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ACTION B U·L LET IN # 5 
April ll, 1950 

The representative delegations to 1Vashington, of which ~rou nere 
not:i.ficd in Jl.ction·Bulle:.in #4, have been ur[;ed to arrive in time for a brief­
ing se:;sion at 8 P.I:. Jionday, April 17 at the Jackson Room of the ViiUard Hotel, 
l.Lith SGreet arrl Pennsylvania Avenue N.r;. They will then be able to spend all 
day TuesdaJ• on Capitol Hill. 

The full facilities o: the national office ,·d.ll, however, be avail­
able to assist delegations arriving April 18 and 19. 

You are urged to \·1ire yonr Senn.tors for arpoint-
ments in advance. Sero. us copies of' your re½_uests, and we will follow up for 
you. If acsistahce in reserving housing is needed, Ger.d us full det~ils as 
soon as pos sj_ Lle. 

As indicated in our previous bulletin, opponents of F.,E.P.C 4 would 
like to di.splc:.ce it with the Yundt bill v:hen it comes to the Senate floor. 
Eundt bill ooponents must thl;refore keep their eyes on the F .:z~r .r,. timetahle. 
The civil ri3'1ts meas1.rre hc:s been schedu1£'d to come up tl.e 11eel: of April 17,, 
A Democratic policy ffi0eting is scheculed tpril 11 on the poaition to be t~~en 
on i~., E. ? o C"' 0y il.ctmiristration supporters in the S011atu., • Fajori ty leaf.er 
Lucas reportec~ly ,va~ts to bring up EoC.A~· l0gisJation next. He has rcpec.tedly 
postpone;d F ~E .. P.Co on the Senate culenda1·, but civil rights ndvocates this time 
are vigorously rcsist:i.11g i'urthe1· delay .. If F.B.P.c. considcratio:i is a:;ain 
iefcrrcd, the r:)sulting res:1Ufflc of the legisle.tive calendc1r 1·1ould bring the 
thr.;c?.t thu.t the 1:und.t biLl.·would be brouetit to the floor. '?he next few w~ 
~ critical in _the S~tc. 

The Hoi.:.se is in recess w1til April 17,, with most nembers not planning 
to retnrn until Ap:r-il J.e. Yau have previous).y been notified of the opportunity 
to contact your Co:1grcssmen at ho;re during the Easter recess. 

The House Corrmittee on·Un-American Activities has not closed its 
heari:igs on the LunC:t-Fixon bill, o.lthouGh it had originally planned to report 
tLe bill to the l'ou~e by Earch 31. The volume of oppoci. tion waiting to te l,eard 
compelled th'3 co1 . .mittce to '3Xtend the hearings to Apr5.l h. On Ap::."il 4, the 
conr:ittee failed to report the bill, and c:.ct:.ng Chairnan 1ialter (Dema, Pa.) 
told the r;ational Comaittee to Defe&t. the rtm,dt Bill that ht..[lr:..ngs would be 
resumed at a later· date to permit testimony by organizations not yet r.eard. The 
committee chairmE?.n, Rep. 1'/ood, has left llashin;ton to enr,:age in his primcry 
campaign in Georbia. Six otl.er committee menb0rs left. April 8 for a three-,~eek 
investi 6-ation of Hawaii. Organizations which hl've not yet testified be:'ore the 
Hou/5e Comnittee on Un-Arr.erican Activities againot the Mundt-Ni;~on bill should 
imnediately nrite the COi.unittee for time to present their views in person. This 
applies even to those v.rhich have already subr.d. tted. written statements. ProMi­
ne!'lt individuals should also be ur ced to ask for time to testify. As soon as 
we have definite inforr.iation whe:n the hearings will be resumed, you will be 
notified. 

Change in Teleohone Number 

Your atter.tion is called to the fact that the telephone number of the • 
National Committee to Defeat ·the tundt Bill has been changed to STerling 5685. 
Our address remains th~ sar.ie. 



Statements Against H0 R. '7595 (Aiiundt-.l~ixon bill) 
Filed with House Uu-.A.uerican Activi_:llis Co .. m~ 

--
Excerpts are produced below from statements sub~itted to the House 

Committee on Un-American Activities in opposition to H0 R; 7595 (the Eundt-Ni.xon 
bill) during hearings which began March 21, 1950. 

