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TAX-EXEMPT FOUNDATIONS

PART ONE

INTRODUCTORY MATERIAL
I. THE CREATION AND FUNCTIONING OF THE COMMITTEE

This Committee was created by House Resolution 217, 83rd Con-
gress, first session, adopted July 27, 1953. The resolution authorized
an investigation as follows.
The Cornmittee ,is Authorized and:directed to conduct a full and complete'

investigation and studyof educational,and philanthropico foundations and other
comparable organizations which 'are exempt from Federal income taxation to.
determine' if 'ai y foundations 'and organizations are using their resources for
purposes other than the purposes for which they were established, and especially
to determine which such foundations andorganizations are using their resources
for un-American and subversive activities; for political purposes; propaganda, or
attempts to influence legislation.
The resolution directed a report to be filed by January 3, 19556.
House Resolution 373, 83rd Congress, first session, adopted on

August 1, 1953, appropriated the sum of $50,000, with the expectation
of the Committee that further funds would be granted after the first
of the following year. Counsel was engaged as of September 1, 1953;
the building of a staff commenced about September 15, 1963.

It was decided to engage in an intensive period of assembling and
study of material, after which public hearings were planned to be held
starting at the end of February.or the beginning of March. , After
theist of the year, an additional appropriation was requested in the
sum of $125,000 to carry the Committee through until January, 1965.
After considerable delay, a sub-committee of the Committee on House
Administration decided to recommend the reduced sum of $100 000
as an additional appropriation; later the full Committee on Adminis-
tration reduced this sum further to $65,000, which, appropriation was
granted by House Resolution 433 on April 6, 1954.

This additional appropriation was patently inadequate to enable
this Committee to do the work for which it had been created. More-
over, there were moments when considerable doubt existed whether
any additional appropriation would be granted. This doubt, the longdelay while its funds were being exhausted, and other; harassment
to which the Committee and its employees were subjected, made it
impossible for the Committee to schedule any hearings until it had
funds at hand. The Easter recess then faced tie Committee. Thus
the first hearing could not be scheduled until May10,19504. Moreover,
radical revisions in the fCommittee's plans had to be made. It was
dedeced to hold such hearmigs as might be possible in May, June
and early July and then to report. It was obvious that the appropria-
tion which had finally been granted could not possibly support
continued studies for the remainder of the Committee's permitted
life.
A committee had been created by the previous Congress to investi-

gate the same field, Weshall refer to it as the "Cox Committee.?



TAX-EXEMPT FOUNDATIONS

It had sent out questionnaires to about 1500 foundations, and about
two-thirds of the foundations solicited had filed answers to them.
The material in these answers was found to be of considerable value.
However, our staff was distressed to find that much of the data col-
lected and memoranda prepared by the previous staff were missing
from. the files. (Hearings, p. 14, et seq.)
A request was made on November 16, 1953 for an executive order

to examine the forms known as 990A filed by foundations with the
Internal Revenue Service. This order was not granted until Febru-
ary 11 1954, and actual access to these reports, containing much
valuable information which otherwise would have had to be obtained
by individual solicitation from the foundations or by subpoena, was
not granted by the Service until April 8, 1954. When access was
finally obtained, the Committee was informed that it could not
photostat these reports nor borrow them from the Service. This, in
the light of their volume, limited their usefulness. Moreover, all the
forms requested had not been brought into Washington from field
offices.

Sixteen public hearings were held, the last on June 17th. Further
public hearings were discontinued by a resolution passed at an execu-
tive meeting of the Committee on July 1, 1954. The Committee dis-
continued hearings with deep regret and only through necessity. It
understood that depriving foundation spokesmen of an opportunity
to state positions orally might affect its public, relations; it concluded,
nevertheless, that the circumstances permitted no other course.
Moreover, the discontinuance of the hearings resulted in no serious
loss to the inquiry, for oral testimony in an investigation of this nature
is of far less importance than research.
Nor did the foundations lose any opportunity either to present their

points of view or to receive attendant publicity. Written statements
were solicited from them, which gave them the opportunity to answer
the material already presented to the Committee and to add freely
such further comments as they might choose. These statements
were carefully considered and added in'full to the record. The state-
ments were given full publicity and were widely Deported in the news-
papers, appearing i a most favorable manner in view of the fact that
no critical comments by the Committee were simultaneously publi-
cized. The foundations touched by the hearings were thus given a
fair opportunity to put their best foot forward at the same time that
they escaped the embarrassment of cross examination.
The Committee's work by no means ended with the discontinuance

of public hearings; An investigation of this type is, after all, primarily
a matter of laborious research; the research continued industriously,
hampered only by a gradual reduction in the staff which the Com-
mittee's limited finances necessitated.

In the following text we have used italics in conventional manner,
but also to designate foundations and tax-free organizations other
than universities, colleges, and schools, and to identify certain indi-
viduals, special reference to whose records is made in appendices.

II. THE APPROACH OF THE COMMITTEE
The Cox Committee admittedly had been allotted insufficient time

within which to do a complete study or even adequately to Outline
the full scope of inquiry. The present committee deemed its mandate

2
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to be virtually a continuation of the investigation of its predecessor.
It considered itself authorized to make a study not only of specific
abuses which might come to light but also of the general orientation
of foundations in our society. It has deemed itself primarily a
fact-finding body, intending to make recommendations to the House
only where such seemed clearly wise. Principally, its function was
considered to be to bring into clear relief any grave criticisms which
appeared to be reasonably warranted in order that the House itself
could have a basis for considering whether further action should be
taken by way of additional study or the application of means of
correction or control.

The Committee was and is well aware of the many magnifient service
which foundations have rendered to the people of the Untted Staes in
manyfields and areas, particularly in medicine, public health and science.
Nothing has occurred to change its initial oonvction that the foundation,
as an institution, is desirable and should be encouraged. If little time
is spent in this report reciting the good which the foundations have done,
it is not because this Committee is unaware of it or in any way reluctant
to acknowledge it. Rather, this Committee considers that it is necessarily
concerned with the evaluation of criticisms. A fair judgment of the
work and the position of foundations in our society must obviously take
into account the great measure of benefit for which they have been re-
sponsible. At the same time, the power of these foundations is so great
that a proper evaluation must give great weight to the dangers which hatv
appeared zn their operations in certain areas of activity.
We wish, therefore, to make clear that not even an inferential con-

clusion is to be drawn from this report that foundations are undesir-
able. Our conclusion is the opposite. It is our intention to present
critical material for the very purpose of increasing the usefulness of
foundations and of making their place in our society firmer and safer.
We hope that such material will induce the foundations themselves
to "clean house," if that is necessary. This Committee is opposed
to any unnecessary government regulation; and would recommend
Congressional action only in so far as the seriousness of certain
abuses might be accompanied by any unwillingness of the foundations
to reform themselves, or in the event that it were concluded that
certain dangers could be guarded against only through regulation.

It was our hope, to begin with, that no remedial action by the
Congress might be necessary. But foundations play a part in our
society the importance of which can hardly be exaggerated; and, in
the course of our investigation, evidence of very grave abuses accumu-
lated to the point of indicating that intervention by Congress to pro-
tect our society is badly needed. Some remedies can be instituted at
once. Others should perhaps be considered only after that continued
and more intensive study of foundation activities which the facts
already disclosed have proved to be utterly necessary. Even with
an adequate appropriation, this Committee could probably not have
done the full study of the subject which the circumstances warrant.
It has been variously estimated that this would take a period of three
to seven years, by a full staff amply financed.
Our 'own studies soon disclosed. the measure of this problem.

Accordingly, it was'decided to limit' the work by confining it to
"foundations" included under Section 501 (c) (3), [formerly Section
101 (6)] of the Intrnal Revenue Code; and, within that category, to

3
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eliminate (except where direct reference seemed necessary for other
reasons) consideration of (a) religious institutions, (b) operating
academic institutions and (c) certain other sub-divisions of the
501 (c) (3) [formerly 101 (6)] class, as well as (d) the small founda-
tions which are mere media for distributing the annual charitable
income tax deductions of individuals and (e) other minor distributing
or collecting foundations.
The term "foundation" is a broad one. In this report it is intended

to denote "foundations" as the term is ordinarily used by the lay-
man-indicating'such foundations as The Rockefeller Foundation,
The Carnegie Endowmentfor International Peace, The Ford Foiudation,,
The Twentieth Century Fund, etc. We shall also, sometimes, include
certain types of organizations which are "foundations" within the
term but are not generally so recognized by the public. These are
the intermediary organizations, used by foundations, such as The
Social Science Research Council.
For reasons to be explained later, we decided, moreover, to confine

our inquiry chiefly to the activities of the foundations in what are
known as the "social sciences." ,

* * * * * * ,

This report is based upon the testimony at hearings; the state-
ments filed by foundations and others; the other material included
in the record; data and information secured by personal conferences,
correspondence and telephone conferences; and materials assembled
by a reading, study and analysis of books and literature relating to
foundations and to the social sciences.

III. THE FOUNDATIONS AND TAXES

THE PRESENT 3ASIS, OF FEDERAL INTEREST.
With an occasional but rare exception, foundations are created under

state law. Their activities are, therefore, under state control, for the
most part. The Federal government acquires its immediate interest
through the tax laws. It has never sought directly to regulate founda-
tions, deeming this to be the province of the respective states in which
the foundations are created and operate. But the Federal government
extends to foundations certain exemptions from Federal taxation.
Their income is exempt from Federal income tax; contributions to
them are free of gift tax and estate tax; and the donor is permitted .a
deduction for income tax purposes to the extent of 20% of the income
of an individual donor and 5% of that of a corporate donor.1 These
exemptions are acts of grace by the Federal government. In so far
as they relieve foundations and their creators and supporters from;
taxation, they impose a greater tax burden upon the generality of the
people of the country. Thus the Federal government permits the
equivalent of public money to be used by these foundations. Accord-
ingly, it is justified in applying certain restrictions on the right to the
various exemptions granted to foundations.
The theory behind such restrictions is simply that, as exemptions

are acts of grace, the government may clearly impose such conditions;
on the exemptions as may be calculated to prevent abuse of the privi-
lege and to prevent the use of the exempted funds against the public
interest.
andertheil amendments td e tax law an trdividual is granted a 30 deduction for haritable d6itons but only 20% of this may go to foundations.

4
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THE POSSIBILITY OP WIDER INTEREST.
Whether a Constitutiohal basis for a more extended Federal control

of foundation activities can be found, other than that which the tax
laws offer, is a matter which warrants careful study. Tho tax laws
can control foundations only in limited fashion. If greater control
becomes necessary or advisable, and a movement should come into
being in some degree to supplant or amplify the control now resting
with the states, a basis for legislative action might conceivably be
found in the general welfare clauses of the Constitution or elsewhere
in it; but this would require a careful study of constitutional law.
The problem is not easy.
Many suggestions have been made in the "there ought to be a law"

area. This Committee repeats, however? that it does not favor any
unnecessary extension of Federal jurisdiction. It hopes that whatever
errors in foundation operation and management now exist may be
corrected within the Federal tax laws, by state law and by the willing-
ness of foundations to maintain more vigilant safeguards against
abuses which have existed in the past.
How FOUNDATIONS ARE CREATED.
They may be created by act of Congress, but few have been.
The usual methods are two: by the creation of a trust under state

law, having "charitable" purposes; and by the creation of a corpo-
ration under the state law (generallywhat is known as a "membership
corporation") having exclusively "charitable'' purposes. The trust is
managed by trustees who usually are authorized to fill their own ranks
as vacancies appear. The corporation is managed by a board of
trustees or directors, elected and replaced by the members. The
members are usually small'in number and it is not uncommon for the
members to make themselves the directors.
WHAT INDUCES THE CREATION OF FOUNDATIONS.
Mr. Leo Eagan, in an article on foundations in the New, York

Times of March 1, 1954, called' attention to the "enormous growth
that has taken place in the number and assets of foundations over the
last fifteen years.", saying later:;
"All authorities agree that the number has risen rapidly since 1939 and is still
on the increase. It is likewise agreed that extremely high income and inheri-
tance taxes on big incomes and estates have been a major factor in promoting
this growth."
A very common use of smaller foundations is as a means for dis-

tributing at leisure the charitable donations: which are deductible
under the income tax law. This applies both to individual and
corporate donors. Instead of rushig at the end of the year to make
the necessary charitable payments to get within the fullincome tax
deduction allowance, one single contribution is made to a foundation,
which then may take its time to distribute the fund in detail. But
these contributions are not always distributed.. Technically, they
constitute capital in the hands of.the foundation, and not income.
As: the tax law proscribes the2 unreasonable accumulation of income,
the .distinction is important; the foundation may. aggregate the
donations received, paying out merely the income which this aggre-
gation earns and holding the, capital intact for some special purpose,
perhaps to buy assets from the donor's estate at his death.

5
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In this era, the larger foundations are sometimes created because
the donor, anticipating that part of his estate may be taxed at an
almost confiscatory rate, prefers to set this part of his estate aside,
tax free, for a public benefit rather than to have the greater part of it
pass to the Government.
But perhaps the most frequent motivation in the creation of large

foundations today is that the proprietor of a substantial enterprise,
who wishes to have it continued after his death in the hands of his
family, has insufficient liquid means available to satisfy his estate
tax obligations at death. There are other ways of solving the estate-
liquidation problem, such as buy-and-sell agreements with other
stockholders; the carrying of sufficient life insurance; the use of
Section 303 [formerly Section 115 (g) (3)] of the Internal Revenue
Code, which permits the corporation under certain circumstances to
purchase enough stock from the deceased, without tax penalty to the
estate, to pay the tax bill, etc. But there are many instances in which,
no other means seeming practicable, a foundation is resorted to.
The usual procedure then is to transfer (or arrange to transfer at

death) to a foundation created for the purpose enough of the owner-
ship of a corporation. to reduce the estate tax impact to a point where
the liquid assets of the proprietor (and other means he may have
devised to solve the problem) are sufficient to meet the death taxes.
Such donations are usually in the form of preferred or non-voting
stock. Combinations of these advantages result:

1. The family may remain in full voting control;
2. The family has a pleasant partner, managed by gentle

hands;
3. The family may reap the benefit of any increase in the value

of the equity
4. If further inflation should come, it is the family which can

become entitled to receive the benefit of the increase in monetary
value of the company;

5. No working capital is lost by the venture; and
6. The foundation may even be used as a vehicle for the em-

ployment of associates and relatives.
It is not always, however, non-voting stock which is transferred to

a foundation. Where a foundation is to be guided by friendly hands,
the donor may be willing to let it become a partner in management by
giving it voting stock. That was the case, for example, with the Duke
Foundation, the assets of which include voting stock of the Duke
Power companies. As the charter provides that this stock cannot be
sold without the consent of all of the trustees, a sale is unlikely and the
voting stock is rather sure to remain in friendly hands.
THE FORD FOUNDATION: AN EXAMPLE OF THE USE OF A FOUNDATION

TO RETAIN MAANAGEMENT CONTROL OF AN ENTERPRISE.
The Ford Foundation affords a good example of the use of a founda-

tion to solve the death tax problem and, at the same time, the problem
of how to retain control of a great enterprise in the hands of the family.
90% of the ownership of the Ford Motor Company was transferred
to The Ford Foundation, created for the purpose. Had it not been,
it is almost certain that the family would have lost control. The

6
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only practical alternative might have been to sell a large part of the
stock to the public or to bankers, or to, sell the entire Company. The
huge taxes payable by the Ford estates could not have been paid with-
out liquidating a considerable part-possibly a controlling part-of
thefamily business. The solution selected was to give away 90% of
the Company to "charity". so that the greater part of the estates
would be free of death taxation,
The "charitable' transfers, could have been made, of course, direct

to universities, churches, hospitals and other institutions. But this
would 'have put the donated stock of the Ford Company into the
hands of strangers. For this reason, we assume, a foundation was
created, and to make doubly certain that there would be no inter-
ference with.the Company's management, the donated stock was in
the form of non-voting shares.. Not only did the family thus retain
100% voting control, but the Ford Company lost no working capital
whatsoever. Moreover, even non-voting stock can be something of
a nuisance in the hands of strangers but, held by an amiable creature,
operated by friendly nominees of the family, it would not be likely to
bring any pressure to bear on: the management of the Company of
the kind which might be expected of an alert general stockholder.
There is nothing illegal about such a plan. It is entirely proper as

the law now stands and it is a mechanism frequently used to reach
just the results which the Ford family anticipated. But in the
case of a large company such as Ford, it is subject to considerable
social or economic criticism on the ground of .its unfair business
impact. The April 1954 issue of The Corporate Director contained a
study of The Ford Foundation. It was referred to in detail by Mr.
Aaron Sargent, a witness .before' theCommittee (in full, Hearings
p. 373 et seq.). The article points out that members of' the Ford
family, as officers of the Ford Company, are able to draw salaries
and are thus in a position, being assured of their own income, to
allow the Company ,to operate on a cost basis, without having to
pay dividends. By that means, they could bring destructive economic
power to bear upon competitors of the Ford Company which must
pay dividends to stockholders and maintain a credit position. No
other automobile. manufacturing company is in a position to ignore
stability of earnings or continuity of dividend payments. If General
Motors or Chrysler earned no money, the article said, the manage-
ment heads would roll; buttord management would remain in power
regardless of its earning record.

There is no evidence that the Ford Company has taken any unfair
advantage of its competitors in the manner which the article describes
as possible. The point is'discussed here merely to illustrate an abuse
which can accompany the use of a foundation in business and estate
planning.. '.

The Ford Foundation habeen criticized in another respect, however,
relating to unfair competition. The Television programs and other
enterprises conducted by the.Foudation advertise the name of
"Ford." This, sy some critics, because the association with the
Ford automobile is self-evident, constitutes a form of advertising with
the public's money and gives the Ford Company an undue advantage
over its competitors.

7
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THE REID FOUNDATION: ANOTHERR EXAMPLE 6 THE USE OF A FOt-'
DATION TO RETAIN MANAGEMENT CONTROL OF AN ENTERPRISE.

On August 2, 1946, Ogden M. Reid: created and transferred to
The Reid Foundation, Inc. seventeen promissory, non-interest bearing
notes dated January 2, 1942, payable to himby the'publishing com-
pany which owns the New York Herald-Tribune, a newspaper. The
notes were payable annually, starting April 15, 1953 and ending Apil
15, 1969. Further, notes and open accounts were left to the; Reid
Foundation under Mr. Reid's will. The gift' of the notes, and the
bequest of further notes and open accounts, were apparently cleared
as free of gift tax and estate tax respectively.
There seems to be considerable doubt whether these transfers were

truly tax-exempt, and a careful review of the facts by the Internal
Revenue Service might well be in order. The notes and open accounts
aggregated about eight and one-half million dollars in face value,
resulting in a huge saving in taxes to Mr. Reid's estate,
The deed of gift which transferred the first batch of notes

($2,473,392.05) to the Foundation was an odd instrument. The notes
bear no interest. On the other hand, the transfer authorizes the
collection of the notes by the Foundation only "for its sole use and
benefit." We assume this means that the. notes apparently cannot
be transferred or sold. The Foundation thus has been given a frozen
asset, bearing no income, and with no right to sell it to produce income
from reinvestment. Is that a true "charitable" gift entitling the donor
and his estate to tax exemption? We doubt it.

It might be answered that the Foundation, even if it earns no
interest.on the notes, can spend its principal. True, but its onily
obligation under the tax law is to pay out it income-aapayment on a
note would constitute principal and not income. Moreover, the notes
are not payable unless the New York Tribune, Inc. cares to pay them.
For the deed of gift provides that the Foundation "at the request of
New York Tribune, Inc. and from time to time, will extend' or consent
to the extension of the time of payment of said indebtedness or any
part thereof on such terms and conditions as a majority of the directors
of the Donee may in their discretion decide." The. only condition
put upon this right of the publishing company to get an extension of
its obligations is "Unless such action would in the opiniIon f a majority
of the directors of the Donee, prejudice'the right of the Donee t6 ulti-
mate payment of the said indebtedness." We have italicized the
term, "the right",-the condition is only that nothing shall be doneoto
destroy the bare legal right eventually to collect-in other words, the
trustees are merely prohibited'from completely abandoning the right
to collect a thousand years from now. :Note also that, while the
Foundation may stage "terms and conditions" for ai' extension of
payment, they cannot deny the right to an extension which perpetiites
the debt. Note, finally, that the directors of the Foundation were
nominees of its creator, the donor of the notes.' What is of eoen greater
significance is that of the seven directors of the Foudation,four are direc-
tors of the Herald-Tribune (see chart facing). The two boards are,
therefore, in relation to purposes of control,- Tweedledum and iTweeledee.

There are other conditions in the deed. No action can be started
to collect the notes unless (a) a majority of the directors of the Founda-
tion agree and (b) their decision is that the action is necessary to
protect "the rights of the Donee to ultimate payment-not ultimate

8
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- : Offloftcrs TYor'k;. BHlbReid Foundation, Inc.:

ChairmanI- --- Helen'R6gers Reitd.' None
President..- --- Whitelaw Reld.' Helen Rogers Reid. 1
Executive vice president .......- -------.---- William E. Robinson.', None.;. ;
Vicepresident.....-_.----.-,,. None. ., ! WbltqelwReid.'
r2deavpsuredert.... ..Nonie. :i ' ' William EiRoblnsoni
Secretary .....;.. ---:-n.-----..St ley D., Brown., Wllia 1. Robtfson.t
Directors .---- Ferdinand Ebett.' O.-foerey Paraoi. '

,Oveta Cilp Hobby. . R6y, ( as*er;i' 1

.harles Seymour. Wibur Forret.
' . i'-'' ,' <. . *'* : ''* :** z .',;' ' ******.*** */. !;(**; OiiJedrgt Cohiloh.'
,'* .,'. ... .\: .\ 'W iW vr¶ iR Moore'.4...... Lamein Partbon.r

-.'.- .Everett Walker..
Howard Davis.?
Ogden:Reid.:·'.... Barney Cameron,* .,;

Also member cfbord of dire tors . .
' ChOilef edtotiaiadViser; formely chief editorial writer; son (Jr., was foreign editor, New York Herald.

Tribune, nbw.withNATQO Paris).,;: i.,:.t xcutive editor; Ne' YorkHerald-irlbiid
.Bulsnesa manager 'New York Herald;Tribune;.

. Assistant to president, New York Herald-Tribune.
* Managing editor, New York Herald-Tribene. .. , ...
7 Formerly executive vice presidentdentowpresidnt, Amiertcan Newspaper Publishers Association.
."Presadent, NeW York Herald-Tribune,:S. A, since.1953' (Volume 28, Who's Who).
'0irulation department, New York Herald-Tribune''

payment Ibt the right to ultimate paytnent. And the Foundation may
compromise the indebtedness' (that is, forgive it inas large a part as
it wishes), at will, &and thui virtually make a gift to the Herald-Tribune
of property dedicated to publicie:;..,-e ;,::But perhaps the most interesting clauses in the deed are those which
cast grave doubt on the basic tax-exempt character of the Foundation.
The deed recites that "It is understood and agreed" * * * that the
ultimate payment of said notesmiay be dendentupon the continuing
operation as a going concern of Niew York HeraldTrtibune. Inc. * * *-
(accordingly', the deed proceeds, the;Donee 'agrees to certain condi-
tions applying to. the notes. The very first of these is:
"New York-tribuine' Inc. shall be.giveti by the Donee'every reasonable oppor-

tunity arid the full coOperation of the D6nee to work out its financial affairs."
It. is the conclusion of thisComimittee that: what, Was intended was

a business ariang'zenMt We c'Qncludetit the' idation was not
to be engaged solely. in citntri'ablek work as' required by'the 'rules ex-
empting 501 (c) (3) formerly 101i (6)1 organizations. It was to
exeicdise charity': behalf of'the Ne York Ierald-tlbune. i It was
to 'subbordinatte whaitevrei 'philaithropic' had'bween planned to
thwiwelfare ofIthIat, ewspaper and thre interest' 'ofthi Reid family
i' it.It was' a WtbsinessdoAl.'Te was'n fiee gift' of the notes.
They were trinsftred prsuantto, a contriacituind&rwe il ietd F u'a
tion agreed to assist 't' piblishiifnig, pany n' its financial problemanid, by infeien'ce, but'ear ipferen6ce t make this objective superior
to its'presuimed:charitable 'function.,:''' i

It'was'o its ace, ' 'amign,icen' daesii6dei'arr.anefient.' Whter
or n4t Ogden'Reid's es't uld 'h aid'te heav deathluties,
if eigit and a half million dollars hlad not been exempted, we do not'
Iinowl ,'.. It is very'liktey that it mriightlae ieen uiossiblet'pa the
taxes on this additional eight and a half million aiiis:tti r'et'ai' iiethe
family control of a Herald-Tribune left financially sound. The general
plan adopted was somewhat similar to that used by the Ford family.
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TAX-EXEMPT FOUNDATIONS

However, the Ford arrangement seems entirely within the scope and
intent of the exempting law, while the Reid arrangement would seem
to violate both its intent and its specific restrictions. We wonder
if Internal Revenue should not review its decision to exempt the
Foundation.
Comparatively little in the way of "charity" has been done by the

Foundation in relation to the size of its assumed capital-and natur-
ally so. Earning no interest, it is dependent on capital payments
from the Herald-Tribune when it chooses to make payments. There
have been some principal payments, and some of these have evidently
been used to create Reid Fellowships and for other purposes. But
its performance as an eight and a half million dollar foundation has
been, in the aggregate, understandably pitiful-its first obligation
has been to support the Herald-Tribune.

It must be noted, in closing this discussion of the Reid Foundation,
that the New York Herald-Tribune leveled quite extraordinarily
savage attacks at this Committee during its work, both in that
newspaper's editorials and in what purported to be its news columns.
EUGENE AND AGNES E. MEYER FOUNDATION.

