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U.S. Department of Justice

Federal Bureau of Investigation

Washington, D.C. 20535
July 24, 2018

MR. JOHN GREENEWALD JR.
SUITE 1203

27305 W LIVE OAK ROAD
CASTAIC, CA 91384

FOIPA Request No.: 1409925-000
Subject: HOOK, SYDNEY

Dear Mr. Greenewald:

Records responsive to your request were previously processed under the provisions of the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA). Below you will find informational paragraphs relevant to your request.
Please read each item carefully.

[ A search of the Central Records System maintained at FBI Headquarters indicated that
records responsive to your request have been sent to the National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). Since these records were previously processed under the
provisions of the Freedom of Information Act, we are providing you a copy of the
previously processed documents.

Please be advised if this release of previously processed material does not satisfy your
information needs for this request, you may make a request to NARA at the following
address, using file number insert FILE NUMBER as a reference:

National Archives and Records Administration
8601 Adelphi Road
College Park, MD 20740-6001

[ A search of the Central Records System maintained at FBI Headquarters indicated that
records responsive to your request were destroyed on DATE IF KNOWN. Record
retention and disposal is carried out under supervision of the National Archives and
Records Administration (NARA), Title 44, United States Code, Section 3301 as
implemented by Title 36, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 1228; Title 44, United States
Code, Section 3310 as implemented by Title 36, Code of Federal Regulations, Part
1229.10. Since these records were previously processed under the provisions of the
Freedom of Information Act, we are providing you a copy of the previously processed
documents.

Enclosed are 148 pages of previously processed documents and a copy of the Explanation of
Exemptions. This release is being provided to you at no charge.

Please be advised that additional records potentially responsive to your subject may exist. If this
release of previously processed material does not satisfy your information needs for this request, you may
request an additional search for records. Submit your request by mail or fax to — Work Process Unit, 170
Marcel Drive, Winchester, VA 22602, fax number (540) 868-4997. Please cite the FOIPA Request Number
in your correspondence.

For your information, Congress excluded three discrete categories of law enforcement and national
security records from the requirements of the FOIA. See 5 U.S. C. 8§ 552(c) (2006 & Supp. IV (2010). This
response is limited to those records subject to the requirements of the FOIA. This is a standard notification
that is given to all our requesters and should not be taken as an indication that excluded records do, or do
not, exist.



For questions regarding our determinations, visit the www.fbi.gov/foia website under “Contact Us.”
The FOIPA Request Number listed above has been assigned to your request. Please use this number in all
correspondence concerning your request.

You may file an appeal by writing to the Director, Office of Information Policy (OIP), United States
Department of Justice, Suite 11050, 1425 New York Avenue, NW, Washington, D.C. 20530-0001, or you
may submit an appeal through OIP's FOIAonline portal by creating an account on the following web
site: https://foiaonline.regulations.gov/foia/action/public/home. Your appeal must be postmarked or
electronically transmitted within ninety (90) days from the date of this letter in order to be considered timely.
If you submit your appeal by mail, both the letter and the envelope should be clearly marked “Freedom of
Information Act Appeal.” Please cite the FOIPA Request Number assigned to your request so it may be
easily identified.

You may seek dispute resolution services by contacting the Office of Government Information
Services (OGIS) at 877-684-6448, or by emailing ogis@nara.gov. Alternatively, you may contact the FBI's
FOIA Public Liaison by emailing foipaquestions@fbi.gov. If you submit your dispute resolution
correspondence by email, the subject heading should clearly state “Dispute Resolution Services.” Please
also cite the FOIPA Request Number assigned to your request so it may be easily identified.

Sincerely,

Dbl

David M. Hardy
Section Chief,
Record/Information
Dissemination Section
Information Management Division
Enclosure(s)
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EXPLANATION OF EXEMPTIONS
SUBSECTIONS OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 552

(A) specifically authorized under criteria established by an Executive order to be kept secret in the interest of national defense or foreign
policy and (B) are in fact properly classified to such Executive order;

related solely to the internal personnel rules and practices of an agency;

specifically exempted from disclosure by statute (other than section 552b of this title), provided that such statute (A) requires that the
matters be withheld from the public in such a manner as to leave no discretion on issue, or (B) establishes particular criteria for withholding
or refers to particular types of matters to be withheld;

trade secrets and commercial or financial information obtained from a person and privileged or confidential;

inter-agency or intra-agency memorandums or letters which would not be available by law to a party other than an agency in litigation with
the agency;

personnel and medical files and similar files the disclosure of which would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy;

records or information compiled for law enforcement purposes, but only to the extent that the production of such law enforcement records
or information ( A') could reasonably be expected to interfere with enforcement proceedings, ( B ) would deprive a person of a right to a
fair trial or an impartial adjudication, ( C) could reasonably be expected to constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy, (D)
could reasonably be expected to disclose the identity of confidential source, including a State, local, or foreign agency or authority or any
private institution which furnished information on a confidential basis, and, in the case of record or information compiled by a criminal law
enforcement authority in the course of a criminal investigation, or by an agency conducting a lawful national security intelligence
investigation, information furnished by a confidential source, ( E ) would disclose techniques and procedures for law enforcement
investigations or prosecutions, or would disclose guidelines for law enforcement investigations or prosecutions if such disclosure could
reasonably be expected to risk circumvention of the law, or ( F) could reasonably be expected to endanger the life or physical safety of any
individual;

contained in or related to examination, operating, or condition reports prepared by, on behalf of, or for the use of an agency responsible for
the regulation or supervision of financial institutions; or

geological and geophysical information and data, including maps, concerning wells.
SUBSECTIONS OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 552a
information compiled in reasonable anticipation of a civil action proceeding;

material reporting investigative efforts pertaining to the enforcement of criminal law including efforts to prevent, control, or reduce crime
or apprehend criminals;

information which is currently and properly classified pursuant to an Executive order in the interest of the national defense or foreign
policy, for example, information involving intelligence sources or methods;

investigatory material compiled for law enforcement purposes, other than criminal, which did not result in loss of a right, benefit or
privilege under Federal programs, or which would identify a source who furnished information pursuant to a promise that his/her identity
would be held in confidence;

material maintained in connection with providing protective services to the President of the United States or any other individual pursuant
to the authority of Title 18, United States Code, Section 3056;

required by statute to be maintained and used solely as statistical records;
investigatory material compiled solely for the purpose of determining suitability, eligibility, or qualifications for Federal civilian
employment or for access to classified information, the disclosure of which would reveal the identity of the person who furnished

information pursuant to a promise that his/her identity would be held in confidence;

testing or examination material used to determine individual qualifications for appointment or promotion in Federal Government service
he release of which would compromise the testing or examination process;

material used to determine potential for promotion in the armed services, the disclosure of which would reveal the identity of the person
who furnished the material pursuant to a promise that his/her identity would be held in confidence.

FBI/DOJ
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) ‘From: J. Edgar Hoover - m?é;por , Federal Bureau of Investigation

- PHOY. SIPMRYROOK . .
Subject:  INMYREAL SECURITY - B
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! ‘ ){/ Tonr atteation is dirsoted to an article bySender L -
earlin eatitled Conetsnt Reader® appearing en page %m,
- Decesber 12, 1942 Daily Worker. - This erticle etates, among othsr
thinge, that the aboys-named individusi L "the chief ssrrier of

- Trotakylie Dactlili® &t NMay York University. It reflects in
! sesence that Hook is respensible for the sditorial poliey of the

¥ashington 3guare "Bullatin,® the sami-waskly publication of New

Tork Untvarsity. , ~ :

In the avent your offfce 1s not fawilisr with the
astivities of this individuel, you are iasiructed 0 open an
INTERNAL SEOURITY - C same concerning him snd $o conduct the
sppropriate Invesiigation with a view of ascertainizg his possible
Trotskylts sympathies or connections. e = '
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B -HOOK, report«ed.]y a form r advisor of EARL BROWDER = . v
but now anti-Uommurist and regarded as Trotskyite, - | |
.. borm 12/20/02, NYC, and engaged as Professor of REN
= Philcaophy at MU, Also teaches at New Scheol for
" Soclal Research and Rand School in NYC. In 1932 '
" he supportéd FORTER and FORD as Communist Party.
- candidates for President and Vice President, In
194 1ly Worker characterized HOOK as "chief
carrier ~af Trotskyite bacilli" at NYU, He hag
:  been affilisted with 4merican Marxist Association,
7.7 Committee for Cultural Freedom, fmeriean Fund for
' . Political Prisoners and Refugees, and similar or- P
~ Selsctive Service

" gsnizations, No oriminal record.
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This mvests,gation is based upon neferonce lettsr frem

.. Worker, reported organ of the Communist Pgrty,/USA, in the issue -
« 0f December 12, 1942 in amn article by .SE ARLIN., T
article, which appeared on Page 6 6f the Worker, referred to
Professor SIDNEY HOOK of New York University as the person re- -
onsible for the editorial policy of the Washington Square™

nBuIletin", seni-weekly publication at New York University, ~ *
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: ~Among other thmgs the article stated that HOOK is the "chief carrier of
, ,Trotsky-lte badlli" at the University. Y : o ;

' | |of New York Um.versity, advised that b6
sxm HOOK has been affiliated with Gthe Washington Square College of Arts - b7c
and Sciences since September 1, 1927 when he was engsged as an instructor in
the Department of Philosophy. In sueceeding years Professor HOOK was pre- -
moted to Assistant Professor, Associate: Professor, Professor in 1939, and he
finally became Chairman cf the Department of ‘He 1s married and

* has two sons and one daughter, According to he was borm December
.20, 1902 at New York City and received a Bachelor of Science Degree in 1923

at the College of the City of New York, an A.M. Degree in 1926, and a PHD
Degree in 1927, both at “olumbis University, New York City, Profeasor HOOK..

has also tsught at Columbia.: . He is a member of the Amerisan Philosophical

" hssocietion, lHe resides at 606A Third Street, Bmoklyn, New Yc»rk, and spends
his sunmere at Sout.h Wardsboro, Vemont.

TP |further advised that HOOK has baen teaching at the
New thool for Social Research, 66 Weat 12th Street, New York: Cibaf. for sbout °°
- ten years. This institution is well known for its liberal views. Bie
stated that although he is not too well acquainted with HOOK personally, he
“knowa that he i8 a keen thinker who is highly regarded:in philosophical circles.
considers him very liboral, but isg not aware that he has ever ‘had any
Conmniat affiliationa. T e ,

1. meesaor o.f Intematloml Polities at New York

_Univarsity, stated that he has known EOOK for aseverzl years and- regards him :

as more of a pure Marxist in his political and social viewpoints rather than - =

as a Communist or even & Trotskyite. He stated thet HOOK is’ highly regarded

in intellectual circles and pointed out that he is now lecturing at the ‘

- Rand School, an institution similar to the New Sehool for Social Rssearch and
located at '7 East 15th Street, New York City. SR _

c stActit » LT . L L : }
. In the Apr:!.l - June, 1937 Tssue of the Pigarxist Q:srterly" SIINEY
‘HDOK is listed 2s a member of the Board of Editors, The "Marxist Quarterly”
is published by the Amorl.can llarstt Association, which doscribes ‘the "Quarter]y"
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- *as a ;joumal devoted % cntical and creative Marxiat scholarship in the :
 -gocial sciences,. philosoplv, and the arts. It. i.s published a.t. 20 Vesey 5 o
Strect, ‘New York City. ‘ SRl S SE PR

© 7 Aceording o information reoeivad fromh’ onfidential Infomant hs
[ whose ideutity is known to the. Burem, SIDNEY HOOK\was at one time a: ‘close \/
_ adviser of EARL BROWPER, but was never acceptable to\the Comminists as a

- Party member because of zn ‘epistemological dispute. According to t;us PRt
Informant, HOOK is now a foremost opponent of the Comunista in New York, v
. often the spearhead of anti~-Communist activity. In 1932, according to this
. Informant, HOOK was listed among & group of persons who supported WILLIAM Z.
- FOSTER and JAMES W, FORD, Cowmunist Party candidates for President and Vice
.President.: In a pamphlet issued by the League of Professional Groups for

Lo : .FOSTER and FORD ontitled "Culture and the Gns:.s" HOOK'S ‘name . appears. \.ﬂ E

'Ihe foregoim infomation recoives some corroboration 1n the :

book "The,Rad Network" by ELIZABETH DILLING, which states that HOOK was a ‘
‘member in 1932 of the Leagueé of Professional Groups for FOSTER and FORD. J‘, o
This group, according to IILLING, was.pledged to vote Communist and to aid
the Communist Party Progrem and campaigns - Its pamphlet, published by the ./
Communist Party Workers Library Publishers in New York, was signed by HOOK .
among others who stated that "As ; résponsible intellec*bual workers we have 7, of
aligned ourselves with tha frank]y rmlutionary Gomunist Party. T

It is to be noted that of the National Fepublic, ve

) ‘Igof the American Coalitiom Committee on Mational Sqcurity, has tes- /b7cu
ified L

fore the House Comm:lttco investigating un-American activities that o
HOOK in 1932 was a menber of the Ieague oj‘ Professional Groups for FOSTER
andFORD._'i-'_g D B M _ : A

- A

L ~ : ialia'a Gall" on Page 2 oi‘ the January 1’6 193’7 iasue con- ‘

~ tains en article by JACKXALTMAN, Executive Secretary of the Socialist. Party,
which article states; among yther things, "The national: eponsoring commi ttee

" of prominent anti-Fascists has organized a FRIEND OF THE DEBS COLUMN, This

.~ committec has taken upon itself the task of raising money and transportatien
. for those sble to and desirous to joining the International Brigade under the

.bamner of the DEBS COLUMN Among those msponsible immediate]y 8r€: .ceecsces

' SIDNEY HOOK.®

. On Jamuary 25,' 1937 e diret gt the s Yo = i s,
N Field Diﬁ.sion at- which t-ime he: prodm:ed a letterhead which rofleated tha.t biC




Ny 100~43719

‘ SIINEY HOOK was & menber of t-he Sponsoring Conmitteo of the FRIENDS OF THE
" DEBS COLUMN. The aforementioned article in "The Socialist Cell® jdentified Vv
SIEGEI. as teuporari]g in dmrge of the DEBS COLUMN ccmmittu work. D F

o By letter da'bed January 21., 191.0 the Philadelphia Field Division
" forwarded & copy of & httmm_\‘m_mm‘lﬁ OF THE DEBS COLUNN, which b6
- letterhead was received f of the Harrisburg, Pennsyl- ©7C

vamda Police Department, and which identified SIDNEY HOOK w th this groupe

Info Ption has besn receivad from the Washington Field Division -
coneeming on | who attempted
to enter the United Statés.enrmute to Mexico and nhose\et&ry was denied on
the grounds of his former connection with the Communist Farty. The Washing=~ )
ton Field Division stated that photostatic copies of lgtters which were -
written on his behalf to the Chairman of the President s Advisory Committee

on Political Refugees are on file in the State Department at Washingion, D.C.
snd that among persons who had sent these letters was SIDNEY HOOK, Professor

- of Philosophy, New York Um.varqity, Washington Square, New York Ciby. ,

5 On June 20, 1940 an anom'mous complaint was received at the New
York Yield Division as follows: "The following teachers and journalists are
Communists whose records suggest they should be watched to prevent their en- °
gaging in further activities hostile to the interests of th:t.s country: escsvee
SIDNEY FOOK, 606A ‘I‘hird Street, Brooklyn."

Gonfidential Tnformant] _ Jhes advised that SIDNEY HOOK was & -
member of the Committee for the Defense of JOSEPH ZACK who was the subject v b2

of a deportation warrant based on 111egal entry inbo the Unit.ed States. ' b7D
D « b6
Gonfidentisl Info mant has furnished 1ni‘omation regarchixg __ biC

ro—

A Bulletin of the Committee for Gultural Freedom dated Octoher 15,
1939 listed SIDNEY HOOK as & member of this Committee and as Chairmen of a: :
.meeting at Town Hall in New Yoric City on October 13 » 1939 which was sponsored
by the Committee, This Bulletin states that HOOK was Chaimmsn of the Com~ . |
mittee on Flans and Orgamization, The subject of the symposium held at Town
Hall on October 13, 1939 wes “Cultural Freadom and t.he World Grisia" and
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speakers were General WALTER G. KRIVITSKY, HARRY D. GIDEONSE, President of 1o
Brooklyn College | oo
I .

ELIZABETH DILLING, referred to above, also lists SIDNEY HOOK in
her book "The Red Network" as a2 member of the Intermational “ommittee for
Struggle Against War and the American Committee for Struggle Against War, /
A pamphlet entitled "The World Congress Against War" published by the Amer-
ican Committee for Struggle Againest War, 104 FifthAvemue, New York City, in
1939 lists HOOK a2s an officer of the Committee.

Among other organizatiocns with which HOOK haes been affiliated,
according to the "Red Network" are the following:

World Congress Against War, which, according to DILLING, was or- .
ganized and controlled by Moscow's International League Against Imperialism
and held at Amsterdsm, Holland, August 27 to 29, 1932.

National Committee to Aid Striking Miners. N

DILLING states that HOOK has alsc been & coniributor to the
.allegedly Communist controlled publication "New Masses®, ~
The indices of the New York office further reflect that HOOK in ;
1938 was a member of the Non Partisan Committee for the defense of FRED E, X
BEAL, and in 1941 and 1942 a sponsor of the Ameriean Friends of Polish Democ~
racy. He was a sponsor of Nationel Sharecroppers Week, February 20 - 27, 1943.

Information has been received from the Indianapolis Field Division
that according to the files of the American Legion, in its National Head- J
quarters at Indianapolis, Indiana Professor SIDNEY HOOK of Columbia Universiiy
was one of the organizers of the Workers Party of the United Stetes, according
tc informetion appesrirg on Page 28 of the Mard, 1935 issue of the "National
Republic",

The indices of the New York office further refleet that HOOK was
one of twenty-one sponsors, including Mayor 1A GUARDIA of New York, of the
American Friends of Polish Democracy, 55 West 42nd Street, New York City,
which organization was organized ostensibly to unite all who are concerned
about Poland and to ald in creating a free democratic Europe, This group
has not been reported as Communist controlled or influenced,




e 'I'he reoords of " tha House Oommit‘bee inves'c-:.gatmg un—ﬁme&l _
_setivities reflect that SIDNEY HOOK, according to the testimony o T pc

: ‘mentioned above, was a member in 1938 of the Committee on Academic :

" Treedom of the American Civil ILiterties Union. He was also, according to .~

| ‘one of  the orgenizers of the American Workers Party, which cham- v J

pioned the ideals of LENIN, TROTSKY, and MARX. -HARRY FREEMAN WARD testified

- before the Dies Committee tha.t SIINEY HOOK was a member of the Natiocnal .
Committee of the American Committee for Stmggle Against War, In a docu-

ment issued in 1940 by the- Progressive Committee to Rebuild the American

- Labor Party, which document was introduced before the Dies Committee, HOOK

. is characterized a8 a- critic from the "Inft" of the American Labor Party“

.Tr'otsm &tivi}x _ ' , ‘ :

E " Confidential InfomantlZl nas advised that on September 23, 1938
- meetino was held in Beethoven Hell,. New York City under the auspices of the
Socialist Workers Party and the Young People's Socialist League (4th Inter-
nationsl). This meet:mg has been described as "defimtely a Trotskyite demon- a
‘stration¥, A four page bulletin entitled "International Solidarity" pub~ .
lished by the American Fund for Politieal Prisoners and R_fugees, 100 Fifth -
‘Avenue, New York City, was evidently: distributed at the meeting , -and SIDNEY
HOOK was among peraons named as aponsors of the fund in th:.s bulletin. , oo

b2

j > *’annfidenti.al Infomant:l whoae identity is known to the. Bureau, .
fnished the New York Field Division with af

has

"';onﬁdential Informan
( nt was advised by
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: " An article in the Dally Worker of May 22, 1943, Psge 3, Column 1, :
captioned "New Trotskyite Attack on FDR"™ labels SIDNEY HOOK &s & Trotskyite g
in an account of "52 American educators, hisborlans, writers, and trade union
leaders", among them SIDNEY HOOK, who . denounced the motion pictu*e "Miasion t.o

Moccow"

Other Actm z.

: In the. 1942 - 1943 curriculum which is on-file in the New York office, '

: published by the New School for Sccial . Rcseard:, SIDNEY HOOK is listed as an ‘
instructor in Contemporary Philosophy and as author of "The lletaphysics of ’
-Pragmatiam" and "TOVards ‘the: Undcrstanding of Karl Uarx”

 sele cti-ie‘ Service Ststus S RN

s ' The records of local Board 180, 336 NWinth Street, Brooklyn, New York,
- reflect that: 'SIDNEY HOOK ugiatered on Febmary 15 ’ 191.2 and that hevras classi-
fied 3AH on November 3, 1943. : , ‘

erminal Record

E 'rhe records of the New York City Police Department were checked with :

negativc results. “4 o v A ¥y : . :

Descr;gtion ‘ _ C S P

‘ R ‘ N _from

. The fol]owing descr:lpt:.on of SIDNEY HOOK was obtainedﬁthe recovds of

‘ Local Board 180: - ; - PTERATE P - .

Nm'ff:LNSWHMK

Address . 212 Fast 2th Street, Bmok:yn, N. Y.
L Date of Birth A 'Decenbar 20, 1902 T L
Place of Birth w0y New Ycrk C:lty
‘ Height_" e 2 .,5!5%«»_‘ S
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- Eyes

- Hair -

.. Complexion: . ~ = =
Marital Status
‘Relatives

 TSERC-WGQK; other, JENNI both

 residing at East 13'bh St et, #1013—23,‘

DI N 6

b6
b7C -

| Fathe

 Procklymy W o
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nomoem i
THE NEH YORK FIELD mvrs;;o T
AT mxoax, MR YORE

4 Will-"fonqw and :ﬁpqrﬁv;_Subjedﬁfsééti?iﬁes{ s ot

. . A copy of this report is being directed to the Albany Field D.lvision .’ :
inasmuch a8 it has been ascertained that HOCK: spends his summers. at South ’
Wardsboro, Vermont, which,;s_y in 'ch¢ territo;y of the Albany office.‘,, s
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Letter to the Director dated Se
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! "SUBVERSIVE ACTIVITIES, GENERAL", New
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NY 100-43719
“S-CONFIDENTJAL INFORMANTS
. o b6
¢ tal Informants appearing in the report of Special b7C
Agent |dated May 15, 1944 at New York, No Y. are as followss
[ ] The report of Special Agent |dated November by
1940 in the case entitled "HARRWN BRIDGES, with aliases;
IMMIGRATION MATTER", New York 39155,

ptember 28, 1938 entitled

York File 61-507-866,

b2
b7D
b6
b7C




Form No 1 :
THls CASE ORIGINATED AT

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

NEW Y@RK N’Eﬂ YORK

100-43?19 DS

: NY FILE No.

REPORT MADE AT

NEW YORK CITY

1

'REPORT MADEBY - -

DATE WHEN MADE ‘. ’

OCT 6 194¢

'PERIOD FOR
WHICH MADE

b6
b7C

i TI‘I‘LE 2

| ;sibmy'ﬁoéx

CHARACTER OF CASE

ﬂURITY MATTER -c

% lé} YNOPSIS OF FACTS: , ~ -

1. Marxiem and that et one time had reputation oi‘
- in Americe.
S to build a new revolutionary party in Americe.

snd a new revol‘atmnary intemational" :
* books written by,subject in 1940 and 1943 he l

\’mtxsxsmussnw - i
. DAYR. T4/

: L~May 16, 1944 at Now YorK CITY.

i The 1944-45 :.ssueaei‘ "mo's WHO 1N nERICA"' ol s oA

P 1n reference report.

Sub;;ect a.ddresslng the azmual session of the &) "‘;}
;MRICAN 'PHILOSOPHICAL ASSOGIATION in 1934 de»

clared that cepitalism and anarchism amount to .

- the seme thing, and -continued that’ communism ‘%\, "{3«

. seems- to be the only solution for the present oW

eriges. He is the author of ‘several books on

. being outstanding exponent of Merxist philosophv?: |
‘In 1934 din & symposium "The Meening .
of Marx™, sub;}ec’c stated "he time has now come .

takes a cr:.'hlcallview of Marxists? doctrines,

" and book reviewers point out that subject has { e
* reriounced his fommr Marxxst beliars. L A (1200
, ALL ISFORMATION CONTALERD - 4’?‘?; Tt

_Réport of Speclal .lgen ]

AT NEW YORK GITY#

forth subject's ‘biogrephy which agrees in detail"
~with the background 1‘nfemat10n on. sub,)ect set forth

SPEGIAL AGENT
N CHARGE

72084 :

=y, 8, GOVERNNENT rqﬂn-nw omol
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‘subject's. fzrst mfe was CARRIE]‘KATZ whom he marrzed on Ms.rch 31, 1924 i
and thalf of this marrisge. The maiden ~ = ..
name of subject's present w1fe ls ANN INKEN whom subgect marrled om o .
May 25, 1935.,__T* KRR 4 . : : :

. Additlonal lnformatlon set forth in “WHD'S WHO IN AMERIGAV

‘ reflects thaet subject was awarded the Columbis University Fellowship in

- Philosophy, 1926 to 1927 and the. ‘Guggenheim Research Fellowshn.p in

" Philosophy, for study sbroad in 1928 to 1929, - Subject was an organizer

" of the:Conference on Methods in Ph:.losophy and Scmnce a.nd the Commttee’,’ *'
for Cultural Freedam.l‘. =% , S o \

b . He is & member of the Internatlonal Commlttee for Academlc o
,Freedom, a member of the JOHN DEWEY SOCIETY and author of the follow1ng

",books'

'r'"The Metaphy51es of Pragmatlmw 1927 - Har
. "Towards the Understanding of Karl Marx", 1933
- "American. Philosophy Today and. Tomorrow" 1935
- "From Hegel to Marx", 1936 - :
.. "Planned Society - Yesterdqy, Today, Tomorrow” 1937
- M™John Dewey: An Intellectual Portrait", 1939.
.- PReason, Social Myths and Democracy", 1940
. "The Hero of Hlstory", 1943

o “HHD'S WHO IN AMERICAN JE!RY’IQSB-EQ issuo provides the '

- additional information on the subject that the Guggenhexm Fellowship

' mentioned above was for. study and reséarch in Germany and Russia, and
adv1sed that the sub;ect is 2 member of the~Amer10an Civil leertles Union.

The New York Tlmes o1t Degelser 29, 1934 Page 6, Column 2,
under the heading of "Capitalism Held Forclng a Revolt” ‘reports that .
the subject was one of seven speakers addressing an audience of one thousand
persons at the ennual session of the AMERICAN PHILOSOPHICAL ASSOCIATION
‘eastern division, held at the thhlngton Square Center of New York Unlver51ty
on’ December 28, 1934, e . 2 A

Accordlng to thls news item, subJect declared that Capitallmn
and Anarchism amount to the same thlng, "there is no dlfference between -
them, capitalism is simply- anarchism on & Smaller scald' Subgect contlnued

i thet “Communlsm seems to be the only selutlon for the present crlseéﬂ

| - In the 1933 Book Rev1ew IngeEt the follOW1ng is quoted from
reviews -of subgect's book "Towards the Uhderstandxng of- Karl Marx".




" only en 1ntellxgent event but part of a polxtlcal movement of real 81gnif1—'
" ‘cance. Hook has, of - course, always been a cr1t10al devotee accused of -

descr:.bed as gmng from heresyﬁo apostasy".

NY 100-43719

: BENJAMI‘V STOLBERG in h:.s renew for the "Natmn magazine,
says in part "Dr. Hook's study seems to me by all odds the most s;gn.fi-
© cant contributlon to Ma.rx:.sm which has yet appeared 1n Amer:.ca" :

f - The review reported from the "Boston Transoript" says in
o part "He emphasizes the fact that Marx' philosophy is not. an a.rmchair
philosophy but a phllosophy of soo:.al ac’cion, more spoclf‘lcally of socla.l
'revolution P , o ‘ :

_ e 'I'ha Book Revmew Dlgest for 1935 lls'bs the "Meaning of Marx P
'-a s posi\m with introduction to the Study of Marx by SHERWOOD EDDY,
®The/\Meaning of Merx" by SIDNEY HOOK, "fhy I em not a Communist, A. By
Bertrand Russell, B. By John Dewey, Ce: Morris Cohen "Communist without
dogma#, a reply by SIDNEY HOOX%,. In commection with the foregoing roply’ -
of the subject's it is to be. noted tha‘c he closes his book with the :
following pa.ragra.ph R .

i "It seems to me 'bhat only Comum.Sm can save the world from‘
1ts soc:.al ev:.ls, it seems to me to be just as evident that the official -
Communist Party or any of its subs:.dn.ary orgamization cannot be regarded_‘

. as & Marxist eritical or revolutionary party today. -The conclugion is

therefore clear: the time has now come to build a new revolutionary party
Cin Amer:wa. a.nd 8 new revolut:.ona.ry 1n‘ternatz.onal" ' : .

: ' The Book Rev1ew Dn.gest for 1940 carrzes & review on sub;ject’s -
‘"book "Reasoa, Social Wths and ﬁemocracy“ The revxew reported from tho
ma.ge.za.ne "Natz.on" is. as. followsx ' 4 e

' : "No ome in’ Amerwa has expounded Marxlst ph].losophy with
" greater authority and persussiveness then SIDNEY HOOK, TFor this reason
‘8.book by him in which practically all Marxist: doctr:.nes are subjected -
to some criticism and meny completely rejscted, is somsthing of an event
taken in context. of the general mood of Marxist revisionism, it is not

. ‘reversing- himself, nevertheless he hete extends prevlous criticism so far
" ‘beyond their earlier proportlons thet the" progress of hxs thought may be

L In tho review on sub;ject's book "Hero in Hlstory" from the generalf )
philosophy reported in ‘the 1943 issue of the Book Review Digest, it is set.
forth that subject's book exposes: acutely -the: fe.llacles of . the social and
~ economic determ:.nists, especlally the Marxia.ns. " ; '
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A copy of this report is bsing directed to the Albany Field
Division inasmuch as it hes been -ascertained that HOOK -spends his summers
at South Wardsboro, Vermont, which is in the territery of the Albany
office.

« ¢ L O0OSsS ED -
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SIONEY Hox - A
SECURITY MATTGR = & - ALL TEPORMATTOR CONPAINED

Your file 100-43719 - | HSIETY 38 UNOLASSIPIED
Buresu f£ile 100-176678 - DATR L. 9L BY R pokadl
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Reference is made in the entitled matter to the report of Spesoial
Agent | |dated October 6, 1944 at Few rork City which places the

investigation of the captioned individual in a closed status,

|

| is now an informsnt of the los Angeles Office,
Her identity should not, under any ciroumstavces, be disclosed, l

b6
bi7C

b7D

| COMMUNICATIONS SECTION |
. MAILED 12

e MAR 011948 pa

. Tolson
Cle,

BREEES EENNERS




| has . rraaly admittsd- that sbe formarl" eu;agad in men

activities with the Communist Party from 817 untit 1930, uhen ghe mnvod t0

individual should ba intarviewed by ugantn of your ofxice¢

April 19, 1949.

