’B!)f}l‘- { il Ry

pner assoclajes, wiio had,le leftany 7 4
usoclation with commuillz#ng ¢ can ' Ime
Agine the reaction if w1y, st Me heljh} o!‘.
i jthe Army MeCarthy hearings’ the Coutt had.* D
'lnndei down a declﬂon Ilh t.hit Inﬂu .

ey
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T P S (i
FUSFICES WITH
A MEMORY /

i
I We have devoted rather extended dis-
4~  cusson to the Gtounding doctrines
§ . *nunciated by the-Supreme court in the
3 - recent stries of rlecmE jons In T¥vor of
. Communisté and against the power of
. Congress to deal with subversion either
thru the Smith act or thru investigations.
One of the most remarkable things gbout
'-these decisions is that the court and its
members seem incapable of remember-
ing anything they have said on the sub-
«Beg  Ject in the past. o
A4 1 For instance, the new ‘doctrine of the
: ' eourt is that amembership In the Com.
munist party is a right of association
% | and assembly in which there is nothing
- wrong per se. In freeing five California
leaders of the Communist party, previ-
* . ously convicted by a jury for conspiracy
- . 10 overthrow the government by force
smesy 31 violence, the court, speaking thry
=* - { Justice Harlan, said of these admitted
Communists; i .
. *So far as the record shows, none of
§ - -] fthem has engaged in or been associated
‘ . with any but what appear to be wholly
LA Iawful aetivities” '
— Yet as recently as In 1851, In Dennis
.v8. the United States, when the court
upheld the conviction of 31 national

leaders of the (iomm P under
-3 , the Smith lct:Lt e hrg ty:)rp}{nion of
= { 7 Chief Justice Vinson said: SN

“But the Court of Appeals held that
the record supports the following con.
clusions: By virtue of their control [over
the Communist party] . . . petitioners
[caused it to resume] . . .. a policy
which worked for the overthrow of the

!
i
11

plined organization, adept at infiltration
into strategic positions, use of aliases,
and double meaning language; that the
party is rigidly controled; that Commu-
hists, unlike other politicat parties, tol-
erate no dissension from the policy laid
down by the guiding forces, but that the

by the memberspt the palﬁ: that the
literatur E.%? m ; tﬂ(’g&
{ _me X i (ﬁ ' -

#tho Communist party is a highly disci-

‘tioners here, advocate, snd ¢
|

, Irgoertien, to achieve a succeryfol-owsr

rgt:i.'i of the parfy was, during the period]
throw of the existing-orde_r by force and
violence” .- v T Lo
“The formation by petitioners of such
8 highly organized conspiracy,” the 1951
decision continued, “with rigidly disci !
plined members subject fo call when the:

leaders, these petitioners, felt that the
irae had come for action., . . convincé ;

s that their convictions were justified
n this score, , . . It is tha existence 1
of the conspiracy which: crtates ueF‘_
danger.s . L pel TR T IR F
But, six years later, what the court

 that seek or have special privileges, The|
. spokesmen of these greedy groups never

government by force and violence; that} rest in thelr opposltion to exposure and

acknowledged to be a conspiracy di-’
ected toward ‘overthrow of the govern-
ent by force and violence becomes |
‘ wholly lawful activities.” .. ok
Equally curious are some of the new|
attitudes of the court expressed in a de-|
cision reversing the conviction of John
T. Watkins, union organirer apd com-
munist collaborater, of contempt of 4‘
Congress. Here Chief Justicq Warren, T
with the concurrence, among others, of '{
Justice Black, held that * there is no;
congressional power to expose for the.
sake of exposire” @ . - ..o

But in February, 1936, while stll aE

Y

AT

Ayt
R

senator, Justice Black defended con-
'gresslonal Investigations with which he & /
'was associated as follows:' +- - i}
. “But most valuabls of ali, this power
iof the probs is one of the most power-;
ful weapons in the hands of the people
1o restrain the xctivities of powerful
groups who can defy every other power.
“ Public investigating committees , ., . “
always have been opposed by groups

LA I

: publicity. That is because special privi-
lege thrives in secrecy and darkness and|
1s destroyed by the rays of pitiless pub-

licity.™ - .:-_-“..4';:1, SO ““__‘3 i
Query: Does not the communist jin- .
derground thrive in secrecy and dark-%
ness and is that not the reason itresistai
expogure and publicity? Then why do i
Warren, Black, ' and their colleagues -
tdeny to Congress the right of exposure,
once celebrated by Black, and maintaln

that thete {s no congressional powet to
expose for the sake of POl e

_:_1);_;14 FrN N T I =Y
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CONSTERKATION OVER

—————

o~ - i .
the Supreme Court and its deci-
sions has ceased to be a “sectional” Thing. In recent days,

' Mr, Nease
4 Tele. Room .
Ay, Hollvman 3
Miss Gand!-—i
i)

Z

¥

expressions of disagreement with the justices have sounded
) forth from officials and law scholars in many states, Alarm
is at last being felt over the resl danger threatening constitu-
tional government, caused by the deliberations of the group
that shows no concern over the legality or constitutionality
of a point of law. , . . ' : SO

. Were it not such a critical period, this “turn-about” by

gt

80 many who have been shoutin

g about the Supreme Court

B A

b

+

6"?3“{15 195

i

e fcr Southerners who hav

this could be a satisfying specta-
e been disturbed since Black Mon-

;

hi}eing “the law of the land,”

ay's school segregation decision. But there is no humor in 2
threat to the republic. There is no feeling of elation in this
awakening of the South’s critics to the fact that the present
trend of the highest court in the land will surely and quickly
lead to an end of freedom of our people, guaranteed by laws ¢
based on the Constitution. N

In the bleakness of the present day situation can be found
ope and encouragement that the Congress will soon attend

i

to the greatly needed matter of correcting the badly mistaken
on the court. a ‘ e '

gentiement who sit
. .'I ol 1 - 0 - -”'-
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THESE DAYS: - N
Court Decisions
- Qutlaw Security |

By GEORGE E. SOKOLSKY

HAVE before me a fat volume of 340 pages, entitled
“Commission on Government Security.,” The ques-
tion is: to read or not to read it. It Is a hot Sum-
mer and it does not seem the time for futile reading.
There may be something useful In this report,
The Commission contains very distingulshed names
and I see on it my old friend, James P. McGranery
who used to be Attorney QGeneral of the United States
and who knows very much about security. There is
2180 Representative Francis E. Walter who heads the
House Committee on Un-Amerjcan Activities. !
But what 1s the use? The -Sunreme Court! has

aiready settled most of the questfons thaf this report
deals with. The Supreme Court has really outlawed
zecurity. It has taken the position that when there
Is & conflict between the freedom of the lndlvidﬁal
5id the security of the natton, the conflict shalll he
ifesoived in favor of freedom of the Individual e len

If that Individual belleves that the major problems
i#f this nation are to be solved by the conspiratorial
Communist Party. In the Jencks decision the Supreme
Court lessened the usefulness ! the FBI which re-
mains the only -effective governmental agency to
fight this type of conspiracy; in the Watkins decision
it made it practically impossible to establish the con-
splracy by evidence. .

Wants a Big Joh

. 8o, I look at the Summary of Recommendations
in this massive volume and I find that someone wants
a big and expensive Job because what Is recommended
is a Central Security Office. But what good 15 a
Central Security Office if it Is impossible, because of
Supreme Court decisions, to prove the main conspir-
acy? Look at this sentence: “A man who talks too
freely when in his cups, or a pervert wha is vulnerable
to blackmail, may both be security risks although
both may be loyal Amerlcans.” Is & man loyal to his
country who permits himself to become a prey of
sples? Here again the resolve is to safeguard the
Individual “from an unjust stigma of disloyalty,”
but nothing is said of the very great peril to the nation.
At any rate, it would seem as though this expen
sive j5b need not be made just to =2ve perverts from
the unjust charge of disloyalty and under the
Supreme Court declsions, there is little else that the
Central"B¥emrity Office can do. !

D |

"
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As for the recommendations concernin the
so-cﬂﬂeﬂ—“rrtwrney General'g List,” the Cmnmisxion's
Tecommendations are also futile. It wanlts the listing
of wicked organizations to continue put only “ifter
FB investigation and an opportunity for the organt-
zation to pe heard by examiners of the Central Secyr-
ity Office, with the right of Appeal to the Centra]
Rpvlew Boarg. Declsions of the examiners and ithe

of the law. " .
‘. -~

-Does He Like CS07? _
- He also seems to disiike the Central Security AR

wOffice and lays down thig Principle:

“oIt s essential to recognize that no Individya)
- has the absolute right to pe employed by the Goy-
“-ernment and it jg equally essential to recognize t§at
i~the people of these United States have an absolute
- right to ‘& constitutional Bovernment secure from
- “Intlitration by even one disloyal €mployee. Any

“reasonable doubt as to the loyalty of an individua] il
eémployee must be resoived in favor of the Govern-~ .
ment., .

McGranery makes i . clear that the Centra] i
8ecurlty Office Is not needed. Perhaps i3 would be
best to forget this report altogether gs an unneces-
A3ry expense of time and money. e —

IR LTEY
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TO the N. Y. Herald Tribunes

Any Congressman who voles
to deprive Upited States citizens
of & jury trial'in cases ot weu-
sation of viclation of ivil rights,
or any other law violation, hias
no right to criticize the Supreme
Court “power grabbing.”

Court has of late been grabbing
power in & most terrifying and
dictatorial manner, but when
the United Btates Congress gives
Federal courts the right to rule
by injunction without jury trisl,
they are Il advised i{n criticizing
the Federal Supreme Court. The

4 only reason the Bupreme Court

can “grab” power 1s because an.
emasculated Congress I8 weak
encugh to relinquish its powers,
JOHN G, W. ROBERTSON.
New York, June 37, 1957,

To the N. Y. Herald Tribune:
You uphold the Supretne
. Court’s distinction between “ah-
stract” discussion of violent
overthrow of the government
end sactual overt acts to that
“““““ . You say thai i85 free
speech and cannot be assumed
to incite to eriminal gction.
-That is chuckle-headed reason-
ing if I ever saw any.
. Do you henestly belleve any
disecussion by a Communist is
without ulterfor motive? Is not
everything they say distated by
the party?* Are any, of them
{ree 10 speak for thembselves?
The Communist party, aside
from & hard core of dedicated
Communisis, 8 noioriously te-

| cruited from the disgruntled,
4 the misfits, the unbalanced

idealists and {he weak-minded.
Can any purported “arstract”
discussion fail to have an im-
pact on these unstable people?