Unlike the Reid Foundation the Meyer Foundation did not receive
its primary impetus because of the death of the donor; as a matter of
fact, it is typical of foundations set up by individuals in order to provide
an orderly and consistent method of making contributions to their
chosen charitable and educational institutions. No criticism is made
of this entirely legitimate use of foundations.
However, this Committee has some doubts in connection with the

close relationship of the Foundation and the Washington Post Com-
pany, which in addition to owning the Washington Post and Times-
Herald also owns all the stock ofWTOP, Inc., a radio and TV station
in Washington D. C., as well as a radio and TV station in Jacksonville,
Florida. The assets of the Foundation (1953) are approximately 7.8
million dollars, of which 1.65 million dollars are invested in various
securities. The balance of 6.2 million dollars apparently represents
the value of 153,750 shares of Class B (non-voting) Common Stock
of the Washington Post Company held by the Foundation.
The net worth of the Washington Post Company cannot be obtained

from the company itself. However, there are a total of 186 750 shares
of Class B (non-voting) Common Stock outstanding, as wel as i2,724
shares outstanding of Class A (voting) Common Stock. The 153,750
shares of Class B CommonStock held by the Foundation represents
82.5% of the total of such shares. None of the voting stock is held
by the Foundation, but according to limited information available
the greater portion is controlled by Mr. and Mrs. Meyer.

In view of this intimate relationship, the intensely critical attitude
of the Washington Post and Times-Herald toward the work of this
Committee appears to be something in the nature of a defense mech-
anism, rather than- the unbiased reporting of facts by a newspaper.Again, this is a subject which warrants further study-to sure
that the press will be free of undue influence by any group with an
axe to grind, whether such groups are tax exempt or other types of
corporate organizations.
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TAXES AND THE INCREASICZfG FOUNDATION BIRTH-RATE.
It is the pressure of the present high rates of taxation which now

induces the creation of foundations. Some of the foundation execu-
tives who testified before the Cox Committee opined that the birth-
rate of foundations must soon decline because great fortunes can no
longer be made. This opinion seems incorrect. When Counsel asked
Mr. Andrews, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, whether the
high tax rates of recent years had not "materially increased the
incidence of foundations" largely as a means for solving the problem
of liquidating estate tax obligations, the Commissioner answered:
"There is no doubt in the world about that." (Hearings, p. 462.)
Despite high taxation, great fortunes continue to be made. . Witness
the new oil fortunes of Texas, Oklahoma and elsewhere, as well as
other startling accumulations of wealth. Indeed, many existing
small foundations are deceptive. They have been created with
small capital, to be in being: at the death of the donor for the pur-
pose of receiving huge testamentary bequests.
There is no reason to suppose that great fortunes will not continue

to be built, each of which will be faced with the serious problem of
preparing for the death tax impact. Moreover, it is not only the
enormously rich who create foundations today. Countless owners
of substantial business enterprises are today planning to solve their
estate problems through the use of foundations, and there is reason
to believe that this tendency will continue and perhaps even increase.
Ingenious experts in estate and tax planning have devised many
interesting ways to use a foundation in an estate or business plan.
The use of a foundation to permit a family to control a business after
thedeath of the proprietor is widely promoted. For example, the
August 15, 1954 issue of the J. K. Lasser Taz Reports contains this
statement:
"Note there is nothing wrong-morally or legally-in using a foundation to

effectuate tax savings. A family can legitimately establish a foundation where
charitable motives are closely tied to. reduced costs of charitable giving because of
income tax deductions allowed. Also,; the owner of a businesss may create a
foundation so as to cut his estate tax and lease his family in control of the business
after death-he leaves non-voting stock t( the foundation with his family retaining
the voting stock. Control of the auto company was retained by the Ford family
in that way."
What is an increasing, rather than a decreasing, birth rate, and'an

increasing aggregate of foundation funds, makes the problems treated
by this Committee all the more, serious. In an address delivered at
the University of Chicago on November 27, 1952, General Counsel
to this Committee said:

"It seems to me that the ingenious legal creatures developed by tax experts to
solve the unusual social, economic, and legal problems of the past several genera-
tions will become Frankensteins though perhaps benevolent ones. It is possible
that, in fifty, or a hundred :years, a great part of American industry will be con-
troalled byi'pensdiionandofthring trusts and fondationsad a large part of
the balance by insurance companies and labor'-unibofis.r. What eventual .repeious-
sions may come from such a development, ione can bnly guess. It mayibe .that
we will in;this manner reach some form of society similar to socialism, without
consciouslyinteding it iOr it may bei to protect ouseesagainst the. trictures
which suich' docentrations of poweroa6ni effect, that *e might have to enet legisla
tion analogous to the Statutes of Mortmain whichcenturies ago, were deemed
necessary in order to prevent all of England's wealth from.passing into the hands
of the hurch."

11
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If a great increase in the aggregate of foundation funds should occur,
either foundations will have to operatein a way which the country
will be certain is to its incontrovertible benefit or else strict rules of
control may have to be enacted.
CORPORATE-CREATED FOUNDATIONS.
High corporate tax rateshave added to the birthrate of foundations.

Many corporations, faced with excess profits taxes, created foundations
to take advantage of their full permitted income tax deduction for
charitable gifts. By creating their own vehicles for distribution, they
are able better to organize and plan the distribution of their "chari-
ties". They can make a single contribution at the end of each year to
the foundation and then, as in the case of an individual creating one
for the same purpose, take time tb plan out the individual grants.
As each year's contribution is capital in the hands of thefoundation
and not income-only the income from these contributions need be
distributed. Thus there is the possibility of large funds being built
up by corporation-created foundations which can add considerably
to the aggregate mass of foundation funds.
This Committee has not wished to take time from more pressing

problems to go into the corporate area. However, corporation-created
foundations present some special problems which are worth full study.
Two groups are sometimes inclined to oppose corporation-created

foundations-labor and the stockholders of the individual corporation.
Labor's argument is: If there is any unneeded surplus, why not pay
it to us in increased wages? The'stockholders' argument is: If there
is unneeded surplus, why not pay it to us in dividends?--by distribut-
ing to charity what are really our profits (for we are the proprietors
of the company) are you not forcing us to make distributions we may
not wish to make? These arguments strike, basically, at corporate
charitable donations, as such, of course, and not at foundations per se.
But there is much to be said on the other side. From a social

point of view, the advocates of corporation-created foundations say:
private support of philanthropic causes is vital to our society, and
corporations should do their part-or, corporate philanthropic giving
is now larger, in the aggregate, than individual giving and, to dry it
up, would be catastrophic for the supported "charities"-or, corporate
giving is cheaper than giving by the individual shareholder, whose
profits, if he pays them out, would first have been subjected to cor-
porate income tax.
From a practical point of view, they argue: the corporation can

designate "charities" which are directly beneficial to its employees
and to the community within which it operates and, thus, serve a
practical business purpose in bettering public relations-or, the corpo-
ration can make donations which can have a definitive benefit to
itself or to its industry-as in the case of grants to technical schools
and to universities and colleges where possible future employees can
be trained and improved methods and devices ,can bedeveloped.
*Aside from the problems arising out of the conflicts of interest

among the stockholders, the employees and the corporation itself,
there are philosophicproblems involved.which merit consideration. A
corporation is a legal enentitentitled in many respects to:tlie same
treatment as an individual. But there is .a limit to its assumption
of personality. Certain privileges given as a matter ofsocial grace

12
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to individual need nottniess'arAy be granted t6b the fictitious per-
sonality of= "a corporation. Nor hasa corporation any: inalienable
rights. Whether a corporation, !as such, is qualified to exercise
charitable patronage, inviolving factors, such as pity and conscience is
questionable. i..'*:.'The problem of limiting, or controlling'sichfoiindations should be
studied carefully. We shall point oitt in this report how vast can be
the power of an individual' foundation,' and how much greater when
foundations act in combination. The potential dage shouldnriot be
overlooked that huge corporation-created foundations might play too
strong and active a part in our social structure. The answer to this
problem is not abolition but some intelligent supervision or limitation.From a practical point of view, they argue: the corporation can
designate "charities" which are directly beneficial to its employees
and to the community within which it' operates and, thus, serve a
practical business purpose in bettering public relations-or the cor-
poration can make donations which can have a definitive benefit to
itself or to its industry-as in the case of grants to technical schools
and to universities and colleges where possible future employees can
be trained and improved methods and devices can be developed.

Aside from the problems arising out of the conflicts of interest among
the stockholders, the employees and the corporation itself, there are
philosophic problems involved which merit consideration. A cor-
poration is a legal entity, entitled in many respects to the same treat-
ment as an individual. But there is a limit to its assumption of
personality. Certain privileges given as a matter of social grace to
individuals need not necessarily be granted to the fictitious personality
of a corporatioti. Nor has a corporation any inalienable rights.
Whether a corporation, as such, is qualified to exercise charitable
patronage, involving factors such as pity and conscience is questionable.
The problem of limiting or controlling such foundations should be

studied carefully. We shall point out in this report how vast can be
the power of an individual foundation, and how much greater when
foundations act in combination. The potential danger should not be
overlooked that huge corporation-created foundations might play too
strong and active a part in our social structure. The answer to this
problem is not abolition but some intelligent supervision or limitation.

IV. STATISTICAL MAT-ERIAL
No comprehensive statistics are available. The source from which

one might expect to get them is the Internal Revenue Service. How-
ever, Section 101 (6) of the'Internal Revenue Code included various
types of tax-exempt organizations in addition to foundations. More-
over, foundation bookkeeping introduced complications such as
cross-grants. Therefore, the Service would have been unable to
produce complete statistics except at prohibitive cost in labor and
money.
The staff of this Committee assembled, and commented upon, some

valuable .statistics based chiefly on the answers to the questionnaires
sent out'by the Cox Committee. See Hearings, page 9, et seq. (Note'
that some adjustment must be made in using these statistics in view
of the depreciation of the dollar in recent years.) Statistical studies
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made by others, notably the Russell Sage Foundation, though neces-
sarily incomplete, are also useful to give some basic financial facts.
There are between six and seven thousand foundations at the

present time, probably close to the latter figure. Their aggregate
funds amount to some $7,500,000,000, and their aggregate annual
income to nearly $675,000,000. It is estimated that foundations of
$10,000,000 capital or over comprise only 7% of the total number,
but account for 56% of the total endowment and 32% of the aggre-
gate income of foundations.



PART TWO

FINDINGS OF FACT AND SUPPORTING MATERIAL

V. PREFATORY NOTES AND SUMMARY OF FINDINGS
The ."full and complete" investigation antiipated by the creating

resolution was an impossibility under the conditions met. To some
extent, therefore, this must be regarded as a pilot study.The creation of this Committee was greeted by some with the
question: "Why another investigation of foundations when we had
one so recently?" The answer can be found in a comparison of the
material produced by the Cox Committee and by this one. The
Cox Committee simply did not have time to do much more than it did.
A Congressional committee of this kind is chiefly dependent on its
counsel and staff for the production of research material,. In its
approximately six months of theoretical, and approximately four
months of practical existence, the Cox Committee's counsel and
staff did not have time to do that preliminary research which mighthave disclosed extremely important critical material. It did not
even use a considerable amount of the material'it had at hand, as
much of its energies were, consumed in listening to adulatory testi-
mony by foundation executives and supporters.
Hampered and limited as the current investigation has been, it h8as

well merited the energy given to-it. It has disclosed and assembled
material never before integratedly exhibited to the Congress and the
people, and opened 'up lines of inquiry, the seriousness of Which can-
not, be overemphasized. It should act as:a base for a far more
intense and extended investigation. It is the conclusion. of this Com-
mittee that the subject of foundations urgently requires the continued
attention of Congress.

Should the study be resumed, we recommend that it be on a some-
what different basis. The process of investigation through public
hearings is inadequate for a subject such as that of foundations. As
we have said, an inquiry ito this subject is primarily a research
undertaking. The materials of most value are to be found in
voluminous literature, reports and records. Deciding among pointsof view becomes chiefly a matter of processing the mass of research
material which is available, and determining, not on the basis of
witnesses' opinions but on a judicial weighing of the factual evidence,which are correct.
To some extent, sampling methods must be used.
Reliance on staff work and staff reports seems essential. The

Temporairy National'Economic Committee (TNEC) used similar
methods. It conducted'hearings but leaned heavily on staff reportspublished in over forty volumes. There is need'for a similar thorough-
ness in approaching the foundation problems, a time-consuing-use of
library sources, of questionnaires and of field studies in addition to
hearings, public or private.

10
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It would thus be an injustice to arrive at generalized conclusions
except upon intense studies of wide sampling. Generalizing from a
small sample might well give a distorted picture and cause for rightful
complaint by those to whom the generalizations do not apply. We
have, ourselves, tried to be very careful not to arrive at final con-
clusions on general bases, except where the facts seemed incontrovert-
ibly to justify it. Where we have arrived at specific, in contrast to
generalized, conclusions, it has been upon specifically pertinent
material.

In some instances the experience of one particular foundation or a
sampled group may indicate a significant trend in foundation activi-
ties. It may illustrate what happens, under the system of foundation
tax exemption, to the citizens who establish foundations, to the trustees
who manage them in theory and to the executives who manage them
in fact. Foundations cannot be understood except in relation to
their acts.

SUMMARY OF COMMITTEE FINDINGS

Subject, then, to the foregoing comments,. the following is a brieL
summary of the more important findings of this Committee. It is
introduced here in introductory fashion. Further conclusions and
findings are contained in the subsequent text. Moreover, a reading
of the text is often necessary to amplify the brief statement of a finding
here given.
THE COMMITTEE FINDS AS FOLLOWS:

1. The country is faced with a rapidly increasing birth-rate of
foundations. The compelling motivation behind this rapid increase
in numbers is tax planning rather than "charity." The possibility
exists that a large part of American industry may eventually come
into the hands of foundations. This may perpetuate control of
individual enterprises in a way not contemplated by existing legisla-
tion, in the hands of closed groups, perhaps controlled in turn by
families. Because of the tax exemption granted them, and because
they must be dedicated to public purposes, the foundations are public
trusts, administering funds of which the public is the equitable owner.
However, under the present law there is little implementation of this
responsibility to the general welfare; the foundations administer their
capital and income with the widest freedom, bordering at times on
irresponsibility. Wide freedom is highly desirable, as long as the
public dedication is faithfully followed. But as will be observed later,
the present laws do not compel such performance.
The increasing number of foundations presents another problem.

The Internal Revenue Service is not staffed to adequately scrutinize
.the propriety and legality of the work of this ever-enlarging multitude
of foundations.

2. Foundations are clearly desirable when operating in the natural
.sciences and when making direct donations to religious, educational,
scientific, and other institutional donees. However,' when their
activities spread into the field of the so-called "social sciences" orinto
other areas in which;our ,basic moral, social, economic, and govern-
mental principles can be vitally affected, the public should be alerted
to these activities and be made aware of the impact of foundation
influence on our accepted way of life.
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3.: The power ofthe individual large foundation is enormous. It
canexercises. various forms: of patronage which ,carry with them
elements of! thought control. It can exert immense influence on
educational institutions, upon, the ;educational processes, and upon
educators. It is capable of invisible coercion through the power of
its purse., It, can materially predetermine the development of social
and political concepts and,courses of action through the process of
granting and withholding foundation awards upon a selective basis,
and by designing and promulgating projects which propel researchers
in selected directions It can play a powerful part in- the determina-
tion of academic opinion, and, through this thought leadership,
materially influence public opinion.: . p mi

4. This power to influence national policyis amplified tremendously
when foundations act in' concert,. There is such a concentration of
foundation power in the United States, operating in the social sciences
and education: It consists basically of a oup of major foundations,
representing a gigantic aggregate of capital!and income. There is
no conclusive evidence that this interlock, this concentration of power,
having some of the characteristics of an intellectual cartel, came into
being as- the' result of an over-all, conscious plan,. 'Nevertheless,; it
exists. It operates in part. through certain intermediary organiza-
tions supported by the foundations. It- has ramifications in almost
every phase of research and education, in communications and even
in government, Such a concentration of power is highly undesirable,
whether the'net result of its operations is benign or.not.

5. Because foundation funds are public funds, the trustees of these
organizations: must conscientiously exercise the highest degree. of
fiduciary responsibility. Under the system of operation common to
most large foundations this fiduciary responsibility has been largely
abdicated, and in two ways. First, infact if not in theory, the trustees
have all too frequently passedsolely upon general plans and left the
detailed administration of donations (and the consequent selection of
projects and, grantees) to professional employees.. Second, these
trustees have all too often delegated much of their authority and
function to intermediary organizations

6. A professional class of administrators of foundation funds has
emerged, intent 'upon creating and maintaining. personal prestige
and independence of action, and upon. preserving its position and
emoluments. This informal "guild" has already. fallen into many of
the vices of a bureaucratic system, involving vast opportunities for
selective patronage, preference and privilege . It has already come
to exercise a very extensive, practical control over most research in
the social sciences, much of our educational process, and a good part
of government administration, in these and related fields. The
aggregate thought-control power of this foundation and foundation-
supported bureaucracy can. hardly be exaggerated. A system has
thus arisen. (without it significance being realized by foundation
trustees) which gives enormous power to a relatively small group of
individuals, having at their virtual command, huge sums in public
trust funds.Ittis a system which is antithetical to American
principles.,: .:,:,:....:-; .. ..

7.tThe farreaching power of the large foundations and of the
interlockk, has so iflienced the press, the radio, and even the gov-
ernment that it has ,beom extremely difficult for objective criticism
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of foundation practices to get into news channels without having first
been distorted, slanted, discredited, and at times ridiculed. Nothing
short of an unhampered Congressional investigation could hope to
bring out the vital facts; and the pressure against Congressional
investigation has been almost incredible. As indicated by their
arrogance in dealing with this committee, the major foundations and
their associated intermediary organizations have intrenched them-
selves behind a totality of power which presumes to place them
beyond serious criticism and attack.

8. Research in the social sciences plays a key part in the evolution
of our society. Such research is now almost wholly in the control of
the professional employees of the large foundations and their obedient
satellites. Even the great sums allotted by the Federal Government
for social science research have come into the virtual control of this
professional group.

9. This power team has promoted a great excess of empirical re-
search, as contrasted with theoretical research. It has promoted
what has been called an irresponsible "fact finding mania." It is
true that a balanced empirical approach is essential. to sound investi-
gation. But it is equally true that if it is not sufficiently balanced
and guided by the theoretical approach, it leads all too frequently to
what has been termed "scientism" or fake science, seriously endanger-
ing our society upon subsequent general acceptance as "scientific"
fact. It is not the part of Congress to dictate methods of research,
but an alertness by foundation trustees to the dangers of supporting
unbalanced and unscientific research is clearly indicated.

10. Associated with the excessive support of the empirical method,
the concentration of power has tended to support the dangerous
"cultural lag" theory and to promote "moral relativity", to the detri-
ment of our basic moral, religious, and governmental principles. It
has tended to support the concept of "social engineering"-that
"social scientists" and they alone are capable of guiding us into better
ways of living and improved or substituted fundamental principles of
action.

11. Accompanying these directions in research grants, the con-
centration has shown a distinct tendency to favor political opinions
to the left. These foundations and their intermediaries engage
extensively in political activity, not in the form of direct support of
political candidates or political parties, but in the conscious promotion
of carefully calculated political concepts. The qualitative and
quantitative restrictions of the Federal law are wholly inadequate to
prevent this mis-use of public trust funds.

12. The impact of foundation money upon education has been
very heavy, largely tending to promote uniformity in approach and
method, tending to induce the educator to become an agent for social
change and a propagandist for the development of our society in the
direction of some.form of collectivism. Foundations have supported
text books (and books intended for inclusion in collateral reading
lists) which are destructive of our basic governmental and social
principles and highly critical of some of our cherished institutions.

13. In the international field, foundations, and an interlock among
some of them and certain intermediary organizations have exercised
a strong effect upon our foreign policy and upon public education in
things international. This has been accomplished by vast propa-
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ganda, by supplying executives and advisers to government and by
controlling much research in this area through the power of the purse.
The net result of these combined efforts has been to promote "inter-
nationalism" in a particular sense-a form directed toward "world
government" and a derogation of American "nationalism." Founda-
tions have supported a conscious distortion of history, propagandized
blindly for the United Nations as the hope of the world, supported
that organization's agencies to an extent beyond general public
acceptance, and leaned toward a generally "leftist" approach to
international problems.

14. With several tragically outstanding exceptions, such as The
Institute of Pacific Relations, foundations have not directly supported
organizations which, in turn, operated to support Communism.
However, some of the larger foundations have directly supported
"subversion" in the true meaning of that term, namely,'the process
of undermining some of our vitally protective concepts and principles.
They have actively supported attacks upon our social and govern-
mental system andfinanced the promotion of socialism and collectivist
ideas.

VI. THE POWER OF THE LARGE FOUNDATION

THE IMPACT OF SIZE,
Several executives of large foundations in their statements at the

Cox Committee hearings expressed the opinion that some regulation of
smaller foundations might be desirable because they are so frequently
set up for tax or other personal advantages. The same executives
expressed the opinion that further regulation of the large foundations
was undesirable. We believe that the premises upon which these
conclusions were based are erroneous. Great foundations are also
set up for tax or other personal advantages. Moreover there is a
distinct danger in me 2 size.

In the so-called Walsh investigation, which took place in 1917, both
Samuel Untermyer and Louis D. Brandeis concluded that the founda-
tion as a perpetuity was "inconsistent with democratic conceptions."
Granting that they might then have been in the hands of good men,
the fear was expressed that foundations might become "great powers
for evil in the hands of persons whom we cannot foresee." They
might even, it was feared, grow stronger than the Government.

This fear was based upon the conservative character and poor
public relations of the creators of the first great foundations; it was

anticipated that the power of the huge foundation funds could be
used for "reactionary" purposes. The current vice seems to be that
some of the great foundations are now permitting their funds to be
used largely in the promotion of projects politically directed to the
left. But the issue is not whether these great public trusts are being
employed in one political direction or another. The issue is whether
there should be any political direction in the use of public trust
moneys. We share the fear of men like Untermyer and Brandeis that
the power in itself constitutes a threat and a danger.

According to Raymond B. Fosdick, in his The Story of the Rocke-
feller Foundation, when Federal incorporation of the Foundation was

sought, protests were made not only on the basis of the prospective
power of such a foundation but also of its possible use as a medium for
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perpetuating wealth. The following is from Dr. Fosdick's book, on
page 18:

"... In letters which have since been published, it appears that George W.
Wickersham the Attorney General, wrote to President Taft denouncing the
proposal. 'Never,' he declared, 'has there been submitted to Congress or to any
legislative body, such an indefinite scheme for perpetuating vast wealth as this;
and personally I believe it to be entirely inconsistent with the public interest that
any suchbill should be passed.' To this Mr. Taft replied: 'I agree with your . . .

characterization of the proposed act to incorporate John D. Rockefeller.' "

Some of the individual foundations have increased enormously in
size through the accumulation of income (now more carefully restricted
than before) and through accretions in capital value (wholly unre-
stricted). In spite of heavy expenditures, some of the foundations
are now far larger in capital than they were when created. Where,
as is frequently the case, the foundation portfolio contains blocks of
equity stocks in growing enterprises, the limits of capital increase
cannot be foreseen.
The power to allot or distribute substantial funds carries with it

the opportunity to exercise a substantial degree of control over the
recipients. We tolerate such risks to society in the free and uncon-
trolled use of private funds. An individual of wealth has wide free-
dom to expend his money for power or propaganda purposes; in the
process, he may obtain control of educational institutions, media of
communication and other agencies which have an important impact
on society. Distasteful though this may sometimes be, broad
freedom to do it is consonant with our general ideas of freedom and
liberty for the individual.

hen we are dealing with foundations, the situation is quite
different. Problems arise in connection with granting full liberty to
foundations which increase geometrically with their size. The power
of the purse becomes something with which the public must reckon.
For these great foundations are public trusts, employing the public's
money-become so through tax exemption and dedication to public
purposes. Foundations are permitted to exist by the grace of the public,
exempted from the taxation to which private funds are subjected, and are
entitled to their privileges only because they are, and must be, dedicated
to the public welfare. The public has the right to expect of those who
operate the foundations the highest degree of fiduciary responsibility.
The fiduciaryduty is not merely to administer the funds carefully from
a financial standpoint. It includes the obligation to see that the public
dedication is properly applied.
The large foundations admit this fiduciary responsibility and affirm-

atively proclaim their consciousness of it. But, the freedom of action
they insist on sometimes permits transgressing the border of license.
The trustees of the foundations are, by overwhelming preponderance,
estimable men; their errors of operation chiefly result from an apparent
misconception of their fiduciary duty. It is not that they do not
intend to act with full trust responsibility; they are perhaps too often
too busy to think their problems through in detail.

There are limits to their freedom of action as trustees. Their
financial power gives them enormous leverage in fluencingpublic
opinion. They should thus be very chary of promoting ideas, con-
cepts and opinion-forming material which run contrary to whatthe
public currently wishes, approves and likes. Professor Thomnas H.
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Briggs,' an eminent educator, put it this way in his testimony
(Hearings, p. 96) :
But whatever' the stated purpose or purposes, the public has a deep concern

and an actual responsibility to see that the activities of each and every founda-
tion, whether its resources are large or small, not only does not harm but also
contributes to smaximum degreepossible to the welfare of the Nation. This
right and this responsibility are derived from thb fact that thepublic has chartered
the foundations and also that by remission 6f taxes itis furnishing a large part of
the available revenue. In the case of 'the Ford Foundation, which has an annual
income in excess of $30 million, the public contributes more than $27 million, or
$9 to every $1 that comes from the original donor.