" Your racum.and&tiun shouln be suhmitted to. tho Burnau not 1ater thnn

 The Buregu desires that you sumasrize all of the information contained in
 your files conserning Sidney ook and submis your roeommandation as to whether this

—

Ocneerning Hook | |¢00@r1hod him =8 being a Professor of
- philosophy at Hew York University .L¢ has since terminated :Lis connections witH
4 the Communist Party but whose wife is at the present & member of the Communist
Party, hcoording to| | aiﬁn&r Hook if properly sprrosched would in all :
probability furnish valvadle informa ern Communist Farty aotivitieng

b7D

-
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Res’r. SIDNEY HOOK N w
SECURITY MATTER ~ C ALL 1356

(Bureau file 100-176573)  HEREIx ¢
WRERE 55

NCORTA IL\?FD
U LA NI B FIRD EXCRE
“H OTUERWISE,

oA
" Reference is made to Pureau letter dated March 18, 1949, in
/ which they requested the files of the New York Office be reviewed
, and all information summarized on SIDNEY HOOK. The files of the New
/ York Office contain the following information on the above-mentioned
individual:

Information was received in August of 1942, from the Of;fice
of Naval Intelligence at New York, that SIDNEY HOOK was at one, time a .
close advisor of EARL BROWDER, but wag never accepted by the, G‘ommunists
as a Party member because of an epistemological dispute, and® ‘at. the
present time was regarded as one of the foremost opponents of the
Communists in New York,

SIDNEY HOOK was described, in the April - June, 1937 issue
of the "Marxist Quarterly", as a member of the Board of Editors. This
magazine is described as a Journal devoted to critical and creative
Marxist scholarship in the social sciences, philosc::phy, and the arts,

According to EL T’H’ﬁﬁJING in her book, * \ ed Network",
HOOK was a member of t eague of Professional Groups for FOSTER and
FORD, which group pledged to aid the Communist program and campaign,
This book also referred to SIDNEY HOOK as being a member of the
International Committee for Struggle Against War, -

On page 2 of the Jamary 16, 1937 issue of "The—Socialist e
Call", pf the Socialist Party, stated that b7C
among those Immediately responsible For the task of raising money and transe« .

portation for those desirous of joinihg the International Brigade, SIDNEY
HOOK was prominent in organizing "TVfieMs of the Debs Column”,

 According to the report. of SAI _ Idated May 15, 1942,
at Washington, D C., informa was - 1V i eg of

~43719 LU
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Letter to Director
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was denied entry into the United States because of his connection with
the Communist Party. Information was received that SIDNEY HOOK,
Professor of Philosophy, New York University, was among those sending

letters to the Chairman of the President's Advisory Committ n
Political Refugees, on behalf of| i
Fomgf Confidentisl Informant] Jadvised that on November 11, .7,

1943, b2

A bulletin of the Committee for Cultural Freedom dated
October 15, 1939 1listed SIDNEY HOOK as a member of this Committee
and as Chairman of a meeting which took place at Town Hall in New York
City on October 13, 1939,

The Indianapolis Field Office advised that according to the
files of the American Legion in its National Headquarters at Indianapolis,
Professor SIDNEY HOOK was listed as an organizer of the Workers Party
of the United States. This information appeared on page 28 of the-

March, 1935 issue of the "New Republic".

On September 23, 1938, a meeting was held in Beethoven Hall,
New York City, under the auspices of the Socialist Vorkers Party and
the Yo People's Socialist League. This meeting was attended by -
who described the meeting as "definitely
a Trotskyite demonstration", SIDNEY HOOK was among the persons named
as sponsors of this affair, "

Confidential Informan
Bureau, advised that on

b2
b7D
b6
b7C

17 ,

Confidential Informant| |advised that during a|

Y A
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An article in the "Daily Worker® of May 22, 1943, page 3,
column 1, captioned, "New Trotskyite Attack on FDR", labeled SIDNEY HOOK
as a Trotskyite and one of the fifty-two American educators who denounced
the picture "Mission to Moscow",

In the 1942-43 cirriculum of the New School for Social Research,
New York City, SIDNEY HOOK is listed as an instructor in Contemporary
Philosophy and as an author of the book, "Towards the Understanding of
Karl Marx",

On March 22, 1949, FREDERICK WOLTMAN and NELSON'FRANK, Staff
Writers for the "New York World Telegram", confidentially-:ig}gsd— b6
SA| |of the New York Office that the organizat "Americans b7C
for Intellectual Freedom, was .founded by Dr. SIDNEY HOOK of New York
University and Dr. GEORGE S5~ COUNTS and was planning to hold a counter
rally on May 26, 1949, against the rally of the National Council of Arts
and Science Profesalonals which was to be held at the Waldorf Astoria,

On March 26, 1949, the "New York Times" carried an article
which stated that the "Americans for Intellectual Freedom" had more than
two hundred prominent persons on thelr list to denounce the Cultural .
and Scientific Conference for World Peace as a "Communist front organizationt,
Among the sponsors for Americans for Intellectual Freedom were Dr. SIDNEY
HOOK.

On March 26, 1949, qn page 9 of the "New Leader" SIDNEY’HOOK_
wrote an open letter to THOMAS . MENN. The introduction to this letter
. stated that on Saturday, May 26, 1949, a group of anti=totalitarian
liberals would answer the Cammunist dominated Cultural and Scientific
Conference for World Peace with a mass demonstration at New York's Freedom

House. ) e

On March 30, 1949, |Confidential Informant advised that g?D
SIDNEY HOOK, a well-known Social Democrat and Professor at NYU was
responsible for the organization of a group similar to the Arts and
Science Professional Group but a distinctly "counter group".

NELSON FRANK, a "New York World Telegram" Staff Writer, who
is cooperative with this office, and who advised he was well
acquainted with SIDNEY HOOK, stated that he did not believe SIDNEY
HOOK could furnish any pertinent information of value not already
known to this office. FRANK stated that HOOK'S whole approach to the
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question of Communism and Communists is philosophical and abstract and

he does not possess any intimate knowledge of the party or of its leaders,

FRANK also stated that HOOK is given to impulsiveness and indiscretion

and an interview with him might easily prove embarrassing to the Bureau

as he would no doubt publish the fact that he had been contacted by the )
FBI. .

Due to the varied activities of SIDNEY HOOK and remarks made
M( by NELSCN FRANK, who is well acquainted with HOOK, this office is
recommending that Dr. SIDNEY HOOK not be interviewed by agents of the
New York Office at the present time, and this case is being considered
closed by this office,

Very truly yours,

Ellvacd bt

“DWARD SCHEIDT, SAC é

§
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THTRRYAL SECURITY - R

-”745 Reurlet 12/25/53, rezuesting aushority to
|

interview|
|and _Sidrep-FHook concerning subjeot,

Aushority is jranted. In regaerd to| |
it is noted the Fureau by letter dated

Hovember 2, 19883, guthorized your office to interview
her concernin; her activiiies, It is noted that thus

Jar, aavorui unsuccessful attenpts have deen made to
Ay she is jfouni to be cooperative at

the time of interview by your office, you are authorized

to queation her concemin; her ‘nowledge of subjfect.

~ince each of the individuals to be interviewed in

connection with this case ic or has been the subject of

a Rureau investiyagtion, the interviews should he con- -
ducted in aocordance with exiasting Burecu iInastructiuns

relating to the interiiews o/ security subjects,

intervicw Aer.

A
- Lxtre b6
:‘Z.f 5 your riles on b7C
58 . | end Yook
Ero Y 100-437157).
Exx
g:3§ JOTH 2 Inyestigation initia/ed larch, 1958, against -
B one L, reported to have been in }‘oscow in the eurly
25 x (5198078, where he was bein trained in the Communist Party bl
ka3 2 Lappertus. Mis info received frox| b6 O
Ewn ﬁlwza advi&Tg’ he ):l.ﬂ.l.}._t_d_z.nl'” fo b7CN
::’;g ;‘rom an er-Comintern o0/ icial, one ne- =
JEE sti ation reflects| re errod_to imm._l P
S*a7>ct o/ this case, a| i
residing in Fronoe and ey crts being made to e “e
interview with hin. Jepartment of State on 4 tOOa o
up suzbject's “naapart issued 5/9/50. oOn c/}/é{: sudject i
Tolson submitted an af, idavit to a Dect. of State official in _
«is passaport. In iis E

ques8t for retuwrn o

denied btoing our having been a member of

Bureau naxiny of> 8 to find witneazes
leged CP msmbers ip. <

;unntsh testimon :
.x JAN 6 1954 f00- 176573 ~Vor—rr 7 _—
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This book has been reviewed by Supervisor F. C.-Sullivan of
the Research Unit.

; As you know, Sidney Hook, the author, is Professor of Philosophy
;. at New York University. He has loqg been active in social and

5 educationdal circles and is the author of a number of articles and books,
w There is nothing derogatory about Hook in.the . Bureau indices.
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This book presents the case of what is described as being the
"realistic liberal” as opposed to (1) Cultural Vigilantes; (2) Ritual-
istic Liberals; and (3) Inept policy-making government officials of the
w past decade in particular. The main idea conveyed throughout the i
whole book is indicated by the title: Heresy is permissible but Con=
spiraecy i8 not. The expréssion of Communist idéeas constitute heresy
and should be permitted anywhere. The Commiunist movement is a con-~
Wispiracy and should not be permitted, through its members, to undermine
the structure of our government society. Mr. Hook insists upon the
} distinction between heresy and conspiracy in all phases of human
thought end endeavor, It is not surprising, therefore, to encounter
some confusion in his thought., Mr. Hook condemns Culturcl Vigilantes
Sfor exaggerating the dangers of Communism and Ritualistic Liberals
SJor ignoring the conspzratorzal nature of Communism. Government -
officials are criticized for théir confusion, inconsistencies and
ineptness in opposing Communism. The underlying assumption of this py
book i8: the best fortress from which to combat Communism is that of
realistic luberalzsm for it avoids the exiremes’ and ‘occupies the
| middle position. 'The fact i8 ignored that theré:dre people not .
}"realistic liberals” who avoid eztremes and occupy a center position.
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DETAILS :
I, THE PREMISE OF THIS BOOK

Ae The.premise of this book, Heresy Yes, Conspiracy No,by
Sidney Hook is stated by him as follows:
~ le "The underlying premise of this book is that

dmerican institutions have a vitality and
viability which, with a little gumption and
intelligence, can effectively meet the threat
of totalitarianism from abroad aend at home _
without the loss of our own essential freedoms,"

( Pel2 ) X
II,  THE PROBLEM OF COMMUNISM AND CULTURAL FREEDOM IN THE UNITED STATES

" Ae The problem of Communism and culturael freedom in the United
" States is complicated and confused by the presence of twe
militant, articulate groups with influence out of proe=

portion to their numbers, These two groups the author
describes as being:

le The "Cultural Vigilantes”

2, The "Ritualistic Liberals"”

III. ITHE "CULTURAL VIGILANTES"

Ae This group is given to extreme and untruthful statements
as they greatly exaggerate the threat of Communism as a
domestic danger. -
le They cry "wolf, wolf" where there is no wolf,

B. This group of "Cultural Vigilantes” is made up of:
le Politicael demagogues in both political parties
2e¢ Religious fundamentalists
3e Zealots and marginal types in patriotic organizations
4, Lobbyists and advertisers who are opposed to
"democratic socialism, the New Deal, the Welfare
State - the strongest enemies of Communismee.”

(pell)s

% It is to be noted that the author indicates here and there that he
is sympathetic toward "democratic socialism'” without defining
exactly what he means by ite Elsewhere he writes: "Communism as a
political movement is a conspiracy in the interests.of a foreign
power 8cheming to desitroy the very process by which we freely decide
whether or not to introcduce socialism or aenything else, Only L
Communism a8 a political movement i8 incompatible with the process of
democracye." (pe42) He implies that Communism as an economic system
1S notae "
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These people, claims the author, form pressure groups ing

e FEducation
Je Religion
3¢ National affairs
4o Economic affairs
"cultural Vigilantes,"™ says Mr. Hook, libel and slander,
in their anti~00mmunzst campaign, many innocent peeple,
Such as:
l. Teachers, professors, scientists
2. @overnment officials
3¢ Editors
4, And others in positions of qaasz public trugﬁs who
dzaagree with them,
Examples given by the author of Cultural Vigilantism are:

l.

e

3
4.

Se

6o

Condemnation of "progressive education.”
8¢ E.ge, the ideas of
George S. Counts, | william
Kilpatrick, etce., whose educationcl ideas the
author approves of
Condemnation of progressive economic measures as
manifested in the Welfare State concept which
Cultural Vigildntism smears as police state economics
Denouncement of ideas and views on the basis of the
unpopular political past of their sponsors
The presence of '"needless loyalty oaths™ enacted in
educational circles and other professional fields
Criticism of school textbooks by parents and other
private persons and groups and their attempt to
substitute textbooks more suitable to them
Censorship of stage, screen and radio programss

Causes of Cultural Vigilantism given by the author are:

le
Qe

3

Fear of Gommunism

Belief that domestic and foreign affairs have been
bungled by officials in high places

Belief that existing laws are inadequate to meet
the danger of Communism,

- 3w
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%Gultural Vigilantism,says Mr. Hook, can be reduced by:
le 4 real understanding of Communism

2 Thoughtful instead of thoughtless public utterances

3. Adequate confidential hearings before dismissing a
person from his position because of his Communism

4o The publishing of the Attorney General 1ist of
subversive organizations only after hearings have
been conducted and relevant evidence published,
including that of the demurrers, if any

Se¢ JIndependent thinking on the part of all citizens

6e Maintenance of a balanced perspective,

”RITUALISTIG LIBERALS"

4.

Be

Ce

De

I%is second group goes to the opposite extreme from the
Cultural Vigilaentes and dismisses too quickly and lightly
the very real dangers and conspiratorial nature of the
Communist movementes
le This group is characterized by the phrase 'there

is none 8o blind as those who will not see,” for

the "Ritualistic Liberals"” refuse to see the facts

which clearly demonstrate the dangers of Communism

as a conspiracys

The group of "Ritualistic Liberals" is made up of
'Professional™ liberals of all . types

2¢ Humanists k.

3¢ Rationalists

4. Pacifists

Se Quaker extremists

The membera off this second group are quite articulate and
influential for they frequent the colleges and universities
and other strategic areas where public opinion 18 moldedes
l. Members of this group have contributed greatly to

the Communist fromnt organizationmal network,

The "Ritualistic Liberals” err seriously in blindly ignoring
the conspiratorial nature .of Communism and in smearing all
efforts to combat Communism as police state methods, etes
These liberals do a tremendous injustice to their own
nation, the United States, both here and abroad by falsely
picturing this country as bezng in the vise-like grip of:

le Hysteria

2e ‘Witch Hunts

‘3¢ Red Baiting
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4, Thought Control

Oe Censorship

6e Police State methods
7« Fascism

8+ Fear, etce

Ee Mr. Hook points out that these conditions do not erist at
all in the United States but the Rituclistic Liberals
would have not only their fellow Americans believe they
do, but worse still, for our international prestige, they
would have leaders and the rank and file of foreign nations
believe this nonsense of the Uniited States,

Fe Mr. Hook says the Ritualistic Liberals do much damage by

constantly spreading such ideas as:

le We need not fear Communism but only the fear of
Communism

2, We have spies in jforeign nations; therefore, we
ought not to be concerned about Communist and

_ Russian spies in the United States

3e The Communist Party, USA is merely a political
party like any other and isentitled to all the
privileges of such

4, The Communist Party, USA is so small it is of no
importance

Se Communist spy disclosures are "red herrings”

6s Freedom in the United States has all but disappeared

7+ Academic freedom in the United States is already lost

8s ©One should not believe the critical statements about

: Soviet Russia for they come [from prejudiced minds

9+ Russia is 8incere in wanting peace

10, General conditions are much better in Communist
nations than before Communism took over, etc,

1le The United States is already a semi-Fascist nation,

| G« The author, Mr. Hook, on being specific, quotes and condemns

; resentative liberals as the ] »e
ﬁ Sfor saying: pre
le "In @ermany under Hitler, and in Russia under
Stalin, nobody ventured to pass a political remark
without first looking behind the door to make sure
no one was listeninge This used to be considered
a mark of a Police States It is no longer, for
when I last visited America I found the same state
of things there.,” "In Americac almost as much as in
Bussia, you must think what your neighbor thinks or

-5 e
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rather what your neighbor thinks it pays to think."
(ppe 58=59) "Senator McCarthy's emissaries and

his allies in.the F.B.Ie are perpetually snooping

' and if by some misfortune you were to gquote with
\approval some remarks by Jefferson you would
Vprobably lose your job and find yourself behind .
barse"” (pp. 66=67) b7C

In addition tol quoted above, the author also

condemns the American liberal Robert M. Hutchins, former

President of the University of Chicago, for saying: ‘

l. "Everywhere in the U. S. university professors, whether
or not they have tenure, are silenced by the general
atmosphere of repression that now prevails." (pe61)
"The American people now find themselves blocking the
revolutionary aspirations of oppressed peoples
abroad and declining at home to permit the kind of
criticism that has been our glory, and I think our
salvation, in the paste” (p. 6?)

Ur, Hook also cites as a third example of Ritualistic

Liberal slander, nonsense and smearing of the United States

the Public Affairs Committee pamphlet entitled "Loyalty

in @ Democracy” edited by Mazwell Stewart. M?..Hbok

writes:

lse "This pamphlet is an all=out attack on the govern=
ment security and loyalty program which not only
misstates central facts but proceeds from the
assumption that the attempt to bar conspirators
and other security risks from the government posts
Slows [from the premzse that some citizens are not
entitled to the rights and privileges of the Bill
of Rzghts." (p.76

Mr., Hook cites the above three examples as being typical
of the Ritualistic Liberal mind and position which he
believes is false and harmful to the welfare of the
United States.

Ve LIABILITIES OF GOVERMMENTAL POLICIES

4

The canfuszon and zncons;stenczes relative to Communism

created by Cultural Vigilantes and the Ritualistic

Liberals have been increased and:

ls M".eecompounded by a government policy whose chief
architects have undoubtedly been men of moral
integrity and patriotism but either of mediocre

C6n
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intelligence or the most exiraordinary ignorance
of the nature of the international Communist mo ve-
ment--an zgnorance, sad to say, accentuated by
stubbornness in refusing to admit that any errors
have been madee."” (p.10)

l, The Truman Doctrine to contain Communism in Western
Europe while at the same time in the Orient urging
Chiang-Xai Shek to take the Chznese Communist Party
into Ris regimes

2. Dismissal by President Truman of the Hiss case as a
"red herring,"” while at the same time instituting
the Loyalty Program,

REALISTIC LIBERALISH

A. This confused and inconsistent attitude toward Communism
can best be eradicated, says the author, and effective
opposition given to Communism not by inconsSistent govern-
mental policy, Cultural Vigilantism and Ritualistic
Liberalism but by "realistic liberalism,” of which
Mr. Hook claims to.be an exponent., (pe.32,34)

B. "The most comprehensive and adequate definition in positive

[ff;?f]of the meaning of liberalism, from Socrates to |b6
7

is suggested by the memorable words of Justice b7C
Holmes, It is the belief 'in the free trade of ideas~
that the test of truth is the power of thought to get
itself accepted in the competition of the market place,'
This is not a program of action nor a philosophical theory
of truth, but an attitude or temper of mind towards all
programs.” (p.19)

Ce This definztzon of realistic liberclism includes two pre-

suppositionse These are:

le "The first is that the free expression and circulation
of ideas may be checked wherever their likely effects
constitute a clear and present danger to public peace
or the security of the countrys” (p.20)

2¢ ""The second presupposition of the liberal's faith in
" the free market of ideas is that the competition will
be honestly and openly conducted.” (p.21)

- 7 .
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THE FEARS OF REALISTIC LIBERALISM

A, "What the liberal fears is the systematic corruption of
.the free market of ideas by activities which make intelliw
gent choice impossible, In short, what he fears is not
heresy but conspiracye"” (pe21)

Bs The distinction betweeﬁ heresy and conspiracy is vital and
must be made if liberal culture is to survives

Ce Social destruction follows:
le When heresies are punished as conspiracies
-2¢ When conspiracies are tolerated as heresies
3s Hence, the need for distinguishing between the two,

THE DISTINCTION BETWEEN HERESY AND CONSPIRACY

A, "4 heresy is a set of unpopular ideas or opinions on

¢ matters of grave concern to the communitys The right to
profess publicly a heresy of any character, on any theme,
is an essential element of a liberal societys The liberal
stands ready to defend the honest heretic no matter what
his views against any attempt to curb hime"” (pp. 21-22)

Be YA conspiracy, as distinct from a heresy, is a secret or

' underground movement which seeks to attain its ends not by
normal political or educational processes but by playing
outside the rules of the games"” (pe22)

Ce "4 heresy does not shrink from publicitye It welcomes it

' Not so a conspiracy. The signs of a conspiracy are
secrecy, anonymity, the use of false names and labels, and
the calculated lie," (pe22) ‘

COMMUNISH, HERESY AND CONSPIRACY CONTRASTED

A, "Communist ideas are heresies, and liberals need have no
Sfear of them where they are freely and openly erpresseds
They should be studied and evaluated in the light of all
the relevant evidence, No one should be punished because
he holds theme" (p.22) '

B. "The Communist movement, however, i8 something quite
different from a mere heresy, jfor wherever it exists it
operates along the lines laid down by Lenin a8 guides to
Communists of all countries, and perfected in great details
since thems'" (p.22)

- 8 e
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" ..members of the Communist Party are not so much heretics
as conspirators and in actual practice regard themselves
as suche” (pe23) ‘

"It is or should be now clear that 'association' by way of
membership in the Communist Party is not innocent or
coincidental but is a form of active co-operation and
collaboration in carrying out the purposes of a conspiras
torial organizatione” (pe30)

X THREE WRONG WAYS_TO REACT TO COMMUNISM

A,

Ba

Ce

The way of the "frightened reactionaries;"

le They fail to distinguish between heresy and conspiracy
and "identify Communism with any decent thing they
wish.to destroye” (p.26)

The way of law passe;s:
le They wrongly think that Communism can be defeated
simply by passing laws against it,

The way of the Ritualistic Libercls:

l, They "ostrichelike” hide their heads in the sand and
refuse to see the facts or to recognize dangery; they
very unwisely ignore the conspiratorial nature of
Communismg

XIs THREE VITAL AREAS OF CONFLICT

Ao

Three vital areas in which realistic liberals should combat
both Communism and the above-listed wrong ways of opposing
it are:
le The government service which Communists would
infiltrate.
¢e The guiding principle here for realistic
liberals should be that of Roger Baldwin:
"4 superior loyalty to a foreign government
disqualifies a citizen from service to his
owne"
2e ?he lgbor organizations which Communists would control,
p.32 .
a. Combat Communism here not by '"mon-Communist
oaths” but by allowing organ ized labor "to
clean .its own house.” (pe34)

6905‘”
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3¢, The educational system which Communists would influence:
a. Heresy here should be permitted in all educational
~circles but not conspiracy, hence, Communists
should be excluded as teachers and professors as
the facts warrant in individual cases. A teacher
should be free to study and teach but a Communist
is not free, being subjected to the Party line
and rigid discipline, hence is not qualified to
be a teacher in a liberal societye.

XII, QUILT BY.ASSOGIATION

4. I%zs method of testing one's political-moral reliability
' is valid when subjected to. evidence, limitations of the

approach and individual considerationsS,
‘ ly It is more valid in moral guilt than it is in legal
guilts,

Be The author writes: "Common sense and common practice
reflected in such expressions as 'a man is judged by the
company he keeps,' 'birds of a feather,'! etc., recogniee
the wisdom of appraising certain kinds of association in
constderzng the fitness of an individual to fill positions
requiring public conjfidenceys A crony of notorious
gamblers 18 not likely to be considered for the post of
bank teller even if it is demonstrable that all he does
is to hold their money belt or bank their money. He
would be eligible to drive a dump truck but hardly an
armored money trucks” (pe87)

Ce On relating the test of "guilt by association"” to members
' of subversive organizations, the following, says the
cuthor, should be considered;
ls The number of such organizations to which the person
belongs
2. The degree and character of his activity in these
' subversive organizations
3¢ The time and place of his activities
4, The extent of open cooperation between the organi=-
zations to which he belongs and the Communist Party,

XIII. THE SMITH ACT

Ao The author is of the opinion that the Smith Act is
"imperfectly phrased,” has defects and that a better

law could have been writteng however he accepts the
constitutionality of the Smith Act and writess j

- 10 =
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le "..eothe Supreme Court has so interpreted the Smith
dct as to really amend ite Advocacy of violent
overthrow is illegal only when Such advocacy
constitutes a clear and present danger to the
security of our democracys ,,Lhe general principles
behind that interpretation 38 unassailablee..”

2o "The aim of the Smith Act was certainly Justtfzed in
the light of the awailable facts, But the method of
achieving this aim-~making powerless the Soviet [fifth
column=~-was inepte The proscription should have been
placed, not on speech to achieve revolutionary overs
throw, but on organization to achieve it, and not
merely any organization but an organzzatton set up
and controlled by a foreign power." (p.106)

3¢ "Although the wisdom of enacting the Smith Law was
doubtful, the wisdom of repealing it is even more
doubtful.” "For if the Smith Act were repealed it
would give a new lease of life to an illusion whose
widespread and pernicious character was to a not
inconsiderable degree responsible for the original
enactment of the law, This illusiom is that the
Communist Party is a political party like any other
on the American scene, and, therefore, entitled to
the same political rights and privileges as all other
American politicael parties, It is amazing how
pervasive this attitude has been among certain circles,
especially in the colleges and universitieS.e.e" (p.ll?)

4e "That the Communist Party, although legal, was ‘an
organized conspiratorial movement to destroy the
structure of freedom in every aspect of political
and cultural life, was either not known or ignored,
As a result of the court trials held under the Smith
Act, the facts about the Communist Party have become
widely known. These Jacts enjoy the authority of
having proven themselves in the sharp debate and
prolonged ingquiry of the legal process." (pp.117~118)

Se¢ "That a danger to our national survival ‘erists which
© ts clear, present, flourishing and extremely power ul,
seems to me to be undeniable to any sober views" Pe105)

- 11w
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ACADEMIC FREEDOY

A.

Be

Ce

Do

E.

F,

The author defends academic freedom in the educational
system while at the same time asserting that the exclusion
of Communists as teachers and professors, on an individual
basis, as warranted by the facts, is no threat at all
to academic freedom; that it does not really touch the
main issue at all,
le A8 elsewhere he defends the right to heresy in
educational circles but condemns conspiracy as
having no such right.

Communist teachers, seys the author, violate theeducational
trust in three spheres:

le Teaching in the classroom

2, With their campus activities

3. With their research work

In each sphere the promotion of Communism and not truth is
foremost in their minds and at all times they are subject
to Party discipline in so doing, hence, are incapable of
SJulfilling the educational trust required of them by the
communzty.

The author puts the stress not on loyalty oaths, dismissals,
investigations of teachers, etce., but on hiring good,
competent non-Communist teachers in the first place,

On considering the educational aspects of the Communist

problem the author writes: ’

1. YAmother surprising feature was the number of
educational administrators, presidents of universities
and deans of colleges, who came to the defense of the
right of Communist Party teachers to hold their
teaching posts on the same terms as any other groups.”
(p.215) Hé deplores strongly this erroneous attitude,

The author alsa points out:
le . ""The vast majority of academic fellow travelers were
. not Marzists and held views in their own fields for
" ‘which they would be 'liquidated' or dismissed from
their posts in the Soviet Union. Yet they constiiuted
the most loyal battalion of that little army of
-!'progressive' intellectuald who, until yesterday,
were invariably found lending their names and prestige

w 12 =
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to Communist Party front organizations, championing

the foreign policy of the Soviet Union, defending
Communists against their liberal critics and never
defending, or speaking for, the victims of Communism
anywhere.. . These professionals of good will who

play the role of ideological 'typhus Marys' are not,

I repeat, the concern of legislators and adminisirators.
They are the concern of educators who nust solve the
problems of 'totalitarian liberalism’! within the frame-
work of democratic education.” (pe.243)

2¢ Here as in labor circles the author insists that the
houses should be cleaned from the inside by their
inhabitants rather than from the outside by non-
inhabitants, ’

The author is alarmed by the lack of honesty and integrity
on the part of the educated, "cultured" fellow traveller
who- should display a far higher degree.of morality than
they do. The author writes; :
le "Perhaps the most depressing feature of the habits
of the fellow itraveler is the completely unscrupulous
character of his intellectucl procedures as soon as
he discusses a political question which concerns
Communists or the Soviet Union.” (pe246) Mr. Hook
points out that such a person '"feels not the slightest
“compunction, once his political sympathies take on a
Communist tinge, about inventing his facts as he goes
along, or refusing to investigate and verify evidence
crucial to his argument.” (pe246)

OBSERVATIONS :

It is not necessary to agree to.all of Mr. Hook's views

in order to be refreshed by the dejft way he punctures the shallow
ideas of the "ritualistic liberals” and explodes their ideological

myths,

A number of his comments about the "cultural vigilantes"

are to the point alsos Further, he probably makes out about as: \

strong a case as can be made jfor what he terms the position of the
i (stic liberals,” allegedly living in the tradition of b6
etce Yet, his own "realistic liberal” position is mos?®

b7C

vulnerable for its sole foundation is the shifting sands of mobile
ideas which get themselves accepted for a time in the '"competition
of the market place” and then are crowded out by others and the
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endless and pointless process continues on and on and one This

. position taken by Mr. Hook to combat Communism is not too dissimilar

Jrom the dialectical materialism of the Communists themselves, If
the only test of truth is the power of thought to get itself accepted
for a flickering moment in time in the hurly-burly, competitive
battle of the market place, then truth may well become tantamount to
superior power in any form and this would be no truth at all. If
there is no absolute truth, existing both in, through and outside
of time by which all things, animate and inanimate can be evaluated
and judged, then perhaps the Communists with their intense siress

on ceaseless change, flux, ebb and flow--may well have the edge in
the ideological conflict. Mr. Hook's refusal to take this point
into consideration seems to constitute the vital weaknessy, which
permeates this book by Rim as well as others written by Mr. Hook,
Mr, Hook wishes to make man the measure of all things, assuming that
allthings are to be measured only by Mr. Hook's "realistic liberal”
yardsticks But, where any social viewpoint is predicated upon the.
premise that man i8 the measure of all things, there will soon be

as many different yardsticks as there are men and who is to say that
one is right and all the others are wrong? It would seem that the
Sinal answer to Communism must be found in a deeper, richer and much
more complete a view of man than the ene ezpounded by Mr. Hooke It
will be a view which concludes that man, while in the world is not
wholly of the worlds

w ]4d =
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Diréctor;.FBi (6155215)‘5  | o 10/27/53 )
§4C, New York (100-.25780) R

CORLISS LAMONT

SM=C | :
On 9/25/53 LOUIS F. BUDENZ, former CP functionary, b6
- was interviewed by Sq | © pIC.

. BUDENZ &dvised that in about 1933 or l93h he hat been’
told by SIDNEY HOOK that he, HOOK, had induced CORLISS LAMONT
to join fhe GP. A

BUDENZ also advised he had been told a few days ago by
- ALFRED KOHLBERG that KOHLBERG had visited the apartment of
- FREDA UTLEY in Washington, D.C,, & few years ago when HOOK
had been present, KOHLBER: told BUDENZ that he hsard HOOK
declare he had "inducted" LAMONT into the CP.

It is noted the Hew Ybrk “Eaily News" edition of
/Zu/SB and other NY newspapers reflect that on 9/23/53 LAMONT -
'appeared before the Senate Permanent Investigations Sub-Committes
in NY and denled he had been a CP membar.

o The RY Division 1s presently reviewlng the case file
of CORLISS LAMONT in contemplating submltting a special report
to the Bureau incorporating testimony of individuals who are
able and wllling to testify to their knowledge of subjectts
CP membership. In this connection, it is desired to interview
~ SIDNEY HOOK to obtain complete info as to his knowledge of
‘ LAHOKT'S CP membership. : ,

. Reference is made to Bulet to EY, 3/18/&9, captioned,
"SIDNEY HOOK, SM~C," Bufile 100-176537, wherein the NYO
was requested to summarize info in its flles, and to submit
& recommendation as to whether HOOK should be interviewed ’
re his knowledge of CP activities. By letter, 4/7/48, the NY
Division forwarded a complete summary of info re HOOK and
recommended HOOK not be interviewed at that time, inasmuch as
a source had advised he was given to impulsiveness and
indiacretion, and such an interview might cause the Bureau
embarassment. :

¥

AV
;" Bureau (100w ) (SIDNEY HOOK)
washington Field (100-25060) (CORLISS LAMONT) (RM) |
- 1~ NY 100-43719 (sxmim HooK) . /M D74 573 —
EB-RMOHV ALL, INPORWATION CONSATNED PR V. 1 G5E e
Fd : Dm’rr:: IS UNOLASSIFIED NOT RECORDED
' A?.’E BY ' ; 1
m‘"-mz-%-f A%&ﬂgé%— 190 0CT 30 1953 .