According fo the Supreme

long as I confine my-
m. no-matter how sub-

- e
T ——

1 agree that the Supreme.

44 JUL 1o 981 4
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4 € Supreme Court pﬁ eclslonsé’

" versive, and do not mxe a riot,
murder 8 President, or sel] state
seerets, 1 capnot be blamed bew
cause some fool took my ine
flammaiory spesches lterally
and went into action, I can as-
sert it was an “abstract” dise
cussion, I did not incite him, ™
I think it {s more thsn iime
for Congress to bring the Sy
preme Court down {o earth.
NILLA VAN SLYKE HARDFR,
Phiimott, N. ¥., June 25, 1957

[The distinction made by the
court and by our editorial was
not between advocacy and overt
acts. It was between advocacy
a3 “mere abstract doctrine” and
“advocacy which incites to il
egal action.” Previous conviee
tlons under the Smith Act have
been upheld because the judge’s
charge made that distinetion,
The mere assertion by & subvers
sive that his discussion is ab-
tract is by no means enough to
lear him of incitation m fl-
egal nction -Ed )

O the N. Y. Heral Hemld‘!‘ribune: )
== 1read lhe letier you prinied
entitled “End of McCarthyism”,

I agree that the Supreme
Colft has spparently put an
end to the era of McCarthylsm,
but iz that good? At least no
one could accuse McCarthy of
being tolerant to Communists,

The Supreme Court would sp-
pear otherwise, judging by its
recent decisiong. I refer to the
decision overruling the Red-case
convictions and alse the dacl
§ion to make availabie the fileg
of the F.P I, This last seems
to be the height of naivete, to
put if charitably. These decl-
sions seem to say: “Let's be
€asy ag possible an the Reds*
Personally, I prefer Joe. Mo~
Carthy. .

ELIZABETH L. 'KENT,
Brooklyn, Jmm
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Won’t The Court Let Laws Be Enforced?

Wx
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The most ominous dcvelopment since the r

Supreme Court issued its recent rulings that *
bear on attempts by the government to check
the Communist menace is the statement that
the Federal Bureau of Investigation is pre-
. pared to drop the prosecution of espionage
; and criminal cases if “such a drastic step
> should be necessary to protect the confiden-
: tial nature of its files.”

It is an open question, of coursc. wheth-

~ er the majority ruling in this particular in-

stance has as wide application as some critics
are mmna it Wea have nn idaa that the hi al.

court intended that in just any cnmmal case

the government is compelled, on demand by .

#,’

&

the defense, 1o spread out for public view any .

and every word it has accumulated during its

. 'What we still are convinced that the court :

did intend is that if the defense demands to ;

_ see documents related to the testimony of a

particular witness, accemulated through the
acts of this particular witness, the government }

_ either must expase them or drop the case.
And we incline to think the court was remiss

[

X that be a sound conclusion, then the )

failing to make such a distinction,” *
Supreme Court’s majority returned a lamely

. written opinion. Bat if it is not a sound con-
* clusion — if in fact the court intended that 1
anything and everything on file connecicd’

with the immiediate case at bar must be flaunt.
ed before the defense at the defcnses de-
== sawll Ju-)l-lw Tvu.l \n bll;l Fi g
tally correct in his somewhat irritated dasscnt'
The government might as well stop prose-
cuting criminal cases, and (to Mr. Jus.

tice Clark’s thought a little farthery let the °

crookx the traxtom, and the saboteurs take
oV

"intended to avoid any such subversion of the |
i 1 Y LS TRE W ST /wzh..
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ave been introduced in Congress-
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investigation of that particular criminal case, *
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question about these bills is whether the Su-
reme Court based its ruling on statutory

logically, would appear to be the case. And
it has to be recognized that the decision was
not merely capricious, but was founded on
recognition of the American principle that a

prosccutor must prove his case beyond any

founded on recognition that it is possible for
a lawyer — whether for the prosecution or

ahead of seeing that total justice is dome.
. In other words, the ruling on which the
1 F.B.L. now bases its reported decision simply

F | to fold up if and when the confidential nature

of its files is threatened in court, is intended
to guarantee a fair trial. Americans accept

would better escape punishment than that an
occasional innoceni man be comvicted and
punished. , . :

© Yet a legal interpretation that would
break down regulation of crime would be in-

;
s alat AF 4.
whole social structure has the right of protec-

tion from the unscrupulous individual, The
F.B.I, then, might quite advisably simply
proceed cautiously and present the best, the
most nearly complete, evidence at its com-
mand without exposing hearsay reports or

 violating "confidential information which af-

fords a start toward-further investigation.
-If any dismissals of cases the F.B.I, con<

i siders valid then occur, let the courts do the
'} dismissing. If any appeals occur from con-

victions, let the F.B.1. continue to prosecute
them through regular appeal channels. Ul-
timately, we suspect that the situation will be
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aw or on constitutional law, The latter,

reasonable doubl. Going farther, it was"

for the defense — to put winning his case

the principle that an occasional scoundrel

tolerable, ‘If the individual has rights, the

clasifisd. and not necessarily by-aiyThew
_legislation either. = . v
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Aftermath Q33

In the two years from 1868 to
1868, the reconstruction Congress,
miffed by Supreme Court decisions
that ran eounter to punish-the-
'{ South zentiment, temporarly

stripped the high court of 50 much

"} 'of its authority that for & time it
‘ no longer was a coequal branch of

the Government,.

That Congress, the same that
started impeschment proceedings
against President Johnson, reduced
the size of the court from nine to
seven Justices to assure more
Tavorable decisions. It aiso withdrew
~ from the court the authority to_is-
¢ ste writs of habeqgs corpus. Any

decision that drew censyre fronr the I?
., radicals led {0 widespread demands g
i for wholesale impeachment of
Supreme Court Justices.

The court of that day accepted
such political curtailment of its
authority without ergument and #
with little dignity, The Justices in &*
effect agreed to hew the line.

Last week the court again was
i‘ under heavy fire from Congress and
~ Cconservatives, though there was
v little chance that the current attack £z
., Would lead to such indignity as yas g
ﬁ the case 80 years ago.
¥

N
4 B

Southerners have kept up "
steady sniping at- the court since
Jt2 decision outlawing racta) segre-
€ation in public achools three years
8go, Their forces now have been
Joined by others aturmed by recent
decisions striking at some basics

_* of conservetive thinking. -

: The business community in
} general is critical of the court’s
i ruling. in the Du Pont-GM cass,
' which added & new, restrictive
dimension to and-trust laws. Those
to whom internal communism s
stil] & major threet, fear that the
court's decision for 14 Communists
convicted under the Smith Act and
the ruling in the Jencks case re-
quiring eccess to the defendant gt
FB] files containing eharges againat
him constitute a body blow at the
Nation's security. Thédegizlon m

case, sharply restrict-

Y O .
the’authority of con.n%,m&d

! ggmmbm, added fuel to the fire,
' "By the end of thé week, the. ad-
‘minisiration had acted swilily to

clarify the issue arising from the
Jen decision. Attorney General
Brownell camé up with a plan for
" legislation to make avallable only
- ‘relevant” FBI information to de«
fendanta In criminal trials,” A

Senata .'I'||ﬂ!f-lnt-= aubhenmmitisa ane

RMELRA v allataal R SUDLLOININLNWES ap~

proved the proposal on Friday, the
day after s House Judiciary sub-
committee had approved a similar
but somewhat more restrictive plan,
But congressional sctlon works-
ing over the court’s decisions was
not expected to diminish the grow-
ing criticism of what has become .
known gs “the Warren court.” Sen-
elor Eastland of Mississippl sug-
gested impeachment of the Court,
The Attorney General of New
Hampshire charged that the Cone
stitution was being “tortured out
of sall rational historical propor-
tion.” Much of the press has been‘
eritical, And the halls of Congress
rang with speeches of castigation,
Much of the eritlclsm, especially
that of lawyers, has been based on
the charge that the most contro-
versial of the court's recent deci-
sions have blandly ignored the rule
of stare decisis, by which legal de-
cisions are made according to the

;
i precedent of previous declsions.

But faflure to rule according to
precedent has itself plenty of pre
cedents in Supreme Court history,
especially in the past 25 years. The
late Justice Holmes minced no
words when he wrote: “It is revolt-
ing to have no betier reason for a
rule of law than that #t was laid
down in the time of Henry IV."-
Justice Reed, in his majority opin=
fon in Smith v. Allwright, noted
that “this court has never feit con-

" strained to follow precedent.” And
Justice Douglas, one of the liberals
of the present court, receptly

‘wrote “Stare decisis has . . . little

| AlCldy American constitutional
| law ) , T
-
/ 2._9\ 754 ¢ }
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Red Tests

Issues Up For

Decxsmn in Fall

ASHINGTON. June 29 0B —

. The Supreme Coun has saved
for issues
that may heighten fhe contro-
versy aroused by its {far-reaching
decisions of the term just passed.
They Include another chal-
Jenge to the Smith Act which|$
the goverenment uses widely tof
punish Communist tonspirators. E
AW

. The law forbids . advacating |k
violent overthrow of the govem-
ment,. - .
Under the fresh Interpretation{<:
snnounced by Justice John M.«
Harlan on June 17, prosecutionsfs.
will be more difficult from now(#
on. He szid preaching this doc-
t.rlne ls not illegal unless r.he’-

vio]ent s,ctlon N
_ Another part of the 1aw makes
!t a crime to be a knowing mem-3

‘orce. Two cases testing the con-¥
stitutionality of this section were @
ander advisement this term and|g
gnally were put over to next fall [}

Another appeal to start off the(lg
hew term deals with the com-|§¥
; plaint of twenty-three writers|g
o and actors that they have been |8
+lacklisted by the movig industry i
for thelr halky conduct belfore($
the House Committee on TUn-|
Amer:can Actlvities. They have
brought. a $50,000,000 damage
* guit against & group of flm pro-
'ducers and memben of the
commi ‘
. 'I‘he-rccmrt also hns l-areed
hear a case governing dismiss.
el of twenty-five Philadelphd
schdol teachers. The test appeal
was filc' by Herman Beilan
found “incompetent” after hs
refused to answer questions

Yices William J, B
Harlan--line up wi
als on issues of mm
|- o

maﬁ,m i M

rhe more junior membera-ﬁ)'m-

G Jos_

ppointad by President Eisen-
hower in 1053, leads this bloc.
2Other members are Juatices Hugo;
. Black and William O. Douglas:
who bave demonstrated thelr'
Uberal outlook for many years..
. Justice Rreanan delivered
some of the court’s most con-
troversigl opinions. One of them:
!Mlvmeed a new interpretatipn’
the entl-trust laws under:
which a monopaly: finding was
made against the gia.nt duPont
corporation, :

Another required the govern-
aient to withhold criminal pros-
ecutions unless jt is wiling sof
produce F. B. I. reporis made by
informers it puts on t.he wj{mess .

stand. .