In addition to the right and the responsibility of the public to insure that founda-
tion moneys are spent for the maximum good of society in geneal, the public is
concerned that no chartered foundation promote a program which in any way and to
any extent militates against what society has decided is for its own goqd. [Emphasis
ours.J

Dr. Frederick P. Keppel once said that the officers of foundations
steadily tend toward "an illusion of omniscience and omnipotence."
They thus fall easily into the error of deeming themselves a group of
the elite, entitled to use the seductive methods of educational and
research propaganda to promote what they themselves believe to be
best for the people. In this they seem to follow the thesis of Jean
Jacques Rousseau.
Rousseau was perhaps the most ardent intellectual supporter of

absolute democracy. He believed that the majority must rule with-
out hindrance, and that minority rights are nonsense. Yet he was
the intellectual father of Communism and Fascism. For, while he
believed in the absolute rights of the majority, he did say that the
people did not always know what was good for them; presumably a
group of the elite would have to tell them. Thus, in both totalitarian
systems, an elite group controls the state for the presumed benefit of
the mass. Such a system is antithetical of our own. As Prof.
Briggs said -

The principle that the public should decide what it' wants in order to promote
its own welfare and happiness is unquestionably sound. An assumption that the
public does not know what is for its own good is simply contrary to the funda-
mental principles of democracy. (Hearings, p. 98.)
The fact is that the foundations have become a force in our society

second only to that of government itself. Administering about
seven and a half billion dollars, of which a very small number control
about a third, they are in a position, through the power of public
money to make their influence felt so heavily as to warrant careful
study of the line between freedom of action and license.
PUBLIC ACo6&iUNTABILIT'.
Annual returns are required of the foundations which give certain

information to the Federal government.: Part of these reports are
open to the public. Others are not; they iman be e'amined only by
Executtive Qrder of theIPesident' of the United' State. Even this
Committee, as early described, has had dffl uty in securing such
an order; the public igeneraha nochanc osecine . Thus
even the material which by lawmustnow- be recordedid is not fully
open to- the public.: !t.hiCo'lmmittee faiis to u deista4d why ,any part
of any report by' a foundation should not be open to thle public. Its
funds are public and its benefactions, its activities,should be public

i .rofesore.m.ti.,ou..b.a.n i.t(..
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also. In any event, the report which must be filed is wholly inade-
quate to enable either government or the public to determine whether
a foundation has fulfilled its duty to the public.
Some of the major foundations prepare and issue public reports

which are admirable as far as they go, disclosing full financial state-
ments and descriptions of their work during the period covered by the
report. But even these are inadequate fully to inform the public of
the backgrounds, the motivations, the detail of operation and the
results of the activities of the foundations. .
While truly full reports would give to those interested an oppor-

tunity to be critical, such criticism would be ineffective in most in-
stances. The foundations are free to do as they please with the public
funds at their command, so long as they do not transgress certain
rules of law which are so general in their terms, and so difficult to
interpret except in a few instances, that they are virtually useless as
deterrents. Political propaganda, for example, is proscribed. But
many foundations do engage in active political propaganda, and the
present laws cannot stop them.
The testimony of Internal Revenue Commissioner Andrews and

Assistant Commissioner Sugarman brought out clearly (1) that the
courts have construed the restrictions in the tax law very liberally,
perhaps far too liberally; (2) that the Internal Revenue Service has
great difficulty in drawing lines; and (3) that it does not have the
manpower or the machinery to act as a watchdog to make sure that
the law is not violated.
Where the organization claims exemption on the ground that it is

"educational" the law requires that it have been organized exclusively
for that purpose, yet the word "exclusively" has been weakened by
judicial interpretation. Again, the words proscribing political
activity provide that it may not use a "substantial" part of its funds
in that area. The test is thus quantitative as well as qualitative, and
the difficulty in determining the borderlines can well be imagined.
The fact is, and this seems to us of enormous importance, that the
Internal Revenue Service cannot possibly read all the literature pro-
duced or financed by foundations, or follow and check the application
of their expenditures. The Commissioner must rely chiefly on com-
plaints by indignant citizens to raise a question in his own mind.
Even then, it is difficult for the Service to carry this burden, both
from limitations of personnel and budget, and because it is here
concerned with an area which requires technical skill not normally
to be found in a tax bureau.
Our conclusion is that there is no true public accountability under

the present laws.
What is the penalty if, by chance, serious malfeasiice is proved-

perhaps by substantial grants for subversive purposes or for active
political propaganda? The mere loss of the income tax exemption.
That is the sole penalty, other than the 1oss of the right of future
donors to take gift or estate tax exemption on their donations. The
capital of the foundation may still be used fora' alevolent puIpose.
The trustees are not subjected to any personal penalty. The fnd
merely suffers by, thereafter, having to pay income tax on its earnings
ABDICATION Or TRUSTr'EE RBEPON8SBILI Y., : i;
The great foundations are enterprises of such magnitude that they

cannot be managed by visiting trustees. In their filed statements,
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several of the foundations have denied indignantly that their trustees
neglected their work. - The fact is that, as some of the large founda-
tions are organized, the trustees cannot fully perform those duties
which their fiduciary responsibility imposes.
An illustration of this was given by Professor Briggs in discussing

the Ford Fundfor the Advancement of Education. He indicated that
the trustees were too busy with their own affairs and "put trust in
their elected administrative officers." Ii the foundation subsidiary
to which he referred he said all of these officers were "directly or
indirectly nominated by a former influential officer .of The Ford
Foundation who is notoriously critical-I may even say contemptu-
ous-of the professional education of teachers." The result in this
instance he described as follows:

These administrative officers doubtless present'to the board, as they do to the
public, a program so general as to get approval and yet so indefinite as to permit
activities which in the judgment of most competent critics are either wasteful
or harmful to the education program that has been approved by the public.
(Hearings, p. 97.)
To do a truly fiduciary job, as a trustee of one of the major founda-

tions, would require virtually full time occupation.
Typically in the large foundation, there is a set of eminent and

responsible trustees at the top who may well wish to be alert to their
public duty. Most, however, are busy men with many other occupa-
tions and avocations. They may attend quarterly meetings, some-
times less often, rarely more. At such meetings they may be pre-
sented with voluminous reports and be asked to consider and give
their approval to programs and projects. However long such meetings
may last, it is impossible for such trustees to fulfill their fiduciary
responsibility adequately at the equivalent of directors' meetings.
In such infrequent attendance, they cannot give the attention to
the detail of management which the trust nature of these enterprises
requires. Perforce, they delegate their powers to professional subordi-
nates, sometimes selected for their peculiar knowledge of the field,
sometimes selected casually and without previous experience or special
knowledge.
That they are not always careful in their selection of executives

and staffs is attested by this testimony of Professor Briggs, in which
he refers to The Ford Fund for the Advancement of Education, upon
whose Advisory Committee he served until his resignation in disgust
(Hearings, pp. 96-97):
Not a single member of the staff, from the president down to the lowliest employee,
has had any experience, certainly none in recent' years; that would give under-
standing of 'the problems that are met daily by the teachers and administrators
of our schools. It is true that they have from time to time'called in for counsel
experienced educators of, their own choosing, but there is little evidence that they
have been 'materially influenced by the advice that was proffered. As one prom-
inent educator who was invited to give advice reported, "any suggestions for
changes in the project (proposed by the fund) were glossed overwithout discus-
sion." As a former member of a so-called advisory committee I testify that at
no time did the administration of the fund seek from it any'advice on principles
of operation nor did it hospitably receive or act in accordance with such advice
as was volunteered.. . : ...
Mr. Alfred Kohlberg testified before the Cox Committee. As a

member of the,nlititute of' Pzci: Relations, he had brought up charges
of subversion apparently before The Rockefdller Foundation's trustees
had' become aware that anything was wrong with their long-favored
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beneficiary. He also testified to certain communications he had had
with John Foster Dulles when Alger Hiss had been made President of
The Carnegie Endowment For International Peace at Mri Dulles'
suggestion. When Mr. Kohlberg was asked if he was critical of Mr.
Dulles for his connection with the Hiss matter, he stated that he was
critical in general of the trustees of the two large foundations coi-
cerning which he had testified- The Carnegie Endowment and Rocke-
jeller Foundation-on the ground that they "delegate most of their
duties to the staff.' He continued: "And while we all realize that
they are very busy men, that the affairs of these foundations are vast
in scope, I criticize them for a lack of understanding of the damage
that can be done to the country when these institutions get infiltrated
or when institutions they are aiding get infiltrated with communists."
Mr. Kohlberg illustrated further:
"That has been the reaction-the trustees of the Institute of Pacific Relations,

for example, which has now been found by the Senate committee to be considered
an organ of the Communist Party of the United States, by the Communist Party,
the majority of those trustees are men of unquestioned integrity, and although
charges were brought to their attention-what is it? Eight years ago?-they
have never yet investigated it on their own."
An analogy with a commercial enterprise is not correct, Some

foundations, .like the Twentieth Century Fund, engage directly in
research projects. Others are in the business of distributing funds to
still others for research and other purposes. In either case, the
operation is not a private one for profit but a public one for the public
benefit, and the obligations of the trustees extend far beyond the
limited fiduciary responsibility of a commercial director.

These obligations are comparatively easy to meet in small founda-
tions with moderate operations. The larger the foundation enterprise,
the more difficult the execution of the fiduciary duty. So complex
and intricate have some of the foundations become that a few, like
the Ford Foundation, have felt obliged to divide themselves into
subsidiaries and affiliates. The diagram set opposite this page shows
part of the intricacy of the Ford operation.

Trustees of great foundations are unable to keep their fingers
on the pulse of operations except to very limited degree. They
cannot take time to watch that detail of operation which alone would
give them an insight into the fairness and objectivity of selections.
Nor can they see to the effect of what they have permitted to be
done. They incline generally to feel that they have done their part
when a grant has been made. They seem to have neither the time
nor the disposition to study the consequences of the grant, its impact
upon society. No other explanation of the long-continued enormous
grants by The Rockefeller Foundation and others to The Institute of
Pacific Relations, nor of the Rockefeller support of the Kinsey reports,
seems logical.
Mr. Henry Allen Moe, of the John Simon Guggenheim Memorial

Foundation put it this way in this statement before the Cox Com-
mittee:

* * * 'delegatus non potest delegare,' that is to say that no trustee can
delegate his trust function.
He proceeded to say that neither within law nor equity could trustees
delegate their judgment. .
What is this judgment, the chief component of the trust frctiont .It

is the judgment of the desirability ofa grant, both as to specific purpose and
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as to the identity of' the rantee,' It is this which' cannot be delegated.
Yet it all too frequently is delegated to professional subordinates who
do not have the diity of trustees. Clearly enough, where a great
many grants are to be awarded, administrative assistance is unavoid-
ably necessary. But ultimate responsibility must rest on the trustees.
They may have assistance, but they cannot merely shunt off the process
of selection to others, perfunctorily accepting what these agents have
decided. If the problem is that the size of some foundations prevents
selections by the trustees themselves, the answer cannot lie in an
abandonment of responsibility by delegation but perhaps in a radical
reorganization of its processes and methods.
Some trustees seek to escape the full impact of the principle of

delegates non potest delegate, -by organizing themselves in such manner
that they are expressly excluded from the detail of selection. For
example, the Ford Foundation caused a report to be prepared called
the Report of the Studyfor the Ford Foundatzon on Policy and Program,
dated November 19, 1949. This report contained the following
passages:

"Individual members of the Board of Trustees should not seek to decide the
technical questions involved in particular applications and projects. Nothing
would more certainly destroy the effectiveness of a foundation. On the contrary,
the Trustees will be most surely able to control the main lines of policy
of the Foundation, and the contribution it will make to human welfare, if they
give the President and the officers considerable freedom in developing the program,
while they avoid influencing (even by indirection) the conduct of projects to
which the Foundation has granted funds." (Pages 127 and 128.)

"As individuals, the Trustees should learn as much as they can by all means
possible, formal and informal, about the program of the Foundation in relation
to the affairs of the world. But the Board of Trustees, as a responsible body,
should act only according to its regular formal procedures, and usually on the
agenda the dockets, and the recommendations presented by the President."
(Page 128.)"The meetings of the Board should be arranged so that the discussion will not
be directed mainly at the individual grants recommended by the officers and
institutions to receive them. Nothing could destroy the effectiveness of the Board
more certainly than to have the agenda for its meetings consist exclusively of
small appropriation items, each of which has to be judged on the basis of scientific
considerations the academic reputation of research workers or the'standing of
institutions. If the agenda calls solely for such discussions the Board will neces-
sarily fail to discuss the main issues of policy and will inevitably interfere in mat-
ters in which it has no special competence." (Page 130.)
"A foundation may wish from time to time to make small grants, either to ex-

plore the possibilities of larger programs, or to take advantage of an isolated and
unusual opportunity. For such purposes it will be useful for the Trustees to set
up (and replenish from time to time) a discretionary fund out of'which the Presi-
dent may,make grants on his own. authority. The Trustees should set a limit on
the aggregate amount which the President may award. in discretionary grants
during a given period, rather than set a fixed limit on the size of a single grant.
* ** '; (Page 132.)
"The President of The For4l Foundation, as its principal officer, should not only

serve as a member of the, Board of Trustees, but should be given full authority
to administer its organization.
"He should have full responsibility for presenting recommendations on program

to the Board, and full authority to appoint.and remove all other officers and em-
ployees of the Foundation. *.: * *' (Page 132.)
,"The founders of at least two of the larger American foundations intended

their trustee. to devote a major amount of their time to theactive conduct of
foundation affairs. Usually this arrangement has not ovedpracticable. * * *"
(Page 133.) .

" * * for the program of 'a foundation may be determined more certainly byth'e'election of its top officers than by any stateneit of policy or any set of direc-
tions. * *.*" (Page 133.)

65847---- 8
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We cannot escape the conclusion that the trustees ofthe FordFounation
abdicated their trust responsibility in assenting to this plan of operation,
under which everything except possibly the establishment of glittering
generalities could be left to employees.
On the subject of trustees responsibility, Professor Kenneth Col-

grove 2 testified under questioning as follows:
Mr. WoRMsER. Professor, I would like your comments on this subject, if you

will. The trustees of these foundations have a distinct fiduciary responsibility
which they recognize, in principle, at least, as the trustees of public funds. 'It
seems to me the most important trust function they have is to exercise judgment
in connection with the selection of grants and grantees. Does it not seem to
you that to a very large extent they have abandoned that trust function that
trust duty, and have delegated the whole thing to other organizations? That in
certain areas they have used these intermediate organizations to fulfill their
judgment function for them, which they, as trustees, should exercise? Would
you comment on that?

Dr. COLECROVE. I think that has very largely occurred. I do not quite like
to put it this way, but the trustees are in many case.; just window dressing to
give popular confidence in the institution. In the United States we think an
institution needs a very distinguished board of trustees; and, of course, you
know, from college experience, a great many men are made trustees of a uni-
versity because the university expects them to make a large donation to the
endowment fund or build a building or something like that. And to offset a
group of rich trustees, you put on some trustees who have large reputations in
the literary world or in other fields than merely finance.
Many of the trustees, I am afraid, have gotten into a very bad habit. They

are perfectly realistic. They know why they are put on the board of trustees.
And they are not as careful as they should be in taking responsibility for the
operation of those organizations.

I think the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, which was set up
under Elihu Root and President Nicholas Murray Butler way back, I think,
about 1908, had a board of trustees picked by President Butler, and I think
Butler expected to get a great deal of advice from those trustees.
But I do recall many years later President Butler told me that he had to use

very extraordinary methods to get his trustees to meet even for the annual
meeting.

Mr. WORMSER. Then, in practice, they delegate their authority partly to other
organizations. Of course, where they do make their own grants directly they
delegate enormously to their professional employees, the executives, who do not
have the same trust responsibility but are merely executives.

Dr. COLEaROVB. Yes, they delegate their authority 'in several directions.
Trustees delegate their authority to the president of the foundation. The presi-
dent in large measure even delegates his authority to the heads of departments.
A president of one of these large funds sometimes is a little hazy about what is
happening in this division or in that division. And in these heads of departments-
let's say of the Rockefeller Foundation, where you have the social sciences and
humanities-you will find a delegation of authority in the case of the social sciences
to the operating society, The Social Science Research Council, and to The American
Council of Learned Societies in the case of the humanities. So you have a delega-
tion of authority in two directions there.

Mr. WORMSBE. So whether a foundation fulfills its obligation to the public
rests primarily on the selection of its employees and the association with these
intermediate groups. Is it your opinion, Professor that these employees-I
don't mean in a derogatory sense to say "employees", the officers of these organiza-
tions-are on the same caliber as a whole, do they compare Well with university
executives or those who would administer grants under university administration?

Dr. COLEGROVE. Well, I think those of us in political science feel that Joe
Willits,' who was a professor of the University of Pennsvlvania before he took the
position that he has at the present time, is an outstanding scholar, a most com-
petent administrator, a very good judge of human nature. And yet he cannot
give all of his attention to the expenditure of these vast sums.

s Formerly Professor of Political Science Northwestern University where he taught for 30 years before
his automatic retirement at age 65. For eleven years, Secretary and Treasurer, American Political Science
Association.

I Vioe-President, The Rockefeller Foundation.
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What applies, of course, to Rockefeller Foundation applies even more forcibly

to The Frd Foundation, which is mueh larger.
Mr. WORMSiR. One Witness, Professor Brigg, testified that in his opinion there

wasn't one single employeein the FoFudtheFoFu othe Advancement of Education,
from the top down to6 the bottom, who had had enough experience in the areas
in which they were operating to make proper judgments. That does not sound
very good for foundation practices, if they select men as carelessl, let us say, as
that. I am trying to make a comparison withuniversities because I am interested
particularly in the possibility that a better medium for foundation largesse maybe through the universities, instead of through professional agencies.

Dr. CoLoaROVE. Oh, quite true. I think it would require a larger number of
topnotch administrators in the foundations to exercise more critical judgment
than can be exercised at the present time. Even there however, you would have
to choose between universities; and if you are going to the small colleges, there is a
case where you would have to have many careful surveys and studies and an
acquaintance with the personnel and faculties of those universities. Probably
the staffs of high-grade men, let us say men serving under Dr. Willits, ought to
be a little higher caliber, i

* * * * * * *
Mr. HAYS. Well, now, you talked a little bit ago about the delegation of

authority. Do you have any specific ideas about what we could do to remedy
that,thatif h s bad? I mean how are you going'to get away from it?

Dr. CoLEGRovE. Well, you cannot avoid delegation of authority, but a good
administrator has to know how to delegate. He has to choose to whom he is
going to delegate, and choose what powers he is going to delegate, and then
finally he has to have his system of reviewing the achievements of persons to
whom power to make decisions has been delegated.

Mr. WORMSER. May I interrupt to help Mr. Hays' question?
Mr. HAYs. You are sure this is going to be helpful?
Mr. WORMsnR. Yes, sir.
Mr. Hays has said that it seemed to him a trustee should not act as a trustee

of a foundation unless he was willing to give the time to it that was necessary.
It seemed to me that that was a very apt remark. And I wonder if'that is not
the answer, that these men are so busy with their own lives that although they
are eminent they are not capable of being trustees of foundations. That is no
criticism of them as persons.

Dr..CoLEROVE. .Yes; undoubtedly many of the trustees would not serve if
they felt that they would be called upon to do much more than go to the meet-
ings, hear the reports, and sometimes not say a single word, You would not
have as brilliant, as lofty, as remarkable 'a collection of men as trustees if you
required a little more responsibility on their part.: I would say, on the whole,
the board of trustees is too large. There are too many remarkable men, in New
York and elsewhere who are trustees of more than one foundation. And just
as we exercise in the American Politcal Science AssociatiQn a "self-denying.
ordinance" where no member of the association' speaks more thantwice in an
annual meeting, I would like to see these interlocking trusteeships more or less
abolished. You cannot abolish them by law, of course. You could abolish them
by practice. So you would reduce the size of the board of trustees and -then
expect' more consideration,' more consultation, more advice, from the men who
had accepted this great responsibility.

Mr. WORMSER. Was that not your idea, Mr. Hays, that they should be working
directly?

Mr. HAYS. Oh, sure. Exactly. (Hearings, pp. 583, 584, 586, 586.)
Mr. Koch the Assomiate Counsel joined in the colloquy with a

comment which seems to this Committee especially aptp:
Mr. KOCH. Here is something, that worries me. Suppose I had a reat big

motor company or a steel miiUlor'this and_hyi and they picked me because they
wanted, as you say, window' dressing. Thefirst .thing that puzzles me is!why they
need' window dressing ina foundation' of this kind. ']f you are running a founda-
tion whexryfioiu'gb't the everyyger, HlikeetyheRlked Cross or the MUarh of
Dime', for money, th'ehou 'ant titpress the' lppulace that the arT big
names behind it.; But here, where Mr.rFord or Mr. Carnegie or Mr. Rockefeller
plumps millions of dollars in the laps of the foundation; and they do not have to
go to the public for 1 cent more, Ialways wonder: why do they need big names
m that case? And would it not be better, instead of picking me, the head of a
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big steel mill, pick somebody who was a little more familiar with the educational
field? Because I can see exactly what I would do if I were that fortunate head
of a big steel mill. As soon as somebody said, "Let us do something about educa-
tion, or study this," if I were honest, I would immediately say, "I do not know
anything about it, so what do the professors say?" And the professors would
immediately tell me what they thought the trend of the times was, and I would
say, "I will be safe if I follow the trend of the times."
And it seems to me the dismal part of the testimony so far is that there has

been so much unanimity among the big foundations in-following the supposed
trend of the times. I would rather see one day Rockefeller hi this corner slugging
it out with Ford Foundation in this corner to try to argue a particular thing.
Here w. get into a depression and we find out Professor Beard and Professor
Muzzey have said things they later veered away from, and yet all of the founda-
tions at that time may have put their money in the direction of that project,
pushing the pendulum along much farther than it probably should have been
pushed. And yet there was no foundation that said, "Well, change may be
necessary, but let us find out what is good about the old order so that, when we
decide on the change, we have at least heard both sides."

It seems to me, there has not been that debate. And it may have been prob-
ably because the big name probably said, "We don't really know much about it
ourselves. We will have to see what is the fad, what the ladies are wearing in
Paris today, or what the trend is in education." I therefore wonder whether
it would not be better to suggest that where they do not need big names they get
lesser names who can spend more time and are a little bit more familiar with the
subject matter. That, unfortunately, was an awfully long speech, but that has
been worrying me.

Dr. COLIBGROVE. I think you have given an accurate picture of the actual
situation. The large number of famous names on the list of trustees is due to
the old superstition that our institutions must be headed by a famous group of
men. And I will say frankly it is to impress Congress as well as the American
people; to impress public opinion as fully as possible. It is an old superstition.
It is not necessary at all. With a group of 7 trustees, using 7 because it is an
odd number, I imagine most of these trustees if they were trustees of only one
other organization, maybe trustees of a church, would be able to give more
attention to their duties as trustees of foundations. They could not pass on the
responsibility. (Hearings, pp. 586, 587.)
One of the dangers of delegating excessive authority to officers and

employees of a foundation is that there is a tendency for these dele-
gates to run off with the entire operation and, for all practical pur-
poses, to take it away from the trustees who bear the fiduciary duty
to the public.

Professor David N. Rowe 4 testified that the directors of the Insti-
tute of Pacific Relations (of whom he was one for several years) had-
very little control over the day-to-day operation. I don't know whether this is
characteristic of all boards or all organizations, but I felt and I testified previously
to this effect, that the IPR was essentially controlled by a very small group of
people who were sometimes an official executive committee, or otherwise an
informal one who ran things pretty much as they would and who commented to
the Foundation's own personnel and problems of the kind I was talking to Evans6
about in exactly the opposite way. (Hearings, pp. 538, 539.)

In answer to the question why, like directors of a bank, the directors
of I. P. R. had not been able to learn the mischief which was going on
and to control it, Professor Rowe replied:

* * * I would have the greatest respect for the ability of either of you gentle-
men or others that I know to read a bank balance sheet and to tell the difference
between red ink and black ink. As you say, that is your business. You are on
the board of directors; you have to know. But I would like to know whether you
would have equal confidence in your ability at all times as a member of a board of
directors to be able to point the finger at the fellow that is putting his fingers on

4 Professor of Political Science, Yale University.
& Roger Evans, Social Science Director of the Rockefeller Foundation.
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the till. You can't do that, so you bond these people. You bond them against
losses, and you protect yourself, and the bank, and you have a system for doing
that.
You don'thave a system like that in the intellectual world. You try to work

one up and I will be the first to adopt it. I will saythis. You are never going to
be able to spot such people, who operate down in the levels (of) an organization, from
away up high where the directors sit, because they don't know what the peopleare doing, they can't possibly supervise them directly. This is leftto the executive
people. If the executive people know what they are doing-I testified before the
McCarran committee that I was present once at a board of directors' meeting of
the IPR at which they were discussing the appointment of a new executive secre-
tary, and I had to sit there in the board and hear the executive committee members
refuse to divulge the names of the candidates they were thinking about in the
presence of the board of directors, and they got away with it.

Mr. HAYS. What did you do about that?
Dr. ROWE. What could I do. I was practically a minority of one. The board

upheld their decision not to do this. It was not too long after that as I remember
it that I resigned from the board. They had a monopoly and they were bringing
people like me in for purposes of setting up a front, and I hope, giving a different
kind of coloring to the membership of the board.

Mr. WORMSER. How often did that board meet, Professor?
Dr. RowE. I don't think I ever was called in there more than once a year, and

you would spend a couple of hours, and that is all.
Mr. KOCH. Did the men come from all over the United States on that board?
Dr. ROWE. The last meeting I attended the members from California were not

present. There was a member there from Oregon.
Mr. KOCH. But was the membership of the board spread over the United

States?
Dr. ROWE. Yes, it was, and those people could not always attend. (Hearings,

pp. 542, 543.)
Mr. Hays later made his apt comment that no one should remain

on the board of directors unless he could give the proper time to its
work, whereupon Professor Rowe answered:

Dr. ROWE. I would have been perfectly willing to sacrifice the time necessary
to get full information and participate in policy decisions. One of the things that
motivated me was the fact that you could spend the time-I could-but you could
not get the facts and information or get in the inside circles. I submit to you
that taking 3 years to find that out in an organization of the complexity of the
IPR was not an unconscionably long period of time. (Hearings, p. 544.)
We do not believe that public trusts are properly administered through

delegated fiduciary authority. We question whether individuals should
act as trustees if they are too busy or otherwise occupied to give the work
the full attention which their fiduciar duty requires. The trustees of
the Carnegie Corporation and the Rockefeller Foundation could not
have permitted continued grants to something like I. P. R. had they
been aware of what was going on. But the expenditure of sufficient
time in checking and observing would have made them conscious of
what the Institute of Pacific Relations was doing to our country. To
expend that time seems to us the duty of afoundation trustee. To fail to
do so is tofail in the discharge of a fiduciary duty to the public. Alertness
on the part of the Rockefeller and Carnegie trustees, and expenditure
of the time necessary to see to the use made of the public's money by
I. P. R. might have saved China from the Communists and prevented
the war in Korea.
The extent to which trustees of foundations have further delegated

their authority and abdicated their responsibility through the use of
intermediary organizations, will appear in the next section of this
report.
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THE SOCIAL SCIENCES.
Raymond B. Fosdick, in The Story of the Rockefeller Foundation,6

quoted Mr. Gates, long-time advisor to John D. Rockefeller, Sr., in
matters of charity, as follows:

"If I have any regret, it is that the charter of The Rockefeller Foundation did
not confine its work strictly to national and international medicine, health and
its appointments * * * Insofar as the disbursements of the Rockefeller incorpor-ated philanthropies have been rigidly confined to these two fields of philanthropy(medicine and public health) they have been almost universally commended at
home and abroad. Where they have inadvertently transgressed these limits
they have been widely and in some particulars perhaps not unfairly condemned."