 Letter to Director, FBI
NY 100-25780

However, since 1949 HOOK hes publicly denounced

" Communism, and, when interviewed in connection with the .
ROSENBERG investigation on 6/15/53, HOOK was extremely

cooperative with Bureau agenta. B ‘ - :

‘ Bureau authority 1s requested to interview SIDNEY
HOOK to determipe hls knowledge qr'CORLISS LAMONT.

. The WFO is requestéd to contact séurces to dstérmine
the complete testimony of CORLISS LAMONT before the Sennte '
Permanent Investig&tions_Subncqmmittee on 9/23/53.

Y
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Secur;ty and Freedom," written by Sidney Hook, which appeared

b6 Mohr
susjecr: SIDNEY HOOK  ygzperN 1S UNCLASSIFLED . b7C e Reme
, DATE & A__&»«‘ WM ;l;zsosoGandy
27 %3 (e ﬁg L, e
in the June 21, 1954, issue of "The New Leader," a weekly
socialistic Democrat;c, anti-Communist publication, which was
Submitited by

Tele. Raom —
Attached is an article entitled/"ﬁncommon Sense Aﬁout
the Philadelphia Office under date of June 30, 1954.

Tolso
© . HiolRR ouen: uty 1570954 :s::k

Abstracts of the main file on Sidney Hook indicate
he was born pecember 20, 1902, New York City, and that as 1ate as
September 9, 1953, he was employed as a Professor of

J € v
lat New York yniversity. I1n.1932, he supported the preszdentzal

and_ Vice Presidential Communist Party candidates and he is reporkedly
qdformer advisor of Earl Browder. In 1942, the "paily Worker!
characterized him as "chief carrier of Trotskyite bacilli" and

in 1944 he was described as. .anti-communist and regarded as a
Trotskyite. (100-176573)

Hook's article discusses the security problems experienced
\ by the [nited States Government and he suggests the possidbility

of a Presidential Commission to make a sSurvey of the extent of
Communist penetration in the past, its present proportions, the
chief problems of a security system, and its present deficiencies.
Hook indicates that, in the future, historiaens will wonder about the
American security program, particularly about the inexcusable laxity
in permitting Communist infiltration into Government services and
the delay in getting rid of the infiltrators "when the pattern of
|subversion was revealed beyond any reasonable doubt by Krivitsky, -+
Gouzenko, Bentley, Chambers and the FBI." Hook also indicates he
is puzzled at the failure of American liderals who do not realize
the problem consists primarily in denying access to sensative posts
to those whose records indicate reasonable doubt of their reliability.
rHe believes past activities and involvement in froant organizations
must be assessed;thatmaking an informed and just appraisal of such
records is a troublesome matter and says, "All this is completely
beyond the authority of the FBI, even if it were within its
{ competence, which it conspicuously is not."

RECOMMENDATION RECORDED ﬁ / 0o -/ 7€ / o
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SURNET H9oK

Stdney Hook was the subjeot of a Jeourity Matter -
investigation tn 1944. The resulis of this iavestigation will be
set out follewtng tQ} presensation of bccggreund data on him.

Stduggfg;qk;waa born 4n New York City ég December 20,
1903, He t8 charecterized as an Ameriean phtlosopher and edueator
and author of many books including one entisled, "Towards the
Understanding of Karl iurz™ and "Hereay, Yes, Conspirccy, No."
He 13 o member of the teaehing staff of New York iUniversity,
and has been with the "miversity simce 1987, Kook i3 now she
chairman of this Institution's Graduate Diviston of philosophy
and peychology. He wos the principal founder and chairman of the
Ameriean Committee for Cultural Freedom, which is an organization
organized for the purpoese of combating Russian propaganda.

JDuring the 1988+1989 aeademic year he studied abroad on a

BY

~faF -

3
N
s

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HERETK IS UNCLASSIFIED

DATE

Guggenhetm research fellowship at the [Mmiversities of Berlin

and Munich, and at the Mescow Mgrx-Engela Institute where he -
pursued what he has oalled his "gctive interest in the theory
and practice of the working class movement.” Hook has been the
author of articles on determinism, materialism, and dialectical
materialtsn and has also coniributed articlea to philosophical
and eduocational jfournals., Hook has been married twice and Aas
three ohildren as o result of these two unions. "Time iagaxine”
described him as the "ebullient, scrappy”™ phiélesopher active $m
tiie International Committee for Academic Freedom, the Amerigan
Philosophical Assoetation, the Ameriean A3sociation of Tniversity

- Profeasors, and the John Dewey Society. _

According to the Security Matter « ( investigationm -
conducted in 1944 by the New York Office on Sidney Hook, infermasien
was developed indieating that he was reportedly a fomar adviser

of Earl Browder but (mow "1944") anti-Communist and regaerded

a8 o Tretskyite. In 1982, Hook supported William i. Foster gad
James k. Ford whoe were Communist Part; candidates for presiden$

and vice-president, respesetively., In 1542, the '"Daily aiorker,”

an east eoast Communist newspaper, characterized Hook os ''chief

carrier of Trotskytte bacilli" at New York Unfverstpdd / - - /., .-
/7 ANDEXER NC RECORDEL
The October, 1944 itnvestigative repert le

Hook had addressed the annuacl session of the Amerioen Philessey
Association in 1994 at which time he deelared that eap¥salism
anarehism amounted to the asame thing. He clso stated tAat '
Communism seemed to be the only solution for the presemnt (1954 )
crisis., He, at ome time, hud the reputation of being the owtstanding
exponent of Marzist pAtlosophy in America. In 1934, in a symposium
"the meaning of Mrxism," Hook stated, "the time has new eeme to
build a new revolutionary pardy in Ameriea and & new resednttonary
international, (y3n books writien by Hook in 1940 and NSy Me took

a té a% u;ga o/ Marxist doctrines., Reviews of his books pointed
%ugh g ooRVKad renounced his former Marrist belief. (100-176573-
and 3o ) " : o o
This should be considered the yellow copy and fi 24}
.100-1’765'73.§ - ° e o 1%?
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‘ - A 1eﬁter &aﬁed Juns 11, 1952, addrcascd to the Editar
" of the "New York Daily News" contained data stoting that the Writer
" ‘had impersant new evidence concerning the Julius Rosenberg ease.
The letter wos signed by ¢ person using the name of "
This letter, which was furnished to the New Yerk Office, indicated
that the Rossnbergs were being punished for the work of a ring
of which | was a part. This letter also named aouc" of the
guilty parties, suggested that he would talk concerning b7C
thia motter to authorities thfffff:frzfcasor bzdncy Hook of New
York Unijversity, inasmuch as ' considered Hook a8 the only
person he eould trust. Hook was contacded by Burecu Agents
concerning this matter and he advised firat that he was unaware of
 any individual by the mame of [ [ and second, stated that he
would be a8 covperative as the Bureau desired and would do whatever
they suggested, JSidney Hook went throufh with the arrongements

concerning the pessible meeting with ' but the meeting

. never materialized, It is to be noted Bthat Hook was compietely

- cooperative with the New York Office and ogrsed o oarry through
any arrangements necessary to help effect esiablishing the idanttty
of the individual who aigncd the above mentioned lctier,

(65-62135-2.) S ar . |
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Uncommon Sense About

SECURITY
FREEDOM

ALL -INFORMATION CONTATMER —-- = - - e e

HERETH I8 UNCLASETFIED

TAM/MLT/ CAL

DATE 03-09-2006 BY AUC 603B% Sidney Hook

HAT the American public, the Government and . all
T administrative agencies are by now sufficiently
security-conscious to satisfy all but Senator McCarthy
. and his partisans is a proposition which surely needs no
zt demonstration. Even if here and there -a loyalty or
i security risk is turned up, it will probably testify not
{so much to indifference as to the absence of relevant
knowledge, not to speak of infallibility, on the part of
those charged with enforcing the security program. The

source of legitimate concern today is, or should be, that.

the administration of the security program often results in
unnecessary injustices, as Government officials, fearing the
specter of McCarthy’s investigative powers, lean over
backward to play safe. On the other hand, the fact that
errors and injustices result from a screening and clear-
ance program so comprehensively defined that it covers
millions is not surprising.. It should be an occasion for
correcting and improving the security program, not for
the wholesale lament that in adopting security measures,
forced on us by a systematic campaign of infiltration by
the Soviet Union, the declared enemy of all our basic
freedoms, we are becoming like our enemy.

It is not libertarianism but obtuseness to deny that
there are problems of security in the present juncture of

world affairs, It is the dimensions of the problems, and .

the best ways of meeting them without' sacrificing in-
dividual rights, which should be the object of liberal
concern. If liberals are concerned only with abuses, it
will be the illiberals who draw up the rules and make the

judgments and decisions which generate the abuses. It is

not enough to say, as one speaker at the Columbia Bicen-

~ security was negligible.

tennial Conference put it, that our surest safeguard is a
system of government “so just and equitable that no one
will wish to betray it.” For the question remains: What

‘shall we do to prevent betrayals until we reach that blessed

state—betrayals which, in a time of war between dif-
ferent conceptions of “the just and equitable,” may pre-
vent us from reaching that state? Indeed, such a view
is much too pessimistic precisely because it is so utopian.
There will probably never be a system of government.

" so just and equitable that no one will wish to betray it.

Even the Kingdom of Heaven had its Lucifer. The prob-
lem of security is much more modest than the Columbia
speaker suggested. In the past, before the emergence of
crusading totalitarianisms, when our system of govern-
ment was far from just and equitable, the problem of
: We were not confronted by
ideologically motivated subversion compounded of ideal-
ism and Machiavellianism. It will be a decided gain if,
even before we reach the Kingdom of Heaven on earth,
the security problem returns to the desuetude of the pre-
totalitarian era.

Because of past mistakes and present demagogy, the
complex of problems bound up with American security
will bedevil us until there is an authoritative, objective
study of the entire question by a Presidential commis-
sion. Such a commission, consisting of leading non-par-
tisan scholars of government, American society and the
Communist movement—non-partisan in that they have no
cominitments to the Democratic and Republican parties—
will be in a position to give the country a sober survey
of the extent of Communist penetration in the past, its

The New Leader




General Carlos P. Romulo, 55, is a
Renaissance personality: He has
been a playwright, college teacher,
newspaperman, radio broadcaster,
Boy Scout leader, soldier, publie-
rel}itions man, political leader and
diplomat. A veteran of Bataan, he
won the Pulitzer Prize for disting-
uished correspondence in 1941 be-
fore entering Philippine President
Manuel Quezon’s war cabinet. Since
the end of World War 1I, he has
been the Philippines’ permanent de-
legate to the United Nations, serv-
ing as President of the UN General
Assembly in 1949, This article is
based on a recent address by Gen-
eral Romulo at the commencement
of the University of Seattle.

through the responsible nationalist
movements in Asia rather than
through puppet regimes that have
no popular support. By denouncing
and opposing genuine freedom
movements in Asia as Communist-
inspired, the West in fact exposes
such movements to Communist in-
filtration and control. The objective
must be to isolate Communist agi-
tation- from-the legitimate-nationalist
aspirations of the Asian peoples.
After achieving independence, coun-
tries like India, Indonesia, Burma
and the Philippines have shown
themselves quite capable of combat-
ing Communist influence in their
midst. '

5. Military measures are at best
a short-term device for staving off
an immediate threat of Communist
aggression, The long-term struggle
against Communism, however, re-
quires economic and financial
assistance that will enable the Asian

June 21, 1954
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FOR AMERICANS

offers a sef of principles for the defense of democratic institutions in Asia

peoples fo raise their standards of
living,. '

6. Assistance should be offered
on a basis of equality and mutual
respect, and not as a special favor
with political strings or as a dis-
guised survival of colonialism.

7. As there can be no world peace
without Asia, so there can be no
economic
without Asia. You ‘cannot neglect
Asia and, by continuing to pour
dollars into Europe, expect to
stabilize the world economy, includ-

.ing the European economy itself.

8. Asian political, economic and
social organization is predominantly
on an authoritarian pattern. There-
fore, it should not be assumed that
the Asian peoples will automatically
adopt democracy "of the Western
type; rather, they will adopt it with
necessary  modifications and only as
it demonstrates its superiority in the
actual experience of daily life.

9. Asian neutralism must be
recognized partly as the result of a
genuine desire for peace, partly as
dictated by the serious internal prob-
lems-of-many- countries-in the_region,
and partly as inspired by a lingering
distrust of the motives of the colonial
powers.

10. The Asian peoples will not
give their support to any program,
policy or course of action affecting
Asia that is taken without consulting
them. In the Southeast Asia Con-
ference held in Baguio in May 1950
on the invitation of the Philippine
Government, the representatives of
seven countries in the region
solemnly affirmed that “in the con-
sideration of the special problems of

stability in the world

By Carlos P. Rémdlo

South and Southeast Asia, the point
of view of the peoples of this area
be kept in mind, by any conference
dealing with such problems, so
that better understanding and cordial
relations may subsist between the
countries in the region and other
countries in the world.”

At this juncture of history,
America has a splendid opportunity
to proffer the hand of {friendly
understanding to Asia, in the certain
knowledge that the hand will be
grasped with equal friendliness and
with gratitude. People who have
traveled in Asia will testify that its
people are the humblest, most hos-
pitable and friendly you can find in
the world. They have all the fine
qualities of men who live close to
the soil and cleave to it as to a
mother. And their sense of gratitude
is the type that leans over backward
and manifests itself to excess.

The hardheaded, practical Ameri-
can will sometimes be embarrassed
by this Asian trait. But the Ameri-
can is also a generous, warm-
hearted human being, and this
quality appeals strongly to. the Asian
character. Therefore, beneath the
outward differences there is much
that Americans and Asians have in
common. ‘

Friendly cooperation between Asia
and” America is the greatest thing
that can happen in the world. To
me, as a child of Asia and, as it were,
a foster-child of America, nothing
could be more inspiring than the
spectacle of the oldest and the
youngest of continents clasping
hands and standing together to de-
fend the frontiers of freedom.




present proportions, the chief problefs of a security
system, and its present deficiencies.
havoc on the theory that the public is awake only when
it is thoroughly scared.

The proposal is one of those presented in the most
illuminating treatment of the subject which has so far
“been.published. I refer to Maurice J. Goldbloom’s Amer-
tcan Security and Freedom, published by the American
Jewish Committee. Although here and there some points
are not thoroughly explored or issues adequately defined,
its pages contain more common and uncommon sense than
all the Cornell Studies in Civil Liberty combined, with the
writings of Barth, Commager, MacLeish and other ritua-
listic liberals thrown in. It starts from the premise that
there is a powerful threat to the security of the United
States which flows from the existence, program, methods
and activities of the world Communist movement func-
tioning as an arm-of the Soviet state. It recognizes, there-
fore, the necessity of a security program. It makes all

Tﬁaﬁreleﬁéepkdqstgnctlons—between heresy- and conspiracy,
between moral gu\x\Lt legal guilt and professwnal unfitness, .

between civil rights and the right to a specific employ-
ment, between employment in Government and employ-
ment in private agencies, between sensitive positions and
non-sensitive positions, between associations which are
innocent and -associations WhlGh are prima facie compro-
mising. It exhibits just as profound a concern for per-
sonal freedom as the most ardent civil libertarian, but
shows on every page the marks of extcusive knowledge of
Communism, experience in the struggle against it, and
native good sense. Had the point of view developed in
Mr. Goldbloom’s brochure been adopted when the Hiss
case burst upon the country and been embodied in our

security practices, and had the grounds for those practices _

been made clear by authoritative Government spokesmen,
McCarthy would never have gotten to first base. _
No one reading Mr. Goldbloom’s study is likely to see
the security problem in false proportion or blown up to
a point where it drives far graver problems of foreign
and domestic policy out of the public’s consciousness. It
is treated as resembling a steel particle in the cornea
which, when properly extracted with a delicate probe,
does not affect vision, but which, when brutally rubbed
with the rough hands of a McCarthy, inflames the eye
until the entire landscape is blotted cut in self-induced
blindness.
. In the future, historians will wonder about many things
connected with the American security program. They
will wonder first about the inexcusable laxity in per-
mitting Communist infiltration into Government services
and then about the delay in getting rid of the infiltrators
when the pattern of subversion was revealed beyond any
| | reasonable doubt by Krivitsky, Goqzenko, Bentley, Cham-
] ‘ bers and the FBI. They will wonder at the pendular

swing from indifference to over-agitated concern, cul-
_minating in the spectacle of an entire nation focusing its

\
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- “attention for weeks on the McCarthy-Stevens imbroglio,
It will not ery -

while the tide of Communist aggression in Asia and
Communist influence in Europe rose daily. They will
wonder because the only issue of fundamental importance

" germane to these hearings, viz., the relative autonomy of

the Executive Branch of the Government, could have been
settled by President Eisenhower long before McCarthy
injected himself into Fort Monmouth, and especially be-
fore he reduced the Voice of America to an ineflectual
whisper.

It seems to me that neither a desire to coddle treason
nor a desire to turn America into a fascist state accounts
for these phenomena. Partisan or factional political in-
terest led, in the one case, to hushing-up or denial of
the facts, and, in the other, to their shameless exaggera-
tion. To this very day, there is evidence that questions of

. security are often approached not as complex problems

affecting the national interest, and requiring as much con-
cern for the preservation of our basic freedoms as for

“dppropriate safeguards against subversion and irrespon-

sibility, but as campaign issues out of which political
capital can be made.

Personally, I am extremely puzzled at the failure of
American liberals, with some notable exceptions, to think
about the problem of security or to go beyond making
a token acknowledgment of its’ existence and then dis-
missing it by consigning it to the FBI. For this shows
that they do not have the foggiest notion of a very basic
fact: that the problem does not consist in detecting acts of
espionage or sabotage after they have been committed, but
primarily in denying access to sensitive posts, keéy policy-
making and evaluating jobs, to those whose records indi-
cate reasonable doubt of their reliability. Making an in-
formed and just appraisal of such records is a trouble-

"some matter.-Ideological commitments are often involved

which may be an index to probable performance. Past dc-
tivities and degrees of involvement in front organizations,
long before they were listed by the Attorney General, must
be assessed. All this is completely beyond the authority
of the FBI, even if it Were within its competence, which
it conspicuously is not.

There are a great many pltfalls in any security pro-
gram, and the great danger is that the heterodox and non-
conformist, the man with a critical and independent mind,
will be barred from Government service merely because
his ideas are unacceptable. But there is an elementary
yet often overlooked distinction between ideas which are
relevant to the performance of a man’s task and ideas

.which are not. The latter should never be considered as

disqualifying an individual from service. Most ideas
which human beings hold are of this kind, and inquiry
into them is an impertinence. The former may have a
bearing on qualification, depending upon the position
involved. There seems to be need of a third classification
over and above that of loyalty and security to cover cases
in which a man’s ideas and/or pattern of associations

CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE
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disqualify him for a particular post.

connotation of the terms “loyalty” and “security” is too .

strong where only professional unfitness is at issue. To
penalize a man who as a private citizen professes ideas on
any subject under the sun, or to penalize someone in
Government service for expressing ideas irrelevant to his
function, is persecution and utterly repugnant to our
liberal traditions. But it is not persecution to hold a
man to account if his ideas show him to be committed to
a policy incompatible with one which he is required by his’
post to carry out. It may not warrant d1smlssa1 but at
least it warrants inquiry.

Durmg the Roosevelt regime, hberals understood that
very often a man’s ideas were focally relevant to the
job he was supposed to do. They were very much con-
cerned, and propetly so, lest the work of certain New Deal
agencies be sabotaged by individuals hostile fo the pur-
poses and ideas for which they were set up. No. man
had any business serving on the National Labor Relations

For the present- ¥

v

Board who did not believe in the idea of collective bar:™

gaining. He was free as a citizen to oppose’it, but, if he
did, it was not depriving him of a civil right to deny him

access to, or continuance in, the job. One of the reasons
why some Communists were able to infiltrate into the

NLRB was the difficulty of finding individuals whose

ideas about collective bargaining would 'permit proper
implementation of the Wagner Labor Relations Act.

During those days, liberals were also indignant at the no- .

tion that any State Department official could be sympa-
thetic to fascism. At the time, any evidence of sympathy
for fascism or hostility to New Deal legislation was, in
the nature of the case, not organizational but ideological,
t.e., it consisted in the expression of ideas in speech and
writing. Those who were so disqualified were not charac-
terized as loyalty or security risks. No one regarded

them as persecuted because of their ideas, nor did they

so regard themselves. We have been reminded recently
by Gordon Clapp that, when the New Deal was set up,
there was justified fear lest those in policy-making posts
wittingly or unwittingly defeat its purposes. This prob-
Iem was met, in the case of the TVA, by making statutory

provision that those appointed to the thies-member board -

of directors be required to profess “a belief in the wis-
~ dom and feasibility of the TVA act.” If this is the word-
ing of the statute, it seems to me to be objectionable. The
tests for an adequate degree of belief in the wisdom of a
policy would be even more difhcult to administer than
the tests for an adequate degree of enthusiasm in carrying
it out. Nonetheless, the intent of the provision is clear
and justifiable. The TVA, FHA, SEC, FCC, etc. should
not be entrusted to those who do not believe in their
purposes. As private citizens, such individuals have
every right to criticize these agencies, but they have no
right to administer them. If President Eisenhower is
correctly reported as having characterized the TVA as
“creeping socialism,” he is nevertheless under statutory

10

- cussion is its recognition tha;

obligation not to appoint directors whose ideas agree with
him. It is a safe bet that anyone who talks this way
about the TVA is skeptical of its wisdom whatever he
things of its feasibility.

The point I am making here is that, although liberals
understood the relevance of ideas to professional qualifi-
cations in an earlier period, many of them today denounce
any concern with, or inquiry into, the ideas of Govern-
ment officials and their advisers as the worst form of
thought control. I am not saying here that the ideas of
any of them in fact disqualified them from serving ‘in
those posts (although my views about Lattimore’s eligibil-
ity remain unchanged), nor am I saying that as private
citizens they (including Lattimore) had no right to prop-

-agandize for their views. What I am saying is that an

inquiry into their ideas, when this is relevant to the ex-
ecution of policies approved by the Legislative or Execu-
tive Branches of the Government, is not ipso facto
inquisitorial persecution. I thought this was a banal com-
monplace until I discovered that many who proudly-think
of themselves as liberals regard it as a wild paradox.

One of the great merits of Mauzice Goldbloom’s dis-
although cases may
make a difference to the way in which principles are
applied, prmmples should ‘not be tailored to fit the
special interests of a pai ticular case. Otherwise, every-
thing depends upon whose ox is being gored and rules
of justice become what Thrasymachus said they were.
Principles of secufity embodied in rules and regulations
should be drawn up with an eye to the class of cases to
be covered, practicability in applying them, and above
all the ends to be achieved. The best principles will
always have to be applied with certain discretionary pow-
ers reserved for some exceptional case or situation, since,
as Aristotle pointed out long ago, what holds for a class
of situations necessarily ignores particular, individuating
features which may have a bearing on the ends we aim
to realize. That is why it is of the highest importance
that the men who administer the principles, or who re-
view the decisions made, be expert in the subject matters
adjudged, have common sense, psychological insight,
‘and devotion to the traditions of freedom.

Only because we approach individual cases with some
principles to guide us can any be considered exceptional.
Otherwise, none or all would be exceptional. Principles
to guide action on security matters should be formulated
with an eye both to the national interest and to indi-
vidual justice. The conflicts between these two principles
are often only apparent. Sometimes they are real. When

they are real, several alternative ways of settling the

conflict can be found without endangering free institu-
tions. That alternative should be followed which results
in the least amount of individual injustice. Whatever
residual amount of injustice remains is the tragic—and,

let us hope, temporary— cost we pay for the preservation
and extension of free institutions throughout the world.

The New Leader
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JEr YY)
Dr, Fook wae the subject of & 3ecur{tu~ty

investigation conducted by this Burecu during 1944, A%tached
hereto fs one copy eoch of two reports reflecting the results

of that 1nveeti ction,
v SH g/ff_,,/ K= S G REARY o
addttian to the datae set out in attaohed reports,

,our‘filca ahow the following In;brma#ian concerning Ir, Hook:
(100-176573)

An article in the "¥sw York Journal Americdn,”
dated Mareh 24, 1949, reported that Dr. Hook wis the head of
cn anti~Comnunist organi?ation, Americans for fntallectusz '
Freedon, (100-356137-A)

. 4 newa ttem in "The Times Record,™ of Troy, New York,
for April 15, 1950, reporied o speech givcn by Dr. Hook in
which ke stated that Communisgts ashould not be allowed to teach
in the acheols of the United States. (100-3-5-489 P, 135)

. On September 25, 1953, Louis F. Budenz, & former
Communist Party functionary, adwvised that in 1937 or 1834, he
i that he, Fook, had induced another

had been told by Sidney Heo
indtvidusl te join the Communied FParty. pr. Kook waa interviewsd
by Agents of this Bureau on December 22, 1955, At thaot time

Dr., Rook stated that he had never been ¢ member of the
Communiat Pariy and that he did not ¥now the individual mentioned

by Budenz to de & Communist Pariy member.(61-5215-54 70) 4
f

n June, 1954, a source of unknown reliabdility, uhoﬁ»)x“"

‘was acquainted with Carrie Hook Carrocll, first wife of Dr. Reok,
aduised that ¥rs, Carroll had told hinm that she married Dr. Hook
under *the impression that he was o Comnunist. Fowever, after .

the ma;riage she dis red khin te a Trotskyite and
divorced him, BIC
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Samsder James lun Chatrugm
Intornal Sesnrity Sub-Oamiuittes
e Offies M dg.,VYashington

Dear Senator Bastland:
w vefor to my previous ledier about this

m$ pref r in Nev Yook Pniversity——
' feste® in fﬁ"of the

; R ~ ’ V - p »lw “
; } alse m pw mtienmg Book)
1o %\w semorandum of Msy 90,1985 sent you.
ﬁ 1've just oome wess Mts articles
uo!m Asd® in the Sunday
& which merely identi-
ﬂuim at tfu , ¥

Wimant of Philoso-
v Xork M‘!‘MW{ M8 says nothing
SR the Pesders of tha

' Wio signing—
sheut vhether or mot Reok vas over a
‘ of the Coummnist wm

_____ A--
o8 1 wrots you, I've been told on good /u
44y (nemod in my letier to yom) that Hook
’ Monbiedly a member in the thirties, this

f8le of his is gross effyontery « posiiug to
%ﬂ MQ a8 a disinterested pewsom entitled to
lm Sheiy thinking on this subjeet. Whe:s you read
w&: you will find out vhy it is aimost laumgh~
: She circumstances, if it were not so grave

fi. pomit this allegedly bidden ex-Comaie
leild, in effect, not tc have ever been in the
Rapirasy. In other words, viiy pemmit this sham to
RIS shonld mot your cemmittee promptly

34 e to knov the tmath; wvhatever that

A Py in s conneetion, m0 thay can be guided

Sinegrely
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3. Begurding ..y some source says he was Leon me 3 seors

1. HergWih is & &b, ' £ oy House Docusont 213, - <red by me fn 195,
bonoi1fl3 oy ita aﬁap%ir by the U,3.House of RepraJditatives as 1¢s om ’*‘3
thouati I had no offieixl position or connection in preparing it,just a eiti t‘:}

2 '_iiag@;r&imwwx ey Mook, profescor and head of wwarmwnt of Philosophy ot
New York University, see pages 20-24 of House Docuaent | 213 for materisl whioll
proves he ts utterly unqualified as a guide for the Anerican peoplets thinke
ing on the grave subject of the fitness of Communists as $sachers in fhe U3A.
His mgning of the "Culture and The Urisis" nenifesto in 19%2 (pp.19-20) is
alone emough bo disqualify him a3 an scccepbable counsellor of the Aweriean
people in thia connection. Esaamw, I ams assured by a responsible, well .
qualified source - who will be ¢alled Hr. X herein — that Hook was 4in ald
pmbabﬂity 8 ummbar 0:‘ the iﬁa mimiiaﬁ “seﬂ.l“, at New York University in the
: udad A , source, several fzoully members i

inter alia. Ip Fuct, ny exirese
well InTormed siuvce soid Ibokwas In Tie opicion "undoabledly® a member the

Yet the New York Tinmes Magazine hus repeabcedly sifered Hook to its numersus
readers, during the past seversl yenrs, as a fib wthority to advise the
Anerican people on the questlion of "Communists as teachers” in our schools 4
and colleges; and this despite my repcated protesis to the Times Magazine

editor, Harkel, In writing, that the readers should be warned of ﬂooh's‘am’i
objectionable background in this regard - that he should not be 8o permitt(
to impose on the credulity of the renders. The Saturday Evening Post bhaus

uimi}.arly offanded in this respect - and I've protested fo them in writi w

As indicabed in the above mentioned writings of Hook, cited on pages Pl
liouse Document 213, his thinking is twisted on this grave subjoct = unsour
his writings give the impression to the unwary recder that he is agsinst
lcttmg nembers of the Cammuni% conspiracy enjoey thu rivilege ai oving a |
Srusted toacher ga”gh helping mold the minds 0f the young = : at on
i M%}m gmiya 3 his writ: nges nentioned nbove prove he hedges in soas &ggi

positi sny as revealed by these wﬁti‘@ga, is us deectienama as ifs
sackground. - .
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it or subsceribe to its pbilosophy and progrom = must },mm & 1ifetim» »f by
regenerstion to be trusted fully in tuis comnection; and mesnwhile he is mﬁ
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any more than a bank oificer who has stolen bank funds is fit $o be in uhfu
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ing his sentonee in prison, Wat in a job such as truckdriver or otmr Joli ¥

involving temptation to default again, invelving pos: Able further lojs pe 5
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HOUSE RESOLUTION 201

(Submitted by Hou. Fred E. Busbey, of Illinois)

In tut House oF REPRESENTATIVES, U. S., .

. July 16, 1953.
Resolved, That the study on the subject of Communists as teachers,
entitled “Permit Communist-Conspirators To Be Teachers?”’ and a
statement by the members of the Association of American Universities
as to the obligations and responsibilities of university faculties be
printed as a House document; and that twenty-five thousand addi-
tional copies be printed for the use of the Members of the House of

Representatives.

Attest: :
o Lyre O. SNADER,

Clerk.
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Extension of" Remarks of Hon. Fred E. Bushey of Illinois in the
House of Representatives

Monday, March 30, 1953

Mr. BusBey. Mr. Speaker, there has been breught to my attention
in the last few days a study, just completed, on the subject of Com-
munists as teachers. :

It is an impressive document—well supported by authoritative
references, carefully thought out, and quite comprehensive. I be-
lieve it constitutes a real contribution to enlightment about this new
much-debated topic. The bearing the subject has on national secu-
rity, and its treatment of the matter of congressional inquiries into
Communists in the educational world, make the study of special value
at this time,

Its author has been known to me for some years as a reliable citizen
and a determined and uncompromising fighter against the Communist
conspiracy. I respect his intellectual integrity and sound scholarship.

This study will be of value, truly instructive, not only regarding the
educational field, but other fields as well. It merits reading by citizens
in general—by &ll who would make and keep America sound and
secure in the face of the threat of the Kremlin-headed conspiracy to
our country, from within,

The author has informed me that he desires to make the study
immediately available to the Congress and to the American people.
As a patriotic service to his country and at personal financial sacrifice
to himself, in order that the benefit of his knowledge and research may
be made available not only to congressional committees, as well as
Members of Congress, the trustees and heads of our educational
institutions, but the public in general, he has given me permission to
have it published in the Congressional Record.