Chief Justice Wmen g princi-] -
" pal contribution: to the liberal
output was hiz opinion in thel
John T. Waikins contempt case.
There the court held that Con-{
£ gressional investigators are re-
, Quired to explain to a recalel-
- irant witness the purpose of
- thelr inquiry and how the ques-
I tions they are asklng him relate
“to 1. -

The court i.lso rebuked the
enecutive branch..in twoe big
‘cases. In an 8-to- 0 oplnion by
j. Justice Harlan it sei aside the
“1851 loyalty firing of career dip-
lomat’ John Stewsri Service. It
y also freed two women conwicted
of miurder by overseas courts-l.
- martial, on grounds they are én-|
titled to civiltan trials, ||
* In the fleld of race relations
the court outlawed segregation|:
{1) on city buses and (2) at
Girard College for orphans in
Philadelphia, which 15 adminis-
tered by state-appointed trustees
under & privatd will, . :

Justice Tom C. Clark, At.tor-
nhey General in the Truman ad- .
ministration, emerged as the”’
principal dlssenter — sometimes
alone—in cases fnvolving indl-
vidual rights. He often accused -
the majority of making it hard 3
for Congress and the Justice De- :
partment o protect the natlon's
aecurity, - .

F Justice Chatles E. Wmtt.a.ket.
who took his -aeat In March,
wrote only three opinions in
relatively minor cases, < '

. urton Conservative.”
Justice Harold B Burton I.
Troman dppointes whose strong
dissent in the du Pont case
been wldelsr quoted, has

h%eux %ﬂﬂ-

ined his reputation as the -
lé;Z -R7E S
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tive member of the
Hy wrote thirty-two opinio
jadring the term, ircluding
jokity opinions, dissents
sdparate cancutrences, Justie
rlan and Douglas, each with
twenty-seven, came second,
! Membbrs of the court’ disas
&reed among themselves more
they did last term. There
were 180 dissents of all kinds az
against 145 the term hefare.
Justice Dougias headed the
ith thirty. dissents. Justl
ankfurter had twenty-seve
e court heard 143 cases in &

{} which ten are to he re-argu
xt term. = . T

Wash. Post and
Times Herald
Wash. News
Wash. Star -
N. Y. Heml-d—t
Tribune
N. Y. Journal-
American
N. Y. Mirror
N. Y. Daily News
N. Y. Times
Daily Worker
The Worker
New Leader

wh

-k



- %
0~19 (Rev. g-7-58)

RN

. _‘Lu

Court Made Such
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ot Smce 1930s Has
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PUNNEES ) .
\. erlo J. Pu’seyE'
{e, Editor, The Wasbington
H%premh Court’ i: finishing its
terrn on the crest o the greatpst
floodtide of civil rights. ;!ecisxons in Its
history. In recerit weeks it has hit one
major chord of £freedom after another
- So broad has been the sweep .of its
-opinions in this sphere that the Court
“lIs opce niore-a topic of gnimated discus-
sion in living rooms, on street corners )
’ and in the halls of Congreu. i PR
. The court has not aroused‘ sa much
Interest in fits deliberations since it
' found many of®the hastily deyised .re-
tovery measures of the New Déal to be
. unconstitutional in the mid-thirties. To
some, any analogy between what the -

Court did then and what it has done in

'recent months may seem far-fetched.
But one has only to listen to the angry
‘outbursts in the Sepate to realize the
limllnrity of the reactions,  * S

\
Tho Judicial Conscienee

F course thers ‘are profopnd con-
trasts between the upsetting of the

New Dea! antidepression measures and
1 the restraints now iaid upon Congress

- s = T LY [ETE fa_..’

L

Sy,
) 1
.‘ '. 3

. instance the Court dehberately adopted

‘an offensive against executive dnd o
gressional policies, The Court does n
work that way. Rather, it renders jud
ment In isolated cases submitted to
by private individirals as well as by the
Government., Its conclusions reflect no
ptudied campaign bit onily the jmpact
of the judicial conscience on the ma;dr
legal cuntroversies of the day. :
Becaude of this plecemeal approach
the sweep of the Court’s decisions in Te-
‘cent ‘months is especially’ noteworthy
It has acted to curb the excesses of
congressional  investigators; to assure

Artal.by jury to civilians who aécompany -

our armed forces abroad; to right the
consequences of unfair admlnistratlve

Jprocedures 'in loyalty cases: to Invali-

date  the use’ of confessioni exacted
through prolonged gquestioning of ar-
rested persons before they are arraigned
or informed of their rights; to upset the
conviction of Communists under a looss

..+ Interpretation §f the Smith Act; to re-

quire the disclosurs of certam FBI re-
ports deemed essegtial to a proper e
fense of accused persons; ‘to outlaw seg-
regated deating In city buses; to tompel
the Issuance of a Heense to practice law

¢ and the Executive Braneh. The net effect Ao & former Communist, and to .mn

fof the Cpurt’s action in the miadle

\ thirties was to handicap the Govam-, . L
‘Somd Havp Pinched e vn-,-‘,lj

ment In its use of regulatory, power in .
f the economie sphers, The current L Tf
; straints are lald In large reasurs om

fact that both In 19358 and in- 1957 ﬂle

Court broadly interfered with the exer
Ise of govprnmental power for purposes
SRR e

L & 18 not to be suppdféd thay ln'elther.

A L

+

law-enforcement and investigating agen-
"cles. This does not, however, alter the, ,of our treedoms. Some appear to h.m

down excess!ve censorshlp in Detroit. -
ATEA L

TIS TRUE that not a!.l of tht recent
civil rights decisions add to the ‘total i

pinche{} nberty i’ touchy placea. nata-

bly the obscenlty declsiogs. But. the

record n general eonstitum an impor-r

unt new cblpter 1n the history of Amri- +
un constltuttona] Hchtl. SO S
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I Balacawlooking “at “The
shadows in some of these opinions, it is |

Chiire

most frequently dissents on the conserv-

lntare‘un‘ tg !gg t!‘.!t. 3“'“““' u“i‘ £ |y L. . e el divad v
thk ..nd Wﬂlllm 0. DO““I", both [ ) '; - ﬁwm b menb !
Roosevelt appointees, still emerge as the / cmm,l‘rnm Dorothy + Rrueger
. . Court’s leading “freedom firsters,” while”  der the Due Process Clause of Glharlu Bn'fovert. et of
L RS Y who “
ﬂ [ Justice Tom Clark, a  Truman 1ppolntn, . " the mm Anrdendment. i whﬂ:l’ they ":hdfe : '“'

'S
b

“ative side, with alP four of the Eisen.
I hower appointees i.nd some. others in

.2t the same time maintains a salutary
independence, This was pointedly dem-
onstrated when he delivered & separats
_ctoncurring opinion in the Roth lnd Al
berts cases. S
Justice Brennan had written 2 tweep-
ing opinion. for the majority, upholding
convictions under the Federal and Cali-
fornia - obscenity statutes, Douglas' gnd

Black eondemned the statufes as “com. -

munity censorship in- one of Its worst
forms.™
-that the de!endnnts ‘
gaged in the commercial exploitation of
the morbid and shamefui craving -for
,materlals with prurient effect” and that
““the state and Federal govemments can
- eonstitutionally punish - such ~condupt.”
He stood alone on narrowet ground be-

The Chiet Juitice congluded

re plainly en-

and literature.

The note that tho Chiet Ju:tice
sounded here may be appropriately
applled fo various other opinions. The -
Court has Jooked toward broad horizons,
e of its opinions will undoubted]

erties Yet there s a feeling amo g
me lawyers, officials and other

4 servers of the Court that, in staking out
‘new areas of freeom, it has gone too

—_— . i 4

i

i

"I“ha Court's pnndpmnatlnn of

5 thé almost unlimited investi-

j

gative powers conferred upon

Justice asked. vy amaz-
' ing that this ﬁnmxttee should
have ‘probed into many facets
of American life over a period
of 20 years, sometimes with the
utmast recklessness, without
\encquntermg any effective ju-
dicial restraint. . .

“erhape this fact accounts |
for the scope of the present:
opinion, Yet some of its. gen- v
eralizations secem to have up-,
necessarily alarmed Congress, |
which lays great store upon its,
investigative powers. In this’
case it remained for Justice Fe-
lix Frankfurter to summariu ‘
[l'lﬂ rl.umg of me Loul'( lII noii-
dramatic fashion. If the opin-
fon of the Chief Justice had
been similarly stripped of non-
essentials’ and generalizations,

the chance of inducing Con- T

has disturbed some lawyers. If, .
it had involved some of the : "

more bizarre guests of the’ ?EDP- :
sters, {hs condemnation of their |
waguld havs !