In his article in the New York Times of March 1, 1954, Mr. Leo
Eagan attributes wide concern about foundations in part to "a belated
recognition of the great influence that foundations have exercised on
social developments and ideas", and "a fear that a changing emphasisin foundation programs may upset many long-established social
relationships."

Foundations can play a powerful role in ushering in changes in our
form of society. As Frederick P. Keppel, himself President of the
Carnegie Corporation, put it in The Foundation; Its Place in American
Life (p. 107):
"We all know that foundation aid can increase measurably the pace of any social
tendency, but we don't know when this artificial acceleration ceases to be desirable
* * * All I can say is that here as elsewhere safety lies in the fullest available
information as to foundation affairs and the widest possible discussion regardingthem."
The dangers inherent in size, and the accompanying power which a

large purse gives, apply to some degree in all fields of foundation oper-ation. They are most hazardous, however, in the so-called "social
sciences."
Dean Myers of the New York State College of Agriculture defined

the social sciences in the Cox Committee hearings as follows:
"The subject or the name 'social science' is intended to cover those studies which

have as their center man in his relation to other men as individuals, as groups, or
as nations.

"Perhaps the name 'social science' might be made clear by indicating its relation
to other branches of knowledge, the natural or physical sciences which relate to
the physical world, the medical sciences which are self-explanator-, the humanities
which deal with art, literature, with things of the spiritt and the social sciences
which are concerned with the studies of man as an individual, as groups, and as
nations."
Within the!scope of the term "social sciencies"ihe named:'as typical:economics; psychology; sociology; anthropology; political science or
government; demography or populations studies; history; statistics;and various sub-divisions of these.

While mistakes in the other branches of knowledge may have serious
results, there is not in them nearly the room for damage to our societywhich exists in the social sciences. Possibilities of error and mischief
are so much greater. The methods employed in the natural sciences
are not applicable to the social sciences except in limited degree.Research is thus far more apt to be fallacious, in social than in natural
science.

Dr. L. F. Ward once said: "the knowledge how to improve humanrelations can come only for the social sciences." That statement; is
* Chapter II, p. 29, quoting from The Gatc Papers: A memorandum entitled "Principles of Philanthropy

as a Science and Art" 192,
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subject to serious doubt by those who believe that an understanding of
ethics, morals and fundamental principles, and an application of these,
can do a lot to help "improve human relationships."!' Those who be-
lieve that the statement of Dr. Ward is correct, often risk the safety
of our state and our society. The results of social science research
are subject to such frequent discount or doubt, because of the possi-
bilities of error, that we can hardly afford to base changes in our forms
or principles of government upon them. As Professor A. H. Hobbs7
has said in his Social Problems and Scientism (p. 196):

"* * * remember the fundamental differences between the physical sciences
and the social sciences. Physical science has a solid bed-rock of tested knowledge,
and the verified theories constitute reliable guideposts. Contrasted with this
situation, social science knowledge is an uncharted swamp. There is no solid
footing of coordinated knowledge to serve as a vantage point from which to survey
the terrain ahead. There is a labyrinth of paths leading everywhere-and
nowhere. The principles are not anchored but drift in currents of opinion."
This Committee has been far more interested, therefore, in the

activities of the foundations in the social sciences than elsewhere.
Here the greater danger lies. Here the most grievous acts of abuse
have occured.
Foundation history has shown a rapidly increasing interest in social

science research. More and more foundation funds have been poured
into this area until, with the creation of the largest of the founda-
tions, the Ford Foundation, we see an addition of almost all its half-
billion capital devoted to the social.sciences, including education.
Since the second World War, the government itself has increasingly
entered the field of social science research, giving it direct support
through research contracts from military and civilian agencies.
Today, nearly all research in the social sciences is dependent on founda-
tion grants or government contracts. The same executives, and
directors who control foundation support of social science research
have been extremely active in the formulation of research policies in
the government research programs; and a major part of the social
scientists of America are either on government payrolls or supported
by grants and contracts via universities, their research bureaus or
foundation-sponisored councils.
The foundations themselves feel that they should use their funds

within the social sciences as "risk capital", for "experiment." Experi-
ment in the natural sciences is highly desirable. Experiment with
human beings and their mode of living and being governed is, however,
quite a different matter. If by "experiment" is meant trying to find
ways in which to make existing institutions better or better working,
that too would be admirable. If by "experiment" is meant trying
to find ways in which other political and social institutions could be
devised to supplant those we live by and are satisfied with-then such
experiment is not a desirable use of public funds expended by private
individuals without public accountability.

The inherent uncertainties of research; in the social sciences, the enor-
mous factor of indefiniteness, the impossibility of truly eperimentinx to
test a conditional hypothesis before proclaiming it as a proven conduson,
the grave danger offalacious results, makes it highly questionable whether
public money should be so used to promote abandonment of institutions
and 'ways8of life which have been found satisfactory, in favor of questi-
able substitutes. .

' Ausltait Prelor of sooiology, VUnmvrsity of Pemsylvania.
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Some of the social scientists are very careful to state that their
conclusions are not fixed and absolute-to recognize and admit that
their research results are, at best, tentative:that no ultimate conclu-
sions can be drawn from them. Nevertheless, it is natural and in;
evitable that others take up the results of social science research-
ignoring the uncertainty, they use the results as bases for recommend-
ing social action and even legislation. Through such a process,
fallacious conclusions (even some which the social scientists them-
selves might admit were not yet satisfactorily proven) are often
promoted for the purpose of altering the opinion of the intellectual
professions and finally the public itself. The widespread dissemina-
tion by foundations of results of social science research, among
intellectuals, teachers, writers, etc., can itself start a propulsion toward
a demand for legislation to implement a conclusion which has no basis
in scientific fact.
The following was reported in the New York Times of May 3 1945,

referring to a speech made by Mr. Raymond Fosdick to the Women's
Action Committeefor Victory and Lasting Peace:

"Mr. Raymond Fosdick, president of the Rockefeller Foundation, warned 300
members representing 38 States that the growing distrust of Russia menaced the
future of world peace."
This was brought out in the testimony of Alfred Kohlberg before the
Cox Committee, after which Mr. Kohlberg made these apt remarks:
"Now, I am bringing these names up because these gentlemen are beyond

question in their loyalty and patriotism, you see; but somebody has twisted their
mental processes.

"They paid out millions of dollars for so-called research in foreign policy, and it
seems that the result of that research has come back and twisted their mental processes
so that Mr. Fosdick warns that 'The growing distrust of Russia menaces the future
of world peace.' prior to VE day.

"Of course, if we had had just a little distrust of Russia at that time, we might
not have turned over Eastern Europe and China to them." [Emphasis ours.]

Mr. Kohlberg, whose testimony before the Cox Committee is well
worth study, also brought-out that, according to the New York Times
of December 29, 1950, Prof. Robert C. North, speaking at the opening
of the annual convention of the American Historical Society (heavily
supported by foundations) had said "that the United States has been
on the wrong side of the Asian revolution this far." That, as Mr.
Kohlberg pointed out, was after the Chinese Communists had entered
the Korean War against us.
Mr. Kohlberg also noted that Prof. North and one Harold R. Isaacs

had travelled around the United States making a survey for the Ford
Foundation, as a result of which that foundation granted "* * * I
think, $250,000 to the Council of Learned Societies to carry on the
recommendations of these two gentlemen who have this kind of
opinion. * * *
Can we afford to take the risks involved in permitting privately

managed foundations to expend public funds in areas which could
endanger our national safety? Officers of some of the foundations
frequently assert that they must take risks to do their work effectively.
But risks with the public welfare had better be taken by the Congress
and not by private individuals, many of whom appear too busy with
their own affairs to pay close attention to what the foundation, which
they in theory manage, is doing.
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PATRONAGE AND CONTROL.
The power of money is obvious enough. The huge funds controlled

by the great. foundations involve patronage to banks, investment
houses, law firms and others. Through their holdings of securities
and purchasing power they exercise additional influence. Appoint-
ment to the board of one of the larger foundations is considered
something of a public honor. Accordingly, by selecting strategically-
placed trustees who welcome appointment, a foundation can extend
its power and its influence. The presence of Arthur Hays Sulz-
berger, President and publisher of the New York Times, on the board
of the Rockefeller Foundation is an illustration of this extension of
power and influence.8 We do not mean to imply that Mr. Sulz-
berger directed his editors to slant their reporting on this Committee's
work, but his very presence on the Rockefeller Foundation Board could
have been an indirect, intangible, influencing factor. At any rate, the
Times has bowed to no other newspaper in the vindictiveness of its
attacks on this Committee. In its issue of August 5, 1954, it gave
856 lines of laudatory columnar space, starting with a front-page arti-
cle, to the statement filed by the Rockefeller Foundation. The following
day, August 6, 1954, appeared one of a succession of bitter editorials
attacking this Committee.
Some of the foundations go so far as to engage high grade and

expensive "public relations counsellors" to cement their power and
influence. This strikes us as a dubious, use of public money. Through
such counsellors, more than ordinary influence on the press and other
media of public communication can be exerted.
These are only some of the ramifications of the colossal power

which large foundations possess. In some instances their influence
is amplified by the power of great corporations with which they are
associated through large stock holdings or through interlocking direc-
torships. Examples of this would be the Ford Foundation and the
Rockefeller Foundations.
A great foundation can often exercise heavy influence over a college

or university, sometimes to the extent of suborning it to its own ends.
The privately-financed institutions of higher learning have had- a
distressing time; the inflation of the past decade or so has increased
to the point of desperation the problem of keeping a college going.
In these circ.imstancest foundation grants are so important a source
of support that it ioti uncommon for university or college presidents
to hang upon the wishes of the executives who distribute the largess
for foundations. Most college presidents will frankly admit that
they diSlike receiving restricted' or labelled grants from foundations-
that they wold'much prefer. direct and unrestricted grants to their
institutions; or, if a purpose must be attached to the grants, fi'at the
university be permitted to construct and direct the study as it wishes.
But they will also admit that they hesitate to turn down any grant,
however restricted, from a great foundation. After all, if they get
on the wrong side of these sources of support they may be stricken
from the list of beneficiaries.
As academic opinion today is the opinion of the intellectuals of

tomorrow and wil ery likely' be refiecte6d into legislation. and -in
public: affairs ithereafter,ithe opportunities available to the founda-
*Mr. Sulberger is ali on theboards of eera oltierfoUimdtlons.'
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tions to influence the course of society through grants to institutions
of higher learning are far reaching. That such influence has been
exerted is beyond question.
In reply to the question: had the foundations' been able to channel

thinking down one narrow channel?, Professor David N. Rowe of
Yale answered that "efforts to that end had been made." He then
testified to an astounding example of a foundation attempting to
exercise control of a university function in a most radical manner.
His testimony ran:

* * * The effort to influence the content of area programs at Yale has been
made by at least one foundation that I know of, namely, the Carnegie Corporation.
I can't give you the precise date of this, but I would judge it was in about 1947. I
think that isn't too much to say that this incident is rather typical of some types
of foundation activity that are going on today. I don't pretend to know how
constant they are or how general they are around the country.

This involved an effort on the part of the Carnegie Corporation through one
of its representatives by the name of John Gardner, I believe, to influence the
administration of Yale to eliminate the work we were doing in the far-eastern
field and to concentrate our work on the southeast Asian field. This was a
rather surprising suggestion. Yale has a long tradition of interest in the Far
East. You may have heard of the organization known as Yale in China.
At the time this suggestion was made, we were spending a considerable sum

of money each year on faculty salaries for teaching and research in the far-eastern
field.

Mr. HAYS. What year was this, sir?
Dr. Rows. I think it was about 1947. I can't give you the precise date.
Mr. HAYS. Just so we get some idea.
Dr. RowE. Yes. This had to do with the desire on the part of Yale to develop

and expand its work in the southeast Asian field, where again we had important
work for a number of years. We have had some eminent people in the southeast
Asian field for years in the past.

In this connection, the visit of Mr. Gardner to the university was undertaken,
I believe, at that time the dean of Yale College was in charge of the whole
foreign area program, and I was working directly under him as director of grad-
uate ard undergraduate studies as the biography indicated. We were rather
shocked at Mr. Gardner's suggestion that we drop all our work on the Far East
and concentrate on southeast Asia.
The dean questioned Mr. Gardner as to why this suggestion was being made.

In the general conversation that followed-I got this second hand from the
dean because I was not present then-the philosophy of the foundations along
this line was brought out. They look upon their funds or tend to look upon
their funds as being expendable with the greatest possible economy. That is
natural. They look upon the resources in these fields where the people are few
and far between as scarce, which is correct! and they are interested in integrating
and coordinating the study of these subjects in this country. Therefore, the
suggestion that we cut out far-eastern studies seemed to be based on a notion
on their part that no one university should attempt to cover too many different
fields at one time.
The practical obstacles in the way of following the suggestion made by Mr.

Gardner at that time were pretty clear. There were quite a few of the members
of the staff on the far-eastern studies at that titie who were already on permanent
faculty tenure at Yale and could hardly have been moved around at the volition
of the university, even if it had wanted fo do it. The investment in library
resources and other fixed items of that kind was very large. The suggestion that
we just liquidate all this in order to concentrate on southeast Asian studies, even
though it was accompanied by a suggestion that if this kind of a policy' as
adopted, the Carnegie Corporation would be willing to subsidize pretty heavily
the development of southeast Asian studies, was met by a flat refusal on the
part of the university administration. .

Subsequently the dean asked me to write the initial memorandum for submis-
sion to the Carnegie Corporation on the basis of whih;, without accedingto their
suggestion that we eliminate far easter studies from oru rrioluum, that we
wanted to expand our southeast Asian studies with their funds.
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They subsequently did give us a grant for this purpose,;and they have given a
second grant. l don't know precisely what the amounts were in either caee.
The only reason for my giving you this incident in somewhat detail is to indicate

what I consider, to be a real tendency in foundations today-in some foundations,
not all-to adopt a function of trying to rationalize higher education and research
in this country along the lines of the greatest so-called efficiency. I used the
word "so-called" there designedly, because in my view, the notion that educational
and research and 'scholarly efficiency can'beproduced this way in a demoratic
society is unacceptable. It seems to me that in a democratic society we have to
strive for the greatest possible- varigation and differentiation as between univer-
sities along these lines, and the suggestion that any one university should more or
less monopolize one field or any few universities monopolize one field, and give
the other fields to others to do likewise with, it is personally repugnant to me.
It does not jibe with my notion of academic freedom in the kind of democratic
society that I believe in. (Hearings, pp. 627, 528.)

This incident at Yale strikes this Committee as appalling. Any
attempts by foundations, or concentrations of foundation power, to control
research in the universities and colleges and to create conformity, uni-
formity or foundation-policed research should receive from Congress and
the public the censure it well merits.
On the subject of conformity, Professor Rowe testified as follows:

.* * * * * * *

In the academic field, of course, we have what is known as academic tenure or
faculty tenure. After they get' permanent tenure in a university, providing they
don't stray off the beaten path too far from an ethical point of view, people can
say almost anything they want. I have never felt that any of my colleagues
should be afraid to express their opinions on any subject, as long as they stay
within the bounds of good taste and ordinary common decency. Nobody in the
world is going to be able to do anything to them. This is fact and 'not fition.
It is not fancy. Their degree of security is put there to be:exploited in this way.
Now, of course, some of,.the people, that complain most bitterly about the

invasion of academic privilege along that line are, those who indulge themselves
invading it. What, for instance, is a professor to think when people with money
come along and tell his university that what he is doing there is useless and ought
to be liquidated, because it is being done much better some place else?
We hear a lot of the use of the word "conformity!' nowadays, that congressional

investigations are trying to induce conformity. The inducement of conformity
by the use of power is as old as the human race,' and I doubt if itis' going to be
ended in a short time. But one of the purposes of having academic institutions
which are on a private basis is to maximize the security of individuals who 'will
refuse to knuckle upder to the pressures of money or opinion or anything of that
kind. This problem is always going to be with us, because, anybody .that has
money wants to use it, and he wants to use it to advance whathe'cnsiders to be
his interests. In doing so, he is bound to come up against contrary opinions of
people who don't have that much money and that much power and whose only
security lies in our system, whereby academic personnel areassgiven security in
tenure, no matter what their opinions are within the framework of public accept-
ability and security, to say what they want and do what they please, without
being integrated by anybody. '

Mr. WORSMBER. Professor, this committee in some of the newspapers has been
criticized in just that area. It has been said that it tended to promote conformity
and exercise thought control or censorships. That of course is far from its,
intention. ': '

I wonder if I gather from your'remarls correctly you think that the foundations
to some extent hive tended to do just that? ;, .

Dr. ROWb., I would say that there re examples of: fundationS trying to engpge
in controlling the course of academic research aid teaching, by. the use of' teir,
funds.' As'to whether thMisiS a general tendencyr;iin all foundations, I would be.
very much surprised if 'that ere so.: But if'this copmittee'in Illumiinate' any
and Ill case in. which the power of foundations which is immense; has been used
in such' a way as to impinge' upon the complete frteeomr of the intellectual com-
munity to do what it wants in its own area, I should think it would 'be rendering
a tremendous public service.

I am not prejudicing the result. I don't know whether you are going to prove
any of this or not. But the investigation of this subject is to me not only highly
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justifiable, but it is highly desirable in an age when we are conifrontedall around
in the environment in which we live with illustrations of how great power can be
concentrated and used to prevent the normal amount of differentiation and
variation from individual to individual, university to university, and college to
college. The totalitarian societies, of course, have none of this freedom in the
intellectual field. (Hearings, pp. 532, 533.)
The control exerciseable by the great foundations through their

patronage goes far deeper than the upper level of institutional man-
.agement. For most academicians the route of foundation grants is
the only one available for success in their professions. Moreover,
badly paid as most of them are, it is generally only through foundation
grants that their income can be amplified to a reasonable standard.
The pressure starts at the very bottom of the academic ladder.

Instances of it have come to our attention but we shall not specify
them for fear of injuring the reputations or hampering the careers of
those who have succumbed to the temptation put before them by
foundation funds. A foundation grant may enable a neophyte to reach
that all-important doctor's degree through support of his graduate
studies. If it seems necessary to conform to what he may think is
the point of view promoted by a foundation which might honor him
with its grace, is it unnatural that he conform? When he becomes a
teacher, a foundation grant may supplement his meager salary; will
he reject a grant because he does not like its possible objective?
Foundations may finance a study leading to a book which will advance
his standing and prestige in his medium, the bases for academic ad-
vancement. Is he likely to do a study that the foundation would find
undesirable? Is it likely, indeed, to make the grant if it is not satisfied
the recipient will comply with any predilections it may have? We do
not mean to assert that all foundations impose conditions of con-
formity on all grantees. We point out merely that the power to do so
is there, and that this power has been used. Some foundations set
up more or less elaborate machinery for the selection of grantees, such
as committees to sift the applicants. But control can be exercised as
well through such machinery, by carefully selecting the committees
or other human agencies.
A foundation may send the grantee to a foreign country to increase

his knowledge and prestige. It may even accept his research proposal
and set him up in business by making his proposal a project in one
of its favored universities. A research organization may be set upunder his direction. A foundation may recommend him to a uni-
versity for a teaching vacancy. He may even come to be recom-
mended by the foundation for the presidency of.some college or
university.

Will any of these lifts come to the academician if he does not
conform to whatever predilections or prejudices the foundation bureau-
crats may have? Perhaps-but the academician cannot often afford
the risk. Just as the president of the institution, whose main job
today may well be fund-raising, cannot afford to ignore the bureau-
crats' wishes, so the academician cannot. Scholars and fund-raisers
both soon learn to study the predilections, preferences and aversions
of foundations' executives, and benefit from such knowledge by pre-
senting projects likely to please them.
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THE FOUNDATION BUREAUCRATS.
These executives are not generally the trustees of the foundations.

The trustees, estimable citizens though they may be, do not spend
the time necessary to engage in the intimate and frequent contact
which is necessary in the actual making of grant-decisions. The
executives, those who truly have the say, those to whom this right
is delegated by the large foundation's board of trustees, are the pro-
fessional managers of foundation enterprises. Thus, itioften becomes
a matter of one foundation-employed individual impressing his
opinions and his predilections and his aversions on an institution or
an individual recipient of a grant. Whatever methods of clearing
grants may exist within a given foundation, it is frequently, in the
Iast analysis, the decision of one man which prevails.

In a letter of October 1, 1953 addressed to the Chairman of this
Committee, Professor Kenneth Colgrove said:

"In the aggregate, the officers of these foundations wield a staggering sum of
influence and direction upon research, education and propaganda in the United
States and even in foreign countries."
In a letter of August 4, 1951, J. Fred Rippey, Professor of American

History at University of Chicago, writing to the late Honorable E. E.
Cox, later Chairman of the Cox Committee, said:
"At present and for years to come, scholars in our universities will not be able

to do much research on their own because of high prices and heavy taxes. The
recipients of these tax free subsidies from the foundations will therefore have
great advantages that will be denied the rest of the university staffs. The
favored few will get the promotions and rise to prominence. Tl'e others will tend
to sink into obscurity and have little influence in the promotion of ideas and cul-
ture. Unless the power to distribute these immense foundation funds is decentral-
ized, the little controlling committees and those to whom they award grants and
other favors will practically dominate every field of higher education in the
United States. Even granting them great wisdom and patriotism, one might still
complain against this injury to the great principle of equality of opportunity.
But I have never been impressed by the superior wisdom of the foundation heads
and executive committees. The heads tend to become arrogant; the members of
the committees are, as a rule, far from the ablest scholars in this country."

The bureaucrats of the foundations have become a powerful group
indeed. Not only do they, more often than the trustees of foundations,
determine grants and grantees, but they exert an influence on academic
life second to no other group in our society. They become advisers to
government in matters of science. They are often consulted before
the selection of teachers in universities. They serve on international
bodies for the United States Government. They become virtual
symbols of prestige, responsible only to a small group of foundation
trustees who have come to follow their views. The fact is that those
who control the great foundations possess opportunities for patronage
which in some ways may exceed anything which the elected officials of
government have to distribute.
The professionals, who exert so'important an influence upon thought

and public opinion in the United States, form a sort of professional
class, an elite of management of the vast public funds available to
their will. They can scarcely avoid getting an exaggerated idea of
their own importance and becoming preoccupied with holding and
enlarging their roles.
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That this leads to arrogance was established by Prof. Briggs in
testifying regarding the Ford Fund for the Advancement of Education:

I charge that the present officers of the Fund for the Advancement of Education
have arrogated to themselves an assumption of omniscience, which responsibility
for distributing millions of donated dollars does not automatically bestow, nor
does it bestow a becoming humility and respect for the judgment of others.

* * * * * * *
* * * Whenever foundation officers, subordinate as well as chief, confuse

position with ability and power with wisdom, losing the humility that would
keep ears and mind hospitably open to what others think, the welfare of the
general public is endangered.

It can hardly be wondered at that the officers of a foundation steadily tend, as
Dr. Keppel once said, toward "an illusion of omniscience or omnipotence." Even
a chauffeur feels that the powerful engine in the car that he is hired to drive
increases his importance, is in a sense his own personal power. (Hearings, p. 97.)
The place of foundations in our culture cannot be understood

without a recognition of the emergence of this special class in our
society, the professional managers of foundations. They are highly
paid; they ordinarily have job security. They acquire great prestige
through their offices and the power they wield. They disburse vast
sums of money with but moderate control, frequently with virtually
no supervision. Their hackles rise at any criticism of the system by
which they prosper. More often than not, the power of the foundation
is their power. They like things as they are.
CRITICISM AND DEFENSE.

In the light of the power of the foundations, it is not surprising that
the vocal critics of foundations are comparatively small in number.
Professor Briggs made the reasons clear in testifying regarding his
resignation from the Advisory Board of the Ford Fundfor the Advance-
ment of Education:

Especially disturbing in a large number of the responses to my letter of resig-
nation was the fear, often expressed and always implied, of making criticisms of
the fund lest they prejudice the chances of the institution represented by the critic
or of some project favored by him of getting financial aid from the fund at some
future time.

It is tragic in a high degree that men who have won confidence and position in
the educational world should be intimidated from expressing criticism of a founda-
tion whose administrators and policies they do not respect. (Hearings, p. 97.)

Prof. Briggs continued:
It has been stated that, unlike colleges and universities, foundations have no

alumni to defend them. But they do have influential people as mmbers of their
boards, and these members have powerful friends, some of whom are more inclined
to oe partisanly defensive than objectively critical. Moreover, there are also
thousands who, hopeful of becoming beneficiaries of future grants, either con-
ceal their criticisms or else give expression to a defense that may not be wholly
sincere. (Hearings, pp. 101, 102.) [Emphasis ours.l

The abuse which has been heaped upon this Committee and its staff
for daring to consider serious criticisms of foundation management and
operation well illustrates that some of the foundations do, indeed, have
"influential people" on their boards and very "powerful friends" who
are "partisanly defensive."
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VII. THE CONCENTRATION OF POWER-THE INTERLOCKS
THE HAZARDS TO SOCIETY IN AN INTERLOCK.