Mr. Speaker, I commend to every red-blooded, patriotic American
the following study entitled “Permit Communist-Conspirators To Be
Teachers?” by my good friend, Hamilton A. Long.

I




NOTE ABOUT THE AUTHOR, HAMILT‘ON A, LONG

Member of the New York State bar; veteran of both World Wars,
major, Air Force, in World War 1I-—Combat Intelligence; author of
the 1950 booklet entitled “America’s Tragedy—-Today,”* a report of
facts (documented) sbout the Communist -conspiracy’s grip on the
Nation’s defense establishment in World War I1; author of the 1951
booklet entitled “ tion of Power—Arch Enemy of Individual
) of Federal usurpation_of power in
:onal limits; writer and lecturer on

f basic American traditions. and principles

of government and in opposition to the Communist conspiracy and
Communism. = Ty

«publisbed, without profit to the author, by Purcell-Davison €o., 18 Beckman Street, New York, N. Y.
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SECTION I
AUTHOR’S NOTE

The current renewal of acrimonious discussion, in educational and
other circles, on the subject of allowing Communists (members of
the Communist conspiracy) to be teachers, indicates a still pressing
need—despite many years of controversy about this topic.

This need is for a brief but comprehensive statement of the main
points involved, with adequate documentation, giving due considera-
tion to the facters of national security and loyalty to country as well
as to professional ethics and freedom of inquiry and teaching.

The following statement of “Ten Points About Communists as
Teachers,” supported by authoritative documentation, is designed to
fill this need. The documentation, sufficient to be quite conclusive,
could be extended greatly if needed and if space permitted.

The fact that there are comparatively few Communists—among
the hundreds of thousands of fine, loyal citizens in the teaching
profession and other educational groups—is not the measure of the
gravity of the problem involved. The conspiracy’s’ influence, its
potential threat to the Republic and American civilization, far ex-
ceeds what some might expect if judging by mere numbers, by size
of membership. Those who know from bitter experience vouch for
this and warn against falling into the trap of belittling the danger on
this account. Quotations hereinafter express the opinions of a few
such experienced advisers: Professors Counts and Childs, of Teachers
College, Columbia University, writing in 1943 for the American
Federation of Teachers; Prof. John K. Norton, also of Teachers
College, in an address in 1949 to the National Education Association;
Dr. William Jansen, New York City superintendent of schools,
testifying recently on this subject; and Dr. Bella V. Dodd, former
prominent Communist teacher and conspiracy leader in New York,
testifying recently from her expert knowledge of the subject. They
all agree—don’t judge by numbers alone. To the same effect, see
hereinafter the first quoted paragraph of the opinion of Justice
Jackson in the Dennis case.

In this they agree with the statement by William Z. Foster, long-
time Communist conspiracy leader in the United States, in his 1921
book, “The Russian Revolution.” Speaking of the Communist organ-
ization in Soviet Russia, he said (p. 28): o

“It is not & mass organization. ‘Mere numbers mean nothing to it.
Quality, not quantity, is its very breath of life * * * The Communist
Party is * * * the little leaven that leaveneth the whole lump. Its
influence and power is enormously greater than its small numbers
would indicate.” . _ «

This applies equally to the Communist organization in any country,
including the United States. See also his 1932 book, “Toward Soviet
America’ (pp. 229-230). '

The folly of underrating the Kremlin-headed conspiracy’s threat,
on account of its comparatively small membership, is all the more

1




2 PERMIT COMMUNIST-CONSPIRATORS TO BE TEACHERS?

apparent when one considers the factors of national security and
loyalty to country—every member of the conspiracy being a pledged
traitor to the United States, a pledged and potentially dangerous
agent of the Kremlin, These are the main factors which justify an
active role for public officials in this connection—including investiga-
tions by legislative committees (Federal and State) possessing the
needed special knowledge of the conspiracy, the power of subpens,
and the power to prove perjury when the facts warrant, and the facili-
ties and funds for thorough investigation—to help educational insti-
tutions uncover any and every undercover Communist conspirator
in their midst. )

Only 10 minutes reading time is needed for preliminary examination
of the Ten Points which follow; and another 5 minutes or so to scan
quickly the supporting doeumentation. For those interested in more
adequate consideration of the subject, there are included a number of
sigmficant quotations of some length and great value. They merit
careful study. ]

Marce 30, 1953, New York City.

Hamiuron A. Loxg.




TEN POINTS ABOUT COMMUNISTS AS TEACHERS

1. A Kremlin-controlled conspiracy :
The Communist conspiracy in the United States is a section of the

" Kremlin-headed worldwide conspiracy constituting the Communist

5

movement—a tool of the governing clique of Communists in Seviet
Russia—and is falsely labeled ‘“the Communist Party,” because

‘never, in any sense, a bona fide political party; as proven officially,

and well and Wldely known in the United States since 1919. (A)
(See References) ‘
2. Aim to overthrow the Umted States G’overnment

A main aim of the conspiracy is the overthrow of the United States
Government by force and violence; as proven officially, and well and -
widely known, in the United States since 1919. ®B)

" 8. Every Communist pledged to treason

Every member of the conspiracy gives allegiance to Soviet Russia
and, therefore, is a pledged traitor to the United States—its pledged
enemy, ever ready to obey the Kremlin’s orders, even to the point
of committing overt acts of treason in war, (C)

4. No innocents in the conspiracy -

Before being permitted to have full mem'bershlp in the conspiracy,
all teachers who are considered for membership are exhaustively
investigated and rigorously tested to establish their knowledge and
acceptance of the conspiracy’s tenets, aims, and methods. They
surrender entirely their 1ntellectual 1ntegr1ty by submitting un-
réservedly to the conspiracy’s strict, rigidly and ruthlessly enferced,
discipline. They agree to work actwely for the conspiracy, as it
may order; no inactive members—no “sleepers”——are tolerated.
They adopt the required role of the conspiracy’s agents—usually

- secret, using false names—in furtively doing 1ts work: in part, seeking

to undermine the whole educational world and to infiltrate and control
teachers’ organizations, to betray scholastic integrity and all other
principles of professional ethics, and to corrupt the minds of their
students. They cannot otherwise become members of the con-
spiracy. In addition, after admission, new members are schooled
intensively; and schoohnﬂ and testing are continuous during member-
ship. This system helps to guard against there being ameng its
members any “innocents’~—especially about the substance of points
1, 2, and 3 above, which have been matters of wide public knowledge
in the United States for three decades., (D)

&. Personal guilt—for joining the conspiracy
Every teacher, on committing the overt act of joining the conspiracy;
knowingly becomes 9 teacher-consplrator and—under - long-estab-
lished and soundly founded American principles applicable to all
conspiracies—is chargeable with guilt by association of persons (not
guilt by association of ideas) and, therefore, is chargeable with per-
*_ 86280°—H3——2 3




4 PERMIT COMMUNIST-CONSPIRATORS TO BE TEACHERS?

sonal responsibility for the conspiracy’s program and actions in
executing it. The mere existence of the Kremlin-headed conspiracy
against the United States Government, through the act of its members’
becoming associated together as conspirators, is the gravamen of the
offense against national security., (&) .
6. Civic and moral duty rejected

Every teacher-conspirator, by the overt act of joining the conspiracy,
thus deliberately rejects the primary duty of every citizen—loyalty
to country—and rejects every teacher’s primary duty underlying
that aspect of individual liberty-responsibility called academic freedom
(in truth freedom-responsibility, becamse there can be no freedom
without ecommensurate responsibility); and thereby evidences utter.
unfitness for the privilege of being a teacher. (F)
7. To answer “Yes" 1s to serve the conspiracy

To give an aflirmative answer to the question ‘‘Permit Communist-
conspirators to be teachers?”, to tolerate any member of the conspiracy
as a teacher, is to promote inescapably the growth of the conspiracy
and the success of its program, partly through the teacher-conspirator’s
everwidening influence. To answer ‘“Yes” is to belp make stronger.
the grip of the conspiracy’s cancer on the vitals of the Republic.
This means, in effect, to aid and abet planned disaster at the hands
of the Kremlin for our country, for all Americans—especially for
teachers and students.

8. A fallacy: “catch-them-in-the-act” A

Any contention that Communist teachers should be ousted from
teaching positions not because of conspiracy-membership alone but
only if and when eaught in the act of corrupting the minds of students,
or other professional misconduct, at best overlooks the fact that any
real attempt to catch them would require an endless spying operation
aimed at the entire teaching profession. This would be necessary in
seeking to ferret out day by day any undercover teacher-conspirators
as they furtively do the conspiracy’s evil work in educational insti-
tutions throughout the country. - To be effective, the assistance of
faculties and student bodies, as well as others, would be needed in this
mass-spying; and constant policing of classrooms would be involved— -
stifling free inquiry and discussion. Any such operation, if attempted,
would wreck the educational world. It would, of course, be impos-
sible to organize—much less to maintain—because so repugnant $o
teachers, students, and other Americans in general. Other defects,
as well as the factors mentioned in points 1, 2, and 3 above, rule out
any such contention. {(G)
9. The NEA-Eisenhower-Conant stand

Some leading educators and teachers’ organizations® have taken the
stand that a member of the conspiracy should not be permitted to
occupy any teaching position—for example, the National Education
Association in 1949 on the basis of the report and recommendation
of its Educational Policies Commission, then including among its
members President Dwight D. Eisenhower, of Columbia University,
and President James B. Conant, of Harvard University. (H)

1See p. 41, statement of Association of American Universities,
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10. The only acceptable answer __ :

The sound answer—the only acceptable answer, one compatible
with national security and academic fr,eedom-responsibility—-to the
question: “Permit Communist-conspirators to be teachers?’’ is this.
Membership in the conspiracy, in and of itself, must be an automatic
and absolute bar te holding any position as & teacher. The word
sconspiracy’’ here embraces pot only any Communist erganization
such as the so-called “Communist Party” but the entire Communist
movement and its apparabus—underground_ as well as in the open.
The word “membership” here involves the overt act of joining the

conspiracy and.thereby.submitting to its discipline and control.




SECTION 1I
SOME QUOTATIONS
THE COMMUNIST )
s(Ofﬁciai organ of the conspiracy) '
May 1937 article, The Schools and The People’s Front: . -

Page 437: “The problem is rather to guwide and direct that spirit of
rebelliousness which already exists” (among students against schools).*{

Page 439: “The Public Schools and The Teachers. * * * The task
of the Communist Party must be first and foremost to arouse the
teachers to class consciousness and to organize them into the American
Federation of Teachers, which is in the main current of the American
labor movement.” 3 :

Page 440 [speaking of teachers]: “They must take advantage of
their positions, without exposing themselves, to give their students

1o the best of their ability working-class education.?
“To enable the teachers in the party to do the latter, the party must
take careful steps to see that all teacher comrades are given thorough
education in the teachings of Marxism-Leninism. Only when teachers
have really mastered Marxism-Leninism will they be able skillfully
to inject it into their teaching at the least risk of exposure and at
the same time to conduct struggles around the schools in a truly
. Bolshevik manner.” : ~ :

" Page 441 [after commenting on antagonism -between students and
- teachers]: “It must be the task of the party to break down this
antagonism between students and teachers by arousing both groups
to the realization of their common interests, of the fact that they suffer
8 common oppression from the same group [capitalists} and .that
improvement of their conditions demands joint struggle.”
y  Page 445: “Marxist-Leninist- analysis must be injected into every
class. In addition to this, serious education on i1mmediate social
problems. and in Marxism-Leninism must be undertaken independ-
ently * * * The ultimate demand in this realm [the college com-
munity] must- be * * * presenting its [higher edueation’s] material
in such a way as to synthesize knowledge, to impart a scientific out~
look upon the world as a whole, Marxism-Leninism being the only
such outlook. * * *7 T

THE COMMUNIST

September 1938, article, The Communist Party and the Profes-
sionals, by William Z. Foster. Lo T
Page 805 [says entry of numerous professionals into the Party
presents problems which must be solved]: “* * * before we can full}:J

utilize our Communist professionals.”,

3 AurHOR’s NOTE: This A. F. of T, expelled, in 1041, three teachers union locals in New York City snd

Philadelphia for being Communist-dominated. . L . .

LéAqmox’s Notk: The term “working-class education’ means education jin Communism, Marxism=
NINISM, .

6
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Page 808: “Selective recruiting: In drawing professionals into the
Party, care should be exercised to select only those individuals who
show by practical work that they definitely understand the Party .
line, are prepared to put it into effect, and especially display a thor-
ough readiness to accept Party discipline * * *.” .

“Intensive education: There must be special attentien paid to the
Marxian education of professionals entering our party. This should
have the definite goal of thoroughly Communizing their outlook and
reerientating their previous intellectual training, so that its full value
may be utilized in a revolutionary sense by our Party and the masses.”

Page 809: “* * * our teachers must write new school textbooks
and rewrite history from the Marxian viewpoint * * *.”

(AutsoRr’s NoTEk: Articles in The Communist are used as a means
of issuing official instructions to the conspiracy’s members; according
to testimony of Dr. Bella V. Dodd, see References (D) 10; testimony
of Louis F. Budenz, see references (A) 9, p. 20, of hearings.)

. DAILY WORKER

(Official organ of the Communist conspiracy)

April 2, 1936, page 5, stating the member’s pledge, which gives the
conditions of conspiracy membership: ‘

“In general, membership in the Communist Party is open to any
person from the age of 18 up who accepts the program and rules of the
‘Communist International and of the Communist Party of the United
States, and who agrees to.-become a member of a basic unit of the Party,
to become active in this organization, to subordinate himself to all
decisions of the Communist International and the Communist Party,
and to regularly pay his membership dues * * * the applicant 1s
-expected to have proven conclusively, in his day-to-day activity, his
-sincere devotion to the cause of the proletariat and the program of
the Party. The conditions for membership in the Communist Party
are contained in the following pledge read by Earl Browder to 2,000
workers who were initiated mto the party in the New York district
in 1935: .

“ ‘I now take my place in the ranks of the Communist Party, the
Party of the working class. I take this solemn oath to give the best
.that is in me to the service of my class. * * * I pledge myself to
rally the masses to defend the Soviet Union, the land of victorious
socialism. I pledge myself to remain at all times a vigilant and firm
defender of the Leninist line of the Party, the only line that insures
the triumph of Soviet power in the United States.” ”’

THE COMMUNIST PARTY—A MANUAL ON ORGANIZATION

(By J. Peters, July 1935, published by Workers Library Publishers, an official
publishing organization of the conspiracy in New York City; an authoritative
manual; see reference (D) 12.)

Page 104: States eligibility for membership substantially as in
above quotation from the Daily Worker, April 2, 1936—including the
.pledge verbatim; then says:

“Our party application carries this declaration: ‘The undersigned
declares his adherence to the program and statutes of the C. I. and
Communist Party of the U. S. A. and agrees to submit to the discipline
of the party and to engage actively in its work.’ ”’
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THE ORIGINAL APPLICATION AND PLEDGE—IN 1919

. Ffom Constitution of the Communist Party, 1919 Manifesto, page
9: : : .
“Sgmc. 2. Applicants for membership shall sign an application card
reading as follows: ‘The undersigned, after having read the consti-
tution and program of the Communist Party, declares his.adherence
to the principles and tactics of the party and the Communist Inter-
national; agrees to submit to the disciphne of the party as stated in
its constitution; and pledges himself to engage actively 1 its work.” 7
(Aurror’s Netr: The official words of the foregoing three quoted
items prove that the member knows at time of joining—prove that
there are no “innocents” among the members, especially with regard
to points 1, 2, and 3 in the Ten Points stated at the beginning of this
discussion. The never changing pledge of every member, from 1919
to the present, to be active in the conspiracy’s work—per the above
quoted three sample items—proves there can be no inactive members,
no “sleepers.” . See References (D) 12 hereinafter about the above-
quoted manual’s authoritative nature. The words “defend the Soviet
Union,” in the pledge, are double-talk in reality meaning that the
signers will betray their own country in war, fight for Russia.)

TESTIMONY OF DR. BELLA V. DODD, BEFORE THE SENATE INTERNAL
. SECURITY SUBCOMMITTEE, MARCH 10, 1953

(A former leading ‘Communist official and teacher in New York City for years;
A - see References (D) 10.) 3

(@) C’areful indoctrination, and strict discipline, of members by

. the conspiracy, with total control

Page 522-—[the conspiracy had a number of fraining schools for
tedachers]: “You see, when a teacher became a Communist, he imme-
diately bad to be indoctrinated * * *’—by expert Marxists, in Marx-
ism-Leninism.® T : d :

Page 527: “The strength of an individual in the Communist Party
is infinitely greater than the strength of any other single individual.
You must not only count noses among Communists, but you must
weigh the intensity with which they believe and also the intensity
with which they are trained and educated to carry on a campaign.
You yourself might believe in something intensively, but if you were
a Communist, every two weeks you would be reporting to someone and
getting instructions from someone. So, therefore, your line didn’t
waver. Your intensity would multiply many fold.” :

Page 528—[she stated that the Communist-teacher has many active,
close contacts both on and off the campus with the eonspiracy’s na-
tional apparatus—its agents]: “You are part of an international move-
ment, and you are coordinated with your committees and your organi-
zation. You meet at least once every 2 weeks with the people who
are the party apparatus. There is no such thing as freedom for a Com-
munist college teacher.” .

Page 529: She said: ‘“The control commission is the internal police
* * ¥ the disciplinary commission * * * [of the conspiracy]. ¢* * *

4 Quoted in the report of Secretary of State Hughes, 1924, p. 241;.see reference (A) 8 hereinafter.

5 AUTHOR’S NOTE: Ample proof is given hereinafter that mémbers of the conspiracy must know, and ac-
cept, its tenets and program at the time of joining—including as stated in points 1, 2, and 3 of the Ten Points

hereinbefore.
¢ Dr, Dodd means, of course, school teachers as well as college teachers.
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If T commit an offense against the Communist movement, either by
thought, word, or action, I get brought before the control commisston,
and there I am tried, to a certain extent, and I am.given certain
penalties ¥ * * We had that control commission on a national basis,
in New York and every other State in the Union, every other district.”

Pages 538-9: Question: “Then it is true that you have meetings
at intervals where the teachers come and where they are indoctrinated
into the Communistic doctrine?” : : : -

Dr. Dodd: “There is no doubt about it. They are given the Marxist-
Leninist training. As a matter of fact, most teachers who jein have
to go to a school. They are sent to a school to learn how to become
Communists.” ®

Question: “Is it not true that they also report the success they are
making?”’ :

Dr. Dodd: “They report both successes and failures, and they are
praised and scolded, and they are given new directions * * *. Where
they have failed, they are shown how to get success. Where they
have succeeded, they are told to go on and make some more.”

(b) Misuse of classroom for indoctrination of students

Page 529: “The Communist teacher has a very definite function to
perform. He must not only make himself an agent of the class
struggle; he must indoctrinate other teachers in the class struggle,
and he must see that their students are indoctrinated in the class
struggle. That doesn’t have te be in four-syllable words. The class
struggle means in the classroom that the schools are regarded, for
instance, as part of the apparatus of the bourgeois state, and therefore
the student is considered to be in rebellion against the bourgeois state”
[in being rebellious against the school]. €It is the function of the
teacher to fan that rebellion and to make the student recognize that
only by establishing a Soviet system of government will you be able:
to be free.” [This indoctrination is done in and out of the classroom,
she says; and quotes from the magazine ‘“The Communist,” autheri-
tative instructions about teachers] (p. 530). ¢This was the function
of a Communist teacher: To create people who would be ready to
accept the Communist regime.” o E . .

Page 543 [In converting the class struggle into reality in the schools,
Dr. Dodd says, the Communist teacher cultivates class hatred; partly
by getting students to be participants in action—mentions ‘“‘a mass
delegation” pressure-group trip to influence the New York Legisla-
ture]: “* * * gchooling in direct action. This, of course, is part of
the thing in which you constantly have to politicalize people to take
direct action so they will understand the feeling of illegality.” 7

Page 543 [slanting instruction to fit the “party line” was discussed
by Dr. Dodd]: “All Communist teachers who read ‘the literature of
the Communist Party and of the Commuriist movement ¢ cannot help
but slant their teaching in that direction. I was a teacher of econom-

£ AuTHOR’S NOTE: Ample proofis given hereinafter that members of the conspiracy must know, and: a0
%%Ir)(ta'i llltg é:f%l;gf;s and program at the time of joining—including as stated in p?mts 1,2, and 3 of the Ten Points

Y AutHOR’S NOTE: In other words, ready the students psychologically to welcome an illegal role for them-
selves, ready them for the revolution. .

¢ NotE: Meaning, of course, each and every Communist teacher, because each and every Communist
conspiracy member is rigidly required to read the'literature,
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ics, and of political science, and it was very easy for me to slant my
teaching that way. As a matter of fact, I wasn’t even censcious
of slanting it. That was the way I was thinking, and that was the
way I was teaching it, because I had become imbued with the whole
philosophy and system of Communism * * *”

Page 544 [regardingf slanting her own teaching, she said]: “Yes.
Communism 1is a total philosophy. If you believe in it, you live it,
you breathe it, you teach it. * * * you take it with you 7 days a
week, 24 hours a day * * * [The students] * * * wouldn’t recog-
nize it as Communism ; nobody else might recognize it as Communism.
But there is no doubt in my mind that the Communist teacher teaches
the Communist way.” .

(¢) No Communist teacher has a free mind

Pages 528-9—I[after stating that no Communist teacher can be a
free agent, partly due to the control commission’s close and rigid
supervision of the teacher’s thinking and teaching, to insure adherence
to the ‘“party line,” Dr. Dodd said]: “There is no such thing as
freedom for a Communist college teacher.” ‘Then: -

Question: “Dr. Dodd, is such a teacher or professor free to pursue
the highest ideal of academic freedom and freedom of inquiry?”’

Dr. Dodd: “* * * [in Russia]. They had to accept the Communist
Party determination as to what was the truth. Within our country,
we have any number of illustrations of both professors and writers
who from time to time have been called up before the control com-
mission because they have either written or spoken or done that which
was contrary to the Marxist-Leninist philosophy.”

(d) Faculties and officials of educational institutions are not
specially trained to ferret out Communist teachers

Page 533 [Dr. Dodd states that educational institutions—faculties,
administrative officers—cannot uncover Communist teachers}: “But
the home folks do not have the equipment or the information to
uncover this-conspiracy. This'is material which is away down under.
Only a committee which has the subpena power, only a committee
which has had experience with the Communist conspiracy, can do it.” ®

EXCERPTS FROM OPINIONS IN UNITED STATES
SUPREME COURT CASES ‘

"American Communications Association, CI0 v. Douds, Regional Director
of the National Labor Relations Board (1950) (339 U. S. 382y

Concurring and dissenting opinion of Justice Jackson (pp. 422 et
seq.); the following being & concurring part: . :
Page 424: “From. information before its several committees and
from facts of general knowledge, Congress could rationally conclude
that, behind its political-party facade, the Communist Party is a
conspiratorial and revolutionary junta, organized to reach ends and
s On tho mext day, March 11, 1953, testifying before the same Senate Internal Secarity Committee, this
point by Dr. Dodd was supported by President Harry Gideonse of Brooklyn College. He praised the
-committee for helping colleges ferret our Communist teachers, stating that: college officials and faculty
committees could not succeed. at this because a suspected: teacher’s denial left them helpless to- contest 1t
and ended the matter. (Hearings, pp. 667-8.)




’

“

- PERMIT COMMUNIST-CONSPIRATORS TO BE TEACHERS? 11

to use methods which are incompatible with. our constitutional sys-
tem. A .rough and compressed grouping of this data would permit
Congress to draw these important concluswns as to its dlstmomshmg
characteristics.”

Page 425: “1, The goal of the Commaunist. Party 48 to setze powers
_of government by and for o mmomty rather than to acquire power through
the vote of a free electorate. * * * This Communist movement is a
belated counter-revolution to the American Revolution, designed to
undo the Declaration of Independence, the Consmtutlon ‘and our
Bill of Rights; and overturn our system of flee, representatlve self-
‘government.”

Page 427: “2. The Communist Party alone among American parties
past or present is dominated and controlled by a foreign government.
1t is a satrap.party which, to the threat of civil disorder, adds the
threat of betrayal into alien hands.

“The chain of command from the Kremlin to the American party
is stoutly denied and usually invisible, but it was unmistakably dis-
closed by the American Communist Party somersaulting in synchro-
nism with shifts in the Kremlin’s foreign policy * * * [discusses the
shift at time of Stalin-Hitler- pact]. ¥k Ameérican Communists,
like Communists elsewhere in the world, placed Moscow’s demand
above every patriotic interest.”

Page 429: “3. Violent and undemocratic means are the caleulated and
indispensable methods to attain the: Communist Party's goal.

¥ * * The international police state has crept over Eastern
Europe by deception, coercion, coup dletat, terrorism, and assassina-
tion. Not only has 1t overpowered its critics and opponents ; it has
usually liquidated them. The American Communist Party has copied
the organizational structure and its leaders have been schooled in the
same technique and by the same tutors.
~ “The American Communists have imported the totalitarian organi-
zation’s disciplines and techniques, notwithstanding the fact that this
country offers them and other discontented elements a way to peace-
ful revolution by ballot. * * * But instead of resting their case
upon persuasion and any appeal inherent in their ideas and principles,
the Communist Party adopts the téchniques of a secret cabal—false
names, forged passports, code messages, clandestine meetings. To
these it adds occasional terroristic and threatening methods, such as
picketing courts and juries, political strikes and sabotage,

“This cabalism and terrorism is understandablein the light of what
they want to accomplish and what they have to overcome * . *
conspiracy, violence, intimidation and the coup d’etat are all that keep
hope alive in the Communist breast.”. .

Page 430: ““4. The Communist Party has sought to gain this levemge
and hold on the American population by acquiring eontrol of the labor
movement.

“* # % The Communist Party * * * strives for control of Jabor’s
coercive power—the strike, the sit-down, the slow-down, sabotage, or
other means of producing industrial paralysis * * * (p 431) [when -
- controlled by Communists] * * * the union finds itself a more or less
helpless captive of the’Communist Party. * * * The most promising
course of the Communist Party has been the undercover capture of the
coercive power of strategic labor unions asa leverage to magnify its
power over the American people.”

86280°—53——38
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Page 431: “5. Every member of the Communist Party is an agent to
execute the Commumist program * * * [not like ordinary political
parties] * * * (p. 432) Membership in the Communist Party is
totally different. The party is a sacret conclave.. Members are ad-
mitted only upon acceptance as reliable and after indoctrination in its
policies, to which the member is fully committed.”®. They are pro-
vided with cards or credentials, usually issued under false names so
that the identification can only be made by officers of the party who
hold the code. Moreover, each pledges unconditional obedience to
party authority. Adherents are known by secret or code names.
They constitute ‘cells’ in the factory, the office, the political society, or
the labor union. For any deviation from the party line they are
purged and excluded.

“Inferences from membership in such an organization are justifiably
different from those to be drawn from membership in the usual type
of political party. Individuals who assume such obligations are
chargeable, on ordinary conspiracy principles, with responsibility for
and participation in all that makes up the party’s program.* The
conspiracy-principle has traditionally been employed to protect society
against all ‘ganging up’ or concerted action in violation of its laws.
No term passes that this-court does not sustain convictions based on
that doctrine for violations. of the antitrust laws or other statutes
(p. 433). However, there has recently entered the dialectic of politics
a cliché used to condemn application of the conspiracy principle to
Communists. ‘Guilt by association’ is an epithet frequently used and
little explained, except that it is generally accompanied by another
slogan, ‘guilt is personal.” Of course.it is; but personal guilt may be
incurred by joining a conspiracy. That act of association makes one
responsible for the acts of others committed in pursuance of the asso-
clation." - It.is wholly-a question of the sufficiency of evidence of
association to imply conspiracy. There is certainly sufficient evidence
that all members owe allegiance to every detail of the Communist
Party program and have assumed a duty actively to help execute
i, so that Congress could, on familiar conspiracy principles, charge’
each member with responsibility for the goals and means of the party.”
(Italics as in the original.) :

Dennzis et al. v. United States ((1961) 5’41 U. 8. 494) (affiirming lower
" courts, regarding conviction of Communist leaders under Smith Act)

Opinion of Chief Justice Vinson ¥ (p. 498):

- “But the court of appeals held that the record supports the following
broad conclusions: By virtue of their control [over the Communist
Party] * * * petitioners [caused it to resume] * * * g policy which
worked for the overthrow of the Government by force and violence;
that the Communist Party is a highly disciplined organization,® adept
at infiltration into strategic positions, use of aliases, and double-
meaning language; that the party is rigidly controlled; that Com-
munists, unlike other political parties, tolerate no dissension from the

10 AvTHOR’S NOTE: This means there are in fact no “innocents” among them.

1 Nore: This means that, as a matter of law, there are no ‘‘innocents’” among them.

12 NorE: This opinion was concurred in by Justices Reed, Burton, and Minton.

18 NorE: These points, based on the record of proved facts, support the conclusion that there are no
Finnocents” among the members,
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pohcy laid down by the guiding forces, but that-the approved program
1s slavishly followed by the members of the party; ©® that the hiterature
of the party and the statements and activities of its leaders, petitioners
here, advecate, and the general goal of the party was, durmg the period
in questlon to achleve a success{ul overthfow of the existing ordcr by
force and violence.”

Pages 510-511: :

“The formation by petitioners of such a highly organized con%pu‘acy,
with rigidly disciplined members subject to call when the leaders,
these petitioners, felt that the time had come for action * * * con-
vince us that their convictions were justified on this score. * * * It is
the existence of the conspiracy which creates the danger.”

Ooncurmng Opinion of Justice Jackson
Pages 66/-665

“% % * The Commumst Party, nevertheless does not seek its
strength primarily in numbers. Its aim is a rclatively small party
whose strength is in selected, dedicated, indoctrinated and rigidly’
disciplined members. From established pohcy it tolerates no devia-
tion and no déebate * * * [secks especially. to control labor groups]
* % * Tt also seeks to infiltrate and control organizations of profes-
sional and other groups. Through these placements in positions of
power it seeks a leverage over society that will make up in power of
coercion what-it lacks in power of persuasmn

“The Communists have no scruples against sabotage, terrorism,
assassination, or mob disorder; but violence is not with them, as with
the anarc}usts an end in itself. The Communist Party advocates .
force only when prudent and profitable. Their strategy of stealth
precludes premature or uncoordinated outbursts of violence, except,
of course, when the blame will be placed. on shoulders other than their
own., They resort to violence as to truth, not (p. 565) as a principle
but as an expedient. Force or violence, as they would resort to it,
may never be necessary, because infiltration and deceptlon may be
enough.

“Force would be utilized by the Communist Par ty not to destroy
government but for its capture. * * *

“The United States, fortunately, has experienced Communism only
in its preparatory stages and for its pattern of final action must look
abroad. Russia, of course, was the pilot Communist revolution’
[then discusses the coup d’etat in Czechoslovakia].

(Aurraor’s Note: In the above case, the Court de01ded that the
evidence warranted conviction for conspiracy to advocate overthrow
of the U. S. Government by force in that defendants organized the
Communist Party asa group to teach and advocate fomeful overthrow
of government.)

12 NotE: These points, based on the record of proved facts, support the conclusmn that there are no
. mnoconts among the members.
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TESTIMONY OF DR. WILLIAM.. JANSEN, SUPERINTENDENT OF
SCHOOLS, NEW YORK CITY, BEFORE SENATE INTERNAL SECURITY
- SUBCOMMITTEE, MARCH 25, 1953

(a) Communists fail on Dr. Jansen’s four tests for teachers

Page 652: “* * * there are four criteria that I would like to use
in ]udgmg a teacher:

“No. 1, loyalty to the countrv I thlnk a teacher must be loyal
to the country which employs hlm to. teach. - Now, on that basis I
say & Communist fails because, in the first place, he is disloyal in
advocating the violent overthrow of the Government. In the second
place, although an American citizen, his allegiance is to the Com-
munist foreign power,'* so 1 say on “the loyalty basis a Communist
doesn’t meet the criteria.