Joose ‘“charter”

seemed more appropriate. But

in this instapce the committee,

however inept it may have heen |- .

in stating its-purpose, was in-;

vestigating the infiltration of b r
Communists into labor unions. ;;

Undoubtedly, as Justice Clark
pointed out in his dissent, Con- _
gress has power to lnqulre into

a conspiracy aimied at destruc- &

uon of the Nntlon

r"

the American -mititary form
abroad, the Court: applied a
basie msﬁ'tutlon:l principle

net be iried at all, for none of
our civilian courts has juris
diction over crimes committed |
in other countries;, -

The- Court had an embar-
rassing cheles to make. The
United States as Justice Black
bointed out in the hajority
opinlon, Is “entirely a crea-
ture of the Constitution.” It

cannof art asalnet Ameewdoas *

------------ BEiLIL SMELICAR
ditizens abroad “free of the’
Bill of Rights.” Though the
soundness of this princlple is”
scarcely open to question, its
application te the Iactz at
hand is giving much concern,

" IF THE Black-Warren. -Dpug-,
las-Brennan view prevail 1,
somethmg must “give” spme-

ere. It would be impossib
bring all civilian offendefs

gause he feared (and mapy share this gress to hold o tighter rein on = osd 1o the Umieu Stat
fear} that the majority opinion’ may its far-reaching inquiries might ’! TaI al ong with the w
later he invoked izamst genulne art | have been improved. : ses, 'who, 13 many et

stances wouid be citizens of
foreign lands, Nqr is it feas-
ible to set up civilian courts to
try Americans in other coun-
tries. No nation today will
tolerate that kind of extrater-
ritoriality. -

- Justices . l"rank!u.rter nmL
'John Marshall Harlan ae.
cepted the princlple laid down
By {he majority oriy because
these were capital cases. It
might be feasible to brin( the
relatively few capita]

arlsing among civillan camp-
followers abroad tg the Uniteﬂ
:States for trial, Yet it fs

between. o SR Un-American Activities - in a manner which may have
: ' L%gr:iﬁntt:e and. its frequent serious repercussions on' enr

' Warr%n StOOd Alona g i high-handed use of those pow- military deten.ses. H aaid that
. HIEF  Justica Farl Waieasn s afian | are “Eac won much applaunsa, these women. be{ﬁiei?‘lﬂiﬁi,
l,j _____ i% with Black and Do olas 1ot “Who can define the meaning could not be tried by eourts
Staﬂds with Black gnd Douglas, but of 'un-American"” the . Chief mutm‘ This means they can-

amp |

and moved without the caution which ;
expect.ed ot the Natiom highe‘ :
ibunal, - ' - N ¥
Lana. S 3, difficalt to see how any legaf
distinction can bhe made be-
fweén capltal and other erim.

oF COURSE questlam ukod
must ba pertinent in the most

te of igvestigations and |
%fliltug:ﬂen:ncishmtgldtg’l made hl'idl °ﬂ'¢nsf; v::en they arq.
clear to the witness; also, the :tit li;nped ge e:-in the con-’
‘powers of the lnvestizltorl utional guarantee of trial
U'""“" Lo L.

l in’ the Watkfnu case ror example t
. Chiet Justice seemed oblivious to the
. sense of restraint which caused him to

" stand alone in the obscenity cases. This
¢ time he carried & mafority with hiz: 1o

SRSy Wald 4

| ayfour de force against the Comm
0 Un-American Act!vitiel. In a 35pa

; k|
I
|
!

E
5
Emmmmmm
|
i
!

. ought th be specificaily defined. '
But ihis gets back to the nar-
row ground of the Court's rul-__
“ing and _still leaves some pur-

gle ver its much brouder
» vement ver s mych broader

1
S,

* ofinion, ho concluded tlut “thera is

congressional power ;o'expon for th.
:la.h of expobure” and the convie-
“tion of John T. Watking for contempt
"of Congress was "necesurlly invalid lln- .
__Bes COURT, Page x5, Colump §* V7 -

a L 4 1.4.;4__5& el i T ;
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® Two alterpatives seem to'ha
operfrﬂgl GovefiTmmeme= It
can leave the iriai of. all
Awmerican -civillans adbrosd to
the country in whieK the -.-ﬁ..'z-.-;-l
-‘has been commitied, Or it
tan forbid military men te
take their families along when,
they are assigned to foreijn':
duty. Either would be a dras-’
tic measure, In one case the
effect would be to deny civil-
ian camp-followers the consti-
[utional protection which the
‘Court i3 trying to give them.
he other would greatly com-
plicate ‘the problem of main.
taining. military forces - In -
other lands, and thus might
weaken our defenses. - .
. The question here is whether
& sound principle has been
“stretched to the point of pro-
ducing unsound censequences.
Only future” experience wil]
‘provide the angger. -

.

THE TWO CASES which
have especially jolted law-en-
forcement agencies are Jencks
v. United States, in which the
Court ordered release of cep-
tain FBI reports, and the re- -
versal of Andrew R. Mallory's
_conviction of rape. Excitenient
bver the Jencks case Tlared in
.part becayse of exaggerated
reports &x to what the "Court
had ordered. Actually l‘tﬂ-&d
not call for any wholesale
opening of FBY files but only
the release of reports made to
the FBI by witnesses who had
testified in the case, - - !

The Cofirt said, with com-

tpelling logic, that- Jencks’ at.
ltorney was entitled to see re-
poris made by Harvey Matu-
fsow and J. W. Ford in order |
to prepare a .proper defenss.
; . The Government should maks
) avaiiable to the defense all the
written and FBI.recorded re-
ports from those twa witness |
Ves “touching the events and ac¢-
tivities as to which they testi.:
fied at the trial” . I
dustice Brennan’s majoriiy
opinion detinltely Irowned
upon the practice of having
the judge in the case examine
requested FBI papers to de-
termine whether they are rele-
vant. What the Court seemed
to overlook Is that someone
must examine the FBIT files in
the first instance fo-determine '
which confidential reporis doj
“touch the events and activi-
ties” about which FBI tnlom-l
} ers have testifled,. ™ . . - .
Defense counsel could _notl
reasonably be given acoess to
all the data in every report |-
which an informer might:
have made. So the Justice-
Department and varlous
members of Congress n.l-.,S
seckig-tepislation_la_auyor

L AR R
Neociudgen to determine, h
[eau of controversy: P

tions of the reports requestad
have a bearing on .the cage.

‘Material Baving n¢. relstion

,whatever to the case—unevalu-
,ated datz which might gravely
damage Innocent persons—
could thug be eliminated. -
" No doubt thls problem can |
be worked' out_satisfactorily, !
bui. the present confusion |
among the lower courts as to,
what is required might have '
been avoided it the Supreme-
Court had spelled oyt ita rul-
ing with greater preclseness. -.

~AS FOR the Maljory case, it
has brought the Individual's
right not to be a witness
against himself into sharp eol-
Hslon with routine police prac.
tices. Mallory was taken to &
District of Columbia police
station on suspicion, subjected
to a lie-detector test and inten-
sively questioned until he con-'
fessed. There was no evidence |
of coercion, but a» unanimous :
Court ruled that he should
first have been taken befere !
a magistrate and informed of
his right to have counsel and
to refrain from saying any-
thing - that could he used .
against him. . s '
A3 in the Smith and Covert
E cases, the safeguard which the
4« Court has laid down seems un-
E exgeptionable in principle, In
application, it gives ; e to
grave prohiemas, ‘e
‘In a recent unsolved mur.
der, the District police say,
' they have questioned a thou-
sand or more persons. Some
were held several hours while
& thelr stories were checked.
§ Obviously they could not have .
been taken before a magistrate
and ordered held in the ab-
sence of any conhcrete evi-
dence. That would: amount to
false arrest. Yet if one of these-
persons shoiild confess to the
crime, his prosecution would
seem to be clouded unless the
police could find ‘evidence
enough to conviet him without
the confession, - . _
CONSTITUTIONAL rights
should not be impaired, of

T AP e S——

course, because th?v make po-!
lice work more difficult. But
‘no rights are sbsolute, The
'great work of the Court lies
'in maintaining a reasonable’
i balance batween individuals
‘rights and the intgrests and
| WEttayeeand society af X e,

" Tt seeimg unlikely that thi'
Pr ald do In-
case, which the Court first
unciated in the McNabb de.

isd 1% years dfe,

eisioR jnore thap
will be altered. But so! :
more will be needed to Indl
cate to law.enforcement offt
cers precisely how they shonld
proceed when they must deal
with suspects against whom ne
susbstantiz] evidence hay been,
found, ‘ o fF
After's survey of the Court's
opinions aver many decades,
Leo Pfeffer concluded in his
I recent volume, “The Liberties
of ap American,” that it has
f“ln large measure fulftlled its
Tesponsibilitles as guardian of
, the Bill of Rights.” That com.
,ment i3 even more pertinent
' today than it was & few months
180, .
| The Court’s recent exuber-
.ance In this sphere may e
‘quire some adjustments, but
it has shown a healthy respect
i§r the basic freedoms. T
‘yiars ahead will give am
opportunity for furthér worg-
of the rdugh ground whi
~his bheen newly plowed, *
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Two' carfoon views of the Suprems’ Court’s individual . by Fitzpatrick in the St Louis” Post-Dispatch. Right,
rﬁghgs decisions, Left, “You May Come Back Now,” .. .“Caught,” by Long in the Minneapolis Tribune, —
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HIGH COURTS CRITICS

GRUMBLE BUT CONFORM

Congress May Pass a Law on Use off fi.

F.B.I Records But i in Other Cases
There is Little It Can Do 33

lCHANGES COME WITH TIME'

ot

pLIINEE

, By ARTHUR KBOCK - '-,

WASHINGTON June 28—Except ﬂar a serious, bi-
partisan and Admm{stra.hombacked measure to protect the
“raw” confidential files of the F. B, I, from exploited
by eriminals, ax a posmble consequence of th preme Court
decision in the Jencks case, the prospect is that Congress at
this session will not attempt to supervene by Iegmlation re-
cent rulings of the high court that have been widely pro-
tested by members of Congress, among others. The likelihood
is that, as on & number of previous occaslons, the eritics will *
havs 'to content themselves with grumbling and the lower
coults and lawyers with hermeneutics,

That is becauss, though Congreas posaesses such fun‘da-
mental powers to curb the S
preme Court ag further Jimiting
s jurisdiction and reducing or
increasing its membership, the
national legislature has shrunk
from exercising these in ‘tear
that the remedy will be worse
than the cause of the complaint.
Moreover, Congress, like the
American p#hple, his% never
found a satisfactory substitute
for the role of the Supreme
Court as final arbiter of the
legality of Executive and Legis-|' s
tative actions,” And the shifts
or reversals in the' thmkmg of
‘the Tourt under the pressube
of public opinion — ugually led!
“by & popular Presldent—-have
accurred frequently enough in
-~} . history to fufnish an answer to
4 those who would curb it legis- -
latively that has been agcept-
" able to Congrese thus far. This
answer is, that the Court will -
never take very long to catch
elpudiith the politie
crt a Iarge popular majodty

Rl e, .