• American Federation of labor (George D0 Riley, legislative represer.t-
ative, tes"':.ified 1iarch 24 J: 11 u O The American Federation of I.ab or is one of the 
66 actively participating organizations in the Anti-Co~munist conferences now 
proceedingo Senator fiundt addressed that conference rece1itlj·., But it should 
be noted that the conference failed to endorse the hunclt bill or the 1axon i.>ill 
or the l!ood bill,., e We are on record from several convent ions as o;_)pos ed to the 
manner in which this bill has been clrawn0 Following is the languar,e of our· 
@:ecutive Council from 1949., which report was adopted unanimously by the st. 
P&ul Convention:•• tThe bill would per.nit the settinc of pl·ecedents which might 
result disastrously to labor organizations themselves 4

1 •,. There are some labor 
groups which stand for adequate housing programs, nation3.l health programs, 
goverrur.ent regulation of utilities, including telegra:)h and railroads,., And there 
are some others ,•rhich think that poll truces should be abolished., f..t the same 
time the Communists have seized upon these therres as something to ~llow them 
to make heudway by cashing in on this or that car.:paign, Eow easy it can be for 
an Attorney Ger.er-al or, in the present bill, the Board administering the 
'Subversive Activities Control Act of 1950' to find that because Corrrnunists 
spo~1sor some of the same things as some labor unions that the unions per se are 
guilty of supporting Cor,llilllnism.11 

Congress of Industrial Organizations (Thor.1a.s E., Harris, as sisto.nt 
general counsel, testified April 4. He told Rep. Velde the c.r.o. statement 
was prepared after consultction r,ith Philip t:urray): •• ~ 11The way to deal with 
espionage is by punishing spyingo If the present statutGs against spying are 
defective, the proper remedy is to amend the1n?00 The Report of this Com.mittee 
last year, rE:porting out the liundt-Ni.x.on Bill, stated that ex;i.stinz legislation 
was inadequate because tha Corrmunist Party operated secretly. This s~ateme!1t 
is a non se_gID;t~:r:• Secrec~· mny increase the problem of detection, but can 
hardly be met by passing more lans 0 •• A very basic objection to both of these 
bills is that their purpose is to police and regulate not action or cor.duct, but 
thought and e~ression. Under these bills, organizations and individuals are 
punished, restrained, and regimented solel:r on the basis of political opinions, 
rather than on the basis of overt acts of dis loyalty.•. The prov~sion in the bill 
that resistance to efforts to obtain membership lists is a haJlr.1crk of a 
1 Co;nmunist political orr;aniza':.ion' is particularly objectionable to labor 
organizations, which have learned throu~ long experience t:1at the subr:d.ssion 
of such lists is the first step to a blacklist through which an orean.i~ation 
mc.y be completely dcstroyed 0 •• The Nixon Bill is a serious threat to our most 
cherished constitutional safeguards. It inposes penalties upon as.sociation 
and opinion rather than upon overt actions. The bill is so loosely drawn that 
it could impose a blackout upon the civil rights of thousar..ds of indi vj_duals 
who would be driven froru p:..'ogressive organizations out of fear that the vague 
provisions might be made applicable to them. Penalties and disabilities are 
inposed upop indi victuals., not as a result of unlc.'1.wful activities but merely 
upon the basis of affiliation or association. lvioreover, the operation of 
various provisions would permit the creation of a blacklist, so obnoxious to 
our traditions., The bill nipos out the fundamental protections for defendants 
in crLm.nal cases. It substitutes administrative procedure for due process of 
law. The def:.nitions of the bill would make it possible for the Attorney Gen­
eral to proceed against labor organizations, and the vague character of the 
bill's standards would make possible a trer::endous e:s:pansion of its scope. 11 

N.A.A.C.P. (Clarence Eitchell, labor secretary, filed written state­
ment April 7. N. ;,.A.C .P. has also as kcd for time to testify in person): "The 
National Association for the Advancement of Colored People is opposed to H.R. 
7595 now under consideration by your cor:uni.ttee. I 11.ri.sh to make it clear at 
the outset the NAACP's decision to op?ose this proposal is based on our tra­
ditional fight to protect civil rights. In taking our stand, we have not been 
influenced by other groups and organizations. Our opinion represents the views 
of American citizens who make up their own tninds without coercion or pressure. 
This bill purports to protect the United States against certain un-American and 
subversive activities. It is impossible to see how proposals of this kind 
can do anything other than undermine the be.sic freedoms of our country. The 
net effect of such a law would be to replace the supposed menace of communism 
vdth a concentration car.ip atmosphere in which all persons who seek to promote 
social change ·would be suspected of activities against the best interests of 