“Secondly, I think a teacher should have scholarship and tea,chmg
method. Now, I don’t believe you can have scholarship if you are
circumseribed by a party discipline or party lines.

“Thirdly, T think a teacher should have a love of children and
respect for the individual. Well, a Communist fails on that ground
because we know that in the Communist countries the state is supreme,
the individual doesn’t count, and children are asked to testify against
their own parents.

“Finally, I think a teacher should have high ethlcal standards, and
here again a Communist fails because, as we all know, the Com-
munist organization definitely advocates lying if it will accomphsh
their purpose, so -on those four tests of a teacher, I'd say that a
Communist should not teach in the schools of the United States.”

[At p. 655, Dr. Jansen added: “It’s a very important part of the
Communist doctrme which is reiterated from time to time, that
lying is 3usmﬁed if it accomphshes the end.”’]

(b) Academic freedom supported not molated by legislative
committee investigations which help educational institutions
o ferret out the Communists and to oust them as teachers

Page 647: “* * * We believe that as superintendent of schools T
have the right to inquire into the character and fitness of anyone to
teach and, therefore, it is not only my right, but it is my duty, to
endeavor o ascertain if any teacher is a member of a subversive
organization. On that basis the Board of Education feels that I have
the right to question any teacher against whom we have evidence as to
whether he is or was a member of the Communist Party, and failure to
answer those questions is an act of insubordination. - On that basis we
have brought charges against a number of teachers and the insub-
ordination has been proven and the Board of Education bhas dismissed
them. The group that was dismissed took the matter to court, but
they dropped their appeal.”

[Also has used sec. 903 of New York City Administrative Code,
providing that any public employee—such as a teacher—who refuses
to answer questions by a legislative committee on grounds of seli-
incrimination, under the Fifth Amendment of the United States

14 Relers here to Soviet Russia.
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Constitution, automatically vacates his position as a city employee.
(p. 648.) 1 R T .

Page 653: Question: “Do you think you have destroyed academic
fyr'eeiom by removing Communists from the public schools of New

ork?” o . : . ‘ .

Dr. Jansen: “No, T think on the contrary I have helped academic
Ireedom. What is academic fréeedom? To my way of thinking, it is
freedom to search for the truth., You don’t have fréedom to search
for the truth if your thinking must follow the party line or follow a
party discipline, so I think that the Communists are talking nonsense
when they shout academic freedom. -Academic freedom 1s for the
person who is unbiased, who is free to think. They want propaganda
of some kind. Furthermore, academic freedom would be destroyed if
they win out because they are trying to destroy the very kind of
government which grants academic freedom. * * *”

(¢) Legislative (including congressional) commitiee investiga-
tions are needed to help schools ferret out and oust
Communist teachers '

Pages 651-2: “I would say that legislative committees and con-
essional committees have been very definitely of assistance to us
ecause the committee [referring to Internal Security Subcommittee]

through its facilities for investigation has made it possible for us to
get information which we would not be able to get in any other way
* % * [the group of Communist-teachers] is a small group, but a dan-
gerous group of teachers * * * I agree completely * * * that pri-
vate citizens and local bodies can’t meet this threat alone. They
don’t have the legal powers or the funds to make the investigations
and get the facts. I think that a committee of this kind can be very
helpful” [a committee like the Internal Security Subcommittee].

Pages 654-5: Question: “Dr. Jansen, have you found that the facul- .
ties and local school authorities themselves can take the initiative in
combating Communist infiltration?”

Dr. Jansen: “Well, I have heard it said by a number of persons. I
doubt it because a facu'ty would. find it very difficult to get started.
The Communists are clever in hiding their- membership from anybody
but their own party members and the faculties don’t have the facilities
for investigation. I think there is a real danger that if a faculty
started to do all the investigation that you would find the faculty
divided against itself, so that I doubt very much that a faculty can
do the job effectively.” ‘

(@) Comparatively small membership of the conspiracy is not the
. . test of the danger '

Page 652: “* * * it is a small group, but a dangerous group of
teachers.” N : '

Page 653: “We know that some have infiltrated into other organi-
zations where they exert a power far beyond what their numbers
would be expected to exert.”

Page 654: “* * * T aoree that a fow can exert an influence far be-
yond their number.”
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1949 REPORT, N. E. A—EISENHOWER-—CONANT

[Report of the Educational Policies Commission of the National Education
Association entitled ““American Education and International Tensions”’]

Page 39: “Members of the Communist Party of the United States
should not be employed as teachers. Such membership, in the opinion
of the Educational Policies Commission, involves adherence to doc-
trines and discipline- completely inconsistent with the principles of
freedom on which American education depends. Such membership,
and the accompanying surrender of intellectual integrity, render an.
individual unfit to discharge the duties of a teacher in this country.

“At the same time we condemn the careless, incorrect, and unjust
use of such words as ‘Red’ and ‘Communist’ to attack teachers and
other persons who in point of fact are not Communists, but who
merely have views different from those of their accusers. The whole
spirit of free American education will be subverted unless teachers
are free to think for themselves. It is because members of the Com-
munist Party are required to surrender this right, as a consequence
of becoming part of a movement characterized by conspiracy and
deceit, that they should be excluded from employment as teachers,”
(Italics per the original.) ' : h
" (Avurtnor’s Nore: This report’s adoption in 1949 was followed in
1950 by the NEA action barring Communists from membership in
the NEA and going on record that they ‘“should not be employed in
our schools.”) : , : f
COMMUNISTS AS TEACHERS

(An abstract of a paper, read by John K. Norton at the NEA convention, Boston,
July 6, 1949, as published in “The American School Board Journal,” August

1949, page 49; also in “Teachers College Record,” October 1949, Columbia
University, where he is a professor.)

EXCERPTS

“Communism is more than a political party. It Is a movement
which would take over and regulate, according to a despotic ideology,
every phase of a citizen’s life. * * * It tells you what to think—
you follow the party line. It regulates your economic life. Freedom
of religion and conscience go out the window, when Communism comes
in. * * * And it looks upon the school and education as an especially
choice means of achieving its evil ends.

“It has as its first and indispensable objective—ghe seizure of
power by a small group—called’ the dictatorship of the proletariat.
It has never come into power in any country by a clear vote or man-
date of the people, but always by viclence, assassination, conspiracy,
double dealing, and the like, * * *

“And it assigns a special role to the teacher who joins this move-

_ment—it is his duty to destroy the loyalty of the child and youth
and to indoctrinate him with Communist 1deology. The teacher is
expected to do this insofar as be can without taking too many chances
of being caught. The teacher should do this regardless of the subject
he teaches—all the way from art to zoology.

“This international conspiracy—Communism—has more than 400
million people under its iron heel today. These.things that I say
* % ¥ grestated over and over again in official Communist documents,
and these things have been acted out wherever and whenever Com-
munism comes into power * * % ;
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. “The issue in this whole question may be. briefly stated: Should
there be freedom to destroy our freedom—and by using the school
as a means of doing it?”’ ‘ : ' .

AMERICA, RUSSIA, AND THE COMMUNIST PARTY
IN THE POSTWAR WORLD

. (1943 report (and book) by John L. Childs and George S. Counts, for, and pub- .
lished by, the Commission on Education and the Postwar World of the Ameri-
can Federation of Teachers (John Day & Co., New York, publishers); the
authors being professors at Teachers College, Columbia University) '

CHAPTER IX: THE AMERICAN COMMUNIST PARTY

~ Page 62: “This party, not a political party in the ordinary sense,
is the Communist Interndtional operating in the United States.””

Pages 64-65: “* * * eaggential to an understanding of the American
Communist Party is a recognition of its commitment to the philosophy
of a proletarian world revolution. * * * The first and supreme
loyalty of American Communism is to the Soviet Union; the second
is to this revolutionary idea and mission’” [then discusses its control
by Moscow]. ' '

Page 67: “The power of a disciplined, conspiratorial group, operat-
ing on the principle that the end justifies the means and having its
objectives and its strategy authoritatively determined by centralized
leadership, is not to be measured by the number. of its members.”

Pages 69-70: “It should be clear from the foregoing description
of the purposes, control, organization, and patterns of behavior of
the American Communist Party that it is & movement whose leaders
do not consider themselves bound by either the principles-of American
‘democracy or the standards of ordinary group morality.”’ ’

Pages 70-71: “The actual record of the objectives of the American
Communist Party during the past 25 years, however, shows that
it has produced consequences exactly as evil as its purposes and meth-
ods of behavior would have led one to anticipate. The path of this
party is strewn with the wreckage of persons and movements. Ex-
perience has demonstrated that it adds not one ounce of strength to
any liberal, democratic, or humane cause; on the contrary, it weakens,
-degrades, or destroys every cause that it touches.”

- (Autaor’s Notg: Teachers throughout the country had good -
reason to heed this wartime report of the true, evil nature of the
Communist conspiracy—an official report -of the Federation to its
members, primarily, but in reality to all teachers and the people of
the country at large. Its distribution as a book, commercially pub-
lished, widened the impact of its message. Following the Federation’s
hard-won victory against Communist-dominated Teachers Union
locals (see below) in 1941, when Professor Counts (of Teachers College,
Columbia University) was the Federation’s president and leader in
this fight, the report-book possessed exceptional impact value. It put
the teaching world on notice. Another fact gave still greater sig-
qificance to the report-book’in the eyes of teachers—the fact that
Professor Counts-was one of the leading educators formerly famous
for being enamored of the Soviet Union’s program and accomplish-
ments but bitterly disillusioned by 1941.  See his books: “The
Soviet- Challenge to America’” (1931); Dare the School Build a New
Social Order (1932); and compare with his statement: “* * * the
‘Communist Party, as an instrument of popular advance, must be
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completely repudiated. My experience convinces me that it poisons
everything it touches. * * *” "“Frontiers of Democracy,” May 15,
1941, pp. 231-232. Already embittered by 1939 through personal
experience with Communists at Teachers College, he denounced their
tactics in scathing terms. “The Social Frontier,” February 1939,

pp. 135-140.) o : )

CHRONOLOGY: 1935-41 FIGHT BY AMERICAN FEDERATION Oor A
TEACHERS VERSUS “RED” LOCALS

New York Times, June 7, 1941, pp. 1, 32: “Red ruled” unions
ousted (charters revoked) by American Federation of Teachers: New -
York Teachers Union, Liocal 5; New York Colleges Teachers Union,
Local 537; Philadelphia Teachers Union, Local 192; as being Commu-
nist-dominated.

New York Times, August 26, 1941, p. 15: American Federation
of Teachers amended its constitution to bar from membership Com-
munists, Fascists, and Nazis, '

Tare Fiear BY THE A. F. or T. ReacEED BACK TO 1935

New York Times, August 29, 1935, p. 23: A. F. of T. investigates
Local 5 (New York Teacher Union) for being Communist-dominated;
and William Green, president of the American Federation of Labor—
[with which the A. F. of T. is affiliated]-—demands that the local’s
charter be revoked, but this was not done. , -

New York Times, September 14; October 1, 3, 1935 (at pages 17,
23, 15 respectively): Most of officers, and some 650 teacher-members,
of Local 5 withdraw in order to form the Teachers Guild, over the
issue of Communist domination of Liocal 5. -

Tee A. F. oFr T. StrucerLE Over Locar 5 CoNTINUED OVER THE
; YEARs .

New York Times, January 4, 6, 16; February 15, 16, 1941 (at pages
1,17, 23, 32, 43 respectively): Action by A. F. of T, Executive Council
against ‘“Red ruled’ locals, after due deliberation; decision to expel
subject, to referendum of the A. F. of T. members. As above men-
tioned, the three locals were ousted, their charters revoked, June 7,
1941, pp. 1, 32. o , .

‘ Some Oraer DEvVELOPMENTS'

(Author’s comment: Teachers, as pdrt of the gén'eral public, also pu'f on notice
by other widely publicized developments) .

In addition to events of special interest to teachers such as the fore-
going—regarding the true character of the Communist conspiracy—
events of general public interest brought the truth to the attention of
all the American people periodically; for example: = - '

(a) The 1935 protest by the United States Government, through
the note of Secretary of State Hull to Soviet Russia, regarding sub-
versive activities by Communists—controlled by Moscow—in the
United States, in violation of the 1933 recognition agreement. (See
this note quoted hereinafter.) Scarcely an adult citizen could then
have missed knowing about this dramatic protest and accompanying
developmeénts—or missed the point: the United States Government’s
charge that the “Commimist Party’’ was being directed from Moscow
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in its activities aimed at overthrow of the United States Government.
For several days especially these startling charges and protests re-
ceived big press and radio coverage on a nation-wide basis, -

(b) ‘In 1940, President Roosevelt addressed a large group on the
grounds of the White House, representing the American Youth Con-
gress then in session in Washmgton (New York Times, February
11, 1940, p. 44.) This organization. was then under sharp attack
from many responsible sources as being Communist-dominated (later
proved true officially). This was in the period of the Stalin-Hitler
pact and the President’s harsh criticism of Soviet Russia was received
coldly, even with some boos, by this group about which he had some-
thing to say as including Communists and warning them against sub-
version. He said in part:

“The Soviet Union, as a matter of practical fact as everybody
knows who has got the courage to face the fact, the practical fact
known to you and known to all the world, is run by a dlctatorshlp,
dictatorship as absolute as any other dlctatorshlp in the world. * *

“It has been said that some of you are Communists. * * * gg
Americans you have not only a right but a sacred duty to confine -
your advocacy of changes in law to the methods prescribed by the
Constitution of the United States—and you have no American right,
by act or deed of any kind, to subvert the government and the Con-
stitution of this nation.”

President Roosevelt thus went on record officially and publicly with
respect to the subversive character of the Communists and their con-
spiracy—in early 1940; and with such publicity for his remarks as to
reach the attention of the nation, due partly to his blunt attack on
Russia and Communists being durlng the Stalin-Hitler pact. Mrs.
Roosevelt added to the publicity at this time about Communists—
about their being potent in this organization, the American Youth
Congress—by defending it through a public statement that she thought
it was “unfair”’ to expect it to “‘expel the Young Communist League.
* * ¥ (New York Times, Feb. 11, 1940, section 4, p. 10 E.) Of
this White House event, she later wrote:

“Franklin’s first real contact with the American Youth Congress
was made after I had become fairly certain they were Communist-
dominated. * * * I 'induced my husband to address them from
the south portico of the White House. * * * It was time they
realized how other people, even sympathetic people, regarded their
activities. * * * They booed the President.”

(McCall’s magazine, September 1949, p. 112.)

. CULTURE AND THE CRISIS -
An Open Letter to the Writers, Artists, Teachers, Physicians, Engmeers, Scien-
tists, and Other Professmnal Workers of America.

Pubhshed for the League of Professional Groups for Foster and Ford by Workers
Library Publlshers, post office box 148, station D, New York Clty, October
1932 15

“PRDFACE

ek R X AR respons1ble intellectual Workers we have ahgned our-
sélves with the frankly revolutionary Communist Party, the party of
the workers. In this letter, we speak to you * * * Why we have

15 AUTEOR’S NOTE: This was one of the consplracy s official publishing agencies.
36280°—~53——4
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made this decision and why we think that you too should support
the Communist Party in the political campaign now under way.”

Page 17: “Toward a New Society’’; (18) “* * * QOnly socialism
can eliminate the exploitation and misery which prevail under capi-
talism * * *”7 TUnder the heading ‘“The Professional Classes Will
Be. Liberated,” it then says: ‘It is an ideal worth fighting for, and
it is a practical and realizable ideal, as is being proved in the Soviet
Union * * *7 , :

Pages 23-4: “The Communist Party” discussed, socialism’s deeds;
then it states: “Already in Soviet Russia, under the leadership of the
Communists * * * [extolls their accomplishments there]. * * * Con-
trast this with capitalist America in which the luxury of a few is
flaunted in the face of hungry and homeless millions. The Com-
munist Party proposes as the real solution of the present crisis the
-overthrow of the system which is responsible for all crises. This can
only be accomplished by the conquest of politieal power * * * usher
in the Socialist commonwealth. * * * The Communist Party is the
-only party which has stood in the forefront of the major struggle of
the workers against capital and the capitalist state.” .-

Page 27: “The Communist Road to a New Society” is discussed

next; says the Communist Party’s program proposes: ‘‘* * * the
first steps, under existing conditions, toward the overthrow of capi-
talism * * * Why vote for the Communist Party? Because it
* * % Joads in the attack on the capitalist class and its tool, the
capitalist state * * * [the ruling class in America] * * * must be
forced by the threat of -the growing power of a militant revolutionary
organization-* * *” [to yield concessions to the workers]. .
- Page 30: “* * * It is capitalism which is destructive of all culture
and Communism which desires to save civilization and its cultural
heritage * * * we call upon all men and women—especially workers
in the professions and the arts—to join in the revolutionary struggle
against capitalism under the leadership of the Communist Party.”

“Vote Communisi—for Foster and Ford—on November 8.

Some 52 names given as the signers, including (among professors)
Sidnéy Hook,'® Granville Hicks, Frederick L. Schuman.

16 AUTHOR'S NOTE: This Prof. Sidney Hook, of New York University, and his cosigners of this 1932 “mani-
festo,” propagated in it substantially the Communist conspiracy’s line of thought—as expressed, for
‘example, in the 1932 book, “Toward Soviet America,” by the longtime Commurist leader, William Z,
Foster previously mentioned.

" One of thesigners, Prof. Granville Hicks, became a member of the conspiracy in the winter of 1934-5. He
had been, according to his testimony, ‘“* *-* a rather close fellow traveler for a perod of 3 or 4 years; so close
that I was actually an editor of the New Masses, which was, of course, a Communist magazine. I was an
editer at a time when I was not a member of the party. 1t was very natural that I should be at some point
or other recruited into the party., And when I was asked * * * I immediately agreed to join the party, and
Idid so.”” (Hearings, p. 96, February 26, 1953, House Committee on Un-American Actlvities.)

.This 1932 “‘manifesto’’ is one more bit of evidence, of the fact that the true nature of the conspiracy—
especially its close ties with the Communists of Russia and its revolutionary aim, to overthrow the United
States Government—was then-well known in educational circles, and earlier of course,




, SECTION III = |
'THE CURRENT DEBATE ABOUT COMMUNISTS AS TEACHERS

Two questions are now being hotly debated throughout the country:
(1) Should Communist conspiracy .membership alone bar a person
“from holding a-teacher-position? (2) Who should deal with this

problem of Communist' teachers—faculties, or administrative officials
‘of educational institutions, or public officials such as congressional
committees? ’ _

To the first question, as we have seen, some in the educational world
answer ‘“Yes”’—for example, the National Education Association in
1949, then led by such university presidents as Eisenhower and

~Conant. (See point 9.) Some others say “No”’; say in effect: “Only
Subversive- Acts, Not - Party Meimbership, Are Grounds for

~Dismissal”’—these words being quoted from a subheadline (New York
Times, . March 7, 1953, p. 10); the headline being: “Educators
Defend Reds Among Them.” This dispatch, from Chicago, reported
‘that a group of professors had taken this stand at & meeting of the
National Conference on Higher Education; and it indicated that the
discussion was based on a report of the American Association of
" University Professors to like effect, one of the discussion-group leaders
being Prof. Quincy Wright of the University of Chicago. See also
later reports of the association’s annual meeting at which this stand
was formally approved (New York Times, March 28 and 29, 1953,
pp. 10 and 20 respectively). 5

Leading popular publications have in recent years given wide
circulation to the views on this subject of one professor in particular
and have thus in effect vouched for his being worthy to advise the
American people, including the teaching profession, on this critically
important topic. He is most articulate and has assumed a role of
‘Jeadership in its public discussion. His views are therefore deemed to
merit special comment here. He is Prof, Sidney Hook, Professor of
Philosophy, and Chairman of the Department; New York University.
(See Saturday Evening Post, September 10, 1949, p. 33; New York
Times Magazine, February 27, 1949, p. 7; July 9, 1950, p. 12; Decem-
ber 14, 1952, p. 9). He is the same Sidney Hook who signed the
previously quoted “manifesto’” in 1932—entitled “Culture and The
Crisis”—in support of the candidates, and the ‘revolutionary
struggle”, of the ‘“frankly revolutionary Communist Party’’; yet
these publications gave their readers no warning of this fact. If
warned, would not the readers have asked: Why pick this particular
professor to guide our thinking on this particular subject?

Although Hook’s articles discuss forcefully the evil characteristics
of the conspiracy and repeatedly assert that a member is unfit to
teach, nevertheless he gives the “soft’”” answer—for example as stated
in the first above-mentioned article (p. 166):

“Care should be taken to make clear that membership in the
Communist Party establishes a prima facie, not a compelling, case

<l
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against educational employability.. This does not entail necessarily
automatic dismissal of some lone Communist teaching in some iso-
lated institution. Nor does it mean, as we have seen, zealous interro-
gation to discover what teachers are doing in their classrooms.
Sensibly interpreted, it means that the principle of dismissal will be
applied whenever sufficient concrete evidence of Communist Party
activity appears on the campus.”

Regarding his point about leaving “some lone Communist” teacher
free to do the conspiracy’s evil work, in effect, the reader should
reread the sharp warning in the testimony of Dr. Bella V. Dodd,
previously quoted, about such a teacher’s aims and methods; the
testimony of Dr. Jansen, about his 4 tests for teachers and how
Communists fail all of them; and notée again Professor Norton’s
already quoted warning about the conspiracy: “* * * it assigns a
special role to the teacher who joins this movement—it is his duty
to destroy the loyalty of the child and youth and to indoctrinate him
with Communist ideology.” :

In his 1950 article, Hook repeats his earlier answer: conspiracy
membership is “prime facie evidence of unfitness’’—not conclusive
evidence. His 1952 article expresses no contrary conclusion. Strangely
enough, he has nevertheless come to be considered widely, it seems,
as beimng forthright and unqualified in his opposition to Communists
as teachers. An adequate examination of his articles proves this is
not so—judged by the above mentioned clear-cut stand taken, for
‘example, by the NEA and the members of its Educational Policies
Commission in 1949, including Presidents Eisenhower and Conant of
Columbia and Harvard Universities, -~




THE ROLE OF CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES

Those educators like Professor Hook and the previously mentloned
Chicago group, and organizations such as the American Association
of Un1vers1ty Professors, who answer the first stated question in the
negative, also seem agreed upon the answer to the second question.
He gave this answer in his 1952 article: “Educators themselves can
eliminate from their ranks these few unfaithful ones Wlthout the help
of the state power.” [His words ‘‘unfaithful ones” referring to
teachers under instructions to betray their trust—such: as, he says,
members of the Ku Klux Klan and the Communist Party; and “state
power”’ meaning, for example, congressional committee investigations.]
Hook’s 1950 article had previously put it this way: “* ' * * This is a
matter of ethical hygiene * * * the enforcement of the proper pro-
fossional standards should rest with the teachers themselves and not
with the state or Regents or even boards of trustees "* * *.”

[AurHOR’S NoOTE: “The above 1952 statement of Hook leaves stlll
unchanged his position about consp1racy-membersh1p constituting
only a prima facie case against a ‘teacher ]

At the 39th annual convention of the American Association of Un1-
versity Professors in Chicago, on March 27, 1953, it opposed govern- -
mental investigations—such as congressmnal committee investiga-
tions—which seek to ferret out undercover Communist-teachers; at
the same time that it opposed ousting of a teacher on the ground of
conspiracy-membership alone. At the meeting Prof. Quincy Wright
outspokenly opposed congressional investigating committees. (New
York Times, March 28, 29, 1953, pp. 10 and 20, respectively). The
convention also went on record expressly and in detail, in favor of the
CATCH-THEM-IN-THE-ACT solution to the problemn—which is no solution
at all, as indicated in point 8 of the Ten Points. For the reason point 8
states, this alleged solution is so unrealistic as to be a sham; and the
very professors who offer it would be among the most vociferous in
opposing its application, if ever tried—for that very reason. The
convention made its position complete—completely unsound —by also
opposing the discharge of a teacher for refusal to answer a legislative
committee’s questions about his membership in the conspiracy, rest-
ing his refusal on the Fifth Amendment’s protection against self-in-
crimination. As usual, this whole position ignores the disloyalty-to-
country factor, among its other defects.

To those educators and others who say in effect: Leave it to the
faculties to ferret out undercover Communist teachers, a fair question
is this—What faculty, or faculty member, has ever acted effectively
in this regard without aid by public officials? To leave it to faculties
is, in reality, to leave the job undone—as the record for decades proves.
This is true primarily because faculties are powerless to do the job,
partly for the reasons stated below.

President Conant, of Harvard University, is one of the educators
who has teken & sound stand regarding the second stated question:

23
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That public officials, such as congressional committees, as well as
administrative officials of educational institutions, do have a proper
role in this connection. Testifying before the Senate Foreign Re-
lations Committee on February 3, 1953, he said (p. 80): “* * * g
university could not undertake, in my opinion, the kind of investi-
‘gation which would find . the really hidden Communists without
destroying the life of the university.” He conceded (pp. 87, 96) that
it is a proper function of Congress to make any such needed investi-
" gation, ’ ‘ ’
. Ounly a legislative committee (of Congress or a State legislature)
can have the needed special knowledge of the conspiracy’s operations
and techniques, the needed subpena power, the needed power to
punish for contempt or to expose perjury when the facts warrant, and
the needed funds and facilities to make a thorough investigation.
It is only with these essential tools that an effective job can be done.
No educational institution, much less faculty, can possess these tools,
can do the job. Note again Dr. Jansen’s testimony (pp. 654-5):
“x ok * g faculty wou{%d find it very difficult to get started. The
" Communists are clever in hiding their membership from anybody but
their own party members and the faculties don’t have the facilities for
investigation. I think there is a real danger that if a faculty started
to do_all the investigation that you would find the faculty divided
against itself, so that I doubt very much that a faculty can do the
job effectively.” _ ;
" Also note again Dr. Dodd’s testimony on this point, previously
quoted (at p. 533): .

“But the home folks do not have the equipment or the information
to uncover this conspiracy. This is material which is away down
under. Only a committee which has the subpena power, only a com-
_ mittee which has had experience with the Communist conspirdey, can
do it.”*

It is noteworthy that President Harry Gideonse, of Brooklyn
College, New York City, in testifying on March 11, 1953, before the
Senate Internal Security Committee, stated that the work of the
committee had helped his institution rid itself of several suspected
Communist teachers who had been questioned some years previously
but at that time denied membership in the conspiracy—leaving him

helpless to prove they were lying. * Yet he was able to force them out
" when they refused to answer questions about this membership asked

by the committee. He lauded the committee’s work (for example—
Hearings, pp. 557--8, 560).
In the current debate, the two stated questions must be answered
 compatibly with academic freedom-responsibility and national secur-
ity: the first, ““ Yes”; the second: Legislative committees should help
educational institutions do the needed job of identifying Communists
in teaching positions. (Regarding the first, see especially point 10
of the Ten Points.) . ' :




 SECTION IV

REPORT OF SECRETARY OF STATE HUGHES, 1924 ENTITLED.
“RECOGNITION OF RUSSIA,”” TO THE SENATE FOREIGN
RELATIONS COMMITTEE; PUBLISHED IN HEARINGS BE-
FORE A SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE ON FOR-
EIGN RELATIONS, UNITED STATES SENATE. 68TH CON-
GRESS, IST SESS., PART 2. ' :

(See references (A) 8, hundreds of pages of original documents and
other authoritative material; supporting points 1, 2, and 3 of the
Ten Points.) ‘ o : '
’ THE REPORT’S CONCLUSIONS

Pages 248-249: “From the above it will be seen that the question
of whether Communist programs conterplate the use of force and
“violence has been passed upon by every class of tribunal which could
pass upon it, namely, Federal and State courts, administrative
tribunals and legislative committees of both Federal and State
governments, and in every class the result has been in support of the
position . that force and violence are inseparable from. Communist
programs, In addition, the Secretaries of State of the United States,
under different administrations, have issued formal expressions on
_the subject of Soviet Russia and all of them are in line with the fore-
going decisions.” [Court.decisions previously discussed in the report.]

Page 304: “The above quotations are taken from the original
documents, and are cited as being illustrative of the complete control
exercised by the Third International over all factions of the Communist
© movement in the United States * * *?

Page 312 (see also p. 144): “In the preceding sections of this mem-
orandurn, it has been elearly shown that the Communist International
is an organization that advocates the overthrow of all so-called cap-
italistic governments by force and violence and the substitution of a
dictatorship of the proletariat which is to be retained until the moment
arrives when the Communist state will come into being. In order to
carry out this program, Communist parties were formed throughout the
different countries of the world and in the United States a section of
-the Communist International was established in 1919, which adopted
a revolutionary program, including as part of the tactics in carrying
out such a program the use of force and violence. From 1919 to date
the Communist International has directed in the United States the
work of the Communist Party which, in 1921, established what it
referred to as a legal political party; namely, the Workers’ Party of
America, but which, from documentary evidence already submitted,
is merely another name for the Communist Party of America and
. which advocates, as did the Communist Party of America, the over-
throw of the Government of the United States by force and violence.
It has also been shown that there is in existence an illegal apparatus
which directs the legal apparatus or the Workers’ Party of America
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and that the activities of the entire movement are directed and con-
trolled by the Third International at Moscow.” .

Page 530 (see also 157~158), concluding paragraph of report: “It
is believed that the evidence presented by the Department of State
at this hearing has conclusively established three facts: First, the
essential unity of the Bolshevik organization known as the Communist
Party, so-called Soviet Government, and the Communist Interna-
tional, all of which are controlled by a small group. of individuals,
technically known as the political bureau of the Russian Communist
Party. Second, the spiritual and organic connection between this
Moscow group and its agent in this country—the American Communist
Party and its legal counterpart, the Workers’ Party. Not only are
these organizations the creation .of Moscow, but the latter has also
‘elaborated their program and controlled and supervised their activities.
While there may have existed in the United States individuals, and
even groups, imbued with Marxist doctrines prior.to the advent of
the Communist International, the existence of a disciplined party
equipped with a program aiming at the overthrow of the institutions
of this country by force and violence is due to the intervention of the
Bolshevik organizations into the domestic political life of the United
States. - The essential fact is the existence of an organization in the
United States created by and completely subservient to a foreign
organization striving to overthrow the existing social and political
order of this country. Third, the subversive and pernicious activities
of the American Communist -Party and the Workers’ Party and their
subordinate and allied organs in the United States are activities re-~
sulting from and flowing out of the program elsborated for them by
the Moscow group.” . : L

(Aursor’s Nore: This report by Secretary Hughes, formerly
United States Supreme Court Justice and later Chief Justice, proved
“conclusively, as long ago as 1924, that the features of the conspiracy
covered by points 1, 2, and 3 of the Ten Points were then officially
proven and well and widely known in the United States; based largely
on evidence known since-1919-20.)

Secretary of State Lansing’s warnings, 1918-20, about the true nature
of the Kremlin-headed Boshevist conspiracy

(2) January 2, 1918, letter to President Wilson, “The Lansing
Papers,” 1914-20, volume 1I, pages 346, 348 (State Department
publication No. 1421): . _ :

Page 348: The Bolsheviks in Russia “have set up over a portion of
Russia a despotic oligarchy as menancing to liberty as any absolute
monarchy on earth, and this they maintain by force and not by the
will of the people, which they prevent from expression * * *. Lenin,
Trotsky, and their colleagues are so bitterly hostile to the present
social order in all countries that I am convinced nothing could be said
which would gain their favor or render them amenable to reason.”