Social scientists have been articulate in presenting the theory that
concentration of Economic Power is a threat to the American sys-
tem. The Temporary National Economic Committee during the
years 1938 to 1940 devoted a great deal of effort to the study of the
patterns of influence resulting from interlocking directorates, from
voluntary associations of business, from growth tendencies in indus-
try. The tradition of American Federal legislation is one of suspicion
against any accumulation of power which enables a group of citizens
to control economic and social aspects of our life. We have a con-
sistent record of regulatory laws meant to prevent domination of
important aspects of our social life by private powers outside of the
system of checks and balances established by our Constitution. The
anti-trust laws, the Federal Trade Commission, the Federal super-vision of communications and of transportation serve to protect society
against concentration of power. The existence of excessive power free
from control by the administrative and judicial processes is contrary
to the principle of free competition. The American system combats
monopolism. The Supreme Court in recent decisions declared that
not only actual colluslons in restraint of competition, but the very
existence of power to restrain competition, warrants remedial action.
Whatever dangers to society may exist in the great power which the

large tax exempt foundations possess as individual units are multiplied
to the point of enormous hazard if numbers of these colossi combine
together. If some of these great foundations have acted together or
are closely connected in operation, through interlocking directorates,
interchanging administrative personnel and the use of intermediary
organizations commonly supported, it may be necessary that we con-
sider protecting ourselves against such a combine in the foundation
world just as we would if it existed in the business world.
DOES A CONCENTRATION OF POWER EXIST?

It is the conclusion of this Committee that such a combine does
exist and that its impact upon our society is that of an intellectual
cartel. The statement filed with the Committee by the American
Council of Learned Societies is typical of the generality of the founda-
tions in emphatically denying the existence of a "conspiracy" among
the operating organizations and the foundations. This Committee
does not see any evidence that the concentration of power arose as the
result of a ",onspiracy". It has not been created as the result of a
plot by a single group of identifiable individuals. It has not been
"created" at all, in the sense of a conscious plan having been worked
out in advance to construct and implement its essentials. It has how-
ever, happened. Any informed observer would so conclude. Charles
S. Hyneman, for example, a Professor of Political Science at North-
western University and a firm friend of the foundations, in a letter to
Committee Counsel, dated July 22, 1954, wrote:

"I have always supposed that there is indeed a 'close interlock or a concentra-
tion of power' between the foundations on the one hand and the so-called learned
societies, such as the Social Science Research Council and the American Council ofLearned Societies, on the other hand."'

* es Appendix to Het Ings.
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The concentration has happened. And it is something as definite to
reckon with as though it had, in fact, been consciously created. Its
looseness of organization, its incomplete integration, its lack of formality,
the inability to put a finger on all the exact mechanics of its connected
operation, does not detract from its reality or from the dangers which it
potentially carries. Even were its conduct simon-pure, such a con-
centration of power would, in essence, be un-American and undesirable.
And the fact seems to be that it has not always worked to the benefit
of the Nation.
Some of the foundations have fallen into a system or habit of working

together, with each other and with the foundation-supported inter-
mediary organizations which all exhibit most clearly that an interlock
exists. It has been perhaps a convenience, and it is readily under-
standable how this could have developed without the trustees of
foundations being conscious of the dangers this system involved.
Most of them would probably be unable to recognize that a combine
actually exists: its coordination and the integration of its parts result
from executive action rather than from trustee direction.

Those who support this aggregation of power, and they are many,
assert that its personnel comprises, for the most part, the persons
most qualified in their respective fields of research, research direction
teaching and writing. They say, further, that this close association
is both natural and desirable. But who is to judge whether this
group is the truly elite? If it has the services of most of those social
scientists who are eminent, is this because they are deservedly so or
perhaps because the group has often closed its doors to those of
contrary opinion or made it difficult for those of different approach to
rise in their metiers?
We cannot possibly determine the cause-effect relationship be-

tween influence and scientific prestige. There are some strong indi-
cations, however, that scientific prestige is frequently the result
rather than the cause of an appointment as an executive or a director
of a foundation or a scientific council. The monetary power, the
ability to supply jobs and research funds, has made many a man a
presumed authority in the social sciences, although he started out
with only modest knowledge in the area. In the last analysis, it is
these executives who are the effective "elite." And even if it should
be true that most of the "best minds" are in the group, do we wish
to permit them virtual control of intellectual direction in our country?
It smacks somewhat of the once-proposed "managerial revolution."
That the development of research and the consequent moulding of public
opinion in the United States should lie in the hands of any dominating
group seems contrary indeed to our concepts offreedom and competition.
Assuming for the sake of argument (though it is subject to con-

siderable doubt) that the presently guiding group has superiority,
how can society be sure that it will maintain this superiority? Will
it receive or open its ranks to contrary opinion? Will it permit
entry to younger-men who do not agree with its thesis? Will the
group truly be the guardians of scientific objectivity, or become
propagandists for that in which they happen to believe?

The risk is great. It is so easy for such a group, wielding the power
which the support of the great foundations gives it, to become a bulwark
againstfreedom ofinquiry andfreedom ofinstruction. Power does corrupt.
Nor are the wielders of power always aware that their power is corroding
their judgment.
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There is the further risk that a few of the major foundations, those
which contribute the principal support of the intermediary organiza-
tions through which the concentration, the intellectual cartel, largely
operates, could come to exercise direct and complete control over the
combine through the power of the purse, with all the far-reaching
consequences of such control. The aggregate power, for example, of
the Ford, Rockefeller and Carnegie funds, coming into the managerial
hands of like-minded persons, might result in the complete domination
of the intellectual life of the country.

Is this far-fetched? Foundations now controlled by admirable men
of public interest could easily come into the control of others with
political axes to grind. It has happened. The Institute of Pacific
Relations was one of the "clearing house" organizations, Supported
to the extent of millions of dollars by the Rockefeller and Carnegie
foundations and others. It came under the control of Communists
and their sympathizers, with the result that it had tragically much to
do with the loss of China to the Communists. This ghastly example of
how dangerous reliance on an intermediary organization can be, must not
be easily forgotten. It should be ever present in the minds offoundation
trustees to caution them against readily escaping theirfiduciary obligation
to see to the proper use of the public money they dispense, by handing it to
others to do thetr work/or them.
An Institute of Pacific Relations could happen again! Indeed, it is a

conclusion of this Committee that the trustees of some of the major
foundations have on numerous important occasions been beguiled by
truly subversive influences. Without many of their trustees having
the remotest idea of what has happened, these foundations have fre-
quently been put substantially to uses which have adversely affected
the best interests of the United States. From the statements which
they have filed with this Committee, we cannot agree that they have
disproved this contention, nor that they have satisfied what is prob-
ably a fair affirmative burden to place upon their shoulders. That
burden is to show, to demonstrate, that they have made strong, osi-
tive contributions to offset the baleful influences which they have
sometimes underwritten through their financial power. These in-
fluences we shall discuss in some detail in subsequent sections of this
report.

It is our opinion that the concentration of power has taken away
much of the safety which independent foundation operation should
provide; that this concentration has beeri used to undermine many of
our most precious institutions, and to promote radical change in the
form of our government and our society.
THE CARTEL AND ITS OPERATIONS.
Numbers of professors in the social sciences have pointed out the

existence of an interlock, a cartel.
In' testifying before the McCarran Committee (pp. 4023-27),

Professor Rowe of Yale was asked by Counsel:
"Do you know anything, Professor, of the general tendency, to integrate studies

and to bring about unanimity of agreement on any particular subject, with the
foundations?"

This question led to the following testimony which seems to us
important and revealing:
"Mr. Row. Wdil, let's take a possible hypothetical case. Let's assume that

organization A wants to promote point of view B and they get money from founda-
O5647--4--
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tion C and allocate it to a lot of people. They want to have a place for these
people to work. They want to maintain them. So they send them around to
universities like Yale, Columbia, and California, three I have mentioned where
this actually happened you see. And they hold the final strings.

"Now, of course, in the interests supposedly of efficiency, integration, coordination,
and all these shibboleths of the American foundation point of view, maybe this is a
good thing. From my point of view, the foundations and these research organizations
like the Institute of Pacific Relations have gone hog wild on the coordination of research.
They have committed themselves so thoroughly to coordination of research that in fact
instead of supporting a great variety of research projects, which would enrich the
American intellectual scene through variegation, which is a value I very basically
believe in, you have a narrowing of emphasis, a concentration of power, a concentra-
tion of authority, and an impoverishment of the American intellectual scene.

"These people like organization. They like to have a man in a university, for
example, who will take the responsibility for organizing research around a narrow
topic. This means he acquires a staff, and you go to work on a special project.
You may spend $250,000 or $500 000 working on some narrow field, which may or
may not ever yield you any results.

"If I were doing the thing, I would talk in terms of supporting individual
scholars, and not in terms of supporting these highly organization concentrated
narrow specialized research projects that are supported in some of the universities.
"Now, as I said, I am off on a hobbyhorse at this point. But it is of particular

interest, because by exercising power over research in this way, you see, by insisting
on the integration of research activity, anybody who wants to, can control the results
of research in American universities. And I thinkthisi a very questionable.business
that the public ought to look at very, very closely, and see whether they want a few
monopolies of the money, like, for instance, the Rockefeller Foundation, the Carnegie
Corp., who have done immense amounts of good, to emphasize narrow concentration
to the extent that they have.
"Mr. MORRIS. Well, can you think of a particular example of how this would

be applied, Professor?
"Mr. ROWE. Well, I can cite cases in which I think this method has been over-

done, this kind of an approach has been overdone cases in which a quarter of a
million dollars is allocated over a 10-year period for research on a narrow topic
in Chinese history, let's say, in which the graduate students who come into this
field in that university are pushed into confining their research to this narrow
field so as to contribute to it; where the personnel drawn into the university is
drawn into this framework; and where, as a result, the broad general interest in
the whole field of Chinese history is made difficult to maintain. All this is done
in the interest of efficiency, you know, the great American shibboleth.

"I often say that if we try to become as efficient as the really efficient, sup-
posedly, people, the dictators, then we destroy American scholarship and every-
thing that it stands for. And I often wonder whether my colleagues realize
who won the last war. Intellectually speaking, this country has a great danger of
intellectually trying to imitate the totalitarian approach, in allowing people at centers
of financial power-they aren't political powers in this sense-to tell the public
what to study and what to work on, and to set up a framework.
"Now, of course, as you know, scholars like freedom. Maybe they come up

with a lot of useless information. i But in my value standard, as soon as we dimin-
ish the free exercise of unhampered curiosity, free curiosity, by channeling our
efforts along this line, we then destroy the American mentality. Because the
great feature of the American mentality is the belief in allowing people to rush
off in all kinds of different directions at once. Because we don't know what is
absolutely right. You can't tell that far in advance.

"If I may just continue one moment more, Senator, I would like to point out
to you that Adolf Hitler very effectively crippled atomic research in Germany by
telling the physicists what he wanted them to come up with. Now, this is true.
And if you can do that in atomic physics, you can do it 10 times as fast in the
so-called social sciences, which really aren't sciences at all, where really opinion,
differentiation of opinion, is the thing that matters and what we stand for in this
country.

"That is why I become very much inflamed when I even smell the first hint of a
combination in restraint of trade in the intellectual sphere.
"Now, you see what I am talking about with this interlocking directorate? That

is what bothers me about it. I don't mind if the boys go off and have a club of their
own. That is their own business. But when you get a tie-in of money, a tie-in of
the promotion of monographs, a tie-in of research, and a tie-in of publication, then
I say that the intellectuals are having the reins put on them and blinders.
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"Senator WATKINS. Otherwise, they do not 'get on the team.
"Mr. RowE. That is right. They don't get on the team, and they don't

get a chance to carry the ball.
"Now to the faculty member, this means money, income, what he lives on. It

is vital. It is not just some recreational thing, you see.
"Senator WATKINS. What I wanted to ask you was this: As a matter of

practice, is it not true that in graduate schools of most of our American universities
and colleges, the head of the department usually pretty well dictates to the young
man who is working for his Ph. D. or master of arts what he is going to write
about or what field he is going to investigate?

"Mr. Rows. No, sir Senator, not in any department I have ever been con-
nected with. The student is in an open market, where he can go and buy the
specialty that any professor has got to offer,

"Senator WATKINS. It has to be approved, though.
"Mr. RowE, Oh, yes. It has to be approved. But remember this. At this

point, you get into the activities of the club. And this is one of the ways in
which the individual has a chance to assert himself, because, as you know, if
Mr. X doesn't approve of Mr. Y's project, then Mr. Y doesn't have to approve
his project. I mean, there is a trade back, and forth business.

"Senator WATKINS. There is an interlocking group.
"Mr. ROWE. In the interlocking group it is a different business. This has to

do with monopoly of funds and support for research work in the large. I am
not talking now about students and dissertations and things of that sort.

"Senator WATKINS. This is more or less research when the student is taking
his work for his Ph.D. and he has to write his dissertation.
"Mr. ROWE. But you see actually, Senator, the only place I know of where

all students in the field of Chinese history are integrated into the study of one
15-year period of Chinese history, is in connection with one of these research
projects.
"That is the only case in the United States that I know of. I have never seen

it operate any place else.
"This kind of thing is supported by foundation money. And, of course, the tempta-

tion is to bring everybody in and integrate, through a genteel process of bribery. That
is to say, you support the student, you give him a fellowship, if he will buy your subject
matter area. And if you do this for 15 years, the only Ph.D.'s you turn out will
be people who know that 12-year period or 15-year period of Chinese history.
I say this is intellectual impoverishment.

"Senator WATKINS. You think that is not true, however, elsewhere?
"Mr. ROWE. It is not generally true.
"Senator WATEKNS. I hope it is not, because I thought maybe it might be in

some universities I know about.
"Mr. RowE. It is not generally true, but it is the inevitable kind of thing which

happens with this hot pursuit of efficiency, integration. And, of course, remember
this. The foundation people have to have jobs. They have to have something to
administer. They don t want to give away the money to the universities and say
'Co ahead and spend it any way you want.' They want to see that the activity pays.
That is, we have got to have a regular flow of the so-called materials of research
coming out. We want to see this flownin certain quantity. It has to have a certain
weight in the hand. And to see that this happens we do not just give it to a university
where they are going to allow any Tom, Dick and Harry of a professor to do his own
thing. 'No, we want:an integration.
"As I warned, Mr.X Morris, you see-he set me off, here.
"Senator WATKINS. I take it that is a pretty good plea for the university as

against the foundation.
"Mr. RowE. Absolutely. And, as a matter of fact, I couldn't find a better

illustration of the dangers of consistently over the years donating very large sums of
money to organizations you see, for research purposes, than is involved in the very
Institute of Pacifi Relations itself. It is a fine illustration of the fact that power
corrupts, and the more power you get the more corrupt you get.

.* a* * **. * *

"Mr. ROBERT MoaRIS (Special Counsel). Was any inducement ever made to
you in connection with your membership in the Institute of Pacific Relations that
would indicate it would be favorable to you,-
"Mr. ROw,. Well, I would say this. I was' indoctrinated at some point in

my education with a general distaste for joining 'many organizations. I have a
feeling I got this from my former professor of politics at Princeton Prof. William
Starr Myers. But wherever I got it, it is a fact. And when I first came back.
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from China and entered into my first academic job in Princeton in 1938, I re-
frained from joining the Institute of Pacific Relations.

"I was approached and 'invited, but ;I refrained from joining. And I will say
that the only reason I ever did'join was on account of a letter I got from Mr. Lock-
wood, who was then in the organization, the general tenor of which was that young
people just starting out in the far eastern field are 'well advised to become a mem-
ber of this organization.' It was a very genteel statement, but the meaning of it
was quite obvious. And I joined only because I got that letter. It is the sort
of letter that a young man beginning in a profession can hardly afford to disregard.
Five dollars a year to protect yourself? 0. K. You pay. You join. That is
the only interest I had at the time.

"I later got involved in the organization, and as I told you this morning became
a member of the board of trustees in 1947. But in 1938, well, $5 was pretty
important to me in those days. On a salary of $2,000 a year, I didn't join more
organizations than I had to." [Emphasis ours.]
The Committee is well aware that a parade of professors in the

social sciences could be marshalled who would deny that a concentra-
tion of power exists, who would assert that the great foundations act
independently sagely and objectively throughout their work. We
are inclined, however, to listen carefully to the voices raised by
courageous, qualified critics in the profession. Professor Rowe, for
example, had no axe to grind. He is an academician of eminence and
exceptional ability who is friendly to foundations and by his own
testimony has enjoyed grants from them. It does take courage to
critcise the foundations whose benefactions are so important to
academicians, both financially and professionally. The system is
very likely to punish its critics, as it has, in instances, certainly done.

In this letter of August 4, 1951, to Congressman Cox, previously
referred to,10 Professor Rippy stated that he had never been impressed
with the great wisdom of foundation executives. He said they tended
to be arrogant, and that members of the distributing committees are
as a rule far from the best scholars. He recommended decentraliza-
tion of control of the use of funds, suggesting the democratic progress
of selection through faculty committees in the universities-"In
numbers there will be more wisdom and justice." He continued:

"I believe our way of life is based upon the principles of local autonomy and
equality of opportunity. I strongly approve those principles and I believe youdo likewise. I should not be surprised if your proposed committee of investiga-
tion should discover that concentration of power, favoritism, and inefficient use
of funds are the worst evils that may be attributed to the Foundations."
In a second letter to the Chairman of the Cox Committee on

November 8, 1952, Professor Rippy wrote as follows (Hearings, p. 62):
DEAR CONGRESSMAN Cox: Since I wrote you on August 4, 1961, Dr. Abraham

Flexner, a man who has had much experience with the foundations, has pub-
lished a book entitled "Funds and Foundations," in which he expresses views
similar to those contained in my letter. I call your attention to the following
pages of Flexner's volume: 84, 92, 94, 124, and 125. Here Dr. Flexner denies
that the foundation staffs had the capacity to pass wisely on the numerous
projects and individuals for which and to which grants were made, and contends
that th3 grants should have been made to universities as contributions to their
endowments for research and other purposes.

The problem is clearly one of the concentration of power in hands that could
not possibly be competent to perform the enormous task which the small staffs
had the presumption to undertake. This, says Flexner, was both "pretentious"
and "absurd." In my opinion, it was worse than that. The staffs were guilty
of favoritism. The small committees who passed on the grants for projects
and to individuals were dominated by small coteries connected with certain
eastern universities. A committee on Latin American studies, set up in the

ioSupra, pi 37.
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1940's for instance, was filled with Haivard graduates. A single professor of
history on the Harvard faculty had the decisive word regarding every request
for aid presented by historians.
By granting these subsidies to favorite individuals and favored ideas' the

foundations contribute to inequalities in opportunity and interfere with '"free
trade and ideas." They increase the power of favored groups to dominate our
colleges and universities .Men whose power exceeds their wisdom, or men who
are not guided by the principle of equality of opportunity, could become a menace.
If possible, under the terms of our Federal Constitution, these foundations should
either be taxed out of existence or compelled to make their grants to colleges
and universities, to be distributed by faculty: committees of these institutions,
Evenhanded justice may not prevail even then because such justice is rarely
achieved in human relations. But a greater approximation to evenhanded jus-
tice will be made because these local committees will have more intimate knowl-
edge of recipients. This, as you know, is the fundamental justification for
decentralization of power, for the local autonomy which was so prominent in
the thinking of our Founding Fathers.

Interlocks in commercial enterprises have been studied frequently
enough, and an analogy is apt. In monograph ii Bureaucracy and
Trusteeship in Large Corporations, TNEC, the problem of interlocking
directorships is explained as follows:
"The existence of interlocking directorships is not conclusive proof that the

companies involved work in close harmony. Some directors in reality have
little to say about management, either because they are relatively inactive, or
because they are members of the minority, or, perhaps most common of all,
because the officers of the particular companies run their enterprises without
substantive assistance from their boards. Nevertheless, many directors are
influential and in any case there can be little doubt that interlocking at least con-
tribute substantially to the so-called climate of opinion, within which policies are
determined. Moreover the majority of those who hold the most directorships
among the largest corporations also have active positions in at least one of the
companies they serve. It is possible that 'such men are likely to take a respon-
sible share in the development of policy in any corporation in which they hold a

responsible position.' " [Emphasis ours.]
Among tax exempt educational and charitable organizations there

exists a pattern of relationships and interlocking activity somewhat
similar to the structure of business as presented by the Temporary
National Economic Committee.
WHAT MAKES UP THE INTERLOCK.

The component parts of the network or cartel in the social sciences
are:

(1) Certain of the major foundations, notably, the various Rocke-
feller foundations, the various Carnegie foundations, the Ford Foun-
dation (a late comer but already partially integrated), the Common-
wealth Fund, Maurice and Laura Falk Foundation, Russell Sage
Foundation, etc.

(2) What might be called intermediary, clearing house, or execu-
tive, organizations and in a way act as wholesalers, such as: The
Council of Learned Societies; The American Council on Education;
The National Academy of Sciences; The National Education Association;
The National Research Council; The National Science Foundation; The
Social Science Research Council; The American Historical Association;
The Progressive Education Association; The John Dewey Society; The
Institute of Pacfic; Relations; The League for Industrial Democracy;
The American Labor Education Service and others.

(3) The learned societies in the social sciences.
(4) The learned journals in the, social sciences.
(5) Certain individuals in strategic positions, such as certain pro-

fessors in the institutions which receive the preference of the combine.
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The patterns of interlocking positions of power may take various
shapes. The following are the most frequent ones:

(1) Trustees or employed executives are successively or simul-
taneously trustees and executives of several foundations.

(2) Trustees or executives serve successively or simultaneously as
officers of other tax exempt organizations receiving grants and/or
retailing the wholesale grants from their own foundations.

(3) Trustees or executives accept appointments to positions of
power in control of education and/or charity so as to multiply their
influence beyond the budgetary powers of their foundation resources.

(4) Foundations jointly underwrite major projects, thus arriving at
a condition of coordination restraining competition.

(5) Foundations jointly create and support centralized coordinat-
ing agencies that operate as instruments of control by claiming supreme
authority in a field of education, science, the arts, etc. without any
resemblance of democratic representation of the professionals in the
management of these agencies.

(6) Rather than distribute money without strings attached, founda-
tions favor projects of their own and supply the recipient institutions
not only with the program but also with the staff and the detailed
operations budget so that the project is actually under control of the
foundation, while professionally benefiting from the prestige of the
recipient institution. The choice of professors often is one by the
foundation and not one by the university. Foundation employees
frequently switch from work in the foundation, or in the councils
supported by the foundation, to work on sponsored projects and in
professional organizations supported by their funds. They become
most influential in the professional organizations, are elected to presi-
dencies and generally rule the research industry.
One example of interlocking directorates, officers and staff members,

out of many which could be given, is the case of The Rand Corpora-
tion, a corporation in the nature of a foundation. It plays a very
important part in the world of research for the government and would
bear careful study in connection with the extent of interlocked foun-
dation influence on government projects. Among the trustees of
The Rand Corporation are the following, shown with their foundation
connections:
Charles Dollard---------Carnegie Corporation
L. A. Dubridge---------------- Carnegie Endowment

National Science Foundation
H. Rowan Ge.ither, Jr------ - Ford Foundation
Philip E. Mosely ..- Ford Foundation

Rockefeller Foundation
Harvey S. Mudd --------------- Mudd Foundation

Santa Anita Foundation
American Heritage Foundation

Frederick F, Stephan----------- Rockefeller Foundation
Clyde Williams---------------- Batelle Memorial. Institute
Hans Speier-.....---.---------- (Ford) Behavioral Science Foundation

This example is particularly interesting because the Chairman of
The Rand Corporation is also the President of The Ford Foundation,
which granted it one million dollars in 1952. The filed statement of
The Ford Foundation states that the research being conducted under
its grant is entirely "unclassified." It does not explain, however,
why the president of a foundation should be the Chairman of a semi-
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governmental research organization,': dealing not only with unclassi-
fed material but also with we understand, highly secret material.
Apart from: the interoociing of directorates, but parallel to it, we

observe a high concentration of foundation favors on a limited number
of recipient organizations. It is common knowledge that there are
favored universities and favored individuals. The practice is de-
fended on the Mound that these are themiost qualified institutions and
individuals. This contention is subject to reasonable doubt. And if
it were true, it is possible that the' foundations have contributed to
make it so. It is hard'to believe it would not bebetter for the country
if more institutions and more individuals were encouraged and trained
in research.
The direction of foundation policies aid operations by a group of

persons influencing the actions ofmore than one tax exempt organiza-
tion is per se of greatest concern, for it indicates the existence of the
power to control, even ifthe actual control and the detailed manner in
which it restrains cultural competition were not always provable. 'A
condition of control calls for protection against its abuse. Founda-
tions, becoming more numerous every day, may some day control our
whole intellectual and cultural life-and with it the future of this
country. The impact of this interlock, this intellectual cartel, has
already been felt deeply in education and in the political scene.

IHB SOCIAL RESEARCH COUNCIL.
As an example of the association of individual foundations with

one of the intermediary or executive foundations, let us take The
Social Science Research Council. It has been supported by contribu-
tions from: .The Laura Spellman Rockefeller Memorial, The Russell
Sage Foundation, The Carnegie Corporation, John D. Rockefeller, Jr.,
The Commonwealt4'Fund, The Julius Rosenwald Fund, Revell Mc-
Callum, The Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement of Tetchin
7lhe Maurice and Laqura Falk Foundation, The General education Board
(Rockefeller), the Spellman Fund, Trustees''of W. E. bpgohn Unem-
ployment Trustee Cor The Committee of Trustees8 on Experi-
mental Programs The Grant Foundation, The .Scripps Foundation for
Research in Population Problems, The American Philosophical Society,
Carnegie Corporation of New York, The John and Mary R. Markle
Foundation, The Ford Foundation, The Twentieth Century Fund, the
U. S. Bureau of: the Census, The East European Fund, and The Rock-
efeller Brothers Fuind.

The Social Science Research Council is now probably the greatest
power in .the social science research field. Tha this organization is
closely interlocked in:an.important network is affirmatively asserted by
its annual report of 19S9-S0 as follows:

"With our sister councils, the National Research Council,1t the American Council
of Learned Societies, and the American Council on, Education cooperation remains
good and becomes increasingly close and significant. There are interlocking
members and much personal contact of, the respective staff."; [Emphasi ours.]

.Professor Colgrve testified to the tendency of the "clearing house"
organizations.to move their offices to Washington and to cause their
constituent societies to make the same move. This geographical con-

I Active in the natural sdences.
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centration is in the interests of efficiency, but is also a way of effecting
a greater concentration. He stated that:

* * * There is more day-to-day conversation and consultation between the
officers of the professional societies and the officers of the operating societies, like
the American Council of Learned Societies, and the officers of the foundations.