B o T W —"

oy,

L
(87 Fight S

h’ meombmuolm
‘factors that ‘prodaced the first
: great - defeat ‘M Politics and
“public opinion guffered by Presi..
dent F, . Rooseveit [1937), His:
plan {0 imerease the number
Bupreme Court justices in orde
" to' put-an end to adverss ruling:
on the constitutionality of the!
New Deal programs was handi-|
capped from the begimding by
the historic reluctance to strong-
earm the high tribunal, But its
| refection became a certainty
only when. the Court, under
the leadership of Chief Justice
Hughés, ‘changed the trend of
its constitutional thinking,

Of seven .recent Supreme
Court decisions that have come
under heavy critical fire the rul-

ing in the Jenchs case was ‘the
‘ohly oné fn’ which the hecessity
for immediate legislation was
demonstrable and the power of
Congress to grant it was un-
questionable. Justice Brennan's
opinion’'for the Court, granting
the defendant more than he
sought, gave the Department of
Justice the alternative of sban.
doning " prosecution in a large

L humber of critical security,. kid-

napping,’ tax evssion and nar-
cotic cases, or turning éver to
the defendants all the confiden-
tial K. B.1 reports that Govern-

.. ment withesses drew on for tes-

, timony. This posed a simulta-
: neous threat to the essential
funiotion and valug of the F.B.T.
. and to the protection of the peo-
i ple from. heinous crime, And;

; Justice Brennan's language was

so broad and generalized that
the lower courts at once begah|
to interpret it in different ways
in dlsposing of applicable cases.

Limits to Pecision

In this situatton it was easy
for the Executive to combine
with Democrats and Republicans
in Congress on legislation which
would hold the degjsion within
limits wherein the rights of de-
‘fendagls would be assured the
protection of the trial judges
without damaging the essential
function of the F. B, L™ -

But that was not true of .the
other six detisions which have
been attacked by individual .
mefbers of Congress, same very
Influential, but in a sporsdie
. manner, While ' the ruling - in.
. duPont menaces- intercorpora.
| tion investments that, were legal
when made, and &
| mergers, Congress is polit
ilﬂnud..aguinst helplng out blg

Trotter
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. dependents of the armed forces| -

L o

Eaniad T Ll
E:lneu!;ﬂh ita p e
Watldngdewision, in which “the
Chief ' TJustice generalized, as
Justice Brennan did in Jencks,
In setting down constitutional
'standards  for . Congressional
‘committees of inquiry, clearly
‘can be tested for its effects only
by future commitiee procesd-
Ings. The Supreme Court's re.
instatement of John Stewart |
Service was a somewhat popular
finding., In the California Com-
‘munist cases, wWhere, the court |
released five defendants and or- _
dered new trialy for_nine, thej
lprocm was wholly within the
area of its jurisdiction that Con-J
‘gress, despite recurrent pro-{;.
* posals, has always been loath tof::
restriet, . . . - } d

" Sweeping Lan}nage ‘ ,
Justice Black’s opinion for thel -

Court, that requires jury trialy in -
crimina] cases affecting civillan!

who héretofore have been sub-|
Ject to courts-martial, wag an-¢
other exhibit in the use of sweep-|
ing language. Tt left the possible ~
construction that these depend-
ants must have Jury trials for )
'any offenses and, recognizlng;‘
k

. ;this, concurring Justices carefy-t

Jy limited thefr approval to ¢rim.’
,inal cases. But ths armed forces’
ihave Proceeded on the Jatter As-%
-sumption, ' And untfl or unless .
this is successfully challenged in P
the Suprema Court, Congress 1y *
_ content to hold onty g watching

tngton police violated the Fed-
eral code by "unduly delaying”
his arralgnment unty they had
twice obtained hig . confession,
‘and had not informed him of his{
other legal Tights, This, too, is
Hn the area of judicial process,

larty~wrmrm circumstanaasyde is
Plainly out of legislative ;urix-
adiction, -

o

to
*'do somethigx about the Tenth

clearly constitutiona) mmeans of
Accomplishment, Byt thery ix
an» undercurrent n Co

Amendment thay may come to
the surfdce at the next session
and produce legislation,

by Supreme Court decisions that{"
have canceled long establisheq
tate juriadic_tiona, Particular]y

the Steve Nelson case. In,
this the Court held that cgp-

increasing disposition to read
into acts of Congress “intents"
which have been denied by spon-
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r scemty in Court - ?

Any proscriptlon ‘of obmnlty tlut stops all l
obicena matier is going io -endanger iree speech
imd any definition that wholly protects free speech !
is going t.g allow some obscenity to sscape punish-

' ment. It 15 the long struggle to bglance this good
. and evil that came to crisis in the M
: In three different cases this week. The way inl
" which the Court has shifted the balance Is bound ¢
o to disquiet a great many citizens. -

g A majorify opinion by Justice Brennan upheld v
i

1y

one conviction under the Federal obscenity statuie .
enacted in 1872 and ancther under a California law, § ,.

‘In the Roth case, ‘the Justice found s‘ufﬂcienﬂy

precise to  meet the challenge of “vagueness” ! L
tha Federal law punishing the mailing of “every »
‘obscene, lewd, lascivious or filthy hook, pamphlet,
picture, paper, letter, writing, print or other pub-
lication of indecent character.” He .found accept- -,
able a charge to the jury descnbing obscene as ©
“materisl which deals with sex In a ‘manner ap- *
pealing lo prurient interest,” and putting the
exact determsination up to the juty to decide if
the matter as 3 whole would produce this effect
" upon “all those whom it is likely to reach.”
- In the Albers case, the Court was also satished /
with a similar jury charge and with the California
statute which punishes anyone who “willfully and _.

w—-—

e B

U]

Tele. Room
Holloman

lewdly, either:» writes, composes, stereotypes? : . .
* prints, publishes, sells, distributes, keeps for sale, ° | s w
{ or exhibits any gbscene or h\decept .writing, - WOT kv
. paper, or book ..." 3 &4 JUL <5 1957

Justice Harl:n, who concurred in the Albers :

; case and dissented in the Roth case, voiced fears®
. that many will have when he pointed to the -
-«”, danger of encouraging the Federa] courts to “rely
" on easy labeling and jury verdicts as a substityte
for facing up to the tough individual Problems®,
ill.‘-t' constitutional judgment involved in every ob: N
, scenity, ca¥e.” He wisely cited the greater risks
.in Federal obscenity laws than in state laws. He k
warned that standards consented to In the majority ¥
“opinjon might ban “much of\the great literature }
‘of the world.” K Is the view of Justice Harlan °
thl,t “the- Federal Government has no business -

. to bar the sale of books because they might
Iead to any kind of ‘though ' md that alzo is
aur view, .

"An evén more forthright ﬁlssent by Justica
,Dauglas in which Justice Black joined, denounced -
‘the standard followed In these cases. “All It (a
Bterary work) need to ‘do,” he #aid, “is to incite
a lascivious thought or arouse a lustful deslre. »
, The Hst of ‘boks that fudges or jurles can place’
h—M—utagory Is entllese”: iy o Timm wx .

e T T
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“win—g-ihird case, the Court, with Justichrrme -
furter writing the opinion, upheld the New York
use of am injunction to obstruct the disiribution
of books, A dissenting opinion, in which Justice
Douglas was joined by Justice Black, found the-
New York process *goes far toward making tho .
censor supreme" und "subsututes pumshment hy
gontempt for puuuumem ny Jnry Lnu Justice
Brennan, also-dissenting, tonicluded. that “the ‘abe
sence in this New York obscanity ;tatutc of a jury,
trial is a fatal defect” - ~-:-x--e

When a maiority of the Court in dealing with
idsties that concern the um ,ﬂmenumem. pru-
ceeds on a course that arouses such serious mise.
i givings In the dnssentinz minority, the: anxieties:
of citizens general]y #re Justified gpct lneﬂtablo}

The Roth case seems to us especxal!y urioul.
|- for in the language of Justice Holmes i 1021:
“The United States may give up the Post Office
, When it sees fit; but while it carries it on, the
“law of the mails i almost as much a part of free
¢ peech as the right'to use our tonguos S :

H . The great fsod of dubluua printed malerial
v

r

*

L R TN

[ETe

A

L.

that has emerged on the stands‘and flowed through )
the mails in recent years is responsible for some

f sincere apprehension. In some instances this. .
" apprehension has lgd to volunteer, extra-legal, ’

!n“ﬂ“’hr. hnynr\*“ tv ompaw on Lhc WHUIE “."m_

‘mumty the literary standards of a few persons.
Such ventures are always dangerous. But there

is also danger when legislators and judges con.

clude that the normal citizen has need of govern-

foamm Thia

",
| mental infewent{nn ts save ‘ﬁnum;‘d from

1own impulses and protect lumself from his own
ideas.” '
It i3 to be huped that; in subsequent opmlona, 4
| the Supreme Court will define more clearly the-
. pmnt heveud w‘nb tha. -—-h ta” yi“"lﬁq‘:‘ the "'i:‘i_E
, fr>m bad literature may not trespass upon the

normal citlzen’s right to read wh!t he pleases, *
| - M

o
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By WILLIAM RANDOLPH HEARST JR.
‘Editor-in-Chief Hearst Newspapers rlrl/
I under-

COUPLE OF WEEKS .ago when
took in this space to comment on what I

thought to be a majority decision by the .

Supreme Court leaning dangerously to the left

(see Burris Jenkins’ cartoon on Editorial Page)
I thought, perhaps I was
dealing with a subject
that might be too heavy
Summer reading, and
unfamiliar.