(b) September 14, 1918, letter from Lansing to [Sisson] the General
Director of the foreign section of thé [Creel] Committee on Public
Information: . ; S C

. This letter was regarding the Sisson report: “The German-Bolshevik
Conspiracy;” published in War Information Series No. 20; Govern-
ment Printing Office, 1918: containing according to Lansing’s letter,
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“‘a scathmg arraignment of Lenin and Trotsky and the Bolshevik
leaders.” Lansing warned. its publication would infuriate the Bol-
sheviks.

(c) Report, “Bolshevist Movement in Russia,” Senate Document
172, Japuary 5, 1920, transmitted with October 27, 1919, letter
from Lansing to Senator Henry Cabot Lodge for information of
Senate Foreign Relations Committee: "

Page 7: “Character of the Bolshevist Rule’:

. 41, Dictatorship of the Proletariat’ [Bolsheviks’ purpose per state-
ment wirelessed by them from Petrograd (Moscow) on January
23, 1919, in a call for First Congress of New Revolutionary Inter-
natlonal Nater called the Third or Communist International):

. ‘The present is a period of destruction and crushing of the capitalist

system of the whole world. The aim of the proletariat must now be
immediately to conquer power. To conquer power means to destroy
the governmental apparatus of the bourgeoisie and to organize a new
proletarian governmental apparatus. This new apparatus must
express the dictatorship of the proletariat’, * * *7

Page 11: “4, Terror.”

Page 11: Discusses: ““* * * legahzed terror, an instrument in the
class war which is a fundamental principle of the Bolshev1st doc-
trine. * * * Recourse is also had to mass terror.”

Page 20: “Bolshevist Program of World Revolution”:

“1. Bolshev1sm International, Not National: It is of the essence
of the Bolshevist movement that it is international and not national
in character. * * * That the Bolsheviks are playing an international
* game and aim directly at the subversion of all governments is disclosed
by the avowed tactics of their foreign pohcy FOE E, .

Page 21: “2, Typical Proclamations: * * * This propaganda em-
phas1zes the development of the revolutionary movement all over the
world, * * *7 ]

" 43, Communist International’”’: Established in Moscow, March
1919 by the Bolsheviks, appeals ““to the toilers of the Whole world”’—
to revolt against their governments

Appendix contains ample documentation, copies of orlglnal
Bolshevik regimé papers. '

Secretary of State 00lby s letter August 10, 1920 (from Papers Relating
to the Foreign Relations of the Unated Smtes 1920, vol. 111, p. 466)

[To the Italian Ambassador, saying it’s impossible to recognize
Russia, due to certain facts]:

“These facts, which none dispute, have convinced the Government
of the United States,' against its will, that the existing regime in
Russia is based upon the negation of every principle of honor and good
faith, and every usage and convention, underlying the whole structure
of mternatlonal law; the negation, in short, of every principle upon
which it is possible to base harmonious and trustful relations, whether
of nations or of individuals. The responsible leaders of the regime
(p. 467) bave frequently and openly boasted that they are willing to
sign- agreements and undertakings with foreign powers while not
baving the slightest intention of observing such undertakings or
carrying out such agreements * * * [they have declared] * * * that
the very existence of Bolshevism in Russia, the maintenance. of their
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own rule, depends, and must continue to depend, upon the occurrence
of revolutions in all other civilized nations, including the United
States, which will overthrow and destroy their governments and set
up Bolshevik rule in their stead. They have made it quite plain that
they intend to use every means, including, of course, diplomatic
agencies, to promote such revolutionary movements in other countries
* * * the Bolshevist government is itself subject to the control of a
political faction, with extensive international ramifications through
the Third Internationale, and that this body, which is heavily sub-
sidized by the Bolshevist government from the public revenues of
Russia, has for its openly avowed aim the promotion of Bolshevist
revolutions throughout the world. The leaders of the Bolshéviki
have boasted that their promises of noninterference with other
nations would in no wise bind the agents of this body ¥ * * * (p. 468)
* * * We cannot recognize, hold official relations with, or give
friendly reception to the agents of a government which is determined
and bound to conspire against our institutions; whose diplomats will
be the agitators of dangerous revolt; whose spokesmen say that they
sign agreements with no intention of keeping them.” . :

In the same November 20 issue, the Daily Worker bad an editorial
subheaded thus: ‘“Revolutionary Way Out of Crisis”’—-and frankly
. discussed promoting revolution in the United States: “* * * In this
country, the Communist Party, section of the Communist Intern-
tional, basing itself on the principles of Lenin and Stalin, will more
_ determinedly than ever strive to win the American workers for the
revolutionary way out of the crisis, for the emulation of the Soviet
Union and its revolutionary victories * * *’ (Daily Worker, New -
~York, November 20, 1933, p. 6.) '

See also the editorial, Daily Worker, November 21, again stressing
that the Third International was not covered by the promise of the
Soviet Government (to refrain from promoting overthrow of the U. 8.
Government) in the then just signed recognition agreement; basing
this stand on the false premise of lack of control by the Soviet Govern-
ment over the Third International. (Daily Worker, New York,
November 21, 1933, p. 6:) The truth, of course, was and is that the
same Communist leaders in Moscow control both; and have since
1919 when the Third International was formed.

Note again that the Daily Worker is an official organ of the Kremlin-
headed Communist conspiracy.

17, AuTHOR’S NOTE; This boast—so repugnant to the United States Government in 1020—was exactly in
line with what the Russian Government said and did after recognition by the United Statesin 1933. Within
2 days after announcement of recognition by President Roosevelt and Soviet Ambassador Litvinoff, the
latter was asked at a press conference on November 19: “How does your agreement with President Roose-
velt on propaganda affect the Third International?”’ JHe answered: “The Third International is not

mentioned in this (the recognition) document. You must not read more into the document than was
intended.” (Daily Worker, New York, November 20, 1933, p. 6.)
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Secretary of State Hull’s note, August 25, 1985, to Soviet Russia, protest-
ing agawnst flagrant molatwns by the Seventh All-World Congress of
the Communist Internatwnal Moscow, 1935, of the 1938 United
States-Russia recognition agreement——aqamst subverswe activities n
thedfl]mted States, as reported in New York Times, Auguet 26, 1935,
and later. .

American Commumsts at the Moscow meeting had reported on sub-
versive activities in the United States by the Communist organiza-
tion and the resolutions of the Moscow Congress or dered revolutionary
activities to be pressed in all capitalist countries. (New York Times,
August 26, 1935, pp. 1, 6; August 30, 1935, p. 1).

The Hull note recites the 1933 letter-pledge of the Soviet Govern-
ment; states that the Communist International operates on territory
of that Government and so is known to that Government; that this
organization made clear its plans against the Unites States, regarding
its internal affairs, through policies and activities of the Communist
organization in ‘the United States—decided upon at the Moscow
meeting; to be ‘executed by American Communists present at the
meeting (and their Communist apparatus in the United States), as
was known to both Governments. Hull further stated:

“As I have pointed out to the People’s Commissar for Foreign
Affairs when discussing earlier violations of the undertaking “of
November 16, 1933, the American people resent most strongly inter-
ference by forelgn countries in their internal affairs. * * *

Soviet Government rejected United States protest; denied having
any control over, or responsibility for, activities of the Communist
International. (New York Times, Aucrust 28, 1935, pp. 1, 2.)

President Roosevelt took personal charge of handhng the dealings
with Soviet Russia; Hull called to the White House. (New York
Times, August 29, 1935 pp 1, 2.) (To like effect, see New York
Times, September 1, 1935, Pp. 1, 2.) :

Secretary Hull’s statement of August 831, 1935, replying fo Russia’s
answer to the Hull note of August 25 as reported in New York Times,
September 1, 1935, pp. 1, 2.

The recent note of this government to the Government of the Soviet
Union and the reply of that Government raises the issue whether that
Government * * * [in violation of the 1933 agreement] will permit
organizations or groups operating on its territorv to plan and direct
movements contemplating the overthrow of the political or social
order of the United States.

“For sixteen years this Government withheld recognition—as did
many other governments—mainly for the reason that the Soviet
Government had failed to respect the right of this nation to maintain
1ts own political and social order without interference by organizations
conducting in or from Soviet territory activities directed against our
institutions, * * *7

[In 1933 the United States policy changed on the basis of the pledge
mentioned above, Hull said, and then he continued]:

“The essence of this pledge was the obligation assumed by the Soviet
Government not to permit persons or groups on its territory to engage
in efforts or movements directed toward the overthrow of our institu-
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tions * * * [quotes the 1933 agreement] * * *. The language of
the above quoted paragraph irrefutably covers the activities of the
Communist International, which was then, and still is, the outstand-
ing world Communist organization with’ headquarters in Moscow
* % % [says Soviet Government, in its answer of August 27, in almost
so many words repudiates the 1933 pledge].
. _ “Not for a moment denying or questioning the fact of Commumst
International activities on Soviet territory involving interference in
the internal affairs of the United States, the Soviet Government
* * * [denies having promised to prevent- these activities] * * *
that there has been a clear-cut disregard and disavowal of the pledge
of the Soviet Government is obvious.”




SECTION V .

INTERNAL SECURITY ACT OF 1950, TITLE I—SUBVERSIVE
ACTIVITIES CONTROL ACT OF 1950 (U. S. CODE; TITLE
50, “WAR AND NATIONAL DEFENSE,” CH. 23, SEC. 781
ET SEQ., PP. 438 ET SEQ.) S

NECESSITY FOR LEGISLATION

“Sgc. 2. As a result of evidence adduced before various committees
of the Senate and House of Representatives, the Congress hereby
finds that—

“(1) There exists a world Communist movement which, in its
origins, its development, and its present practice, is a world-wide
revolutionary movement whose purpose it is, by treachery, deceit,
infiltration into other groups (governmental and otherwise), es-
pionage, sabotage, terrorism, and any other means deemed necessary,
to establish a Communist totalitarian dictatorship in the countries
throughout the world through the medium of a world-wide Commun-
ist organization. _

“(4) The direction and control of the world Communist movement
is vested in and exercised by the Communist dictatorship of a foreign
country. T }

“(5) The Communist dictatorship of such foreign country * * *
establishes * * * in various countries, action organizations which
are not free and independent organizations, but are sections of a
world-wide Communist organization snd are controlled, directed,
and subject to the discipline of the Communist dictatorship of such
foreign country.

“6) The Communist action -organizations so established and
utilized in various countries * * * endeavor to carry out the objec-
tives of the world Communist movement by bringing about the
overthrow of existing governments by any available means, including
force if necessary.* * * Although such organizations usually
designate themselves as political parties, they are in fact constituent
elements of the world-wide Communist movement and promote the
objectives of such movement by conspiratorial and coercive tactics,
instead of through the democratic processes * * *

“(7) * * * such Communist organizations in various countries
are organized on a secret, conspiratorial basis * * *, [operate partly
through “front’’ organizations] _

“(9) In the United States those individuals who knowingly and
willfully participate in the world Communist movement, when they
so participate, in effect repudiate their allegiance to the United States,
and in effect transfer their allegiance to the foreign country in which
is vested the direction and control of the world Communist move-
ment. * %k k18

18 AurnoR’s NoOTE: This supports point 3 of the Ten Points. The forelgn country referred to above is,
of course, Soviet Russia,
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“(12) The Communist network in the United States is inspired
and controlled in large part by foreign agents * * * [some disguised
as diplomatic officials, etec.] * * *

“(15) The Communist movement in the United States is an organ-
ization numbering thousands of adherents, rigidly -and ruthlessly
disciplined. Awaiting and seeking to advance a moment when the
United States may be so far extended by foreign engagements, so
far divided in counsel, or so far in industrial or financial straits, that
overthrow of the Government of the United States by force and
violence may seem possible of achievement, it seeks converts far and
wide by an extensive system of schooling and indoctrination. * * *
The Communist organization in the United States, pursuing its
stated objectives, the recent successes of Communist methods in
other countries, and the nature and control of the world Communist
movement itself, present a clear and present danger to the security
of the United States and to the existence of free American institu-
tions, and make it necessary that Congress, in order to provide for
the common defense, to preserve the sovereignty of the United
States as an independent nation, and to guarantee to each State a
republican form of government, enact appropriate legislation recog-
nizing the existence of such world-wide conspiracy and designed to
‘prevent it from accomplishing its purpose in the United States.”




SECTION VI

REFERENCES
A, REFERENCES FOR POINT 1

1. Dennis et al. v. United States ((1951) 341 U. S. 494); opinion
of the Court, page 498; concurrinig opinion of Justice Jackson, pages
563—4. The Supreme Court here affirmed the decision of the Circuit
Court of Appeals ((1950) 183 Fed. (2d) 201), which affirmed the
conviction of Communist conspiracy leaders in the celebrated 1949
trial in New York City before Judge Harold Medina. (See quotations
‘hereinbefore.) E -
© 2. Américan Communications Association, CIO v. Douds, Regional
- Director, National Labor Relations Board ((1950) 339 U. S. 382);
concurring opinion of Justice Jackson, pages 424, 427-428; 431-432.
‘(See quotations heréinbefore.) '

3. Subversive Activities - Control Act of 1950, being title I of
Internal Security Act of 1950; section 2, fact-findings; also see sup-
go;ting committee hearings and report. (Ses quotations herein-

efore.) - ;

4, “The Communist Party of the United States as an Agent of a
Foreign Power,” a 1947 report of the House Committee on Un-
American Activities, 80th Cong. 1st sess., House Rept. No. 209.

5. “The Strategy and Tactics of World Communism,” a 1948 report
of the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, especially pages 140-41
quoting Stalin’s instructions (to the American Commission of the
Presidium of the Executive Committee of the Communist Interna-
tional -in Moscow, May 6, 1929) to the effect that the Communist
organization in the United States must eliminate factionalism, and
defining its goals and mission including preparation for revolution
in the United States: “* * * forge real revolutionary cadres and a
real revolutionary leadership * * *.7

6. “Investigation of Communist Propaganda,” a 1931 report of the
House Special Committee to Investigate Communist Propaganda
(Fish, chairman), 71st Cong., 3d sess., House Rept. No. 2290; espe-
cially pages, 9-12 giving testimony of William Z. Foster, a longtime
leader of the Communist conspiracy; also pages 8-9, 65, 76~77.

7. Daily Worker, New York City, an official organ of the conspiracy,
April 2, 1936, stating the conditions of membership in the conspiracy
and the members’ pledge; quoted hercinbefore under the heading
“Daily Worker.” .

8. 1924 report of Secretary of State Hughes: “Recognition of
Russia”—hundreds of pages of documentation (original documents of
the conspiracy, in Iar%e part)—filed with the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee as part of hearings on this subject; especially the conclu~
sions stated at pages 304, 312, 530. (See quotations hereinbefore.)

9. Testimony of Louis F. Bundenz, former Communist leader and
“editor of the Daily Worker; in Hearings, House Committee on Un-
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American Aectivities: Investigation of Un-American Activities in the
United States, November 22, 1946; especially pp. 6-14.

10. “Toward Soviet Amerlca ” by William Z. Foster; published 1932
by Howard McCann Co., New York; especially page '258. Foster is
a longtime leader of the Communist conspiracy, as previously stated.

11. See also General References 1919-52 hereinafter.

B. REFERENCES FOR POINT 2

1. See (A) 1, above, opinion of the Court, pages 498, 510-511;
Justice Jackson’s opinion, pages 564—565.

2. See (A) 2, above, Justice Jackson’s opinion, pages 424-425,

3. See (A) 3 above, section 2 (15); and other references noted ,

4. “Report on the Communist Party of the United States as an
Advocate of Overthrow of Government by Force and Violence,” a
1948 report of the House Committee on Un-American  Activities.
80th Cong., 2nd sess., House Rept. No. 1920.

‘5. “Documentary Proof That the ‘Communist Party, U. S. A,,
Teaches and Advocates the Overthrow and Destruction of the United
‘States Government by Force and Violence,” a 1952 report of Director
of the FBI, J. Edgar Hoover, to the Senate Judiciary Committee’
(McCarran, chalrman) sent with a covering letter dated June 25, 1952,
82nd Cong., 2nd sess., Senate Committee print.

6. See (A) 5, above, Stalin’s mstruc’mons to the American Com-
‘munists.

7. See (A) 6, above, William Z, Fosters testlmony

8. See (A) 7 above Daily Worker references cited.

9. See (A) 8 above, Hughes report, references cited and also pages
248-249; 239- 240 quoting original (1919) “Manifesto and Program
of the Communist Party of America.”

10. See (A) 9, above, Budenz testimony, especially page 34.-

11. See (A) 10 above, Foster’s book: “Toward Soviet America;”’
especially page 212 et seq.: “The Conquest of Political Power”’; page
'220: “The Revolutionary Forces in the United States,” at page 228,
discusses infiltration of the United States Army and Navy, page 268:
“The United Soviet States of America.”

12. See also “General References, 1919-1952’" hereinafter.

C. REFERENCES FOR POINT 3 -

1. See (A) 2, above, Justice Jackson’s opinion, page 427,

2. See (A) 3 above, especially section 2 (9).

3. See (A) 4 above, especially page 9, ‘the . consplracy s pledge of
loy&lty to Sov1et Russia; used in 1935, and afterward.

. See (A) 6, above, espemally William Z. Foster’s testlmony quoted

at page 12.

5. See (A) 7, above, Daily Worker references cited.

6. See (A) 8, above, Hughes report; giving a wealth of documenta-
tion bearing out _the point.about the treasonous character of the

conspiracy.
D. REFERENCES FOR POINT 4

. 1. Bee (A) 1, above, the Court s opinion, page 498; Justice Jackson’s
opinion, pages 564 565

2 See (A) 2, above, Justice Jackson’s opinion, pages 424, 431-432.

“American Education and International Tensions,” a 1949 report

of the Educational Policies Commission of the Na,bional’Education
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Association, page 39, regarding the conspiracy’s strict discipline of
members and their surrender of intellectual integrity; hence members
should not be permitted to be teachers, says the report. (See quota-
tion hereinbefore.) ‘

4. See (A) 3, above, section 2 (15) regarding members of the con-
spiracy being “rigidly and ruthlessly disciplined.” i -

5. See (A) 7 above; also see (A) 6 above, espeeially page 77, quoting
the Communist pledge: ‘“to submit to the discipline of the party and
to engage actively in its work.” '

61. See (B) 4, above, especially pages 80-82: “Communist Dis-
cipline.” : :

7. New York (State) Sub-committee Relative to the Public Educa-
tional System of the City of New York (known as the Rapp-Coudert
Committee) Report, 1942, especially pages 157-159: ‘“The Task of the
Teacher-Communists;” and page 265: “The Classroom as a Vehicle
for Indoctrination;”’ and pages 70-71, 159-161, regarding discipline of
conspiracy members.

8. Resolutions of the Ninth Convention of the Communist Party
of the U. S. A., 1936, page 63, requiring that “* * * all Communists
must at all times take a position on every question that is in line with
the policies of the Party * * *.’

9. The Communist, official organ of the conspiracy, May 1937
issue, article, page 432, entitled ‘“The Schools and the People’s Front’’;
and September 1938 issue, srticle, page 805, entitled “The Communist
Party and the Professionals.” (See quotations hereinbefore.) This
organ’s articles are used as & means of issuing binding instructions to
all conspiracy members; per Dodd testimony—see 10 below, and per
Budenz testimeny—see (A) 9, page 20 of testimony. )

10. Testimony of Dr. Bella V. Dodd, March 10, 1953, before Senate
Internal Security Subcommittee, she being a former leading con-
spiracy official in New York City and a Communist teacher. Note
her testimony, as quoted hereinbefore; and that she broke finally with
the conspiracy in 1949. _

11. See (A) 8, above, the Hughes report, page 236, regarding “the
iron discipline maintained in every Communist Party,” etc.

12. “The Communist Party—A Manual of - Organization,” July
1935, by J. Peters, a top-rank membeér of the conspiracy, an under-
ground Moscow emissary in the United States to control the American
Communist leaders for some years (see Budenz testimony, p. 13—
(A) 9 above); published by the Workers Library Publishers, an official
agency of the conspiracy; Preface by Jack Stachel, a leading Commus-
nist, who states that the manual is valuable and partly based on
resolutions and decisions of the Comintern (Communist International)
adopted some 10 years earlier, printed in INPrRECOR; International
Press Correspondence, volume 6, No. 38. This manual is authorita-
tive in the extreme. It confirms (pp. 23, 104-105) the conditions of
membership and the member’s pledge (quoted hereinbefore under the
heading Daily Worker) and says further: “Our party application
carries this declaration: ‘The undersigned declares his adherence to
the program and statutes of the C. I. and the Communist Party of
the U. S. A. and. agrees to submit to the discipline of the Party and to
enga%e. actively in its work.” " It specifies the numerous schools for
members—continuous schooling (p. 109). In closing, the manual
states: ‘“Every Communist must become a leader of the workers.
Every €ommunist must know that the party * * * has the mission of
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organizing and leading the masses for the revolutionary overthrow of
capitalism, and for the establishment of the new world, a Soviet
America.” ’

13. See (A) 9, above, Budenz testimony, especially page 44.

14. “ ‘Left-Wing’ Communism—An Infantile Disorder,” 1920,
by V. I. Lenin; An Experimental Popular Talk on Marxian Strategy
and Tactics. Moscow, Oo-operative Publishing Society of Foreign
Workers in the U. S. 8. R., 1935. Regarding the duty of members,
it says (p. 51): “It is necessary to * * * agree to any and every
sacrifice, and even—if need be—to resort to all sorts of devices,
maneuvers, and illegal methods, to evasion and subterfuge * * * to
carry on Communist work * * * at all costs.” [Author’s comments:
Every teacher-member of the conspiracy, like all other members,
starts off by practicing this technique of deception when adopting a
false name at the behest of the conspiracy, to further its furtive work.]
Regarding illegal methods being used, see also pages 62, 96.

The foregoing quotation is from the official Communist pamphlet
(copy Library of Congress) which is, in wording, approximately the
same as the official English translation of Lenin’s Collected Works;
vol. X, p. 95, International Publishers, New York, as translated and
issued by The Marx-Engels-Lenin Institute, Moscow. A frequently
encountered —and & literal and accurate (per Library of Congress
suthority on the Russian language) —translation of this passage from
the Russian language edition of the Collected Works, 3d edition, 1920,
vol. 25, p. 198, reads that it is necessary to “*-* * use any ruse,
cunoning, unlawful method, evasion, and concealment of the truth
* * ¥ in promoting the Communist work.

E. REFERENCES FOR POINT 5

1. See (A) 1, above, Chief Justice Vinson’s opinion, pages 510-511;"
Justice Jackson’s opinion, pages 572-574.

2. See (A) 2, above, Justice Jackson’s opinion, pages 432-433. (See
quotations, from the above epinions, hereinbefore.)

F. REFERENCES FOR POINT 6

1. See references under (Dj, above, especially (D) 3, the NEA
report, .

2. See references under (C) above, especially (C) 1, Justice Jackson’s
opinion, pages 424-432,

3. In general, regarding rejection of a citizen’s duty, see references
under (A), (B), and (C), above. :

G. REFERENCES FOR POINT 8

Regarding this point 8, see the discussion hereinbefore under the
heading: “The current debate about Communists as teachers.”
References cited there are sufficient for present purposes.

H. REFERENCES FOR POINT 9

See (D) 3, abeve, the NEA report and recommendation (p. 39):
“Members of the Communist Party of the United States should not
lﬁefemp“loyed as teachers.””. (See quotations from the report herein-

efore. ) . '




GENERAL REFERENCES, 1919-52

Some material, additional to the foregoing references, supporting
points 1 and 2 of the Ten Points, especially; also showing that the true
nature of the conspiracy has been officially proven and widely known
since 1919:

1. Numerous congressmnal and State (legislature) hearings on this
subject of Bolshevism-Communism in the period 1919-52, mncluding
the ones mentioned below as samples and as indicating their frequent
occurrence and, therefore, unending official concern in this regard
periodically evidenced.

2. Various 1919-20 congressional hearings about Bolshevism, for
example:

(a) Senate Judiciary Subcommittee hearings, February 11, March
10, 1919, regarding Bolshevik propaganda, etc.; and report, Senate
Document No. 62, 65th Cong., 3rd sess. ; discussed at length by Senator
Overman, chalrman Congressmnal Record June 16, 1919, page 1132
at pages 1140—1147 This'report'disclosed the true nature of the
conspiracy.

(b) Senate Forelgn Relations. Committee hearings on Ludwrg
C. A. K. Martens, as the claimed representative in the United States
of Soviet Russia; April 14, 1920, 66th Cong., 2nd sess.; subject,
Russian Propavanda

3. 1920 Justice Department pubhcatlon by Attorney. General
Palmer, “Red Radicalism as Described by Its Own Leaders”; with
exhibits collected by him (the conspiracy’s documents).

4. November 15, 1919, letter from Attorney General Palmer, with
8 report in response to Senate Resolution 213, October 17, 1919,
requesting the information given in the report on the subject of Tradical
activities.

5. December 3, 1919, memorandum. from Secretary of State Lansing
to President Wilson, “Policy of the United States Toward the Soviet
Government’’; in Department of State Papers Relating to Foreign
Relations of the United States, 1920, volume III, pages 436-37,
describing the Soviet regime as “* * ¥ adventurous revolutlona,rles,
seeking to subvert democratie governments everywhere * * *.”

6. Report (memorandum) from Secretary of State Lansmg, quoted
hereinbefore, entitled ““Bolshevist Movement in Russia,” with letter
of transmittal; presented to the Senate by Senator Henry Cabot
Lodge as Senate Document 172, January 5, 1920, 66th. Cong., 2nd
sess., especially page 20: “Bolshevist Program of World Revolution.”
Report submitted for information of Senate Foreign Relations
Committee. :

7. August 10, 1920 letter from Secretary of State Colby to the
Ttalian Ambassador to the United States, explaining why it was.
impossible for the United States to recogmze Soviet Russia. (See
quotations hereinbefore.)

8. Lusk Committee Report—Revolutlonsn:y Radicalism. New

York (State) Legislature Joint Committee Investigating Seditious
Activities. 4 v., 1919, 4,450 pages.
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9. 1934 McCormack-Dickstein committee (House Special Com-
mittee en Un-American Activities) hearings.

10. 1938 Dies committee (House Committee on Un-American
Activities) hearings. o

11. 1947 Committee on Un-American Activities (House) hearings;
'legzma,s, chairman; especially testimony of Walter Steele, July 21,

1947. . v
12. 1949 Feinberg law (New York State) against subversives as
public officials, as teachers; and related hearings.
~13. 1948 State of Washington Joint Legislative Fact-Finding
* Committee on Un-American Activities (Canwell, chairman), reports
and hearings; some 1,000 pages in 2 reports; the second report of some
. 400 pages pertaining mainly to Communist activities at the University
of Washington.
© " 14. California Joint Fact-Finding Committee on Un-American Ac-
tivites in California, reports and hearings covering 10 years; also Cali-
fornia Senate Investigating Committee on Education, for several
years; various reports.

15. 1952 Hearings of the Subcommittee to Investigate the Admin-
istration of the Internal Security Act (Senate Committee on the
Judiciary); McCarran, chairman; 1953 Hearings, Jenner, chairman.

16. 1919-32 State Department rulings in general against recogni-
tion of Soviet Russia, with supporting material.

17. 1933 statements, some formal and lengthy and well documented,
Adrom various representative organizations, against recognition of

Russia by the United States Government; notably the November 10,

1933, report by the American Federation of Labor, William Green;
president, to the President of the United States. It included ample
and persuasive evidence of the conspiratorial, subversive, revolution-
ary character of the Communist conspiracy and its connection with
the Kremlin. It was published in 1935 and distributed publicly.

18. August 1935 note of protest of Secretary of State Hull to Soviet
Russia—personally approved by President Roosevelt (New York

‘Times, August 26)—warning against continued Communist subver-
sive activities in the United States in violation of the 1933 recognition
agreement. See also Hull’s subsequent statement of August 31, in
reply to Russia’s answer (New York Times, September 1, 1935, pp.
1, 2). See quotations hereinbefore.

~19. United States departmental rulings. in general on this subject,
and supporting material, such as: - . .

January 24, 1920, ruling of Secretary of Labor Wilson to the effect

that alien Communists are deportable under October 16, 1918, Act
by reason solely of membership in the Communist Party due to its
advocacy of overthrow of the United States Government by force and
violence. U. S. Congress, House Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization (Communist and Anarchist Deportation Cases).
Hearings, 66th Cong., 2d sess., April 21-24, 1920, pp. 1-3. Also,
- Wilson’s ruling in the same period regarding alien Englebert Preis’
membership in the “party,” which Wilson concluded, ‘“‘believes in,
teaches, and advocates the overthrow by force and violence of the
Government of the United States.” (Quoted in the Hughes report;
see (A) 8 hereinbefore pp. 241-243.) ‘

May 28, 1942, ruling of Attorney General Biddle, in the Harry
Bridges deportation proceedings, page 31, formally recognizing:
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1#That the Communist Party of the United States of America, from
.the time of its inception in 1919 to the present time, is an organization
‘that believes in, advises, advocates, and teaches the overthrow by
force and violence of the Government of the United States * * *.”

' (Aurmor’s Norr: This was during the war—May 1942. Soon
after the ruling by Attorney General Biddle, Mrs Franklin D. Roose-
velt wrote a letter, dated August 3, 1942, to a faction leader in the
then Communist-dominated American Labor Party (New York) in
which she stated, regarding the Communists in that party, that they
are ‘““* * ¥ controlled by Russia and Russia’s interests. * * * act
under the dictates and in the jmterest of another nation.” {(New
York Times, August 6, 1942, pp. 1, 15).)

November 22, 1950, petition by Attorney General McGrath to the
Subwersive Activitiés Control Beard regarding the “Communist Party
of the United States of Ameriea,” alleging that it is foreign controlled

“and a subversive organization; also see the hearings by this Board
‘commencing April 1951—final decision pending at this writing.*®

© 20. Testimony of J. Edgar Hoover, Director, FBI, before various
committees of Congress over the years; for instance, before the Sen-
ate Subcommittee on Appropriations, February 3 and 7, 1950; and
before the House Committee on Un-American Activities, March 28,
1947 and before the House Appropriations Subcommittee, Febriuary
25, 1953. '

21. Pertinent court decisions, Federal and State, 1919-52, provid-
ing judicial support for points 1 and 2 of the Ten Points stated at the
beginning of this discussion. These include the decisions discussed .in
the Hughes report—see {A) S8—previously quoted with reference to
these decisions, in part. Note again pages 10-13 herein before.

22, 1924 repert of the United Mine Workers of America, John L.
Lewis, president, entitled “Attempt by Communists to Seize the
American Labor Movement.” This report was based on a series of
widely published newspaper articles issued by the UMW in the period
* preceding January 3, 1924, when the report ‘was introduced into the
United States Seriate records as a public document—68th Cong., 1st
sess., Senate Doc. 14—by Senator Henry Cabot Lodge. The report
presented considerable authoritative material, some documents being
original Communist conspiracy items, proving the conspiratorial,
revolutionary, subversive character of the conspiracy as well as its
Moscow financing and domination. The report also proved the con-
spiracy’s attempt to seize control of unions as.part of its broader sub-
versive program, and the ruthless and illegal tactics employed by it.
Note that, at page 37, the report forewarned with aecuracy of the
evils to flow from recognition by the United States of Soviet Russia.

¥ See p. 45, hereinafter, regarding the Board’s April 20, 1953, report.