I think that the officers of the professional societies are extremely good listeners
and follow pretty carefully the advice that is given them by the foundation officers.
(Hearings, p. 570.)
He also testified that there has been a conscious concentration of

research direction, mainly through the "clearing house" organiza-
tions. (Hearings, pp. 570, 571.)
In Vol. 1, No. 3 of the 1947 Items, a publication of The Social Science

Research Council, Donald Young and Paul Webbink present the role
of the SSRC in improving research. Their recitation includes this
statement:
"The particular role of the Council, however, is that of a central agency to promote

the unity of effort in attacking social problems which is required to assure maximum
returns from the work of a multitude of individual social scientists and of inde-
pendent private and public.institutions." [Emphasis ours.]
While the article says that the Council does not "attempt to operate
as a coordinating agency in any compulsive sense", its very availa-
bility, well-supported by major foundations, seems to have given it a
control over social science research which is, in its effective use, un-
doubtedly compulsive.
To deny that the SSRC is an element in a concentration of power

in the social sciences is difficult in the face of this statement of The Ford
Foundation, quoted by Pendleton Herring in Vol. 4, Number 3 (Sep-
tember, 1950) of the SSRC Items:
"The Social Science Research Council has been included in this

program because it is the instrumentality most used by individual schol-
ars, universities and research organizationsfor interchange ofinformation,
planning and other cooperative functions in the fields described ** *
Its grant will be used not so much for the support of independent re-
search projects but rather for any additions to staff or improvements
in facilities which would enhance the service it performs for other
organizations and scholars." [Emphasis ours.]
The SSRC may be visualized as the center of a net-work of relations

reaching into every layer of social activities related to the social
sciences. If we draw a graphic "sociogram", we will see the pattern
of its operations:

Constituent societies:
Represented at various other nationwide "councils."

Financial support:
By closely cooperating foundations, which themselves inter-

lock through directorates.
Supported scholarly activity:

Concentration on graduates of a few major institutions, which
also supply most of the directors of the Council, who. since
a change of by-laws are chosen by the Council board, not
any longer freely elected by constituent associations.
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Influence of government spendingfor research:
SSRC or similar foundations-supported groups decisively in-

fluence National Science Foundation policy and Defense
Department spending on research via its officers serving
as consultants and board members.

The peculiar nature and construction of The Social Science Research
Council is worthy of examination. It is a self-perpetuating organiza-
tion, sharing this characteristic with foundations in general. It has,
however, some unique features. It purports more or less, to represent
seven of the social science disciplines through their professional
societies. Yet these societies are not, in any sense, members of the
SSRC. They elect delegates to the Board of the SSRC, but are
permitted to elect only from panels of candidates nominated by the
SSRC itself. Thus the SSRC Board is able to, and does, control its
own character. This process rather undemocratic to say the least,
further tends toward the totalitarian by the fact that the "members"
of the SSRC are its former directors.
Some social scientists suspect that this strange system of election

of directors has been used in order to maintain a board of a character
or bent satisfactory to those in control. The fact remains, whether
the control has been used unhappily or not, that it is essentially
undemocratic and unrepresentative of the professions which it assumes
to represent and could very easily be used for power purposes.
Some of the results of close cooperation of the foundations support-

ing the Council and of Council officers and chosen directors may be
illustrated by the following examples:

a.) The Encyclopaedia of the Social Sciences, published in 1935
in fifteen volumes, contains many contributions of Council offi-
cers. This publication (to be discussed in more detail later),
though not sponsored by the Council, was endorsed by the iden-
tical associations which constitute the Council and carries an
imprint similar to the listing of constituent associations on present
Council stationery.

b.) We find the names of Council directors and officers on lists
of The Rand Corporation, of The Ford Behavioral Science Fund,
in government advisory groups, and wherever social scientists
congregate in leading positions. We find that some of these
SSRC officers have advanced into positions controlling the sources
of funds (e. g., Messrs. Young and Cotrell now at Russell Sage),
and since the start of foundation support for the Council in the
early twenties we find foundation officers participating as Council
members in running Council affairs. (Messrs. Ruml, Herring,
etc.)

The Council stationery gives the misleading impression that it is a
representation of its constituent membership. In reality, since the
change in its by-laws, the "constituent" societies have served mainly
as the'prestige-lend'ingbackground of the Council, creating the im-
pression:that the Council is a democratically constituted mouthpiece
and representation of all social scientists in America.
Even if the Council were democratically elected and not operating

by continuing the control through a core group, it would not represent
all or even most American social scientists.' We do not know whether
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the seven "constituent" associations of the Counil can be considered
democratically ruled, but in response to our inquiries the seven
associations gave us their membership figures. From these it became
quite clear that they are only a part, even if in some instances a sub-
stantial part, of the total. Whatever the composition may be, the
SSRC has in the past gained leadership, among other reasons, because
it successfully created the impression of representing the majority of
all social scientists in America.
The power of the SSRC seems to be used to effect control of the

field of social sciences. The concept of an efficient central clearing house,
available to foundations to assist them in spending their funds is attrac-
tive on its face. But this type of delegation by foundations, resulting in
the concentration of enormous power into a few executive hands, not
only violates the essential quality offoundation-trustees' fiduciary respon-
sibility but gives to the individuals controlling the delegated mechanism,'
in the interests of efficiency, a power which can be dangerous by reason of
that very fact.
There is evidence that professorial appointments all over the United

States are influenced by SSRC blessing. With great foundation
support at its command, it has the power to reach in various directions
to exercise influence and, often, control. The 1933-34 Report of the
National Planning Board (prepared, incidentally by a committee of
the SSRC) stated:
"The Council (the SSRC) has been concerned chiefly with the determination of

the groups and persons with whom special types of research should be placed."
To have this function (gained by foundation support) gives it a power
the ultimate results of which can be far-reaching.

It would be interesting in any continued investigation to study the
part played by The Social Science Research Council and the societies
associated with it in controlling book reviews and the literary pro-
duction of social scientists. In the American academic world scholars
are largely rated by their publications, and it is often on a quantita-
tive as well as a qualitative basis. Consequently, the opportunities
for securing publication of scientific papers can have much to do
with the academic career of a social scientist. Similarly, the type of
reviews given to such books as he may write can obviously have a
bearing upon his future and his standing.

Professor Rowe (Hearings, p. 549), speaking of the influence of
foundations in educational institutions, said:
"* * * you have to realize * * * that advancement and promotion and survival
in the academic field depend upon research and the results and the publication
thereof. Here you have, you see, outside organizations influencing the course of
the careers of personnel in universities through their control of funds which can
liberate these people from teaching duties, for example, and making it possible for
them to publish more than their competitors."
Thus the control over a scientific journal permits any group in

power to favor or disfavor certain scholars and to impress its
concepts and philosophy on a generation of school teachers, textbook
authors, writers and others. A careful study should be made to as-
certain whether the professional journals in the social sciences have
been truly objective in their editorial and reviewing approach.

It can be contended that there are other powerful centers of social
studies in the United States in competition with SSRC: th3 Ford
BJhavioral Science Fund, The Twentieth Century Fund, The American
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Academy of Pclitical and Social Sciences and others; but with almost
all of them there exist personal and organizational ties and cross con-
nections via supporting foundations. Moreover, there is a strange
similarity of approach among such groups; they all seem to fall into the
same "liberal" economic and social points of view. Is this accident
or coincidence? It suggests itself to us (and it is a matter Aquiring
far more investigation) that the concentration of power to which we
refer has been, consciously used to foster and develop, this attitude.

Charles Dollard (President of The Carnegie Corporation of New
York) contributed an article, in Items, The Social Science Research
Council Publication, The Strategy for Advancing the Social Sciences
in which he refers to the errors of election polls and to the statistical
mistakes of Kinsey, and says:

"The third strategic move which I would suggest is that social science initiate a
more rigorous sytem of internal policing." (Page 19.) [Emphasis ours.]
We ourselves are extremely dubious of the scientific character of

the methods used by Dr. Kinsey, as we shall discuss later. We
cannot understand why his work should have been supported by
The Rockefeller Foundation or any other foundation. But we cheer-
fully grant to Dr. Kinsey the right, as an individual working with
other than public funds, to make any mistakes he wishes and to
select any methods or objectives he chooses. The concept of "polic-
ing" is rather terrifying. Did Mr. Dollard mean to say that The
Social Science Research Council and other "clearing house" organi-
zations should do the policing? That any such organization should
even entertain a proposal to create uniformity-even in the interests
of efficiency and better method-or to press grantees, whether indi-
vidual or institutional, into common moulds in any way, would be
deeply regrettable. Few could risk criticizing, few academicians at
least. There would emerge what has been called a "Gresham's
Law in the field of professorships in the social sciences."
We could not more strongly support the statement made by Presi-

dent Grayson Kirk of Columbia University in-an address on May 31,
1954, in which he said:
"We must maintain the greatest possible opportunities for the free clash of

opinions on all subjects, trusting to the innate good judgment of men and women
to reach decisions that are beneficial to society."
The very fact that a leading foundation executive, in an America
traditionally opposing restrictions of free speech and thought, can
call for a system of internal policing indicates the chasm between a

concept of scholarly orthodoxy and the real freedom of inquiry to
which Dr. Kirk referred.,
The various organizations which compose the center of the concen-

tration of power, the "clearing house" organizations, can all clearly
point to admirable and valuable work which they have done. It would
be difficult, indeed, to find a foundation which is wholly bad, and the
"clearing houses" to which we refer have a great deal to their credit.
What concerns us at the moment is that a power exists, concentrated
in a comparatively small number of hands, a power which, though it
has been used often for much good, can be used for evil. The existence
of such a power, dealing with pUblic trust funds, to us seems to involve at
least a potential danger or risk, however benevolently to date its relative
despotism may have acted.
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THE AMERICAN COUNCIL ON EDUCATION.
Another of the "clearing houses" is The American Council on

Education. It is a council of national education associations, financed
by membership dues and government contracts, and by heavy con-
tributions from major foundations and comparable organizations, such
as The General Education Board (Rockefeller), The Carnegie Corpora-
tion of New York, The Carnegie Endowment for International Peace,
The Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement of Teaching, The
Rockefeller Foundation, The Ford Fund for Adult Education, The
Alfred P. Sloan Fund, The Payne Fund B'nai Brith, The National
Conference of Christians and Jews The Edward W. Hazen Foundation,
The Grant Foundation, The Ellis L. Phillips Foundation, and others.
A pamphlet issued by The American Council on Education in July

1953 frankly calls this organization a "clearing house."
"More specifically, the Council has been a clearinghouse for the exchange of

information and opinion; it has conducted many scientific inquiries and investi-
gations into specific educational problems and has sought to enlist appropriate
agencies for the solution of such problems; it has stimulated experimental activities
by institutions and groups of institutions; it has kept in constant touch with
pending legislation affecting educational matters; it has pioneered in methodology
that has become standard practice on a national basis-* * *; it has 'acted as
liaison agency between the educational institutions of the country and the federal
government and has undertaken many significant projects at the request of the
Army, Navy and State Departments and other governmental agencies;
and * * * it has made available to educators and the general public widely used
handbooks, informational reports, and many volumes of critical analysis of social
and educational problems."
The Council maintains imposing offices in Washington, D. C.,

which may not be without significance as, among its many committees,
some are concerned with tax, social security and other legislation as
it affects institutions of higher learning. Its committee most inter-
esting to us is that on Institutional Research Policy. A Brief
Statement of the History and Activities of the American Council on
Education, dated July 1953 describes the functions of the Research
Policy Committee as follows:

"Established 1952 to study the interrelationships of sponsored research from the
viewpoints of federal agencies, industries, and foundation sponsoring such research,
and the effect on institutions doing the research. This latter angle involves the dis-
tribution of grants among institutions and the concentration of research in fields at
the expense of other fields and the distortion of the institutional picture as a whole.
The magnitude of the problem is shown by the fact that 20 or more federal agencies
are currently subsidizing more than $150,000,000 worth of research a year; in-
dustrial and business concerns and private foundations also sponsor research.
The numerous 'special interest' involved may approach the same problems in
different ways and come up with different solutions. It is the aim of this Council
committee-composed of college presidents, vice-presidents for research, business
officers, and faculty members directly engaged in sponsored research projects-
to attempt to formulate a policy for the national level based on cooperative relation-
ships." [Emphasis ours.]
Note that, like The Social Science Research Council, this Council is

an interrelating agency, coordinating the work of other research
organizations and researchers, establishing policy and acting as a
distributing agent for granting-foundations along planned and inte-
grated lines. That may well create efficiency, but is it solely efficiency
we want in research in the social sciences? As Professor Rowe and
others have said: it would seem far better to lose efficiency and give
individuals of quality the opportunity to go in their own respective
directions unhampered by any group control, direction or pressure.
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However laudable much or most of its work may have been, the
Council has certainly been one of the media through which founda-
tion funds have been used to effect considerable control or influence
over education in the United States. Some may argue that this
control or influence has been wholly good-were this so, we would
still believe that the power of great foundations to affect educational
policies and practices is one which should concern the public. By
the same token, we believe that "clearing house" organizations, while
they may serve a purpose in the direction of efficiency, are of ques-
tionable desirability when interlocked financially or by personnel
with these foundations. The aggregate power involved in such a con-
centration gives us concern.
OTHER INTERLOCKS AND FURTHER DANGERS.

Opposite this page there appears .a reproduction of a chart intro-
duced by the Assistant Director of Research, showing the Inter-
relationships Between Foundations, Education and Government. As
Mr. McNiece explained:
"The relationships between and among these organized intellectual groups

are far more complex than is indicated on the chart. Some of these organizations
have many constituent member groups. The American Council of Learned
Societies has twenty-four constituent societies, the Social Science Research Council,
seven, the American Council on Education seventy-nine constituent members,
64 associate members, and 954 institutional members. In numbers and inter-
locking combinations they are too numerous and complex to picture on this
chart." (Record, p. 1018.)
There are, moreover, other organizations in some number not noted
at all on the chart which fulfill some intermediary function in asso-
cation with foundations and other organizations which are indicated.

There is, in addition, a Conference Board of Associated Research
Councils, composed of The American Council of Learned Societies,
The American Council on Education, The National Research Council
and The Social Science Research Council, organized "to facilitate
action on matters of common concern." It "continued earlier informal
consultations of the executives of the Councils. Its functions are
limited to administration of joint activities authorized by the Councils
and consideration of mutual interests." (From the 1943-45 Annual
Report of the SSRC, page 16.)
The central organizations, such as The Social Science Research

Council,
"may be considered as 'clearing houses' or perhaps as 'wholesalers' of money
received from foundations inasmuch as they are frequently the recipients of rela-
tively large grants which they often distribute in subdivided amounts to member
groups and individuals." (Record, p. 1019.)
Nor does the chart show all the functions of government in which

foundations operate or to which they contribute.
"The lines connecting the various rectangles on the chart symbolize the paths
followed in the flow or interchange of money, men and ideas * * *."
But this process, highly concentrated through the intricate inter-
relationships, is both complex and ominous. A high concentration
of power is always dangerous to society. As we have said, it can be
constructed or come into being for wholly benign purposes, but it
can readily be used by those whose objectives are against the public
interest.
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The Cox Committee record shows that a conscious plan by the
Communists was inaugurated to infiltrate the foundations for the
purpose of appropriating their funds to Communist uses. We kncw
from the evidence that the Communists succeeded in the case of
seven foundations: The Marshall Field Foundation; The Garland
Fund; The John Simon Guggenheim Foundation; Thle Heckscher Foun-
dation; The Robert Marshall Foundation; The Rosenwald Fund; and
The Phelps Stokes Fund; and we are aware of the tragic result to our
nation and to the world of communist infiltration into The Institute
for Pacific Relations. We know also that (then undisclosed) Com-
munists and their fellow-travellers had been able to secure grants
from other foundations, including Carnegie and Rockefeller. We know,
further, what the Cox Committee report referred to as "the ugly
unalterable fact that Alger Hiss became the President of The Carnegie
Endowment for International Peace." We do not know the full extent
to which there has been penetration or use of foundations and their
resources. It is too much to assume that Communist success was
limited to the exposed instances. Indeed, where foundations are in-
volved in so high a concentration of power as the chart discloses, we
may assume that some advantage may have been taken by Com-
munists to use this interlock, directly or indirectly, for malign pur-
poses.

This Committee is not in a position to assess the extent of such use
but warns against the inherent danger that a concentration of power
constitutes a weapon at hand for such as may wish to suborn it for evil
designs. The number of grants made to Communist agents or agen-
cies is relatively tiny in comparison with the aggregate grants by
foundations. But this numerical comparison casts no light on the
degree of damage which has been done. One grant of comparatively
small amount may do frightening damage. Professor Rowe testified
(Hearings, p. 534, 535) to the effect that the test of damage is qualitative
and not quantitative. Moreover, the Communists do not always work
directly. In their desire to undermine our society they operate more
frequently than not by indirection, supporting causes which merely
tend to the left but cannot be identified as actually Communist.

The main concern of this Committee is not with Communism. We
agree with Professor Rowe in his estimate that the greater danger lies in
the undermining effect of collectivist or socialist movements. Externally,
Communism is the greater danger; internally, socialism offers far greater
menace.

In either event, whether the penetration is by outright Communists
or by some other variety of socialists or collectivists, the danger of
its occurrence is far greater when there exists a complex of interrelated
and interlocked organizations. There are more opportunities for
shifting both personnel and grants. There is much less control through
supervision by the trustees of the foundations which supply the basic
funds used by the intermediaries. After they have poured these funds
into the managerial hands of others, the detailed distribution is
beyond their control. Perhaps the Rockefeller Foundation trustees
might well have recognized a Communist penetration in their own
foundation had it existed to the extent it did in the Institute of
Pacific Relations. They did not recognize it in this intermediary to
which they granted millions. The difficulty of watching over the
disbursements of an intermediary is not the only danger in the current
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system. Foundation trustees are inclined to shrug off responsibility
on the unsound theory that, having selected a recipient organization,
the granting foundation bears no responsibility for what that inter-
mediary dees. The menace of extreme leftist penetration of the
foundation world is thus multiplied in seriousness by the existing
system of interlock and the use of intermediary organizations.

Aside from this direct menace, the dangers of so close an interlock,
so high a degree of concentration of power in intellectual fields, tends
to violate an essential of the American system, competition. Some
unfriendly newspapers have accused this Committee of trying to establish
"thought control" in the foundation world, or to act as a "censor", or to
wish to promote "conformity". The exact opposite is the case. This
Committee is highly critical of the system of concentration under discussion
for the very reason that it promotes conformity, acts in effect as a censor of
ideas and projects, and produces a tendency toward uniformity of ideas.

In this area of discussion it becomes most important to realize that
the United States Government now expends annually on research in
the social sciences far more than all the foundations put together.
This might be a factor offsetting the concentration of power which
the foundations and their supported creatures constitute, were it not
for the fact that government-financed research in the social sciences is
virtually under the direction of the very same persons and organiza-
tions who dominate the foundation concentration of power. Thus,
not only are great parts of the vast public funds which the foundations
represent used in largely coordinated fashion by the concentration,
but even larger sums of public money directly provided by govern-
ment are, to all practical purposes, employed by the same groups.

This situation is quite distasteful. Americans do not cherish the
concept that society should be directed by a clique. Though it may
indeed be elite, we do not wish it to direct us. Moreover, there is
considerable doubt that the presumed elite is indeed so. One of the
most important of the "clearing-houses", The American Council of
Learned Societies, an intrinsic part of the concentration of power,
presumes to represent the elite in the disciplines. To this organization,
foundations annually grant large sums of public money. Through it a
great amount of research in the social sciences is done or directed.
Yet its executive secretary for a long period has been MORTIMER
GRAVES. In the Cox Committee Record'at page 544, Mr. Keele,
its Counsel, read from a long list of Communist-front organizations
of which MR. GRAVES was a member, and Mr. Keele did not exhaust
the list.
We do not accuse MR. GRAVES of being a Communist. But it

amazes us that one with so evident a lack of political and social
discernment, with such apparent lack of objectivity, should be re-
tained as a directing officer in what purports to be the representative
organization for all the social sciences and humanities. MR. GRAVES
still holds his position, though the Cox Committee hearings brought
out his extensive record of Communist-front affiliations. This leads
us to conclude one of two things; either his personal power is astound-
ing or the extreme political slant of an executive is deemed of no
moment by that tax-exempt agency of the foundations.
Under date of August 23, 1954, General Counsel to this Committee

addressed a letter to MR. GRAVES, a copy of which is attached to
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this report as an appendix.2 A reply was received stating that MR.
GRAVES was abroad and would not return until early in September.
A reply was finally received from MR. GRAVES in November. In the
letter addressed to him, fifteen detailed questions were asked concern-
ing his reported Communist-front affiliations,'3 his sponsorship of
known extreme leftists, recommendations made by him (on behalf
of The Council of Learned Societies) to government agencies (the lists
reputedly containing some Communists or fellow-travellers), and con-
cerning other matters important to this investigation.
MR. GRAVES' reply (Hearings, page -) gave the Committee certain

responsive material but failed to disclose the recommendations made
by him to government agencies. The Committee cannot understand
his failure to do so unless it was by intention. Mr. Graves' reply
seeks to explain away his Communist-front associations, but the aggre-
gate number of those with which he has been charged by other inves-
tigations raises a grave question as to his capacity or willingness to
act without bias as a foundation executive.
MR. GRAVES is one of the leading characters in the dramatic personae

of the foundation world, a major executive of a powerful intermediary
organization which is an intrinsic part of the foundation-supported
concentration of power, a key figure in academic circles, an adviser to
government. The foundation world continues to accept him as one
of its leading lights.

So, we ask again, are these officers and directors of the foundations
and clearing houses and those whom they favor with their benefac-
tions "elite?" The specialists in the social science fields are obviously
better informed in their specialties than is the general public. This
does not, however, establish that their judgment regarding the appli-
cation of their knowledge is sound. We have had plenty of examples
of brilliance in a specialty, accompanied by a social judgment so
deficient as to be tragic. No one can doubt the genius of Klaus
Fuchs, for example, nor his sincerity; neither offered him any basis
for sound social judgments.
There is the further danger that an elite group tends to perpetuate

itself, both as to personnel and as to opinion and direction. It is only
through competition in the intellectual fields, just as in business, that
progress can safely be accomplished. Anything which tends to pre-
vent or restrict competition seems to this Committee frought with
frightening danger to our society.

Public opinion is greatly determined, in the long run, by the influence
of intellectuals. Therefore, it seems essential to this Committee that
intellectual life be as unhampered and freely competitive as possible.
Any concentration of intellectual effort, any mechanism tending to con-
formity, is essentially undesirable, even if, for the moment, directed solely
to desirable ends. A political dictatorship may be benevolent, but we
want none of it. Similarly, an intellectual-group-dictatorship may
be benevolent, but we want none of it.
We urge a detailed reading of the testimony of Mr. McNiece,

beginning at page 465 of the Hearings, in which he explains
the extent and working of the interlocking concentration of power
which has been financed by foundations and has taken over much of
government function in the social science areas. We are dealing here

See p.-
s See p. - for list of affiliations.
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with vast sums of money, the impact of which can be and has been
terrific. Mr. McNiece noted that six foundations alone have made
grants aggregating over $60,000,000 to some of the intermediate or
clearing-house organizations. Significant also, incidentally, were
aggregate grants of over $4,000,000 to The London School of Economics,
at a time when it was a fountain-head of Fabian socialism. (Hearings,
p. 475.)
POLITICS-POWER FLOW-PLANNING.
Mr. McNiece described a "central or main stream of influence"

running from the foundations and their centralized agencies into
government. (Hearings, p. 601, et seq.) There was considerable
evidence to show that the government has come to rely upon the
"clearing houses" for lists of men who can assist as specialists in the
"social sciences." On its face this practice seems desirable enough,
but closer inspection discloses severe dangers. As Mr. Reece, the
Chairman of the Committee, remarked:
The CiAIRMAN. We have in the United States the colleges and universities

which, while large in number, are very accessible to be advised about the require-
ments of Government. While there is nothing wrong in asking one of the societies
to furnish a list of names, as I see it, do we not know from practical experience
that when a council such as the Council of Learned Societies is put in the posi-
tion of furnishing a list of scholars to advise the Government, that list will be
pretty much the recommendation of the man who happens to be administrative
officer of the council that makes up and supplies the list. Insofar as that is the
case, that puts in the hands of one man a tremendous influence. If he happens
to be a man that has certain inclinations, he is in a position to give very wide
effect in those inclinations, if he is put in a position where he furnishes the list
of the experts the Government calls into the service as advisers. That is the
angle that I see that becomes, to my mind, Mr. Hays, very important.

It is the concentration not only in one organization, but ultimately largely in
the hands of one man. (Hearings, pp. 602, 603.)
We discuss elsewhere the power which executives of foundations

and "clearing houses" exercise. Professor Colgrove gave important
testimony in this area. He said that academicians are reluctant to
criticize foundations. He testified to the "fawning" over those who
distribute foundation funds, giving as an example the attitude of
professional associates toward Professor Merriam, long a power in
the social-science-foundation world. Professor Merriam himself had
said:
"Money is power and for the last few years I have been dealing with more

power than any professor should ever have in his hands." (Hearings, p. 666.)
In the last analysis it is frequently individuals, or small groups of

individuals who perform the act of recommendation and virtual ap-
pointment of "scientific" personnel to the government. The political
slant of these individuals may thus seriously affect the character of
government operations. We have seen many Communists and
fellow-travellers recommended by foundation executives for gov-
ernment posts. In the case of the recommendations to the government
made by the Institute of Pacific Relations and the American Council of
Learned Societies for experts to be used by our occupationforces in Ger-
many and Japan, the lists were heavily salted with Communists and their
supporters. (Hearings, pp. 559, 560.)
The Chairman seriously questioned the process of the government

relying on the existing mechanism for making social-science appoint-
b5647-5 --5-
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ments. He said that the administrative officer of an operating society
who made such recommendations
"is a man that has no public responsibility, not like the President or a cabinet
officer, whom we know who do have public responsibility. Nor like the President
of a college who is identified in the public mind, and to a very large degree is held
responsible not only by the board of'trustees, butlparticularly by the alumni
of the institution, and a 'very wide segment of the public, which is quite different
from some man that is ensconced in the office of a learned society that is in a
building downtown here. At least I see a very wide difference. In so far as there
is a disposition to concentrate into one or a few places-it probably should not be
described as authority to recommend-the privilege of recommending people for
government consultants. I would have quite a serious question in my mind
about it." (Record, p. 1342.)