Needless to say, I did
not know that the now
famous (or notorious)
Jencks decision ordering
the files of the FBI to be
opened to defense lawyers
on demand would be fol-
jowed within a few days
by several more rulings
just as harmfu® to the
forces of law and order
entrusted with our na-

tienal security, and giving
aid and comfort to Com-
munijsts.

T my surprise, .though, T got more favorable mail
a1 Lhis eolumn, particularly after the subsequani—deal.

W. R. HEARST JR.

7-12-%7

- // - R

slons, than I had gotten on any Editor's Report In many
a day. The majority of the letters Indicated not only
disagreement with the declsions and dissatisfaction
with the reasoning of the majority of the court, bu
in most every instance expressed a desire to know whe'

could be done about closing the loopholes the coup
had opened.
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Editor’s Repori

- Continued from Fizgt Pl:c . i

"~ As most of us know, our Government is composed
" of three principa] parts, namely, (1) the Executive
: branch, headed by the President snd members of hig
Cabinet, who direct various administrative depart-
# ments; (2) the Legislative, comprising both Houses of
~ Congress, and {3) the Judicial, which s, of course, the
7 Bupreme Court. JIts function is to pass upon the le-
- gallty of acts of the Executive branch or laws passed
+by the Legislative branch in the interest of our citizens
‘™and to Interpret-the Constitution, ‘ . :
While all three branches of the QGovernment gre
“=Bupposed to be equal, it is the will of the majority of
“the people which must in the long run prevail. It is
through the House of Congress that the will of the
" people 1z presumed to be most accurately and directly
«Tepresented, although ft powerfully . influences the
- Executive branch, too, and more subtly the Supreme
13 COI.I.l't. - ! i ' ' .
% * X :
*A N EXCELLENT "EXAMPLE of how the three
branches affect one another when In disagreees
*ment was the hassle over the so-called Tidelands,
“meaning the land under water, but off-shore, of the
‘“t 8tates bordering the oceans. : ~
.- California and Texas licensed some ofl companies
“to drill for oll off their shores. Along came the Depart-
ment of the Interlor, representing the  Executive
*branch's point of view, ‘and said that off-shore,
- under-water land was the property of the Federal Gov-
I ernment. 1If any oil was found the revenue belonged
" % the Federal Government. '

This controversy between two of the three branches
of the Government obvlously came before the third,
-the Bupreme Court, They ruled {n favor of the Federal

- Government. .

’ " However, in spite of the fact that only a Tew States
~Btood to gain, the question of States’ Rights versus

«Federal control §s 50 Zealously guarded by the peoplé’s
Iepresentatives that they passed a law, and passed it
by a two-thirds mejority over the subsequent veto of

- President Truman, which specifically gave those Tide-
lands to the States. .

The SBupreme Court does not operate tn a vacuum,
although in recent cases it may have seemed to, It
also must respond eventually to the will of the people,

I1f, therefore, SupremeCourt declsions interpret the
law in a way which does not meet with the approval of
the majority of our citizens, it 1s up to them to make
thelr views heard by their representatives in Congress,
which 18 most immediately answerable to the people’s

-Will. Then it is up to those representatives to over-
ride th?ﬂlnherpretauon of the court by eénacting laws
E0 specific as to not permit of interpretatio
then—dhae desired by the peopie, A-other

-
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S I WRITE THIS the wif] of the people was Jugh
A won a notable triumph in the jolnt move by the
Administration and Congress to plug up the disastrous
ruling of the Bupreme Court In the Jencks case.

Attorney General Brownell, obviously Speaking for
President Eisenhower' and FBI Chief J, Edgar Hoover

Senate Judleiary Subcommittee to urge correction of
“what he called the “grave emergency” in the order
spilling open FBI and other confidential files to defense
“lawyers {n subversion and other serfous criminal cases.
Mr. Brownel] Eave strong Administration Support

.to the O'Mahoney bill, which Is backed by seven Sena-

7 oase, and to hold back that which 1s not,

o - Furthermore, the legislation would make it neces-

5 ] *8ary that confidentia] Informatlon eould not be re-
"quested by the defense unti} a trial was under way and
& witness had testified on matters related directly to

FBI records, which already has been demanded by the
defense In several cases as result of the Jencks decision,
% L% * .
THERE IS NO NEED for me to go tnto the manifolq
- dangers of opening FBI and similar tiles without
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‘ !
, Right now, the important thing is to get Adminis-
tration-Congress leglislation through the hopper and
into law. Judging from the temper of Congress—once
more reflecting the will of the people—1t ought to [{.]
through without any trouble, )

If technlcal roadblocks should develop, or there aré
signs of 1t being shunted inton Plgeonhole, 1 hope you
Who-read this will let your Congressmen know that
you want actlon and want it tast. ‘I consider thys a

a vital piece of leglslation, L
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Two points of View: §

Onee Again, l!m'k

s and Roses Are

Tathv wya

[aceless.,

o

Flung at the Justices

monolithie court or ONe carrving on

NATION AL AFFAIRS
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SS,

How could q conmittce of Congress inresticate subgersion—or

anything elye?

Totc coulil any State Legisluture incesticate

How could the

How could the Attorney
guilty of ciolating the Smith

throw the governmens?

There way consternation iy Congress
and _qunsfgh_ngljy)}Zl_ﬁl__l_b(_‘_l_)_('Dnrtmy_n_l of
Justice last week over o scries of deep-
reaching decisions by the Supreme Court
that raised these and other important
questions. There was no quick answer
to any of them. Al concerned  asked
“What now?”

Not only the problem of subversion,
but enforcement of criminal laws angd
regulation of corporate  practices werp
involved.  At_ the Criminal Division of
the Department of Justice, which by the
very mature of its work oftey relies on
stool pigeons for evidence, officials won.
dered it anyvone would eves dare inform
for them again, because of the Supreme
Court’s rulings. At the Antitrist Division,
lawyers said gleomily ‘that, " if the Su-
preme Court applicd its reasoning about
the Smith Act to antitrust cases,  the
would run into almost impossible Jiffin)-
ties in proving that any group of business.-
men was in restraint of trade !

The  decision that impinged diecth
upon the traditional powers of Congress

July 1, 1957

subversion®

Feternment continue to operate the loyalty program>
General’s_offee
Aet. which outlaws conspiracies to over.

prove that anyone yqy

Lo investigate -y traclition deerpted sing
the carlv davs of the Repuablic - arepe
from the case of a relatively ohenre
labor Jeader named John Watkine, e
had refused to answer questions of -
House Un-Anmerican Activities Conunjt-
tee about forner associates. had  heen
cited for contempt and  convicted. Tl
Supreme Court, in upsetting the \Watkin.
conviction, said the committee had no
right to ask him these questions,

Gn Capitol Hill, fiercely jealous of jie
prerogatives, there was gn immediate
wave of outraged indignation. Current
investigations were affected. too—that o
the Un-Ameriean Activities HYOUDY. pos-
sibly that of gl Senate committee on
labor-management racketeering,

But the impact on Congress—whicy
had its own means of defending it
prerogatives—way far Jesy crushing than
the impact on the execrtive braneh, par-
ticularly the Department of Tustice, o
i the other major” decision of the week,
! This was the SUEDHSING reversal of the
1952 convietion of fourteen Calitorni,

Commumists  uneler the

What the High Court clid
a fine line between
of the governmen| as
overthrow of the Rovernmaoent as g course
of action. It aho constroed  the ward
“organize”—in connection with Commu.
uist organizing—as ineaning the formation
of the party itself oy distinet from .
continuing  pracess  of organizing  new
cells and clubn, reeruiting, and the like.
It was this Liter definition that miglit
well affect thye long-established laws gon .
erning  the “ornizing™ o monopolies,

Sweezey Epheld: The other twa
decisions of T35t week also lad their re.
peranssions. too, but they were less far-
reaching, One way 4 corolliny to the
Watkins case. reversing the conviction of
a New Hampihire professor named Pay)
M. Sweezey, who had balked at answer-
ing questions about his beliets and politi-
cal activities. The differetce was that
Sweezevs cuse Memmed from o Seage-
Legislature'’y investigation,

Then there was the ruling that ip
lomat  John Stewart Service b breen
wremgfully dismissed by the State De.
partinent in 1950 The  dismionl hid
been reconumended by a Civil Serviee
Commission lovalty board, though State
Department lovalty boards had cleared
Service. The Coust held that Secretan
of State Dean Acheson had no right to
disregard his gwr department s findings.

Inevitahly the fire 1eactions i Con-

19

Smith  Act.
was to draw
teaching overthrow
a theory und nrging
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Lirly that of the Watking case, took the
form of angry outbursts, Onge of the
angrivst came from the Democ: RIS
man of the Senate Permanent It -
tions subcammiittee, Jolin L. McOTeH
“[These decisions] are extremely disap-
pointing and regettable 1 apparent
that they hove lent much coanfort anul
cheouragenment to the Conmmnniady and
the criminal vlomicts i onr oo
Tll(‘__lmiw_!vu_tl_l?u-_\"L-\rt'.lhli\h will seni-
()ll.‘i‘]‘\"|i‘_tllll{l‘]7 all Pow cntorcenient UNTE
cies of our goveronent and wealon o
mternal seearity.” 7

He was echioed by the rauking He-
publican on the wune committee. Ko
E. Mundt of South kot “1lhe Sit-
pretme Court hus erppled both the Jower
ourts and Congressional commitiees jn
discharge of their responsibilitios,”

Dinweniing Opindion: Oy the other
hand there were cheers for the Cout
trom Demoeratic Sen, Waivne Morse:
“The Watking  decision is o historical
monument in a gloious record of Su-
preme Court decisions proteeting indi-
vidual liberty”

The committee most serionsh affor sied

by the Watkins decision wis thar on U

American Activities, If tl camnmittee |5
to continue, it will aln.ost certainly have
to have its charter from the Holse re-
vised. It was the vague wording of the
present charter (by which the committee
was established in 1938) that was espe-
ciallv criticized by Chicef Justice Earl
Warren in delivering the Watkins cuse
majority opinion: “It would be difficult
fo imagine a less explivit authorizing

Service: Vietory at la-
resolution. Who can define the ooy g
of Un-American'™”

As_for the i)l'L\.l!f!Y‘.(‘Hf of Tiustice, the
‘ prevalag ol < s hafl s Tt
Thar ¢ poertiient gl o ver vesionered
from the Jenchs case riling when it was
hit over the head by List week's Smith
Act decree. Lohaggand Justice
Liwser: “Never bt pever has (Lo Cov-
LB T
verument taken so many shelackings from
"the Supreme Court in one period.”