- AUTHOR’S CONCLUDING NOTE

This UMW report in early 1924, taken together with the 1924 report
of Secretary of State Hughes to the Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee previously quoted—see (A) 8—left nothing much new to be
discovered later, or proved officially, about the conspiracy’s tenets,
aims, and methods; certainly nothing new in relation to the substance
of points 1, 2, and 3 of the Ten Points here under discussion. Prac-
tically everything of majer comsequence about the conspiracy, of
interest for present purposes, was thus generally known, officially
proven (per the Hughes report), and widely publicized, by 1924; and
ever since then wide publicity has periodically been given the subject.
The American people as a whole, and teachers in particular, can
therefore properly be charged with knowledge of the essential facts
as of every year since 1924, if not earlier. . ¥rom the standpoint of
loyalty to country and national security, surely no citizen can justly
claim ignorance—sins of omission being in this regard as offensive and
inexcusable as sins of commission. It has been proved conclusively,
moreover, by the material presented and cited in the preceding pages,
that there are no “innocents’” in the conspiracy—certainly not with
respect to points 1, 2, and -3 of the Ten Points—that there can be no
“innocents” because of the extraordinary measures taken by the con-
spiracy to guard against this very thing, as previously discussed.

The author wishes to call the attention of readers to the fact that
his within commendation of the stand of certain organizations and
individuals—with respect to the specific particulars discussed, con-
cerning their opposition to the Communist conspiracy—applies solely
to these particulars and is not to be construed as having any broader
connotation. '
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SUPPLEMENT
. Association of American Universities” statement

“THE RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES OF UNIVERSITIES AND
THEIR FACULTIES”

(Issued March 30, 1953, per New York Times, March 31, pp. 12-13)

Approved and issued by the association on behalf of some thirty
members—all presidents of universities—the report was drafted by a
committee of five, mcluding Dr. A. Whitney Griswold, president of
Yale University, chairman; Dr. Arthur H. Compton, chancellor of
Washington University; Dr. Franklin D. Murphy, chancellor of the
University of Kansas; Dr. John E. W, Sterling, president of Stanford
"University; and Dr. Henry W. Wriston, president of Brown University.
"Those consulted in its preparation included the association’s president,
vice president and secretary: Dr. H. W. Dodds (president of Princeton
University), Dr. J. L. Morrill (president of the University of Minné-
sota) and Dr. C. E. de Kiewiet {president of the University of
Rochester), respectively. '
© After discussing “I. Role of the University in American Life,”
and “IL The Nature of a University,” the report continued as follows:

ST Tae OsucatroNs anDp ResponsiBiiaries oF UNIVERSITY
~ Facurries T e

. “We must recognize the fact that honest men hold differing opinions.
“This fundamental truth underlies the assertion:and definition of in-
dividual rights and freedom in our Bill of Rights. How does it apply
to universities? In the eyes of the law, the university scholar has mo

- more and no less freedom than his fellow citizens outside o university.
Nonetheless, because of the vital importance of the university to
civilization, membership in ifs sceciety of scholars enhanees the pres-
tige of persons admitted to its fellowship after probation and upon the
basis of achievement in research and teaching. The university sup-
plies a distinetive forum and, in so doing, strengthens the scholar’s
voice. When his opinions challenge existing orthodox points of view,
his freedom may be more in need of defense than thet of men in other
professions. The guarantee of temure to professors of mature and
proven scholarship is ome such defense. As in the case of judges,
tenure protects the scholar against undue economic or political pres-
sures and ensures the continuity of the scholarly process.

“There is a line at which “freedom’ or ‘privilege’ begins to be qualified
by legal “duty’ and ‘obligation.” The determination of the line is the
funetion of the legislature and the courts. The ultimate interpretation
and application of the First and Fourteenth Amendments are the
function of the United States Supreme Court; but every public official
is bound by his oath of office to respect and preserve the liberties
guaranteed therein. These are not o be determined arbitrarily or by -
public outery. The line thus drawn can be changed by legislative and
judicial action; it has varied in the past because of prevailing anxieties

as well as by reason of ‘clear and present’ danger. Its location is sub-
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ject to, and should receive, criticism, both popular and judicial.
However much the location of the line may be criticized, it cannot be
disregarded with impunity. Any member of a university who crosses
the duly established line is not excused by the fact that he believes
the line ill-drawn. When the speech, writing, or other actions of a
member of a faculty exceed lawful limits, he 1s subject to the same
penalties as other persons, In addition, he may lose his university
status.
“NO ENDORSEMENT OF VIEWS

_ ‘“Historically the word ‘university’ is a guarantee of standards.
It iraplies endorsement not of its mermbers’ views but of their capa-
bility and integrity. Every scholar has an obligation to maintain
this reputation. By ill-advised, though not illegal, public acts or
utterances he may do serious harm to his profession, his university,
-to education and to the general welfare. He bears a heavy respon-
sibility to weigh the soundness of his opinions and the manner in which
“they are expressed. His effectiveness, both as scholar and teacher,
is not reduced but enhanced if he has the humility and the wisdom
to recognize the fallibility of his own judgment. - He should remember
that he is as much a layman as anyone else in all fields except those
in which he has special competence. Others, both within and without
the university, are as free to criticize his opinions as he is free to express
_them; ‘academic freedom’ does not include freedom from criticism.

“As in all acts of association, the professor accepts conventions
-which become morally binding. Above all, he owes his colleagues
in the university complete candor and perfect integrity, precluding
any kind of clandestine or conspiratorial activities. He owes equal
candor to the public. If heis called upon to answer for his convictions,
it is his duty as a citizen to speak out. It is even more definitely
his duty as a professor. Refusal to do so, on whatever legal grounds,
_cannot fail to reflect upon a profession that claims for itself the fullest
. freedom to speak and the maximum protection of thatfreedom available
in our society. In this respect, invocation of the Fifth Amendment
places upon a professor a heavy burden of proof of his fitness to hold
.a teaching position and lays upon his university an obligation to
re-examine his qualifications for membership in its society.

“In all universities faculties exercise wide authority in internal
affairs. The greater their autonomy, the greater their share of respon-
sibility to the public. They must maintain the highest standards

.and exercise the utmost wisdom in appointments and .promotions.
They must accept their share of responsibility for the discipline of
those who fall shert in the discharge of their academic trust.

“The universities owe their existence to legislative acts and public
charters. A State university exists by constitutional and legislative
acts, an endowed university enjoys its independence by franchise from
the State and by custom. The State university is supported by public
funds. The endowed university is benefited by taX exemptions.
Such benefits are conferred upon the universities not as favors, but in
furtherance of the public interest. They carry with them public
obligation of direct concern to the faculties of the universities as well
as to the governing boards, R

“Legislative bodies from time to time may scrutinize these benefits
and privileges. It is clearly the duty of umiversities and their mem-
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‘bers to cooperate in official inquiries directed to those ends. When
‘the powers of legislative: inquiry are abused, the remedy does not lie
in non-cooperation or defiance; it is to be sought through the normal
channels of informed publie opinion. :

“TV. TuE PRESENT DANGER

“We have set forth the nature and function of the university.
We have outlined its rights and respensibilities and those of its
faculties. What are the implications for current anxiety over Russian
Communism and the subversive activities connected with it?

“We condemn Russian Communism as we condemn every form of
totalitarianism. We share the profound concern of the American
people at the existence of an international eonspiracy whose geal is
the destruction of our cherished institutions. The police state would
be the death of our universities, as of our Government. Three of
its principles in particular are abhorrent to us: the fomenting of world-
wide revolution as a step to seizing power; the use of falsehood and
deceit as normal means of persuasion; thought control—the dictation
of doctrines which must be aceepted and taught by all party members.
Under these principles, no scholar ceuld adequately disseminate
knowledge or pursue investigations in the effort to make further
progress toward truth. ‘ &

“Appointment to a university position and retention after appoint-
ment require not only professienal competence but involve the affirma-
tive obligation of bemg diligent and loyal in citizenship. Abaove all, a
scholar must have integrity and independence. This renders impos-
sible adherence to such a regime as that of Russia and its satelhites.
No person who accepts or advocates such principles and methods has
any place in a university. Since present membership in the Com-
munist Party requires the acceptance of these principles and methods,
‘such membership extinguishes the right teo a umniversity position.
Moreover, if an instructor follows communistic practice by becoming
8 propagandist for one opinion, adopting a ‘party line,” silencing eriti-
‘¢ism or impairing freedom of thought and expression in his classroom,
he forfeits not only all university support but his right to membership
in the university. : ' :
© “‘Academic freedom’ is not a shield for those who break the law.
Universities must ecooperate fully with law-enfercement officers whose
duty requires them to prosecute those charged with offenses. Under
a well-established American principle, their innocence is to be assumed
until they have been convieted, under due process, in a eourt of proper
jurisdiction.

“Unless a faculty member violates a law, however, his discipline or
discharge is a university responsibility and should not be assumed by
political authority. Diseipline on the basis of irrespensible accusa-
tions or suspicion cg&n never be condoned. It is as damaging to the
public welfare as it is to academic integrity. 'The university is com-
petent to establish a tribunal to determine the facts and fairly judge
the nature and degree of any trespass upon academic integrity, as well
as to determine the penalty such trespass merits. oo

As the professor is entitled to no special privileges in law, so also
be should be subject to no special discrimination. Universities are
‘bound to deprecate special loyalty tests which are applied to their




44  PERMIT COMMUNIST-CONSPIRATORS TO BE TEACHERS?

faculties but to which- others are not subjected.. Such discrimina-
tion does harm to the individual and even.greater harm to his uni-
versity and the whole cause of education by destroying faith in the
ideals of university scholarship.

V. CoONCLUSION

“Finally, we assert that freedom of thought and speech is vital to the
maintenance of the American system and is essential to the general
welfare. Condemnation of Communism and its protagonists is not to
be interpreted as readiness to curb social, political, or economic
investigation and research. To insist upon complebe conformity to
current beliefs and practices would de infinite harm to the principle
of freedem, which is the greatest, the central, American doctrine.
Fidelity to that principle has made it possible for the universities of
America to confer great benefits upon our society and our country.
Adherence to that principle is the only guarantee that the nation may
continue to enjoy those benefits.”

Other members of the assocmmon, all of whom have approved the
report, are:

Lee A. DuBridge, president, California Institute of Technology;

The Rev. Patrick J. McCormick, rector, Catholic Umversxty of
America;

Howard B. Jefferson, president, Clark University;

Grayson Kirk, pres1dent Columbia University;

Deane W. Malott president, Cornell University;

A. Hollis Edens, pres1dent Duke University;

Paul H. Bush, chairman of the administrative committee, Harvard
University;

Herman B. Wells, president, Indiana University;

. D. W. Bronk, presxdent Johns Hopkins University;

F. Cyril James principal, McGill University;

J' R. Killian, Jr president, Massachusetts Institute of Technology,

J. Roscoe Mﬂlel‘ president, Northwestern Umvers1ty,

Howard L. Bev1s, president, Ohio State University; -

Virgil M. Hancher, president, State University of lowa;

Robert G. Sproul, president, University of California;

Lawrence A. Kimpton, chancellor, University of Chlcago

George D. Stoddard, president, University of Illinois; .

Harlan H. Hatcher, pres1dent University of Michigan;

F. A. Middlebush, pre51dent University of Missour:;

R. G. Gustavson, chancellor University of N ebraska,

Henry T. Heald, chancellor "New York University;

Gordon Gray, pres1dent Umver51ty of North Carolina;

William H. DuBarry, acting president, University of Pennsylvama;

James P. Hart, chancellor, University of Texas;

Sidney E. Smlth pres1dent University of Toronto;

Bennett Harvie Branscomb chancellor, Vanderbilt University;

Colgate W. Darden, Jr., premdent Umver51ty of Virginia;

Edwin B. Fred, presxdent University of Wisconsin;

Henry B. Schmltz, president, University of Washington.
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REPORT OE"SUBVE‘RS‘IVE ACTIVITIES’ CONTROL BOARD, APRIL 20,
1953: (83D CONG., IST SESS., SENATE DOC. 41)

This report. was based on & record compiled in hearings extending
from April 23, 1951 to July 1, 1952, in the matter of Herbert Brownell,
Jr., Attorney General of the United States, Petitioner v. The Communist
Party of the United States of America, Respondent.. [initiated by Atter-
ney General McGrath.] . \

The report concluded with the finding that: “* * * the Communist
Party of the United States is a Communist-aetion organization and
required to register as such with the Attorney General of the United
States under section 7 of the act?” [referring to the Subversive Activities
Control Act of 1950]. (P. 132.)

The report, comprising some 138 pages of detailed summary of
evidence and subsidiary conclusions based thereon, closed with this
“conclusion’ in part:. '

“The evidence in this proceeding discloses the histery and aetivities
of the Communist Party of the Unifed States (Respondent herein)
over the period of its entire existenes.” From ifs inception in 1919, #
has been a subsidiary and puppet of the Soviet Union. '

“Since the late 1930’s, when it was faced with adwverse legislation,
Respondent has become inereasingly diligent and resourceful in its
efforts to appear as a domestic political party while continuing its sub-
servience to the Soviet Union. Many of its practices were contrived
to conceal its revolutionary objectives, * * * n '

“It iz so innate in Respondent’s nature that it seek and accept
Soviet: Union directiom and control that, in actuality, it deoes not
function as the purely: domestic political party whose role it would,
de jure, assume. Rather, nurtured by the Soviet Union, it labors
unstintingly to advance the world Communist movement.

“With consummate patience, the Party strives for the establishment
of a dictatorship of the proletariat in the United States; a goal which
would rob the American people of the freedoms they have forged.
While using the cloak of tﬁe United States Constitution, it struggles
unremittingly te synthesize from the complexities of our time a con-
dition in this eountry which would enable it to shackle our institutions
%nq. preside over a Soviet America, under the hegemony of the Soviet
Union.

“Upon the overwhelming weight of the evidencein this proceeding,
we find that Respondent 1s substantially directed, dominated, and
controlled by the Soviet Union, which eontrels the world Communist
movement referred to in Section 2 of the Act; and that the Respondent
operates primarily to advance the objeetives of such world Com-
munist movement. '

“Accordingly, we find that the Communist Party of the United
States is a Communist-action organization and required to register
as such with the Attorney General of the United States under section
7 of the Act * * ** . '

THE LUMPKIN TESTIMONY

The shoeking testimony of Grace Lumpkin on April 2, 1953, before
.the Senate Permanent Investigations Subcommittee (Senator
McCarthy, chairman), merits special mention because it shows the
depth of degradation to which the Communist conspiracy can bring
its members. - )
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This woman of 60, of sound American family background—a sister
of former United States Senator Alva Lumpkin, of South Carolina—
admitted that in the 1930’s, while she was an active supporter of the
Communist conspiracy and subject to its discipline, she acquiesced
in the murder by the conspiracy’s agent of one of its prominent mem-
bers, Juliet Poyntz, in 1937. 'This murder was perpetrated as part
of the iron discipline of the conspiracy—to punish Juliet Poyntz for
trying to break with the conspiracy after years of active work with it
in the New York City schools. '

When the conspiracy’s leaders decided that the murder should be
carried out, Miss Lumpkin gave silent assent because—she testified—
she was under the conspiracy’s rigid discipline. Shortly after this
decision was reached, she said, & member of the Soviet Union’s secret
police arrived in New York; and Juliet Poyntz disappeared suddenly
and inexplicably—a fact which caused a furor at the time, as press
accounts make clear. (See report of Lumpkin testimony and addi-
tional statement in Washington Times-Herald, April 3, 1953, p. 3.)

Miss Lumpkin made these further observations, in her testimony,
which are of special interest and value—speaking as one who broke
with the conspiracy in 1941 and has been working ever since to rid
herself of the conspiracy’s corrupting influence—working during these
years as a worker in the Episcopal (%hurch:

“I want to say why it is good for me to be here. I felt when I went
back to the church in 1941 that it was the end of this whole thing,
But it took me years to get rid of the corrupting influence that teaches
that lies do not matter and that you have to give your consent te
murder. I believe that a committee like this is imperative because the
_country needs to have this thing cleared up here and abroad.”

REBECCA WEST ARTICLE: “McCARTHYISM”

This famous English writer’s articles in an Knglish newspaper,
republished in U, S, News & World Report, May 22, 1953, p. 79,
‘exposed brilliantly the fallacies and falsities—the unsoundness—
involved in the use of this term “McCarthyism” as an attack on those
‘who expose Communists and their conspiracy’s evil operations. Of
special interest for present purposes is her discussion of how the
American woman, Elizabeth Bentley—confessed and reformed Com-
munist and author of “Out of Bondage” revealing her experiences as
a Communist—was involved in the conspiracy’s murder operations,
mainly due to her love for the Communist leader, Golos. This sup-
plements strikingly the Lumpkin testimony on this subject of involve-
ment in the conspiracy’s murders—how low it brings members. The
lengthy West article said in part:

“* * * But Elizabeth Bentley’s book, ‘Out of Bondage,” shows
that this highly respectable woman was brought into contact with
repulsive crimes simply by her membership of the American Com-
munist Party. "I'hrough the Soviet secret police man who was her
Mr. Right, she was involved with the two Mexicans who murdered
Robert Sheldon Hart, & young American who had gone to Mexico
City as a volunteer to serve as one of Trotsky’s bodyguards. * * *
[regarding Trotsky’s attempted murder] * * * it seemed to the ortho-
dox Stalinists after that attempt that he knew too much, and he was
decoyed to a lonely cottage and shot while he lay sleeping.
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“Later the pitiless Mr. Right helped to arrange the attempt to
murder Trotsky which was successful. This time a trusted woman
member of the American Communist underground set herself to win
the friendship of a Brooklyn girl, a social worker and Trotskyite:
She accompanied her to Paris, where she introduced her to a young
man who was not only a professional revelutionary but the son of a
professional revolutionary. There was nothing idealistic or spon-
taneous about his war with society; it was the way his family earned
its living. Deceiving the Brooklyn girl about his origin and his
political sympathies, he pretended to fall in love with her. Later
he traveled to Mexico, where through her influence he gained admit-
tance to Trotsky’s home. When he had won Trotsky’s confidence
he presented him with an essay he had written, and asked him for
his opinion on it. As the old man bent over the paper he smashed
in his brain-pan with an ice ax.

“It is not a matter for complacence that many educated people
should blame a woman [Elizabeth Bentley] for going to the police.
when she found herself involved in such squalor and helping them to-
tale steps to prevent others from suffering a like degradation.

“Nor is it a matter for complacency that many educated people
should be unperturbed by such nauseating events when they are
revealed by the investigating committees, but are moved to protest
by relatively unimportant flaws in investigatory manners, * * *

“Part of the time [of the investigating congressional committee]
was given to the story of the Brooklyn girl, the rest to the story of an
unsuccessful attempt to organize the escape of Trotsky’s murderer
from his Mexican prison, said to have been planned by nine residents
in New York, all of whom refused to co-operate with the committee
in their evidence. Some of these nine persons were highly educated.
Five were or had been employed by the New York Board of Education,
four as teachers and one as a school clerk. * * *7
+ Unpspeakable is the only word to describe the degradation to which
the éonspiracy brings its members, including women members, includ=
ing teachers: involvement in betrayal of country, betrayal of the

“teaching profession, betrayal of civilization itself through complicity
“in murder and other great sins of omission or commission. -

@)




s : - ! '
LI B ATH O & 0 edh
| TR )
e MAILED,

Jul 261958
NAME CHECK
: {. § .
' " Hook » July 25, 1955
SIDNEY HOOK A
Borni December 20, 1902 , :i

New York, .Hew York

' Dr, Hook was the subject of e mcurity-tm
investigation sonducted by this Buresau during 19, Attached
hereto is one copy each of two repcrhs reflacting the results
of that inuutigttiam ,

In sddition to the date set out Iin attsched
reports, our files show the following 1nromntion ooncern=

ing Dm Hao&::

An article in the "Nev York Journal Americen,”
dated March 24, 1949, reported that Dr. Hook was the head
of an anti-Communist orgenization, &mr.{cm for Intellectual

FPreedonm.

| A news item in "The Times Record," of Troy, New
York, for April 15, 1950, reported a speesch ginn by Dr. Hook

. in which he stated thet Commnists should not be allowed to ;
tuch in the schools of the United States.

on September 25, 1953, Louis P. Budenx, & tcmr(
Communist Party functionary, advissd that in 1933 or 1934,
he had besn told by Sidney Hook that he, Hook, had induced
another individual to join the Communist Party. Ir. Hook
was interviewsd by Apents of thiz Bureau on December 22,
1953, At that time Jr. Hook stated that he had nevsr beson
& mauber of the Communlist Party and that he did not know the
individual mentioned by Budenz to be a Comnunist Party member.

- In June, 1954, e source of unknown reliability,
~ who was acquainted with Carrie Hook Carroil, first wife of
Dr, Hook, sdviged that lirs, Carroll had told him that she =
wmarried Dr. Hook under the impressicn that he was a Cwmununias.
Bowever, after the murringo she discovered him to be a
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May 25, 1956
Born: Decembsr 20, 1902 Ta
Wow York, New York Nay, JREC
£ CHECK

mw ngok was the subject of a security~typo
investigation comduoted b{ this Bureamn during 1944.
Reports of that imwestigation were furnished to your
agency on November 2, 1950.

In addition to the data set out in those
£y reports, owr fliles show the following information concern-
: ing Dr. Hooks

An article in the "Bew York Journal American,"”
dated Mareh 2i, 1949, reported that Dr. Mook was the head
of a:;mwue organization, Amsriocans for Intellectual
Pm L ]

A news item in "The Times Reocoxrd,"™ of Troy, Now
York, for April 15, 1950, reported s speech given by
Dr. Hook im whieh he stated that commmists should not be
allowed to teash in the schools of the United States.

On September 25, 1953, Louls F. Budenz, a former
Communist ky fumetionary, advised that in 1933 or 1934,
he bad bsen $8ld by 3idney Hook that he, Heok, had induced
another individuel to join the Communist Party.’ Dr. Hook
was interviewed by Agents of this Burean on Deoember 22,
1953, At that time Dr, Hook statod that he had never been
a member of the Communist Party and that he did not know
mﬂ:bor individual mentionsd by Budenxz to be a Communist Party

In June, 1954, a confidontiel sourcs, an
individual who was asqueinted with Carrie Nook Carroll,
first wife of Dr. Book, sdvised that Mrs, Carroll had tild
hin that she married Dr. Hook under the impression that he
was & communist. However, after the mmrriage she dtuonmd

Tolson him to be & Trotskyite and divorsed 5
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. To set forth sal1ent 1mpress1ons and observatlons conce
captloned book » v

THE AU THOR

, Dr Sidney Hook is'a Professor of Ph1losophy at New York
University. He is also Chairman of the Graduate Department of Philosophy at_
" that University, and an organizer of the Conference on Methods' in: Philosophy
and 8cience; and of the Congress for. Cultural Freedom.-  Author of many books
on phllosophy and education, he is a frequent contrlbutor to the New York Times
Magazine, Partisan Rev1ew, Commentary, and New Leader. In 1945 he was

. awarded the Butler Sllver Medal by Columb1a Umvers1ty for d1st1nct10n m r
phllosophy . A

THE BOOK:-

"Common Sense and the Flfth Amendment" 1s, 1n effect Dr Hook'

il reflective cr1t1c1sm and commentary on a previous work on this subject written by
Dean Erwin N.. Grlswold of ‘the Harvard Law School, in 1955 which was titled
{ "The Fifth Amendment Today * In this latter work,. Dean GI‘lSWOld held that the

\ pr1v11ege against self -incrimination is *one of the great landmarks in man's struggle
to make himself C1v111zed" that this prlvﬂegexhas been "'a protectlon for freedom
-of thought A and that recourse to it is'by no means the equlvalent of admlssmn of

s v 84

. | Dr Hook however, arguess that (018 log1cal psychologlcal ethical,
and other grounds, use ‘of the privilege establishes a fair but not necessarily
determining presumptlon of guilt on the part of the man who uses it. He does not,
however, insist that all who take refuge in the F1fth Am ngl s\;ﬁelf.-ﬁcgnvmted
nor would he abolish. the prlévﬂege - M J = T”f’ ; e aa ~
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‘M. A. Jones to Nichols Memo -

The author, in five chapters, develops the thesis that common
sense and logic suggest guilt on the part of witnesses who resort to the Fifth
Amendment. He also recognizes other aspects of the situation, however, warning
that we must guard ""both against the view that no reasonable judgment of
presumptive guilt or unfitness can be made in cases where the privilege is
invoked, and against the view that such judgments justify automatic action."

REFERENCES TO THE FBI

Dr. Hook makes just three references to the FBI. These all have a
favorable connotation, and appear as follows:

(P. 80) In discussing the non-existence of Constitutional or moral
j rights of any individual to any specific employment, Dr. Hook writes that this also
includes communists, and that "Only political lunatics would say that members of
the Communist Party as such should have the same right to work in atomic energy
#iresearch plants, in the F. B.1., or C.I.A. as members of other political parties
as such."

(P. 138) "There are some individuals subpoenaed by Congressional
committees who say that they will answer truthfully all questions about their
involvement in the Communist Party or Communist front organizations provided
they are not asked to give the name of others either privately or even to the FBIj;
otherwise they threaten to invoke: the privilege in reply to all questions of this kind.
They are always refused by the investigating committees; whereupon they usually
take the privilege...."

(P. 140) In discussing some criticisms of Congressional investi-
gating committees investigating communism, Dr. Hook writes "Their blunderbuss
efforts have been contrasted with the quiet and efficient work of the F. B. I.
It has been asserted that they have really usurped what are or should be the legitimate
functions of the F.B.I.. The record shows, however, that the Director of the
F.B.1. has paid the highest tribute to these committees and their contributions.
This testimony may not be altogether persuasive; but it cannot be ignored, particularly
by those who regard the F. B.I. as the watchdog against conspiracy."

RECOMMENDATION:

None. There is attached a chapter by chapter analysis of the book.

s
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Chapter I: "Logic and the Fifth Amendment"

Dr. Hook devotes considerable effort in developing the idea that
a full understanding of the meaning and scope of the provision in the Fifth
Amendment against self-incrimination requires adequate reference to the various
decisions of the U.S. Supreme Court and its interpretations of the wording of the
original provision. Hook points out that the Supreme Court, for example, has
interpreted the original phrase "....in any criminal case...” as applying in
non-criminal court proceedings as well. Although clearly stating the phrase
"...to be a witness against himself...", the provision, according to Hook, has
been interpreted by the courts to permit the refusal of a witness to answer any
question, the truthful answer to which might furnish "a link in the chain of evidence'"
required for prosecution under some criminal statute. The courts likewise have
held that no witness .is required to state the ground on which he believes his
answer to a question might be self -incriminating, since he could not state the
ground without running the risk of incriminating himself. The courts have further
ruled, says Hook, that the privilege of the witness also extends to questions in
which by common agreement his answer could not possibly incriminate him, --
provided those questions are in a field or about a subject which could give rise to
questions, answers to which would be self-incriminating. Thus, Hook points out,
the comprehensiveness of the self-incriminatory clause of the Fifth Amendment
depends, in the final analysis, upon how justices of the Supreme Court interpret
it in the future. :

Holding that the wisdom and justice of the privilege against self-
incrimination are far less evident than most of the rights and privileges of the
Bill of Rights, Dr. Hook points out that this privilege is singularly not found in
Roman law, canon law, in Magna Charta, the English Bill of Rights or the Petition
of Right, the Declaration of Independence, .or the French Declaration of the Rights
of Man, and asserts that there is actually an obvious need for a defense of the
privilege against self-incrimination. Even Dean Griswold, he writes, recognizes
that there is something curiously unsatisfactory in the character of the justifications
previously offered in behalf of this privilege, which Griswold regards as 'a symbol
of our moral striving, "

In this chapter Dr. Hook also refers to a pertinent conclusion of be
| | based on common sense, that there is a general psychological b7¢
connection between innocence and .truthfulness, and between guilt and delinquency,
in giving honest and candid answers to relevant questions. An innocent man
normally protests his innocence. He normally does not refuse to answer on the
ground that a truthful answer would tend to incriminate him, but on some other
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ground. That, writes Hook, is why the invocation of the privilege always gives
rise to some legitimate presumption, weak or strong, depending upon the attendant
circumstances and evidence, but nonetheless a presumption of guilt, with respect
either to the specific question or to the class of related questions to which answers
are refused. Dr. Hook decries the fact that this view is denied by Dean Griswold
and others, and, more unfortunately, by some Supreme Court justices. He then
analyzes the logic of the arguments of those who oppose this view, and pinpoints
the major problem by concluding that, while Dean Griswold is undoubtedly correct
in asserting that the vulgar jump from an inference or presumption of guilt to an
automatic conclusion of guilt, it is precisely those who are not vulgar, especially
many sophisticated liberals who have read Griswold's book, who seize upon
hypothetical cases discussed, blandly generalize, and overlook what Griswold
himself now regards as a commonplace.

Chapter 2: "Psychology and the Fifth Amendment"

Dr. Hook, in pondering the legitimate presumption of guilt on the
part of those who claim the privilege of this provision of the Fifth Amendment,
sees justification therefor in our knowledge of the behavior of human beings who b6
are innocent in contradistinction to what we know: of those who are guilty. In this P79
he finds support in the writings of who, on considering five comprehensive
classes of reasons advanced for granting the privilege, rejects all of them on
various grounds. ’

While the self-incriminatory provision of the Fifth Amendment is
often described as a shield for the innocent as well as a shelter for the guilty,
Dr. Hook points out, it is a very good shelter for the guilty because it suppresses
evidence of guilt, but a rather poor shield for the innocent, because of the pre-
sumption of guilt which invariably attends its use "'wherever common sense has not
abdicated".

He also indicates that the psychological tendency to draw an adverse
inference from the invocation of the privilege, while not innate, has been acquired
as a result of experience, and is so strong that it might today be characterized as
natural or normal.

Dr. Hook also holds that, unless there existed immunity laws which
make it possible to receive relevant and truthful information in cases involving
murder, kidnaping, and treason, in exchange for immunity from prosecution on the
basis of that information, retention of the privilege against self-incrimination in
an unqualified way could scarcely be morally upheld. He also cites legal recognition
of both the right to speak and the right to withhold speech, but holds that no law
worthy of approval by reflective moral judgment can make either right absolute.

4




Thus, he feels, when the secnrity of the .’cou'ntry is at.stake, or the life and
death of other individuals is concerned, personal legal immunity from the

consequences of his own truthful testlmony is all that an 1nd1v1dua1 can reasonably
expect. S

Chapter 3: ""Ethics and the Fifth Ameéndinént™,

- Here Dr. Hook reaches the core of his feelings concérning public

~ discussion of the privilege against self-incrimination, which has centered not so
much around the legal justification of the Fifth Amendment but the moral im-
plications of ‘its 1nvocat10n. He reasons that popular discomfiture at the invocation
of the Fifth Ameéndment can be explained as a consequence of the fact that the
actions 1nqu1red about pose a moral 1ssue.

Recognizing the 1nterchange of the terms "right'* and "privilege"
with regard to this prevision of the Fifth Amendment, Dr. Hook maintains that,
from an ethical standpoint, we are here dealing with a "privilege'* rather than a
"right, " because of the general reasonableness of requ1r1ng test1mony 1f we wish
.to develop a system of just law, .

The great moral issue that has arisen over the F1fth Améndment,
says Dr. Hook, is not whether its invocation is legally justified, but over the
inferences from its use that may be legitimately drawn outside the legal context,
particularly with reference to eligibility for employment. He points out that, while
anyone may keep out of jail by invoking the privilege against self -1ncr1m1nat10n,
there are many posts-which may legitimately require standards of conduct higher -
than those sufficient to keep out of a jail. Nevertheless, despité his awareness of
this situation, Dr. Hook feels that an automatic 1nference from the presumptive
evidence of unf1tness toa ]ust1f1ed conclusion of 1nel1g1b111ty is not warranted, with-
out a hearing to ascertaln that the individual is aware of the choice he is makmg
and its probable consequences. »

) The -a_uthor then deals rather extensively with use of the privilege
*-against self-incrimination by ''sensitive'" civil employees, and by teachers, and
educators generally, highlighting the lcase, and various e
measures of: control by municipal employing agencies against those who resort »7c
~ injudiciously to this privilege. With regard to educators, he points out that the

American Association of University Professors, zealous guardian of the rlghts of
teachers, acknowledges that the mere invocation of the privilege is sufficiently
compromising to. justify inquiry into the good faith of a teacher.