In reply to Counsel's question whether he did not think foundations
might better turn to the universities and colleges for research instead
of to intermediate organizations, Professor Rowe testified:

Dr. RoWE. Yes, sir. There has, of course, been a mixed method on the partof IPR. You get a very interesting carrying down the line of the funds and the
projects. Foundations will give funds to organizations like IPR. Some of this
money for research purposes will be directly handled by the IPR. Young people,scholars will be brought into the organization to do specific jobs for the organiza-tion. However, they will also go to universities and ask universities as they did
once in our case to provide, so to speak, hospitality for one of the men that they
want to have perform a research function under guidance and direction, subsidized
by IPR, which money came from Rockefeller Foundation in this case. Then they will
do other things. For instance, the IPR organization will give money to the univer-
sity personnel themselves directly for either research or publication purposes. So
there are all kinds of ways and manners of doing this. I would submit that in
much of this procedure the choice of personnel, the passing on their qualifications,the framing of projects, and the guidance of the researchers in the process of carry-ing out projects, is not adequately provided for by these organizations, such as
the Institute of Pacific Relations was and still, is today.

In the case of universities, where appointments are made, the universities'
faculties are people of long standing, they may be good, bad, or indifferent, but
the organization and the procedures of appointment and approval thereof are
sufficiently complex and involve sufficient safeguards to cut the errors down con-
siderably below the errors that are possible and probable without these forms of
supervision and sanction.

It seems to me that the foundations in giving funds to organizations such as the
Institute of Pacific Relations are in general on rather weaker ground than if theygive funds to established organizations for research purposes in which the criteria
for.the appointment of people, for their promotions, for their advancements and
things of that kind have beie worked out over a long period of time.
The informality of the arrangements in the IPR was one of the things that

I have always wondered at. To make it possible for so few people to have so
much power and influence in determining who got funds for what -purpose and
determining what kind of projects they worked on and how these projects were
supervised seemed to me to be very lax. Of course, toward the end the moneythat IPR got was heavily given to publications. They would subsidize the
publication of works that were produced by research workers in universities and
other such organizations, as well as their own people. This seemed to me to be
getting away a little bit from the evils of the previous system in which they were
directly involved in the research function. But it still put a tremendous lot of
power in the hands of a very few people, since they went all over the United
states, looking over the products of research in the far eastern field, and decidingwhich of these they would subsidize and which they would not.

* This is not to say for a moment that the foundations have not given funds
directly to universities. Of course they have. I suppose they have given far
more funds for research purposes directly to universities than to organizationssuch as the IPR. But it seems to me, and you can, of course, consider the sourcehere-I am a member of a university community-it seems to me logical to saythat in those communities you get better safeguards as to quality and personnelthan you can get in any such organization as the Institute of the Pacific Relations,set up to. a heavy extent for research purposes outside of academic communities.(Hearings, pp. 644, 545.)
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Later the following colloquy took place:
Mr. WORMSER. * * * I would like to get on another subject, which one of

your previous remarks introduced. We were discussing the undesirability per-
haps of using intermediate organizations like IPR. Would your comments apply
also, and perhaps you might discuss this general area, to what we have referred
to at times as clearing house organizations? We have talked about a certain
interlocking or close relationship between the foundations and intermediate
organizations, like The Social Science Research Council, and The American Council
of Learned Societies. I would like you to comment on that, Professor, as well as
whether you think the resulting concentration of power through this interlock
is a desirable thing or not.

Dr., Row. I suppose the proof of it is in what comes out of it. My feeling is
that here is another very clear evidence of the difficulty for the foundations in
making policy regarding the expenditure of their funds. The Social Science Re-
search Council handles social science matters. They will give a large lump sum of
money to these people. Then The Social Science Research Council has to set up
the operations of screening of applications, screening of candidates, supervision of
operations and evaluation of results and all that. This costs the foundations some-
thing, because part of the money they put in has to go for these administrative
purposes. But the foundation doesn't want to do it itself. The Social Science
Research Council being supposedly a specialized agency simply, it seems to me,
relieves the foundation of this to the extent that the foundation gives large sums
of money to The Social Science Research Council.
What the Council does is the responsibility of the foundation, it seems to me,

to a very great extent. There is no use trying to blink at that fact in any way,
shape, or form. I suppose there is no ideal solution to the problem of the applica-
tion of expertness to the supervision of the expenditure of money by big founda-
tions. This is why some foundations go in for rather narrow kinds of specializa-
tion. They will do one kind of thing and not another. The General Education
Board is an example of what I am talking about, because their work has been
rather narrowly oriented, certainly during the last decade or two. But the big
foundations in general spread themselves over the landscape.

The Ford Foundation is the latest and greatest. The Ford Foundation is even
going in for general public education, although I understand this emphasis is
decreasing some in the last year or two. But when they first began they were
very much interested in general adult education through all kinds of media, radio,
conferences, great book seminars all over the country. We had 2 or 3 of them in
our immediate area in Connecticut, all financed by The Ford Foundation.
The job of running an extension course for universities is a big job. When you

start doing this all over the United States, I should think it would be almost im-'
possible to supervise it adequately. If I am right about the tendency in recent
years, it might be that this is a conclusion they have reached on the matter, if
they are cutting down. I would not know what has guided their policy along
this line.
There is inevitably going to be this problem, that as knowledge and as research

become more specialized and more technical, and the problem of deciding what
you want to do researchwise becomes more difficult, the foundations that have
hig money to spend are just up against a tremendous policy problem. How do
they operate, and how can they possibly guarantee the maximum effectiveness
and efficiency in their operations in the light of the objectives which they profess
and which underlie their whole activity?

Mr. WORMSER. Does it impress you as socially desirable that the large founda-
tions should concentrate a certain large part of their operations in the social
sciences in one group or association of groups, like The Social Science Research
Council, The American Council of Learned Societies, and others?

Dr. ROWB. I suppose the theory behind this is that these organizations, like
The Social Science Research Council, are truly representative of social science all
over the United States. I suppose that is the only possible theoretical justific;.-
tion for this kind of policy. I don't know.

Mr. WORMSER. The question we have, Professor, in that connection is whether
that type of concentration, even though it might be efficient mechanically, is de-
sirable insofar as it militates against the competitive factor, which is sort of in-
trinsic in our society.

Dr. RowE. There is no question but what an organization like The Social
Science Research Council has a tremendous amount of power. This power which
it exerts, it exerts very heavily ;pon educational institutions and their personnel,
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because when you get down to it, who is it that does research in social science?
It is educational institutions, because they have the faculties in the various fields,
like political science, economics, anthropology, sociology, geography and so on.
That is where the people are. To understandthe importance of this function,
all you have to realize is that advancement and promotion and survival in the
academic field depend upon research and the results and the publication thereof.
Here you have, you see, outside organizations influencing the course of the careers
of personnel in universities through their control of funds which can liberate these
people from teaching duties, for example, and making it possible for them to pub-
lish more than their competitors.

This, therefore, means that there is a tremendous responsibility here to
apportion their awards in a just way-in such a way as takes into account the
differences of approach and the differences of opinion in these fields; the theoretical
differences from one school to another. The possibility exists that at all times in
any of these organizations that the people in charge thereof become convinced that
there is one way to do a job in the social science field, and that only this way will get
their support.

If and when that time comes--I don't know whether it is here or ever will come-
then you will have a combination in restraint of trade within the limits of public
acceptability that may have very deleterious effects upon our intellectual community.
[Emphasis ours.] (Hearings, pp. 548, 549, 550.)
Let us see whether in the field of social science research such a

movement "in restraint of trade" has not, in effect, come about.

VIII. THE FOUNDATIONS AND RESEARCH IN THE SOCIAL SCIENCES

THE PREDOMINANCE OF EMPIRICISM.
There has been frequent and severe criticism of foundations on the

ground that, in their support of research in the social sciences in
association with the concentration of power described in the previous
chapter, they have promoted an excess of empirical research.
The normal scientific process employs both theoretical and em-

pirical research. The theoretical is deductive reasoning from accepted
premises. The empirical is inductive reasoning from observed data.
The usual process is to set up a hypothesis, derived from some form
,of reasoning, or selected by accident or arbitrarily. This hypothesis is
then generally tested by various means, including .both deductive
and inductive approaches. Empirical research can produce material
of usefulness by way of the collection of data; but it is rare indeed
when such research, without relation to or counter-check by theoret-
ical research, can produce a result upon which any new course for
society can safely be recommended. Empiricism by the very nature
of its approach, ignores moral precepts, principles and established or
accepted norms of behavior, and seeks to base conclusions solely upon
what the senses will take in by means of observation.

These critics, therefore say that empirical research is obviously a
necessary component of the general investigatory method but,
unless combined with the theoretical approach, it can lead into serious
and often tragic error. They urge that thi, foundations are mis-
directing their funds in social science research areas if they do not
see to it that empirical research is balanced by theoretical. It seems
impossible to deny the validity of the comment made by Professor
Hobbs in his testimony (Hearings, p. 167):

I would feel very definitely that so-called empirical findings must be fitted into
a framework of the legal precepts, the traditions, the history, the moral codes,
the military principles of the area in which they are applied. That in and of
themselves, by their very nature, they exclude the intangibles which may be not
only important but may be crucial in a final decision.
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It is difficult to decide which is, the cart and which the horse;

whether a predominance of empirical interest started in the universi-
ties and took over the foundations, or whether the foundations have
been the controlling factor in filling the universities (and thus research)
with empiricists. It seems to this Committee that it makes little
difference. If the controlling thought in the universities and in the
foundations is in the direction of empiricism, to the virtual exclusion
of theory, a situation exists which, in its imbalance, may be very
dangerous.

Predominant opinions tend to perpetuate themselves. If a univer-
sity department is predominantly empiricist, it is likely, through
what might be called "intellectual nepotism", to exclude the entrance
of teachers of the opposite research persuasion. If a foundation,
particularly when associated with the concentration of power which
has been referred to, tends predominantly to the empirical, it is likely
to promote this approach to the exclusion of the opposite school.
Thus, in the course of time, and this seems often to have happened,
the whole field is dominated by persons of one persuasion.
A numerical Gallup Poll of "authorities" in the social sciences would

undoubtedly show that most of the "best people" in the field would
support the predominant empirical approach. That does not prove
that they are right. It is quite possible, as the critics suggest, that
theorists have not had an equal opportunity to get into the ranks and
to rise in them. It might well be as though a group of Republicans,
having obtained control of foundation management and of university
departments, had steadily increased their control by excludingDemocrats and now claim that most people who are prominent in
the trade are against Democratic research. This might then be true,
but does it prove that the Republicans were right in excluding the
Democrats?

If the public money which goes into research in the social sciences
through the operation of foundations has been and is being directed
consciously and overwhelmingly into one theory of research, to the
virtual exclusion of, another theory held necessary to be integrated by
many men of competence and stature, the Committee would conclude
that this favoritism for one theory is against the public interest.
There is considerable evidence to show that this favoritism and

exclusion does exist, and to a marked degree.
The Social'Science Research Council, the most important of the

"clearing house" organizations in the social sciences, apparently
maintains a program for the development of researchers in these fields.
The funds are supplied by major foundations, in substantial amounts;
but the SSRC seems to be the chief execl ive of what is apparently a
program widely supported by the foundations to produce more re-
searchers. On the face of it, this seems a most admirable enterprise.However, the conclusion is inevitable that its program is directed
overwhelmingly toward the production of empirical research. Pam-
phlets issued by SSRC announcing "Fellowships and Grants" describe
the fellowships as of two classes. The first is "Those designed ex-
clusively to further the training of research workers in social science."
The second is "Those designed to aid scholars of established compe-
tence in the execution of their research," namely, the Travel Grants for
Area Research, Grants-in-Aid of Research, and _Faculty Research
Fellowships.
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In a letter to a member of the Committee staff, the President of
SSRC says:

"In the case of the faculty research fellowship program it was agreed that the
recipients would be chosen in terms of their competence 'in formulating and testing
hypotheses concerning social behavior by empirical, and if possible quantitative
methods.'" [Emphasis ours.]
The pamphlets, on the other hand, referring to the other group of
fellowships-those intended to train researchers-says:
"These fellowships may be granted for programs that will afford either experience
in the conduct of research and first hand analysis of empirical data under the
guidance of mature investigators, or further formal training, or both." [Emphasis
ours.]
Thus all the neophytes who are to become "social scientists" must

operate empirically to get any help through these fellowships. Simi-
larly, having attained positions on a faculty, it seems they cannot
have one of these faculty fellowships except for empirical studies.
That leaves only part of the second class, namely, "Travel Grants for
Area Research", and "Grants-in-Aid of Research." Perhaps empiricism
is not demanded for a Travel Grant, but it would seem clear that it is
again a prerequisite to a Grant-in-Aid of Research. The pamphlets
recite that "Grants will not be given to subsidize the preparation of
textbooks or the publication of books or articles, or to provide income
in lieu of salary." Therefore, and because much theoretical research
requires little equipment and merely financial support while the time
is taken to do thinking, reading and analysis which almost always
results in the production of a book or an article, theorists, as against
empiricists, seem to be given short shrift.

In Fellows of the Social Science Research Council 1925-1951, the
Council writes, describing the Research Training Fellowships begun
in 1935, as follows:
"There has been no arbitrary assignment of quotas by disciplines, but a constant
effort to encourage training by rigorous empirical research in all fields." [Em-
phasis ours.l
THE "FACT-FINDING MANIA".
No laboring of this point is needed. The executives of the major

"clearing house" organizations on the whole would not only admit
that they overwhelmingly support empirical research; they would
acclaim it as highly desirable. They maintain that, whatever the
weaknesses of data-collection, an accumulation of empirical results
adds to the great body of knowledge and forms additional bases for
further research. Moreover, it is probable that an opinion census of
social science professors would show that most of them believe (1)
there is an adequate balance of theoretical with empirical research
and (2) that, in any event, there cannot be too much empirical col-
lection of data. A letter to Counsel from Professor of Sociology C.
Arnold Anderson, of the University of Kentucky, for example, ex-
presses what is certainly the majority point of view of the present
social scientists. He says: "* * * we must recognize that it is im-
possible to have too many empirical facts." He adds: "The answer
to inadequate facts is more facts." He concludes emphatically that
"There has not been an unfair or undesirable preponderance of em-
pirical research. What the social sciences need is enormously more
money for the collection of facts, and for the testing of theories by
facts."
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There are eminent professors and social science technicians, how-
ever, who insist that empirical research has unfairly predominated.
They point out that the mere collection of "facts" unrelated to theory
and untested, or unchecked and uncheckable in many instances, adds
nothing of any consequence to the sum total of human knowledge.
Indeed, Professor Anderson himself says in his letter that "Fact and
theory are constantly at play, one upon the other. Every reputable
social scientist strives constantly to balance and integrate those two
facets of scientific work." Those of the critical point of view believe
that great numbers of foundation-supported social scientists, in their
anxiety to use the factual approach to research, have failed to do
that very integration between "fact" and theory which Professor
Anderson indicates is essential to sound work.

In a paper, New Concepts in Education, delivered before the Ameri-
can Associationfor the Advancement of Science at Cleveland on Decem-
ber 27, 1950, Stuart A. Courtis commented on one aspect of fact-find-
ing as follows:
"As a result we are today in possession of mountains of quantitative data whose

interpretation is not furthered by our experiments, and we have discovered no
laws as the exact sciences know law. We possess only large masses of quantita-
tive conclusions nearly worthless for purposes of prediction."
For a full presentation of the absurdity of accumulating facts

merely as facts, and also for an analysis of what constitutes a "scien-
tific" fact, we refer the reader to Professor Hobbs' notable book,
Social Problems and Scientism. In it, Professor Hobbs attacks the
excessive and uncontrolled use of empiricism, and points out that the
result is often what he refers to as scientistm", or what a layman would
call "fake science." He states that many books and articles have been
written which purport to give "the facts" regarding some phase of
human behavior-the "facts" about marriage, the "facts" about sex,
the "facts" about crime, etc. In all too many instances he says, we
are not then presented with scientific data but with a collection of
scientifically meaningless material (pp. 211-2).

This mania for "fact-finding" bas reached a stage which has been
sometimes referred to as the "comptometer compulsion." Morton
Clurman, in How Discriminatory are College Admissions? in Com-
mentary of June, 1953, calls it the "IBM fallacy." He says (p. 622):

"Every trade in every age has its special delusions, and a major application of
social science might be called the IBM fallacy. This delusion reflects the endemic
conviction of 20th-century man that machines can do everything for him-
including thinking. In the case of the social scientist it takes the form of a cer-
tainty that if you feed enough data through enough electric circuits what you are
looking for is bound to come out. The corrollary of this hypothesis is the convic-
tion that only a minimum of human cerebration need be combined with a maximum
of electronics to produce miraculous results.

"* * * The laboratory experiment, or natural observation, which are analagous
to the collection and processing of data in the social sciences, are simply ways of
verifying the scientist's hypothesis. They cannot create a hypothesis, only con-
firm one. Where that hypothesis comes from God may know, but certainly no
one else does. Where it doesn't come from, however, is a machine or any specific
body of data. If it did, scientific creation would be possible for almost any high
school boy."

Professor Hobbs calls the mania the "fetish of statistics." He
writes (Social Problems and Scientism, p. 212):

i 'i"An over-emphasis 'on facts as facts is one of the characteristics of what is
sometimes called ithe empirical approach. Ideally, empiricism could mean that
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the investigators relied solely upon controlled observation and experimental
evidence. Actually, much of the empiricism in social science involves no rigid
experimentation, and the facts are questionable, fragmentary, and slanted.
Empiricism in social science seems to owe its extreme popularity more nearly to
desperation rather than plan. Philosophic and scientific justification for the
type of empiricism generally employed In social science is extremely tenuous.
It seems to spring more from a frantic effort to acquire the external appearance
of science and the accolade of 'practicality' than to grow out of any carefully
thought out system of either philosophy or science. * * * A belief appears to
exist that somehow empiricism is more advanced, more modern, than reliance on
reason and logic, such as rationalism involves."
We quote heavily, throughout this report, from the testimony and

writings of Professor Hobbs because his testimony before us was so
lucid, impressive and seemingly incontrovertible. Lest it be thought
that Professor Hobbs is alone in his observations and opinions, we
shall quote, in support, letters to Counsel from three of the most
eminent and erudite sociologists in the United States: Each has done
extensive research in a variety of fields. Each has published scores
of books and articles of a professional nature. It is unlikely that any
other three sociologists living have such a wide background or such
extensive publications to their credit as these three senior scholars.
They are Professor Pitirim A. Sorokin of Harvard, Professor Carle C.
Zimmerman of Harvard and Professor James H. S. Bossard of
Pennsylvania.

Professor Pitirim A. Sorokin, in a letter to Committee Counsel, said:
"* * * I can state that so far as social sciences are concerned most of the

foundations certainly favor to an excessive degree empirical research and greatly
discriminate against theoretical, historical, and other forms of nonempirical
research. This one-sidedness by itself would not be objectionable, if (a) empirical
research were not still more narrowed and reduced to either statistical research
or research along the line of the mathematical and mechanical models, or other
imitative varieties of so-called natural science sociology; (b) if the topics investi-
gated were of some theoretical or practical importance; and, (c) if most of the
favored researchers were competent social scientists. Unfortunately, in cases of
overwhelming bulk of granted financial help, these three conditions were absent."

Similarly, Professor Carle C. Zimmerman:
"The tax exempt foundations in the United States have unfairly and undesirable

emphasized empirical research to such an extent that the whole meaning of social
science research has come to be ridden with sham and dubious practices."

Professor Bossard:
"For some years, I have regarded with increasing apprehension the develop-

ment of what I have called the comptometer school of research in social sciences.
By this I mean the gathering of detailed social data and their manipulation by all
the available statistical techniques. Not that I am objecting to such methods-
my reluctance rather lies in an unwillingness to accept these as the core of research
in human behavior.
"My own interest lies more in the development of qualitative insights. This

accords with my judgment of the life process, that it cannot be reduced to statis-
tical formulae but that it is a richly diversified complex of relationships. The
chief purpose of research for university people, most of whom are limited to work-
ing with small groups, should be weighted heavily in the direction of research in
qualitative insights -rather than manipulation of mass data.
*"I am particularly concerned with the impression which the recent emphasis

upon the comptometer approach has created among younger sociologists as to
what constitutes social research. The monies and influences of the large founda-
tions naturally do a great deal to set the norms of professional acceptance in a
given field, and it is in this respect, difficult to measure statistically but possibly
of very great importance, that a distinct disservice may be done to sociological
research by an undue emphasis upon any particular emphasis or methodology."
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In his letter, Professor Bossard disqualifies Chimself 'as] an unpreju-

diced observer, saying:
"* * * I am indicating the reasonable suspicionthat I may be prejudiced in

that I have never been able to obtain a single grant from any research foundation
or organization,"
He adds, however, that he has had no difficulty in getting research
grants from his University or from people of means who are familiar
with his work. The conclusion is reasonable that this eminent professor
cannot obtainfoundation grants because his interests in research are quali-
tative and not empirical, a rather sad commentaryonittheobject
foundations. Nor is alone in being discriminated against because of
his research theories. This Committee is confident that an analysis would
show that it isfar from easy for academicians of Professor Bossard's re.
search persuasions to obtain grants from the major foundations.
The following discussion, by Professor Rowe in his testimony, of

research as promoted by foundations is illuminating:
Dr. RowE. That is one of the most difficult things to get agreement on, as to

what the objectives of research should be. The easiest, quickest way to get
massive results is to engage in fact-finding for fact-finding's sake, or the mas
accumulation of facts for the sake of accumulating facts. This produces stuff
that is big and heavy in your hand, but I don't think it is any more valuable, to
put it mildly, than the kind of research that allows a scholar the time for reflection
and contemplation, out of which come many of the ideas and thoughts which alone
can make valid framework for analyzing the great masses of data that may be
accumulated, many times by people who don't have much capacity for effective
thinking or for theory or don't have much inclination for tat kind of thing.
(Hearings, p. 528.)
Asked later if he thought there had been an over-emphasis on em-

pirical research as financed by the foundations, he testified as follows:
Dr. ROWE. It would be very difficult for me to answer that question vis-a-vis

all research sponsored by or supported by all foundations because I just don't
have the knowledge necessary to make that kind of a comment. Taking it out-
side of the field of foundation support, I do think in my own field for example
the general field of political science, there has been an overemphasis upon empirical
research at the expense of theoretically oriented thinking and analysis. There is
a tremendous emphasis upon the census type of thing in political science. Sta-
tistics are coming into greater and greater importance. Whereas, this is of course
always a valid tool for research workers, the emphasis here tends to detract from
the kind of fundamental thinking about great issues and about values which
characterize the work of earlier students of politics in the United States, such as
for instance, President Wilson, and people of that kind. Those studies, of course,
were rooted in history and rooted in law. To the extent that political scientists
have tried to divorce themselves from historical and legal study, and from historical
and legal background in their study, they have tended to become very pointed
fact-gatherers,; census-takers and the business of arguing about great issues has
been played down to this extent.

Of course, it is much easier and much simpler for political scientists to justify
their existence on the basis of a mass production of factual materials than it is
for them to justify their existence as great thinkers, because fact-gatherers are a
dime a dozen and people who can think are hard to find. This is a comment on
the fallibility of human nature. After all, political scientists are human beings.

Mr.. HAYs. Professor, is what you are saying, in other words, that thinkers
could not get.the products of their thinking across because the people would not
be able to comprehend and they can comprehend statistics?

Dr. RowE. No; I don't mean to imply that. I mean to say that ideas and
concepts and values are far more important, it seems to me, than muah of the
indisputable, completely noncontroversial factual material that political scientists
seem to occupy themselves with so much in the present day. (Hearings, pp.
631, 532.)
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These words of Professor Rowe impress us greatly. It is the position
of this Committee that foundations should have the greatest possible
freedom of operation consonant with the protection of our society and
our institutions. But if it is true, and the evidence persuades us it is,
that the large foundations are financing researchers who are almost
exclusively empiricist, the saturation of the academic atmosphere with
this particular and narrow approach could have very serious effects
upon the colleges and secondary schools.

It may well be that we are not competent to evaluate research
methods. We are not certain that this is so, for we have the impres-
sion that the executives of the foundations and the clearing house
organizations make more of a mystery of the social sciences and the
methodism in them, than is justified. But we do not see how Congress;
in any event, can regulate methods of research, nor should it wish to.
What we do urge is that the trustees of the large foundations make it
their business to determine reason and balance for themselves, seeking
the advice not only of their own executives and professional employees
but also of those academicians who represent the critical point of
view, those who believe, as Professor Rowe said, that "ideas, and con-
cepts and values are far more important" than mere "factual material",
however the latter may be useful as contributive material.

These trustees might well alert themselves to the dangers and limita-
tions of the empirical method as a primary approach to social problems.
They might well become more conscious also, of the necessity of a

foundation justifying its tax-exempt status through a positive demon-
stration of strong contributions to the public welfare, and not being
content merely to "experiment" with that welfare.
LIMITATIONS AND DANGERS.

This Committee wishes to make it clear that it has not attacked, and
does not attack, empiricism. To do so would be an absurdity. To
allege any implicit vice in empirical research as such would also be
palpably ridiculous. It is the excess and the misuse of empiricism and
empirical research which appears to this Committee to merit criticism.
Mr. Pendleton Herring in the statement which he filed with the

Committee as President of the Social Science Research Council, re-
ferred to John Locke as the philospher "who also developed the doc-
trine that knowledge is derived from experience." Surely, Locke and
philosophers like him believed in the importance of empirical think-
ing. But we are sure they believed that observations should be based
on actual conditions with all facets of a condition taken into consider-
ation. Much of the empiricism in whichfoundation-supported research
today indulges seems to eliminate all but quantitative, statistically manip-
ulative variables, and eliminates the qualitative factors which Locke and
any other respectable philospher would have deemed essential.
The very term "social sciences" is misleading because it is so often

identified with the same scientific procedures employed in the natural
sciences; many, seeing the word "science" mistakenly conclude that
social science results are equally exact and accurate.