The  Jeoncks decision, which wanld

)

H fnru(‘__t}ls—_-l:lllr_itr) vpen iy files 1o de-
4 fendants "against whom such material

Y was used, “eats right across e adniin-
istration  of justice,” one  said.  His

4 H u

Now the Justice Department also L
the Smith Act decision to contend with,

Until Congress, the Justice ™ Diepart.
ment and the lower comts coukd adjrst
theselves to the highest tribunal's Luest
A period ob Jegalitic elos
seemed nevatable. The Timits of Con.
gressonal iy, the efficacy of the
Suthe Acts the wonctity of FBI filos--
of 1liese it tant aspeets of goverp-
ment procedine wonkd vest on siuddenh

decinions,

nieerh.on foundations.

PENNSYLVANIA:
Freedom After Five

Onwogrmny and de vrped sk eet TTEN
Phobadelphies waterhiont
was nndhiog Bis omtine cheok of focked
<D sturday arternoon. The
docs of the A ¢ Broom Co. was upen
Linide e v iceman Dund two hodices
=tiw fastords owner and a watehoan,
both with bludweon d heads, That was
in December Jri5.

Sev b Later, the police picked up
a manghing. 26-vew -old Negro named
Aaron Taurner. whose 6 feet 1 mches had
brouwght him the nicknome of “Treetop”
Turier har' eonwe 1o Plaladelphia from:
Marshvill | NG and worked in the wa.
tertront: produce and fish markets. He
had ne money, no friends, uo alibi. Un-
der police questioning. he signed  a
confession. For Treetop Turner, the fu
twee looked not only bleak but brief,

At his trial that September, Turmer
repudiated Yis confession, claiming that

o p']l“'t'l)l.l'.l

(ll ALY UL A o B
|

Four Major Decisions—And What They Mean for the

Fhis_is what the Supreme Counrt did:
P The decision: Neversal of the convie-
wm of labor leader Joln T. Watkins for
atempt of Congress. Watkins, once an
official of a Communist-dominated uIHoOn,
apaeared in 1951 before the House Un-
American Aclivities  Committee and,
while willing to anwvwer questions about
himself and about people now known to
be Communists, he refused to identify
other former associates. The Court's ma-
jority (6-1} apinion, delivered by Chief
Justice Earl Warren, held that the com-
mittee’s authority was “vague” and that
it had no right to ask the guestions it did,
that Watking' rights under the First
Amendiment had been violated. Justice
Ton € Clark dissented.
—— _The meaning: A stricter limil than
ever before on the gquestions which a
Congressiona) investigating  committee
can compel a witness to answer. The
ruling is expected to upset a number of
similur convictions, most notably that of
plavwright Arthur Miller.
_®The decision: Reversal of the 1952

20

Amest 4 TS T mmaem wm e

cpviction of fourteen California Com-
munists ander the Smith Act. The ma-
jority (B-1) opinion delivered by Justice
Jolm M. Harlan held that (1) the trial
judge had failed 1o make clear a dis.
tinction between “teaching of forcible
overthrow fof the government] as an ab-
stract privciple”™ and any “effort to insti-
Eale activn to e end”™. {2) that while
the Smith Act bars “erganizing” a_group
for _the government’s _overthrow. the
Communist Party had been “org. ized™
in 1945, long enough for the Statute of
Limitations to have rn out. The court
ordered  five - of e detendan,  ar
quitted, a new triad for e e e,
Justice Clark  dissented,

--—The meaning: Future Smith Act

prosecutions must be more carefully pre-
piared. It may become so difficult to con-
vict 4 man under the Smith Act, the law
could become a dead letter. The Court’s
definition of “urganize” in this case Hay
also affcet other laws, particularly those
in the antiteast ficld.

B The decision: Reversal of the 1954

| T ture

conteinpt conviction of Prof, Pau] M.
Sweezey of the University of New
Humpshire. This was similar to the
Watking case  except that it was a
State  Legislatire—New  Hampshire's—
which Sweerey had defied by refusing
to answer questions on his political Le-
Liefs and activities. Justices Clark and
Havold H. Burtons dissented.

_The  meaning: "The implication
were the sime as in the Watkins case
but extended now to State Legislatures
BThe_ _decision: That diplomat Johu
Srewirt BenToe was wrongfullv  lis-
missed fom the State Department 1
931 b vhen Secretary of State Dean
A somvice was a target of the
Poweple RO MceCarthy e his

Lte 50
campaign acst "Comimuists in the )
Stute: Pepartment.” The Court's ruling
{(5-0) held that Acheson, in dismissinge
Service, had overruled Lis own depant
ment’s findings and thus violated regula-
tions safegnarding an emplove,

The meaning: Reappraisal of 1l
State Départiment’s disimissal procedures

8 Newsweek., July 1, 1957




plmuua eITects-tould eBATE Fhe family |
have to pay initiation fees and duu5
- ership and the union workers sent to -
éould insult their customers and, in .
muunnts. ‘could opn&mm.ta the food, break dishes
and otherwise sa' ‘Ehe businéas. communuu wers
Hkely to put l.brlga terprise gyt
miang contribution i¢ z,h “revilu

’Trled to Jmlty Y Wﬂnig

s'peaking for tHs court in 1043, du tdm;t—
ted that the pickets told les about ‘the ‘gafeterin, -
Neverthéless, he had the cold gall to uurt thit the

iw

pickeis were guilty of nQwrong in lying about the cate-.
) teria and the persons who owned it. “For stpport af tm:
P decision which thus hecame the Iaw of the land, !'nnx- i
“furter, who planted Alger Hiss'in the ‘Waahington htq- .
rinth, relted on the sdmitted fact that uniosns had

il d Lo dioa_

Tight to “state their eua" and to "make known tlis v
facts,”. " - ’
prever, m one of thoae preoedents by whicﬁ
Frankfurter tried-to justity an indorsement of ma-
licious, viclous, harmtul slanders against innocent vic-:
tims, the decislon also provided that the siogans and
cutcries must be “truthful” In the Cafeteria case,
resort to les was not denied, But Frankfurter wrot! .
that “to use loose Janguage or undefined slogans that,

are part of the conventional give and take in our eco-'

nomle and political controversies lke 'i‘ﬁf‘w’"’ or ru-n

clat’—is not to falsify facts.” = - L
. Of course these Mes were clearly in ndnd to de-
stroy an honest enterprise of an American working

family and that was absolutely clear to all the brutal
ehemies of the Amerimm morality, And thoo Ald #fale !

FOTTTT SRLRRMN s ch; WU .llu"
ity the facts.

All the New York courts had held tha.t 1t was & lla
to say that the owners were “unfatr” to organized libor,
because the cafeferia had no employees; fo say that
the cafeteria served bad food and to xay that customars

v RS waiss LSl A m,

| by thelr patronage aided “the cause of fasclsm.” The!

pickets lied further, according to the New York courta,‘
in representing “that s strike WAS $n progress.* .-

egler Sees lt. ;_,_ r L
age ueverses
Iluyseli and Law

. 0( By WESTBROOK PEGLER

PREME 2T has clamped another toshold
Sittlselr sn itself in holdMg Mat & union has no right to

loyer to force him to drive his workers
?ﬁfe:'kfn “8‘1:1‘? 'yl'“h- lowdr court decided that Local 685

i into the union., The owWer COUrt ceclded tatk Local

ke the
rotten Teamsters union was trying to ma

g:v'g::s of a Wisconsin gravel pit do the unlon’ 3 dirty
work. Wisconsin law forbids this &z “coercion,” The

! deral Tatt-Hartley Law ‘comes to the same
'ﬂ‘fgf’ hf' efplinv‘lnv employers of the legal obilgation
P b

To justify all this corruption, Frankfurter, and the
Supreme Court of the Unlted States, held shat 1t was}
wrong to deny “free speech in the future” because of
“{solated incidents ot sbuse” in the previous record or ¢
that picket-lUne, - . .

The effect whichr the unlon md the court deslred
Wwa3 to compel the cafeteria to hire unicn members, -

For a long time, this nasty doctrine deterred ln.w-
yers for injured American indtvlduals and firms from
seeking relief in Junior courts. - St Yo

Now it is reversed until turther notice. A

,-o-.-t
o

Cwpyricht, 1357, nxmr-m-mu. ‘:‘,\‘_\-‘;A‘,r: 7 ;

Ry
P
| 2

i

‘if-i"" -

v
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'1mpoaea by the old Wa.gr_xer Act: to help the l'mlon

{o snare the employees, .

: By bitter coincldence, the ma.jomy oplnlon in
c&se vgu written by Felix Frankfurter, who wrote ex-

actly the opposite in the mtorim.u carg‘tex;ia c:sa JUL , -
943, . b VRSP LR Pl
t;i.n ! Briefly,’ 2 union picketbd a cafeteria run entlrels 1957

d had ne
by members of a family who owped it an /
utside the family., In many cases affecting .
:gglrfy:;ategpﬁseu, loosely . knowni' as “Mon and POD ‘ / ,? " 07 7 5— 7\, ﬁ B
Brores,” unions wem demanding that the family mem
bers refrain from working in thelr own employ and pu

g N(Vl‘ RF‘("ORDEDf P 7
2% - i 0“_"22%52_
Bn.putal _@_%@E . from ] i , 76 JUL 161857 DATED A ﬂmﬁa/&,




it Bc‘mantm—
Mr.