Dr. Hook also observes that. the 1nd1v1dua1 who 1nvokes the Fifth
Amendment in order not to incriminate othérs is invoking it illegally, and, if
aware of the fact, perjuriously. He cites, as typ1ca1 of this use of the privilege,

£




the good party member, who is gulded in sh1e1d1ng fellow party members from
incrimination not so much by personal loyalty to his friends as by Party directive

to obstruct,mvest;gatmn by any means.

QOur sense of justice, -- - individual and social, -- says Dr. Hook,
is at tlmes offended by the extreme views in the matter, that no reasonable

: ]udgment of presumptlve guilt or unfitness can be made in cases where this
- privilege is invoked, or that such ]udgment justifies automatic action, and a. mode
of procedure is 1nd1cated which is more reasonable and more just than the

alternatwes of automatlc dlsm1ssa1 from a post or no actlon at all

E Cha,pt_e,r 4 ‘”Pohtlcs and the F1fth Amendment" a

In thlS chapter the author, cont1nu1ng his analys1s of current evalu-
ations of the Fifth Amendment and public reaction toward those who have invoked
its privilege against self-incrimination, concludes that pohtlcs, (the Kefauver
Committee, House and Senate Investigating Comm1ttees, et al) has undoubtedly
played a notable role in the matter. He then points out ‘certain contrasting
attitudes on this question over the past. twenty-five years, even on the part of a
single individual, and cites specifically the development of an extremely liberal

point of view on this subject on the part of no less a figure then Mr. Justice Black,

of the Supreme Court, who, as a U. S. Senator in 1936 reflected a much more
conservative v1ew ,

The major political parties, says Dr. Hook, have made of commurnisn
and communist penetration a political football in domestic politics, and in an
attempt to retrieve the errors of the past, went to extreme and unnecessary
lengths in estabhshlng "a faulty security program." Thereafter, "a highly vocal

‘and influential group of ritualistic liberals, ' seizing upon the excesses of the

security program, in agitating for the elimination of any kind of security program
and a curbing of all investigations of communist penetration, has made itself
heard in discussions about the Fifth Amendment. - ‘

Dr. Hook de"cr1es Wwhat he terms "Fervent and impassioned"
defense, notably recently, of this Amendment "in the name of Freedom.' He also
1nd1cates that some newspaper ed1tor1a1s have homzed those who have invoked it.

Dr. Hook, notmg_ a tendency to see high moral YS1gmf1cance, not in
invoking the privilege, but in permitting it to be invoked, analyzes Dean Griswold's
justification of this, and develops: the thesis that this Just1f1cat10n is w1thout the
clalmed historical ba31s, insofar as relevancy is concerned.




-« Griswold an

The fundamental political reason for the fervent defense of the
existence and the invocation of the Fifth Amendment, according to Hook, is that
many worthy people visioned it-as a weapon against various legislators who _
aroused their ire. He claims, however, -that independent evidence shows that
almost all who invoked the privilege before various committees were present or
former members of the communist party. Defenders of the liberal tradition, he
maintains, fell into the trap of appearing to condone defiance of Congressional
inquiries, not by heretics and civil 11bertar1ans, but by communist party members
‘officially instructed concermng their behavior before any judicial body ‘

: v Hook attr1butes the Wholesale resort to the Fifth Amendment today
by commumsts to their reluctance to tell the truth about their. conspiracy, coupled
with their fear of prosecution for perjury, which suggests only the alternative, to
them, of the Fifth Amendment. - He blames the late Senator McCarthy's
monopolization of the role of leading anti-communist; with his extremism and
irresponsibility, as being responsible for a communist propaganda campalgn of
martyrdom and an attitude of fanatical and unreasomng suspmmn of a11 anti-

communists in some llberal quarters.

In..summa‘tlon, Dr. Hook states that the privilege against self-
incrimination is a procedural principle not strictly necessary for due process of
law or for the -determination of justice.  He feels that, while not in the past a
symbol of the dignity of the individual.vs. the un11m1ted power of the state, it can
today be legitimately considered such. He regards it also as a much more secure
shelter for the guilty than a trustworthy shield for the innocent. Judicial
determination,: he feels, must make clearer than it has to date, that there is both
a legitimate and an illegitimate use of the privilege, and that 1ts conscious ‘
illegitimate use is as much-a form of perjury as lying under oath. He: points out
that the tendency of ]ud1C1a1 op1n1on inthe last few years has been to countenance
the use of the privilege, even in cases.where there was not the remotest: danger of
self-incrimination, and that this tendency, if continued, may in time result in
invocation of the privilege by witnesses who may then refuse to answer,any
question which they find inconvenient to answer, for any reason whatsoever. Fear
of condemnation by the robust common sense of public opinion, rather than fear of
_judicial punishment, argues Hook, prevents witnesses today from taking greater
advantage of the unjustifiable latitude of recent judicial decisions and withholding
answers which are not in the least self -incriminatory, though perhaps personally
embarrassing. Thus Hook discreetly suggests that judges refer. tol i

and the major decisions preceding Blau vs. U.S. rather than to Dean b7c

in order to have a determination based strictly on

the facts alone as to proper justification for the invocation of the privilege, rather
than the ant1<:1pat1on of the witness, as to whether his answer would *reveal a

link in the chain of evidence. ™
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: F1na11y, Hook states, the 1ssues surroundmg the Fifth Amendment
can and should-be. grasped without pohtlcal parti pris. In the debate, it is not
necessary, communists aside, to impugn anyone's patriotism or integrity or de-
votion to hberal values; the issues are resolvable by common sense, just as we

- employ this in our da11y affairs. :

~Chapter 5: .""The Ind1v1dua1 and the F1fth Amendment"

4 In the interest of ]ustlce in the 1nd1v1dua1 case, the test of all law,
and certamly among the foremost aims of any humanistic ‘system of law,
particularly of the Anglo-American tradition, -- we try, inapplying a rule
intelligently, to make provision for the exceptional case or circumstance in which
application of the rule would result in undesirable and unJust results, ‘writes Hook;
although the law cannot attempt to see men as God sees them, there is always a

. better and worse human way of seeing men. Temperament, intellect, education,
the internal character of an act, the actual consciousness of the individual -- all
these and more may be part of the relevant complexities of an action, in addition
to its consequences. o

However, he malntams any procedural pr1n01p1e which improves
- the prospects of justice for the individual should be strongly approved and defended
against criticism. He then questions whether the privilege against self-incrimina-
tion enables us to'do justice to the individual, providing perhaps an additional
reason for-its retention. The truth is; writes Hook, that respect for the privilege
and its desirability has no special. connectmn ‘with the desire to‘do justice in the
individual case, flows from an entirely different set of considerations, as .
evidencedby the fact that the privilege against self-incrimination, for example, is
a shelter for the guilty as well'as a shield for the innocent. :

Hook dlstlngulshes between two dlfferent questlons involved in our
concern for 3ust1ce in the individual case. . The first, an ethical question, involves
the wisdom of allowing the privilege; the second, a logical question, involves the
evidential-significance of- 1nvocat1on of the pr1v11ege once it is allowed in assessing
gu11t or innocence. - . :

The sore pomt of the controversy of the 1nvocat1on of this pr1v11ege
according to Hook, is its use before. Congressional committees. Under these
circumstances: Hook holds that in general there is a common- sense presumptlon
of gullt when the pr1v11ege is taken. :

Followmg h1s recountmg of the more popular criticisms of-
Congressional committees (including one that they have really usurped what are or
- should be the leg1t1mate functions of the F.B.1.), Hook concludes that these
committees have on the whole done more good than harm, and that the harm they
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have done could have been av01ded had the liberal members of Congress taken,
if not the leadmg role, a more promment part in their. deliberations. The chief
funct1on of these comm1ttees, he feels, has been educatmnal

w
@
:

Just1ce in the court of pubhc op1n1on, to 1nd1v1duals who invoke
. the F1fth Amendment before Congressmnal committees, Hook feels, depends upon
a fuller-and more adequate coverage of their testimony in the press. Headlines
and 1nadequate summaries are pre]ud1c1a1 to a fair estimate. Published proceed-
ings of the committees; Wh11e 1nvaluable, often appear too late and are not widely

read. The commumty, in attemptlng to Judge justly, should be: as Well informed
as poss1b1e. o s

| Final Observatmns

, . | , e
" Dr. Hook in th1s book takes strong issue, not'only with Dean L7C

GrifMdm_hmﬁews on the subject, but also with| |
and all of whose V1ewp01nts are generally regarded as influential |

in the con51derat1on of th1s controvers1a1 Const1tut10nal provision.

He subscribes nelther to. the view that invocation of the Fifth
Amendment is conclusive evidence of guilt, nor to the view that it is no evidence
of guilt Whatsoever. He sets forth many of the complex problems connected with
this Amendment and introduces several scholarly and illuminating dlstmctlons in
the use of the "self-incrimination clause m non-legal contexts and in situations
1nvolv1ng pos1t10ns of trust., o -

H1s conclusmn, on pondermg the sub]ect and its many ramifications
in the 11ght of many actual recent applications of the Fifth Amendment, is that
invocation of the privilege against self- incrimination "always gives rise to some
legitimate presumptlon of guilt, * not a "conclus1ve" presumptmn, to. be sure,
"'but-a strong 1nference L : :

, Hook feels too, that: popular reactlon to the 1nvok1ng of the privilege

by an individual is commensurate with popular knowledge of all facts and

. circumstances attendant.’ Thus, to-achieve just public ]udgment of each such
incident, he feels, the press should afford fuller and more adequate coverage to
the complete testimony of a witness. He regards headlines and inadequate
summaries as prejudicial to a fair estimate by public opinion, and urges that
publ1shed proceedmgs of Congressmnal committees hearmg such w1tnesses appear
more promptly than is. now the custom. ‘

Analyzmg the trend of ]udlc1al op1n10ns on this subject over a
period of the past twenty-five years, particularly devoting cons1derable attention
to some. of the more recent opinions, Dr. Hook finds the evolution, particularly on
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decisions preceding Blau vs. U. 8., rather than merely or in the main to
Griswold and| n , y ‘ |

the part.of certain Suﬁreme Court justices, of a greatly liberalized attitude
toward the invocation of this privilege, with resultant judicial latitude. The b6
judiciary, says Hook, might do well to refer to[ ~ |and major »7c

| | Finally, Hook insists that judicial determination must make
clearer than it has yet succeeded in doing, that there is a legitimate and an
illegitimate use of .the privilege, a nd that the knowing illegitimate use of it

is as much a form of perjury as lying under oath,

0.
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Oﬁi‘ce Memﬂandum « UNITED STlES GOVERNMENT

TO : F. J. BaumgardnerCr%@4K: - _ DAIE. June 30, 1958
b6
FROM :| be.
P (W
SURJECT SID_:_\{E%/ Hook
Sm- C AL TNFORMATION CONTATNED

BREETN IS UNCLASSIFIED
DATE_£-47-9/ BY@;_M&@
273,343

Attached is a memorandum prepared by the New York Office
concerning captioned individual, which does not include any information
obtained as the result of a file review at Seat of Government. The
attached was transmitted by New York letter dated June éLJ 1958,
captioned "Communist Infiltration of the National Association for the
Advancement of Colored People (NAACP), Internal Security - C," the
original of which is filed in Bufile 61-3176-Z$§3.

RECOMMENDATION :

It is recommended that instant memorandum and its attachment
be routed to the Records Branch:

/ 2 / To be filed in case file of captioned individual. )
&

To have a new 100 main inactive file opened on
captioned individual and for filing therein.
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Enclosure Sam— ~c:t::,/"
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NY 100-7629 Sub C

SIDNEY HOOK -

"Committee of 100"

NAACP Legal Defense

,and Educational Fund.Inc,

Background information pertaining to HOOK"s
birth, residence and occupation was obtained from "Who's
Who In America,” Volumn 29, 1956-1957, Page 1225.

‘Tnformation pertaining to HOOKYs race
was obtained from the records of local Draft Board Number
180, 336 9th Street, Brooklyn, New York, in 1944,
The information received from the Office of
Naval Intelligence, 3rd Naval District, New York City, is
maintained in NY 100-43719-1, 2.
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SIDNEY HOOK

"Committee of 100"

NAACP legal Defense

and Educational Fund Inc.

SIDNEY HOOK was born December 20, 1902, in New
York City. Me 1s a caucaslan, male, and resides at 606A
3rd Street, Brooklyn 15, New York. He is employed as a
University Professor.

‘ The April - June, 1937, issue of the "Marxist
Quarterly" reflects SIDNEY HOOK as a member of the Board
of Editors.

The "Marxist Quarterly" describes itself as a
jeurnal devoted to critical and creative Marxist scholaprship
in the social sciences, philosophy, and the arts.

Informatien received from the 0Office of Naval
Intelligence, 3rd Naval District, New York City, in
August, 1942, reflects SIDNEY HOOK, ef New York University,
was included on a list ef individuals who supported
WILLIAM Z, FOSTER and JAMES W, FORD, Communist Party
candidates for President and Vice President in 1932,

The Communist Party, United States ef America,
has bean designated by the Attorney @eneral of the United
States pursuvant to Executive @rder 10450,

The "Daily Worker," December 12, 1942, page
6, contains an-:article captioned, 'Constant Reader", which
reflects that SIDNEY HQOK was "the chief carrier ef
Trotskyite bacilli" at New Yerk University.

ALL TNFORMATION CONTRINED

RPN IS URCLACSIFLILD
DAIE_£-49-9/ . “w-gz.m&ﬁ(&f
N g, 263
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The "Daily warker" was' an East coast Communist

'- newspaper which discontinued publication on January 13:n;,h,jg5’f"

.'. contains an article captioned, "New Trotskyite Attack on.

'-sF. D. R.%  This article refers to an attack which had -

‘just been launched on the picture, "Mission To Moscow,"
'~ Among persons signing the protest against the picture was
- SIDNEY HQOK.,; , , X

*s"’ B "The Red Network", a book by ELIZABETH DILLING, i
_reflects that SIDNEY HOOK was a member in ‘1932 of the League
~of Professional Groups for: FOSTER and FORD,. - This group, . .
‘according to the author; was pledged to vote Communist and

‘.,v;;to aid the Communist Party program and campaign.ljf

Regarding the above mentioned ProfeSSional Groups,_‘,*i

“5jtths Guide to Subvérsive . Organizations and Publications, -

“revigsed January 2, 1957, on'page 29, cites the "Committes

‘E‘”JOf Professional Groups For BROWDER and FORD" aa follows.h,}ff."‘ '

:E"... a Communist front which operated when

The}"Daily Worker ’ May 22, 19&39 page 3. column l’i?qfu .

'“‘:WILLIAM Z. FOSTER and EARL BROWIER were candldates-;f;kﬁ
“for President and Vice- President, respectiVely, o

'on the Communist Party ticket." . .

(Special Committee on Un~American Activities,‘fJ:“f]g

. ‘House Report 1311 on the CIO Political
~Aetion” Committee, March 29, 19&&, pages 47
-.and. u8 o

‘"‘}"The New‘York “Times", December 29, 193&. page 6,

" column 2, under: the heading, "Capitalism Held Forcing

'a Revolt," reports that SIDNEY HOOK was one of seven
':speakers addressing an audience of one thousand persons :




&
E ‘)J@"@ B
L B L

h"at the annual seseion'of'the American Philosophical e
. Association, Eastern Division,. held gt the: washington Square
E Genter of New York University on. December 28 l93h.;.‘v»_

LA By According tc this news item, HO@K declared e
'that Capitalism and Anarchism amount to the same- thing, "there
is no difference between themf capitalism is simply.: B L

- anapchism -on a smaller scale," HOOK continued that AT .

'\"Communism seems to be the only solutlon for ‘the. present ,,L,.,u
ﬂcrises. : '-_ : e E . wf ‘ : ¢ TRl

PR T According to information received from the Office
ﬁ‘of Naval Intelligence, 3rd Naval District, New York. City,; .
in 1942, SIDNEY HOOK of New: York University was formerly " :
'a close adviser to EARL. BROWDER.  This information disclosed
- that HOOK was never acceptable to the Communists as & .
© party member because of an- epistemological dispute; he ie
- .© an opponent: ‘'of the Communists in New York and often the
i',spearhead of anti Communist Committees. _“‘ :

- ~:,T The'Wew YorkViHerald Tribune", October l, 1952,
-~ .pefers to EARL BROWDER as thé General Secretary of the T
~Communist Party, United states Of America, from 1930-19&&. -

Gl el An article by LOUI% BUNDEZ in the "Daily Worker"
",May 23, 19&&, page: 2, reflects that EARL BROWDER was elected
President of . the Gommunist Political Association on May -
22, 19&4. R E R Gt D
e, The Communist Political Association has been
' idesignated by the. Attorney General of the United States
T pursuant to Executive Order thSO. S s Gl e Tl S

. ‘ PRy During the course of_a
".”matter, SIDNEY HOOK advised SA
1953, that ke had never been & member o.&
Partyo - ' . : . ; :

',vestigative \\ i
'on December 22, ' b7C
;_he Communist o }".

. 3
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SIDNEY HOOK - S o
A Member of the "Committee of 100, " : ‘
NAACP Legal Defense and Educational Fundl Inc.

A name check of the’ indices and/or printed hearings b6

of the HCUA on the name SIDNEY HOOK, on 5/13/58, by . bic

SE reflected. the follow1ng references
which were not checked against the original source:

1

1. "The Struggle Against War, June, 1933; page 2, \
indicated that .one SIDNEY HOOK was a member of the American
Comnmittee- for Struggle Against War. ' _ .

2. .The "Daily Worker," on 9/14/32, page 1 indicated \
that one SIDNEY ‘HOOK was a signer of the call for the support
of the CP National Elections and its candidates.

3. '"Masses and Mainstream," for Aug., 1955, on \
page 4, indicated that one SIDNEY HOOK was referred to as
"Communist-hunter" in an’ editorial.‘-

4. The "Daily Worker," “for 7/1/31, contained
the name of one SIDNEY 'HOOK, Saratoga Springs, N. Yo

5. "The Communist " for Feb., 1933, page 133,
contained an article entitled "The Revisionism of SIDNEY
HOOK, " an article by EARL BRGWDER criticising HOOK'
writings. o e L2 - o :

f6.'i"The comnuﬁist," for Mar.,€1933,”page 285,
contained an article entitled, "The Revisionism of SIDNEY
HOOK," an article by EARL BROWDER criticising HOOK's writings,

,(part 2 of article which began in Feb._issue).

' : 7. A Letterhead, dated 1/30/33, 1ndicated that
one SIDNEY HOOK was. a member of the National Committee to

-Aid Striking Mhers fighting Starvation.

8. A Letterhead dated Nov., 1931 indicated v
that one SIDNEY HOOK was a member of the National Committee
to Aid Striking Miners fighting Starvation. ¢

9, "Gulture and the Criss]' page~32; ihdicated e

that one SIDNEY.HOOK was a member of the League of

Professional Groups. for EOSTER and FORD,
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- 10. "New York Times," for 3/4/57, page C-11
indicated that one: SIDNEY:- HOOK Professor, NY University,
‘was a ‘member of the American Committee for Cultural Freedom,
identified as havxng "headed" the Committee and as a.member
of “the’ Custcdial Committee. _The article stated*the~—a‘
organization had- decided to- suspend its activities for
lack of funds. . ~ I By -

..»1

11, A Leaflet, 3/1—8/42 indigted that ome
SIDNEY HOOK ‘was a’ member, Committee of Sponsors, National
Sharecroppers-Week.”QM . . . B -

T 12. Hearings before a Special Committee on Un-
-American Activities, 75th Congress, 3rd Session, Vol.. I, -
page 379 .8/16/38, on this page is reflected the caption'»
"League of Professional ‘Groups, ™ founded  in 1932 in the US to
throw support to. WILLIAM Z.FOSTER Candidate for Pres. of
the US, and ‘JAMES FORD; Candidate for Vice-Pres. on the
CP ticket. Headquarters were located in the communist den,
35 East ‘12th. St., NYC,: and one of the leaders of the league
was_one Professor SIDNEY HOOK. ‘ .

' 13. Hearings before a Special Committee on Un~ '
American Activ1ties, 75th Congress, 3 Session Vol,. I, page 51/ e
8/17/38. _On this’ page is the "Committee on Academic -

- Freedom, " which was a part of the American Civil Liberties

Union (1937). The name of one Professor SIDNEYHHOOK

appeared as being on. this committee. et et

: 14 Hearings before a Special Committee on

'Un-American Activities, 75th Congress, 3rd Session, Vol.
. page 631, 8/17/38._ On this page is' the caption° "American

- Worker's Party." This movement is ledd by Ay Jj: MUSTE .
and a group of left wingers,While it claimed to" have . no .
communistic connections , it united with “the" Communist
League of Americanunder the above ‘name, adding "of U,S.A."
The program adopted by the organization was in 'line with
the ideals of’ LENIN TROTSKY, and MARX, It claimed to- o
be more militant than the Stalinist_ movement in.the U. 8.~
of America, Professor SIDNEY HOOK “of - Columbia UniverSity,/,
was_one of the organizers of the ‘new movement. .

15 Hearings before a Special Committee on Un—American

Aciivities, chse of Representatives, 76th Congress, lst, Sess1on,




Vol. 10, On Mon., 10/23/39 HARRY FREEMAN WARD Chairman
‘of the American. League for- Peace and Democracy, testified.

on page_ '6233 appeared thé names of; the American Committee -
_for ‘Struggle Against’ War, 104" Fifth Ave,, NYC. ‘The .name

of one SIDNEY H.@K appeared on. this list.,g:;JW-.'tw ,
L, 16 Hearings before a Special Committee on L '
Un-American Activities, 76th C _1st Session. Vi 11,

Testimony  of _ ) s
- Teacher's € ge, NY, on 11/27/39, .
begins on page 6839, . On.page "6840 related that

among those who have notably contributed an enormous mass
of printed material to the cp was one SIDNEY HOOK '

17. Hearings, House of Representatives, 77th Congress,
1st Session Appendix Part V - Transport Worker's Union, _
1941. On page 1666 is Exhibit No. 25 (cont.), Main heading.'
"The -Liberal and’ Labor Committee," reflects” that one
SIDNEY HOOK, among\others, had been criticising the
Labor Party from the "left" for many years. - .

18. Hearings regarding the communist infiltration

of the Motion Picture’ Industry, House of Representatives . be
80th Congress, lst Session, Testimony of] 2 e
on 10/22/47. On page 183, Itestif:ed that a friend.

of his, Dr. SIDNEY HOOK of NY University, called up
(of AmericanWWriters), and the President's membership
was Withdrawn and all publicity ontthat was W1thhe1d.

‘ ”19 House Report 1954 81st Congress, 2nd
Se551on, Review of the SCientific -and Cultural Conference
" for World Peace, arranged by the National Council 6frthe
Kptdq Sciencesynagd Profession, and held in NYC, 3/25-27/49.
On page 13, in-an- open letter to the Conference signed by
Professor ‘GEORGE S COUNTS of Teacher's ‘College, Columbia °
,University and (one) SIDNEY HOOK, well-known philosopher, they
pointed out. the. plight ‘of culture under the Soviet system -
represented by FADAYEV and his associates. Ve quote the 1
letter in part' ] o 4 » =

- ' uover! the last three decades, the Sov1et dictator-
ship has mercilessly imprisoned, exiled, or executed -
distinguished men of letters in that country. These were not
just ordinary individuals of mediocre attainment. They were
men of stature, renowned throughout the civilized world to
those who know literature and poetry. Not one of these men
is to be found anywhere in the Soviet Union. They have

5
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disappeared without a trace. Some we know are dead, Some
\ are, perhaps dragging out their last days in a Siberian
prison campa

- -

- Addressing themselves to Dr., HARLOW SHAPLEY,
the conference chairman the writers asked: . % 4

o

7

"When the delegaies from the Soviet Union appear
at your conference, to make inquiry of them as to what
has happened to the purged artists, writers, and critics
of the Soviet Union, what has happened to.KORNILOV, KYRILOV,
BORIS PASTERNAKi B@BE%, IVAN KATAYEV, ORLOV and.PILNYAK?"

" 20, Communist infiltration of Hollywood.Motion
Picture Industry, Part 7, Hearings, House of Representatives,
82nd Congress, 2nd Session. On page 2331, appears the
testimony of one MICHAEL SEYMOUR BLANKFORT., ©On 1/28/52, he 16
stated that he met through| _| member of b7C
agazine "Modern Monthlyf‘one Professor SIDNEY HOOK, He
stated that.HOOK was among a group who were under. attack by
the '"New Masses" and the "Daily Worker."

On.page 4267 appears the testimony on 9/29/52, of
one| | He stated that he remembers that one of
his answers was that SIDNEY HOOK was a Marxist, and he did
not belong to the CP, and, in fact, he wrote articles
every week condemning it. He said, "well he (HOOK) was a
different kind of Marxist., Well at that time.I had discovered
the differences, and I read SIDNEY HOOK right along with all
of the other Marxists, and found them to be,as far as I
could see, in basic agreement about what Marxism was all
about, and so I did not join the CP and I knew no communists."

21, Communist Methods of Infiltration (Education),
House of Representatives, 83rd Congress, lst Session, - -~
Testimony on 2/25/53, byl ] On page 33 o
he stated that he has been from the beginning a member of
the Committee for Cultural Freedom, héaded by SIDNEY HOOK.

22, Testimony of Bishop G. BROMLEY OXNAM, Hearings,
House of Representatives, 83rd Congress, lst Session. On
page 3766, appears OXNAM Exhibit No. 37, taken from "Parade,"
the Sunday pictire magazine, 6/28/53, an article, "How to
Uncover Communists'", by Bishop G.' BROMLEY OXNAM. On page 2
of this exhibit is. reflected a photo of one SIDNEY HOCK of
NY University.

- -
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AVMERICAN COMMITTEE FOR STRUGGLE AGAINST WAR {(Page 1l)

The "Guide to Subversive Organizations and
Publications," revised and published as of January 2,
1957, prepared and relgased by the Committee on Un-
American Activitles, United States House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C., contains the following concerning
the American Committee For Struggle Against War:

"1. 'Cited as a Communist front which was
formed in response to directives from a World
Congress Against War held in Amsterdam
in Auguat 1932 under the auspices of the
Communist International, Avowed Communist
Donald Henderson was executive director of
the American Committee,!

(Special Committee on Un-American
Activities, House Report 1311 on the CIO
Political Action Committes, March 29,
194k, pp. 47 and 119,)"




mr 1oo 7629 Sub c

f.‘v,grmssss AND MAINSTREAM (Page :mz;)

The “Guide to Subversive Qrganizations ana jaw 3

“"7:_‘Publications; revised and publishad as of January 25

\‘,1957, prepared and: releaSed'by ‘the: Committee on Un~ -

American Activities, United States House of Representativesg”-ft?'

", Washington, D. C., contains the following concerning
U‘Masses and Mhinstream. St A A IR S O

- “1 'Cited as the successor te New Masses,«"a
: Communiat magazine. B f

(Comj»ttﬁa on: UnenAmérican Achlvities, ;

B ~4House ‘Report. 1953 on the Congress ..
~of American Women, April 26, 1950, .
. ‘originally released October 23, 1949, -
¢ P.- 753 also cited in House Report 169@
'/~ on Orgenized: Communism ‘in the United
. States,:May 28; l@Sh, originally released
’ August 19, 1953, p. 98 18
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THE cormumscr (Page 100) R Wty

o The "Guide to SubVersive Organizations and
?ublications," revised and published as of January 2,
1957, prepared and released by the Committee on Un-: .
‘American Activities, United States House of . Representatives,

. Washington, D.;C., containsnthe following concerning gEne

- The Gommunist']~ R C- Ly g,.,*, S CaE

"l. 'On?July 19, 1919, the National Organizing i
~Committee issued the first number of The
-+ Communist as the: official- organ of the .. .
‘. Communist Party. of America. Dennis E,- Batt \
';was the editor," S
(Committee on' UhaAmerican Act1v1tiee, o
,f”*,¢‘wﬁ'.;Hoase Report 1694 on "Organized . w»;“'“
C - U Cormunism in the United States", May o
oo 28,195k, originally released August. 19, e
'3,-11953, ps-29; also cited In House = . _"
... Report 209. on "The Communist Party of =
-+ . the United States as an Agent of a Foreign
‘l}:PoWer," April l, 19h7, p.‘lS
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The League of American Writers has been designated
by the Attorney General of the United States pursuant to
Executive Order 10450,
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»"CULTURAL AND. SCIENTIFIC CONFERENCE
: FOR WORLD PEACE (Page 36) Saeet

L The "Guide to Subversive Organizations and
N PUblications,"‘revised and published. as of January 2,

1957, .prepared and released by the Committes on Un- . : ORI o
 American Actlvities, United’ States Houge of. Representatives,fwﬂj*
-~ Washington, D.C.; contains the. following ‘concerning . MR ’

'.Gultural and Scientific Conference For WOrld Peace.

oy 'Gited as e Communist front set up to e
-+ "Mobilize :American- Intellectuals in the field]j.“
. -.of arts, sciences and letters" as'a o
.. propaganda forum for. Soviet foreign policy
~g‘and "Soviet culture,” It served to - AT
- "prepare the. way for: the coming Wbrld Peace -
. Congress in Paris ™' . s
; *'._(Committee on’ Uh-American Activities, S
"Review of the Scientific and Cultural
»  Conference for World - Feace arranged by the
.- . National Council of the Arts, Sciences,
" "and Professions and held in New York City
.. .on March 25, 26, and 27, 1949, House
... “Report.'195L, April 26, 1950, originally
» released April 19, 1949, p. 1j also o
- 'House Report 378 on the. Communist
‘. - M"Peace" Offensgive, April 25, 1951, & LB
; f;,ioriginally released April l, 1951, p. 11.)"v:w_3
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July 26, 1961

'ILASSIFIED ON_ T Prg gy
F f8%es LBPL oL .
a2 I | 5 "MAILED

22019 - | JUL 2 TG,
drni  Dece 20, 1902
ork, New York NAME CHECK

Reference is made to your request for any informatio:’
in addition to that furnished to your apency by memorand:m
dated April 29, 1954,

There is enclosed one copy each of three reports
revealing rexsults of investigation conducted between 1953
and 1956 concerning Carrie Lyons Carroll who may be the
former wife of the subject of your inquiry.

On September 25, 1953, Louis F, Budenxz, a forucr
Comunist Party fumet advised that in 1933 or 1934,
he had been teld by that he, Hook, had induced |
another individual ¢ nist Party. Sidney Hook
was interviewed Agents of this Bureau on December 22, 1953,
and at that time stated that he had never been a member of
the Comminist Party and that he did not know the individual
mentioned by Budeng to be a Communist Party member,

In June, 1984, a confidential source, an individval
who was acquainted with'Carrie Hook Carroll, first wifc of o
Book, advised that Mrs, Carroll had told him that she married - f i
Hook under the impression that he was a communist, However
gur :gch?rrilge she discovered him to be a Trotskyite and
vore m,

Upon remeval of classified enclosures, this trans-
mittal letter becomes unclassified. (100-1765-73-19)

Enclosures (3) : A PRI SN/ PN
ORIG AND ONE TO USIA " REC- 146;/5 oLC

Request Recyived: 7-11-61 .

J o —ABVGiems . : . 37[,
3 ) 9 JUL 71961
Beuow —NOQTE: , . . Memo classified "confidential” inasmuch as reports

Calle™ 1

c@m%ing transmitted are so claSsified,

—*J
DeLoaca —

Evans

Malone

: ?23:? E This document contains nelther recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of
Trotter the FBI, and i{s loaned to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your
‘ .C. Sullivan agency. This is in answer to your request for a check of FBI files.
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