the United States. Many of them would be unjustly harassed and prosecut 
under this law. The powers vested in the three-man loyalty board which t1. 
bill would establish are so sweeping that almost any organization might be 
affected ranging from a college fraternity which holds secret meetings to a 
labor u.m,,on which refuses to divulge a list of its members. We cannot over­
come a real or imagined threat of foreign ideologies by the roactment of 
harsh legislation which will silence the voice of reform :i.n our own country• 
If we are to win in the present battle for first place in world leadership, 
we must give positive evidence of action to safeguard the civil liberties of 
all of our citizens, ~even those with whom we may vigorously disagree. 11 

American Civil Liberties Union (Arthur Garfield Hays, general coun­
sel, testified March 28): tr ... It would be tragic if we were to deprive our­
selves of those civil liberties which distinguish our political system from 
totalitarianism in a misguided effort to combat that totalitarianism ••• There 
are already adequate laws now on the statute books to combat any t clear and 
present dangert from CoF.munism, which is all the proponents of this bill seek 
to safeguard against. Among these are the Eseionage Act,operative only in 
time of war (50 u.s.c.A. 33), the Peace Time §.edition Act~ (18 U.s.C.A. 1 
Sections 9 to 13)(the Subversi~ Organizations Recistra.tion Ac~, (18 u.s.c.A., 
Sections 14 to 17 J, and the foreign Agents Registration lli_, (22 u.s.c.A., 
Sections 611 ~ 621) ••• section 4 creates criminal penalties entirely inde­
pendent of any organizational registration or non-registration~~oThe avowed 
purpose of the Nixon Bill is to prevent the establishment of a totalitarian 
dictatorship. If the bill becomes law, and a person advocates its repeal, 
is he then performing an 1 act which would substantially contribute to the 
establishment ••.....•. of a totalitarian dictatorship?' Is an attorney who 
defends a Communist in a political case guilty under this section? If a 
group files a brief amicus in the appeal of the Communist leaders from their 
conviction under the Smith Act and helps secure its reversal, is this a 
criminal conspiracy? Is a person who contributes to the defense funds of 
the Comrmmists a criminal under this subsection? Is publication of a pam­
phlet proposing peaceful and legal amendment of the Constitution to establish 
a 1totalitarian dictatorship' outlawed? If Mrs. Roosevelt again invites Paul 
Robe~on to appear on her television program, is she to be indictable um.er 
this section? Do the publishers of the t Daily Worker' publish at tl')e:Lr peril? 
Is it criminal to publish 'Das Kapital' or to put it in a library? Where 
is the line to be drawn? We believe this section to be clearly unconstitu­
tional on its face. As the U.S. Supreme Court stated in the case of Winters 
v. New York. 333 u.s. 196, 1Where a statute is so vague as to make criminal 
an innocent act, a conviction under it cannot be sustained. Herndon v. 
Lowery, 301 U .s • 242, 259. 1 It should also be noted that the Court in the 
:;inters case cited as authority the case of State v. Diamond, 27 N.M. 477, 
202 P. 988, which held unconstitutional a statute punishing •any act of any 
kind whatsoever which has for its purposes or ~im the destruction of or­
ganized government •••••..• or to do or cause to be done any act which is 
antagonistic to or in opposition to such organized government •••••••• ,· The 
language of that statute was remarkably similar to Section 4 (a) of H.R. 7595. 
See also Stromberg v. California, 283, U,S.,359~369 ... The fact that a bill 
whose avowed purpose is disclosure will paradoxically result in an attempt 
at complete concealment, would seem persuasive evidence that the bill would 
do more harm than good were it to become law ..• While Congress rno.y define 
conspiracy, it is the responsibility of the courts alone to decide what 
groups fall within the definition. The definition of a 1 Comilllnist political 
organization' is an ill-disguised method to define the Corrmunist Party as an 
international conspiracy. The use of the term •Communist' brings the statute 
within the Lovett case's dictum that 'legislative acts, no natter what their 
form, that apply to named individuals or to easily ascertainable members of· a 
sroup., ...... are bills of attainder.' United States v. Lovett, supra, 315 ... 
The only important fear which we need have of Communists in this country today 
is that they will provoke us into suicide, by destruction of our own free 
activities• Judf!}llent as well as emotion must be used in combating our 
enemies; it does one little good to attempt to crush his enemy below by 
jumping out of a tall building in the hope he will score a direct hit•" 