As Pepler Sees It:

Judge Reverses ‘ PR P S
Himself and Law 1%(4, ar, HAL 50—

Miss Gandy——o
By'ybéggrook Pegler

——
V/// (NY Journal American, July

D

The “upreme

ourt has clamped another toshold on itself/in holding

I & union has no right to picket an employer %o force him to drive his workers
into the union,

By bitter coincidence, the ma jority opinion in this case was written by
Felix Frankfgrter, who wrote exactly the opposite in the notorious Cafeteria
case in 1943, Briefly, a union picketed a cafeteria run entirely by members
of a family who owned it and had no employed outside the family. In many
cases affecting small enterprises, unicns were demanding that the family
members refrain from working in their own employ and put on outsiders
dispatched from the union hells. Spesking fgf the court in 1943, Frankfurtex
admitted that the pickets told lles sbout the cafeteri:-:. Nevertheless, he
had the cold gall to assert that tre pickets were guilty of hb wrong in
lying about the cafeteria and the persons who owned 1&1

For support of this decision, Framkfurter relied 5h the admitted fact
that unions had a right to "state their case" and to "make known the facts,"
However, in one of those”ppﬁcedents the decision also provided thaE the
slogans and outcries be "§ruthful." To justify all this corruption, Frank-
furter, and the Supreme Court, held that it was wrong to deny "free speech
in the future" because of "isolated incidents of abuse" in the previous
record of that plcket-line, For a long time, this nasty doctrine deterr

R AR AN
lawyers for injured Americsn individuals and firms i&wm'seeklng relief in

7, Junior courts. Now it is reversed until further noticegng.knfvnanmn
‘ JUI 1R @R
Eﬂ.lln 1Q4087 »o7
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Fourth-R’' for SaRBols 7 L aacegs cotumn iica gl - -
| In recent newspaper Is “commentator on the crippling’ meb'e a memsbaz.of. s /
“‘detalling the shocking st -of Americs in the Communist the Communist Party. -~ The
: flcs of sex delinguency in . siruggle w ui‘;l"g?ge C?u“z chalrman _lmmbeguﬁellt ruled dam
' gf;‘;‘ﬁ o oo sk et *Sices display & curious aware- f,{i,;'i,‘;‘?‘;’,‘:.?-_.‘:;m 2:,.‘2,-';1; that elmont X
ns of combaiting this evi such questions must never be Mohr \

was more sex education in
: schools. Thero was one
. Positive force which was
: mentioned—religious training
! How would sex education alle
1 viate these conditinns it not

accompanied by training ‘
~ what is right and wrong ::0:‘-‘
ally? Couldn’t these thildren
: attend religlous services of
_ thelr own denominations where
, the moral aspects of sexyal
promiscuity and its dire conse-
quences would be expiained to
them before they are old
. enough to experiment and ruin
. their lives because no one told
; them of thelr danger?
. Az g child, I attended Cath-
olic parochial schaols, where
¢ we ‘were taught that sexual
relations outside of marriage
was breaking the Sixth Com-
mandment, s mortal sin.

We were also taught that
we, as children, were responsi--
ble for the wrong we did, and
never thought of blaming our
pareats or teachers for our
misdemeanors, We ought to
add the fourth “R"—religion

tha ftraiwml;e -~ - .. _
yisy Mol UL YOULNE

—to

Gertrude M. Hoyl.

Views of High tﬁq’;}ch

{ _ Is there any justlce in the

cision handed down by the
e whereby o'
seli-confessed rapist 1s set free

.10 commit the same crime or
;worse, simply because ihere
‘was & question of time hefore
his arrafenment? And wha is
best qualified to judge how.
Jong it must take for an l.r-,[
:ralgnment to be made? Is it
the police who are so dii-
‘wently working on the case,.
who are so directly concerned:
with its just conclusion. or {s’
1t a politieal appointee sitting
on the bench of our Supreme
Court? From two recent de-
cisions handed down by the
Supreme Court, concerning

the FRY Ales and 4ha Se_t1...
e X2l Lles and the M

cane, 1t seems to me there must’

'
i

ness of the actual operstions
of Communist subversion.” :
Why should the respectable-
cloak of jurisprudence he
thrown around these raw de-
cislons, saying that it's all a
mysterious science, beyond the
understanding of the simple
Yayman who, therefore, is un- -

_able to Judge?

[ =P T

Baloney to the lne that
these are all “honorable men”

| it tan duebk tn know what
LA A el WRE  ERA A TY T rr—

they are doing!

Why should not every man
who used hia power in the:
court to throw open the fljes.
of the FBI to criminals be!
impeached? Or why shouldn't |
Congress cut off appropria-
tions to the Supreme Court un-
{1 each and every one of the
gentlemen who raised his hand
in favor of this dirty business,
has moved out? 3 ¥

Theima T. Kobinson, BLD. '
Beverley Hills, Calif.

’ * ¥ ¥k ¥ . .
The Supreme Court, in'

ordering the relcase of five
; convicted Communists, sald

t that “advocaiing and teaching @

violent overthrow of the Gov-.
ernment” 18 merely an “ab-j
stract principle” and not “con-"
crete action” which the Smith’
Act requires. The court did’
not trouble itsel! to explain
why the teaching of "concretei
actio” is not inherent in
“yiolent overthrow.” It it
, meant that there must not
only be “teaching” but an ef-
" fective demonstration of “con-
creie aciiop” {0 susiain & cOD~
" viction, this would be locking
_ the stable door after the horse
"{s stolen; which’ recalls this
, recent ftem in the conservative
British weekly, Time and Tide:
" “a Northamptonshire mag-
{strate who happens also to be
' manager of a primary achool

m_&ﬂzenounh So-weir-anpro-
spectlve” master whether he

SR syl
Y A

asked. And o the whole ex-

bandoned the curious theory .
that & man's political and
philosophical beliefz have no
bearing vn what he actually
dm.ll - .
This writer apparently was
unaware of the fact that in
lthis country our own Bupreme
iCourt has now made this
“eurious theory” the law of the
land. This latest decision of
the court was simply one more
lexercise of its assumed dic-
‘tatoria]l powers, from which it
cannot refrain even though it
gives aid and comlort W oOuWr
mortal enemy. Like the racial
integration decision, by resort
'to neologism and its own
! ar “interpretation® <
?c%rt rewrites legislation
substitute its own De
v@m for existing law.
‘ + 0ld Reactionary.

s a .

.
+

- Wash. Post and

Parsons

traordinary argument beging Rosen
again—‘monstrous interference «
with liberty of thought’ . .. Trotter
‘McCarthylsm’ . . . Preedom . o O
political snd religious views’ V\ Nease — . —
..and sop on. In an age of Tele. Room
fdeological wars I should have Holloman
thought we would by now have Gandy

-

ey
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Times Herald .

Wash. News
Wash. Star

;

N. Y. Herald __

Tribune

N. Y. Journal-

Aterican
N. Y. Mirror

N. Y. Dally News _ ____

be something dreadfully wreng' : 14 N N. Y. Times

with eithsr our laws or v‘;ntg. b n/] / Daily Worker

our Supreme Court. Bomething ‘ é/ /g S

should be done—and quickly S The Worker
tuehien, ‘ g f} New Leader

40 correct the
' : Reader,
& . 0L

B v & o

(2l o9cke”
(7 (G

- gt 44 JuL 8 1957
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- B4JUL 9 1957
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' ?'anclept Roni¢; some 500 yeas before Chridt, ﬂ:ert
A _flercs struggle between th ?‘ h and the not s0

or patricians and plebeians; as they were called, ;=%

" The oonﬂxc “ended in an agreement under Wwhich th

plebeians were to appoint ?em -

resentatives every year, to calledy

tribunes of the people. These offi-;

lsla'l dutzh 1{%: to stand Itlg for thc*

Ly such as they w
peo 084 t[mes,'and ?hey were 1o hl!

] pe."seﬂ._.ﬂ.l!" e:eu."*“'... from Mt‘st’”l

prosecution or other Interference,?
The reform. lasted a long time. < =

* We take you now to the United
States of Ameri in _the yea.r‘f
195T A. D Fas Al

Here, the people aro tmder
A Bk Lo T L
ranches eir Governmént. -
P’”"”“t M“" : The Executive branch, heading
up in President Dwxght D. Elsenhower, is taking just about -
el the money it can get out of the people via taxation, and -
is spending that money for a multltucf; of purposes, gome °
necessary and some completely cockeyed and crazy. L ;
i Forg'otten Jong ago is this Admimstratlons-— -

o+ ¢ 1952 CAMPAIGN PROMISE
—to hammer the federal budget down to around $60 btllion

" ayedrand keep it there or pound it still lower, The amount -
I asked this year is $71.8 billior, with broad hints that the

next two or three budgets will be brogresgively bigger, .
' Gen. Eisenhower (whom, by the way, we still believe
to be an honest, sincere, completely well-meaning man) is

l
|
\

! Suv ATy AsYe &S0 Come uuucr nu.uus. 11 Eﬂe aﬂ‘ t‘nr”‘

- A

against tax reduction mowadays, whereas he once felt'

and said that taxes had to come far down. * g
It would be tough enough for the people if only the Ex-

ecutive branch of their Government were attaclung them. -

Rut thav hava aloa nama s1ndae addaal 2o 4L o

yearsfrom— P s,

" THE JUDICIAL BRANCH -

- '-—meaning from the U. ugremg Coug under the chlef
Justiceship of Earl Warren I Elsennower appointee. .
- The United States’ and the American people’s deadliest =
enemy in the world today is Com-
munist Rulsm, with its worldwide
network of spies, saboteurs, fellow
travelers and fifth co umnista,
dedicated to bommumst conquest
of the whole earth. . 3
~ In decislon after decision, the
Warren Supreme Court has be.*
friended the Communists and their

Kremlin masters, and has weak-: i

ned the defenseg of the Amerimr

o
e

é

T

g

64JUL 9 19

Q g

ple against this enemy. w
States have béen forbidden £
enforce their” own seditiop lawal

]The Federal Bureau of Investigse

Trotter

Nease
/ Tele. Hoom

Holloman

Gandy
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Wash. Post and
Times Herald

Wash. News

Wash. Star

N. Y. Herald
Tribune

N. Y. Journal-

_— el

Amenuuﬁ
N. Y. Mirror
N. Y. Daily News 44
N.Y. Times —
Daily Worker
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