Professor Hobbs emphasized in his testimony that the social
scientists supported by the foundations have failed to alert the public
to the unscientific character of much of what is called "social science."
On the contrary, the attempt has been made "to convince the readers
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of the textbook, and trade books " that what they are reading is
"science" when in fact it is not. Hie said (Hearings, p. 122):

I think it should be the burden and the positive responsibility of persons making
the study and publishing the study. If they call it science, it should be their posi-
tive responsibility to point out the limitations, and not only point them out, but to
emphasize them to avoid misleading the reader into the belief that it is science in
the same sense that it is used in physical science. * * *

There has been a growing movement to apply the methods used in
the natural sciences to research in the social sciences. But a complete
translation of these methods into the social sciences is impossible.
There are a number of reasons for this. Perhaps the most important
is that experiment, except in a very limited way, is not available to the
social scientist. The natural scientist, as part of the procedure of
investigation, tests a hypothesis through experiment upon the materials
to which the hypothesis applies. The social scientist deals with
human beings; these he cannot easily use for experimental purposes.
He cannot use them as one would use a simple raw material or even
lower forms of life in natural science experimentation. Even under
a dictatorship which offered him human sacrifices for his experiments,
he could rarely isolate individual factors, traits and conditions, making
them independent of the complex of factors in individual and group
human life. He cannot be certain that he is dealing with one factor
at a time. He cannot exercise the controls which are used by natural
scientists, on materials simpler than human beings, in order to elimi-
nate error in observation and conclusion when tests are to be applied.
He cannot, for example, test people to see whether they or society
would be better off if they had extra-marital sex relations.
DR. KINSEY COUNTS NOSES.
The social scientist, therefore, falls easily into the use of mere

observation (empiricism) as a substitute for experiment. Unable to
use the experimental method, he takes statistics, he "counts noses."
This process is subject to many possibilities of error. It is a process
which is valuable in research, b't it must be controlled by specific
hypotheses; even then, the results will generally be only of qualified,
contributory usefulness. Studies such as the Kinsey reports, for
example, might disclose that a certain number of people seem to
have become maladjusted because of a lack of sex experience at an
early age, or because they maintained the sanctity of the marriage
bond. To conclude, from such limited and questionable observations,
that the general public would be better off through early sex experience
or by ignoring the sanctity of marriage, would be unwarranted.
Various errors of observation would be almost unavoidable in such a
collection of statistical material. Were the interviewed cases truly a
population cross-section? Were the cases selected at random, or
only by the volunteer method? ,Did all the cases tell the truth?
Was there a check made (and could there be?) to take into account
the relationship between volunteering and "normality?"
To arrive at a conclusion as to advisable behavior (or as to laws

desirable in the field of sex) merely on the basis of such statistical
material, would fail to take into account many basic premises in
social reasoning, such as: the effect of tentative proposals upon our
standards of morality; their effect upon the construction of the state;
their effect upon the family and upon the rearing of children; and their
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effect upon the mental and social health of individuals left free of
moral restraint.

All that a study such as a Kinsey report can prove is that "other
forms of sexual behavior, such as pre-marital intercourse, prostitution,
extra-marital intercourse, and homosexual behavior sometimes occur
among some members of some segments of the population." 14 Many
years of labor were spent, and very large amounts of the public's
money contributed by the Rockefeller Foundation, were expended,
to produce this stupendous fact. This is perhaps as good an example
as any of the extremely limited positive value (combined with ex-
tremely grave possibilities of adverse social effect) of much of the
empirical research in the social sciences, research for which the public's
money is employed through foundation grants.
Though empiricism has its essential place in scientific investigation,

its use is dangerous except within the control of accepted social
premises. To use it alone and to base conclusions solely upon the
method of observation, is to jump to conclusions-to violate the
cardinal principle of scientific investigation that there must be cross-
checking through the alternate use of the inductive and the deductive
method and by relating to actual or apparent axioms. True, Dr.
Kinsey has claimed that he has not derived any conclusions from his
work. But the advertising of his first report stated that it "answers
and clarifies an almost innumerable number of sex behavior prob-lems * * *." The report itself, in the use of terminology, derives
conclusions as clearly as though they were so-stated. And countless
persons who should know better, among them many college professors,have taken up these works and used them to substantiate their own
conclusions as though these were Kinsey's. Professor Llewellynof the Columbia University JLaw School went so far, in connection
with the first Kinsey report, as to recommend that pressure should
now be brought on the lawmakers to change our laws regarding sex
behavior. Professor MacIver of Columbia proclaimed that the
Kinsey report would now "prepare the way for a happier and more
enlightened program of public education."

Other writers travelled the same road. Dr. R. L. Dickinson, in a
preface to American Semual Behavior and the Kinsey Report, said:

"'Surely new programs are indicated. We need to start with parents, edtucat-
ing them to educate their children. Then we can educate the educators-teach-
ers, doctors, ministers, social workers and all concerned in the sexual patternswhich Professor Kinsey finds are set so early in life. First and foremost we will
train for attitudes. Later we will teach techniques."
The danger of such loose and isolated, uncontrolled empiricalstudies, particularly when given the seeming authority of support by

a major foundation,. is great. As Prof. Hobbs has put it regardingKinsey:
"Despite the patent limitations of the study and its persistent bias, its con-

clusions regarding sexual behavior were widely believed. They were presentedto college classes; medical doctors cited them in lectures; psychiatrists applaudedthem; a radio program indicated that the findings were serving as a basis for
revision of moral codes relating to sex; and an editorial in a college student news-
paper admonished the college administration to make provision for sexual out-
lets for the students in accordance with the 'scientific realities' as established bythe book." .(Social Problems andacSentism, p. 91.)

tobbs, Scial Probkw and Scntsm, p. 94.
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Prof. Hobbs narrates many such reactions among them the statement
in About the Kinsey Report, by Donald Porter Geddes and Enid
Curie, published as a Signet Special at 25 cents:

"It does not matter that the report is unscientific, the important thing is that
it be publicized and serve as a basis for reform of sexual behavior and of laws
which deal with violations of sexual mores."
The Committee wonders whether The Rockefeller Foundation, which
made the Kinsey study possible by the investment of substantial
funds, is proud of its work. Research of this type, of which there
is much outside the sex field, seems predicated upon the premise
that what is wrong with our society is that our moral codes are
seriously in need of re-study and revision.

These excerpts from Professor Hobbs' testimony before this Com-
mittee are illuminating (Hearings, p. 124):
The CHAIRMAN. As I understand, you are raising a question about the scientific

approach which Dr. Kinsey made in conducting this research in the first place,
and then some of his comments and conclusions which he wrote into his report
which did not necessarily arise from the basis of his research which he had made?

Dr. HOBBS. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. And which might have damaging effect on the psychology of

the people, particularly the young people of the country.
Dr. HOBBS. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. And at the same time undertaking to give to the country the

overall impression that his findings and his comments were based upon a scientific
study which had been made, as the basis of a grant.

Dr. HOBBS. Yes, sir; a scientific study of the type by implication which you
have in physics and chemistry, and, therefore, its conclusions cannot be challenged.
The CHAIRMAN. Enumerating in the preface that it was made by a grant from

one of the foundations giving it further prestige, possibly, that it was of scientific
value, and so forth.

Dr. HOBBS. That would be correct. I have a statement to that effect to show
that very type of influence, which I will come to a little bit later.

Dr. Hobbs' detailed testimony is well worth reading. Considerable
criticism was made of Dr. Kinsey's work on the basis of statistical
theory and because the impression was left that the study made upon
a selected number of persons produced a result projected to thle entire
population of the United States.

Dr. Hobbs, moreover, criticized the Kinsey reports for referring to
"socially approved patterns of sexual behavior" as "rationalization".
That is:

* * socially approved patterns of sexual behavior are frequently referred
to as rationalization. That is, the socially approved patterns of sexual behavior
throughout the Kinsey works are referred to in terms of ridicule, as being mere
rationalization, and justifications for types of behaviour which by implication
are not the best or even the most desirable.

Socially condemned forms of sexual behavior and criminal forms of sexual
behavior are usually in the Kinsey volumes referred to as normal, or normal in the
human animal.'
The presentation of moral codes, codes of sexual behavior, is such that they are

contrasted with what Kinsey calls normal mammalian behavior, which could give
the impression, and it gave, the impression to a number of reviewers, that things
which conform to the socially approved codes of sexual conduct are rationaliza-
tions, not quite right, while things which deviate from it, such as homesexuality,
are normal, in a sense right. (Hearings, p. 126)

Prof. Hobbs stressed the danger that pseudo-scientific studies could
condition the conduct of the public. Statements and conclusions pro-
duced by a scientistic rather than scientific approach could even
severely impair public morality. He testified (Hearings, p. 129):

* * * But what I am trying to illustrate is the manner in which studies can
influence important aspects of human behavior. I don't mean to impugn Professor
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Kinsey's motives, nor the motives of the members of the foundations or anythingg
of that type. I am merely saying that this can happen and this is an illustration
of where it does happen.
For an illustration, in connection with the question of heterosexuality compared

with homosexuality, Kinsey in the first volume has this statement:
"It is only because society demands that there be a particular choice in the

matter (of heterosexuality or homosexuality) and does not so often dictate one's
choice of food or clothing."
He puts it in terms of it is just a custom which society demands.
In the second volume it is stressed, for example, that we object to adult molesters

of children primarily because we have become conditioned against such adult
molesters of children, and that the children who are molested become emotionally
upset, primarily because of the old-fashioned attitudes of their parents about such
practices, and the parents (the implication is) are the ones who do the real damage
by making a fuss about it if a child is molested. Because the molester, and here
I quote from Kinsey, "may have contributed favorably to their later sociosexual
development." That is a molester of children may have actually, Kinsey con-
tends, not only not harmed them, but may have contributed favorably to their
later sociosexual development.

Especially emphasized in the second volume, the volume on females, is the sup-
posed beneficial effects of premarital sexual experiences. Such experiences, Kinsey
states: "provide an opportunity for the females to learn to adjust emotionally
to various types of males."
That is on page 266 of the volume on females.
In addition, on page 327 he contends that premarital sexual experience may well

contribute to the effectiveness of one's other nonsexual social relationships, and
that many females-this is on page 115-will thus learn how to respond to socio-
sexual contacts.
On page 328, that it should contribute to the development of emotional ca-

pacities in a more effective way than if sexual experiences are acquired after
marriage.
The avoidance of premarital sexual experience by females, according to Professor

Kinsey, may lead to inhibitions which damage the capacity to respond, so much
that these inhibitions may persist after years of marriage, "if, indeed, they are
ever dissipated." That is from page 330.

So you get a continued emphasis on the desirability of fempies engaging in
premarital sexual behavior. In both of these volumes there is a persistent em-
phasis, a persistent questioning of the traditional codes and the laws relating to
sexual behavior. Professor Kinsey may be correct or he may be incorrect, but
when he gives the impression that the findings are scientific in the same sense as
the findings in physical science, then the issue becomes not a matter of whether he
as a person is correct or incorrect, but of the impression which is given to the
public, which can be quite unfortunate. (Hearings, pp. 129, 130.)

It is difficult for this Committee to understand the propriety of
The Rockefeller Foundation supporting the dangerous sociological
experiment which the Kinsey reports constitute. To use the public
money to produce such socially dangerous material as a "best seller"
seems beyond all reason.
Not only is there the danger that the public itself can be directly

affected by the impact of works of this kind, but it seems to follow
that many take up pseudo-scientific results, treat them as established
scientific verities and use them for propagandizing for changes in
morals, ethics and law. Here are some further examples of this.
Anne G. Freegood in the leading article in the September 1953

Harpers, Dr. Kinsey's Second Sex, refers to Kinsey as "the American
prophet crying in the wilderness, make straight in the desert a path-
way for reform." She proceeds:

"The desert in this case is our current code of laws governing sexual activities
and the background of Puritan tradition regarding sex under which this country
still to some extent operates."
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She speaks of the "torrent of reaction" that followed the publication
of the first Kinsey book. Later, she says that the second (then forth-
coming) book
"has gained momentum from the effect of its forerunner, which has already been
cited in court decisions and quoted in textbooks as well as blazoned from one
end of the country to the ther."
Dr. Hobbs referred to a book which was edited by one Albert Ellis,

and published in 1954, called Sex Life of the American W1oman and
the Kinsey Report, in which an attorney writing in this volume,
says: "It may sound strange to say that the most encouraging note
about the new Kinsey Report is its indication that more and more
women are beginning to commit more and more sex crimes." (Hear-
ing, p. 130.)
Dr. Hobbs cited statements by a prominent clergyman who labeled

social science research as a form of religious devotion. Referring to
Kinsey's findings this clergyman states:
"These results are the facts with which the moralist will have to work and

build."
The same clergyman also said:
"Yet we cannot go back to the legalistic morality which has prevailed so long.
That has really outlived its usefulness if the Kinsey books are right."
And again:
"That legalistic conformism has outlived its usefulness by about 2 000 years if
the New Testament is right. It is an emeritus ethic, due at least for honorable
retirement." (Hearings, p. 130.)
The responsibility of The Rockefeller Foundation for financing the

Kinsey "best sellers" comes sharply home to roost in a quotation
offered by Dr. Hobbs from an article in Harpers Magazine written by
one Albert Deutsch (Hearings, p. 131):
"So startling are its revelations, so contrary to what civilized man has been
taught for generations, that they would be unbelievable btt for the impressive weight
of the scientific agencies backing the survey."

That,
said Dr. Hobbs,
is the unfortunate thing that you have involved here. I do not mean that
the foundations meant it to be that way. I do not mean even that Professor
Kinsey meant it to be that way. But unfortunately the public does get that
impression-that this is something that is final and infallible, which you cannot
and should not question. I think that is extremely unfortunate. [Emphasis
supplied.]

Further illustrations were given by Dr. Hobbs (and there are more
starting at page 99 of his book Social Problems and Scientism) of the
danger of others promoting pseudo-scientific material financed by
foundations and using them as a basis for propaganda. He cited a
review of the Kinsey Report in the December 1948 issue of the
Scientific Monthly in which a respected psychologist said it recorded
"tremendous implications for scientists, legislators, physicians and
public officers." He contended that the report "shows clearly that
our current laws do not comply with the biologic facts of normal
sexual behavior."
In other words, said Dr. Hobbs:
* * * the implication is that the laws should be changed to conform with

biology. If you have a biological urge, the laws should permit you to express
that biological urge as it is demanding on you. (Hearings, p. 131.)
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MORE "SCIENTISM."
Professor Hobbs was asked by Mr. Hays whether he agreed with

a statement in Mr. Dodd's opening report that foundations are
willing to "support experiments in fields that defy control". This
colloqruy followed (Hearings, pp. 174, 175):

Dr; HOBBS. It is true that in any study of the significant aspects of human
behavior, such as criminality, juvenile delinquency, political behavior, the studies
are such that they defy control, in the sense that there are intangibles involved
which, no matter how conscientious you are in making the study, these intangibles
still remain.
The word "control" in scientific investigation means that you are able to

control, to measure the significant variables, and that no other variables can
come into the investigation to significantly influence the results.
That is not the case with studies of human behavior.
Mr. HAYs. That is right. But any field, unless it is completely comprehended-

and I don't know that there is any such field-and any research into the unknown
would probably defy control, would it not?
Dr. HOBBS. But there is a difference in the usage of the term. A physicist

can make a study which is a complete controlled study. His study may be one
which involves the weight of matter. He may and can create conditions under
which he has to all intents and purposes complete control over the conditions
of his experiment. You cannot do that in social science, unfortunately.
To quote Prof. Hobbs again, he has said that the

"zealots" of the new research in the social sciences "lead people to believe that
techniques exist in social science which provide accurate description and enable
prediction of social behavior. We are told to pattern our behavior and to change
our society on the basis of such conclusions regarding criminality, race relations,
marriage, mental health, war, divorce, sex, and other personal and social affairs.
Yet in these areas of behavior the pertinent knowledge is extremely limited and
unreliable, the rules of behavior are vague and changeable, the techniques are
crude and untested, and even the basic units required for measurement are non-
existent." 15 Again: "character and integrity are dissolved in the acid ridicule of
cultural determinism." 16

It seems to this Committee that there is a strong tendency on the part
of many of the social scientists whose research is favored by the majorfoundations toward the concept that there are no absolutes, that everything
is indeterminate, that no standards of conduct, morals, ethics and govern-
ment are to be deemed inviolate, that everything, including basic ,moral
law, is subject to change, and that it is the part of the social scientists to
take no principle for granted as a premise in social or juridicial reason-
ing, however fundamental it may heretofore have been deemed to be under
our Judeo-Christimn moral system.

Perhaps as good an example as any of scientism is the successive
methods which social "scientists" have given us by which to raise our
children. Each was the last word in the "science" of child psychology.
And each was detracted by the advocates of its successor. The New
York Times of August 15, 1954 reports an address by Dr. Hilde
Bruch, of the Department of Psychiatry and Pediatrics at Columbia
University's College of Physicians and Surgeons, to a session of the
International Institute of Child Psychology that "the time has come
to leave mother and child alone." She is then quoted as having said:
"One might go so far as to say that an 'outstanding common factor of the many

different approaches in child-care advice is the recklessness with which they are
recommended as the 'best' for the future development of a child, without an effort
having been made to verify these predictions.

Is Social Problems'and Scientsm, pp. 248, 261.
I Jbid, p. 261,
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"Yet they are presented as scientific facts, often with the implied or open threat
that any neglect might injure the child and result in neurosis in the dim and
distant future." [Emphasis ours.]
That is a plain accusation that the child psychologists who have
inflicted "scientific" methods for raising children on the public have
practiced not science but scientism.
SCIENTISM AND CAUSALITY.
The principle of causality is a bog into which social scientists are

prone to fall when they. attempt to translate the methods of the
natural sciences into the social sciences. Cause and effect relation-
ships are obviously infinitely easier to establish in the natural sciences
than in the social sciences. Human beings are motivated bya complex
of factors: by goals established, in turn, by complex processes; by
ethical and moral concepts; 'by exercises of free will. Some of the
social scientists seem to have wholly rejected the concept of free will.
It is at least debatable whether man has a free will; to reject the con-
cept outright and to base research and "scientific" conclusions on the
theory that there can be completely ascertainable causality in human
behavior is hardly in itself scientific. These pseudo-scientists excuse
their imperfection by the assertion that they are struggling along the
way-that the natural sciences have progressed much further, but
that they hope to catch up with them. Give us time, they say. We
are a young "science." Our principle is correct-it is only that we
have not yet learned how to perfect our methods.

This approach of the social scientists has behind it [a 'wholly
materialistic concept of life and behavior. Its natural outcome is an
approach to Marxism-it is not surprising that so many of the social
scientists tend to collectivism. They believe they can satisfactorily
rearrange society; given time and an improvement of their more or
less mechanical methods, they will find all 'the answers. It is a
rather pitiful assumption that the springs of human behavior can be
reduced to formulae.
THE AMERICAN SOLDIER.

Professor Hobbs used The American Soldier as an example of a
scientistic approach to an important national problem. This book
was prepared and edited under the auspices of a special committee
of the Social Science Research Council and published by the Princeton
University Presf in 1949 and 1950. It illustrates "the influence of
supposed social science on military policy at a high level * * *."
(Hearings p. 150.)- IThe story is interesting and, in the opinion of this
Committee, tragic.
A group of social scientists, against the constant reiterated opposition

of the militaryiauthorities .of tie:United States managed to "incorporate
their own ideas in 'a matter of highest military significance against
the opposition of the military of the United States." (Hearings,
p. 151.) The incident concerns the methods to be used to discharge
some part of our armed forces at the. termination of World War fI.
A Research' Branch was officially established in October 1941, within
what was known, successively, as the Morale Division 'Special
Services Division, and Information and Education Division. This
division came' into the control of social scientists, many or iiost of
them associated with foundation work, and their achievements were
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finally lauded in The American Soldier, a project of The Social Science
Research Council. Professor Hobbs told the story in detail (Hearings,
pp. 150, et seq.), of how these social scientists, against the reiterated
opposition of the Army, insisted upon a demobilization method deter-
mined largely by taking an opinion poll of the soldiers themselves.

Frederick Osborn, a trustee of the Carnegie Corporation, in a paper
read at the University of Minnesota in April, 1951, commended the
social engineering involved in The American Soldier project as a
"typical example of social science prediction." If this statement is
true, it utterly destroys any claim the social scientists may make to
the role of "social engineers." Mr. Osborn said that "by weighing
the different factors" which "would seem to entitle a man to priority"
in discharge, "it would be possible to devise a system of points earned
by each man which apparently would decide the order of discharge
to the satisfaction of the greatest number of men, and hence with the
least injury to morale." So shallow and fractional an approach to the
problem of what men to release and when, can hardly be deemed a
scientific method. It involved the most casual and dangerous pre-
judgment, preevaluation. It assumed that no other factors of im-
portance related to the morale problem. It also assumed that no other
military or political factor was of any consequence.

Dr. Hobbs made clear that two highly unfortunate results followed.
First he held that the polling method was certain to result in the de-
cline in morale. He said (Hearings, p. 153):

* * * If you give members of the armed services the notion that they are to
be and should be consulted on vital military policy, then this fact in itself can
create dissatisfaction, unrest, of the very type of thing which the Secretary
previously had anticipated.

Moreover, Dr. Hobbs pointed out that the method of demobilization
produced by the social scientists was one which failed to'take into
account the military necessities of the nation. Prof. Hobbs stated
that our military "sensed or knew that we were going to run into a
situation in Europe with one of our then allies, that is, Russia." Yet
they were forced to demobilize men in such a manner that effective
units were disorganized and military efficiency was very sadly im-
paired.

"In other words",
said Professor Hobbs (Hearings, p. 159):
"they pressed the military group, and if they had as their reason the possibility
of Russian aggression and encroachment into European territories, such as actually
did happen, if the military had that in mind, they could not publicly announce
it because Russia at that time was an ally. And from a standpoint of both mili-
tary policy and from a standpoint of diplomatic policy, it was just something
that they could not do. Yet this group pushed them into a position where they
had to do it or accept this point system of discharge which the military con-
sistently opposed."
The detail of Dr. Hobbs' testimony is this area is well worth read-

ing. For the Army to have been obliged by social scientists to go to the
enlisted man himself for his opinions before promulgating a redeploy-
ment and demobilization policy illustrates the way, according to Dr.
Hobbs, "in which social science can and does encroach on and expand
into areas not only of morality but of politics and in this instance
military policy which was of the very highest order." (Hearings, p.
161.)
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Had immediate use of our armed forces become necessary after

demobilization, the social scientists would have played the major role
in reducing our armed forces to a nadir of efficiency. What had
happened is of the utmost significance. The military policymakers were

defeated by the social scientists. This was another victory in the struggle
of the "social engineers" to gain control of all the throttles of control.
Assuming, from their expertness in a single field, that their judgment is
superior to that of others who are not "social scientists" (even superior in
military matters to the experts of the military arm of government), they
presumed to press upon government a social theory of their own and
managed to achieve superior influence over the military experts. A few
more such victories for "social engineering" might indeed be fatal.
An interesting appendix must be put to this story. When one

scholar had the temerity to question the findings of The American
Soldier he was castigated as "a young man at the periphery of the
profession and hence, perhaps, less heedful of its imperatives toward
discretion." This statement Dr. Hobbs has characterized as follows:
"If you want to get in with us, watch your step and don't criticize
our work." (Hearings, p. 162.)
SOME RESULTS OF EXCESSIVE PROMOTION OF EMPIRICISM

Professor Carlo C. Zimmerman of Harvard, in a letter to Counsel
to the Committee dated May 25, 1954, after stating that empirical
research had been unfairly emphasized by foundations, described the
results as follows:

"A. It has made research grants large and expensive and few in number.
"B. A special class of fund getters has grown up who spend all their time

getting funds, and have little time or capacity to do original work.
"C. A special class of administrators of these funds have grown up and research

is dominated by the administrators rather than the persons who pursue ideas.
"D. As a result the large institutions, or a few institutions with prestige, get

the most of the money in large grants. Smaller institutions, or professors there,
get scant encouragement in seeking out new ideas. These large grants are to
big and unity percent wasted and equally brilliant Ph. D.'s, who graduated in
the same classes, get no support at all. In the meantime a careful analysis of
the origins of scientific men who make a mark (Ph. D.'s who finished by 1940
and were outstanding by 1945) show that they come from these smaller institu-
tions. Of course some argue that all the best men are at the big institutions with
prestige but that is not true. Finding jobs for young Ph. D.'s puts more good
over at the small institutions because there are only a very few places each year
opened at the others.

"E. Since social science is concentrated in a few urban institutions and bossed
both at the foundations and at the institutions by 'public opinion' men, prosaic
and important aspects of our life (where real social science needs exist) never get
studied. Illustrations among many possible, it is apparent that no institution
in the United States pays great attention to the problems of our Appalachian-
Ozarkian people, although institutions located in that region do get grants for
extraneous things, involving cultures far away (like South America). No insti-
tution in our arid west studies the total relations of modern man to arid or semi-
arid conditions. A biologist will turn naturally to dirty pond water, because the
'cultures' he is interested in are found there, but our human ponds do not have
public opinion prestige, and are not generally studies. (These statements are
not a reflection upon any of the provincial groups in America.)

"F. The emphasis upon false empiricism is not only a matter of the biases of the
'bosses' or administrators, the biasas of the concentrated favored institutions, and
the neglect of the provincial and needed problems for study, but it also has lead
to a malfeasance or injury in method and has harmed the growth of social science.

"1. Social science is about 95% macroscopically, or broad-scale observa-
tional. It is not inevitably less scientific for that reason, as geology and
astronomy are not less scientific than zoology or chemistry. The extreme
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methods of overluscious empiricism on a few prestige problems is as ridiculous
as trying to build a house with the use of a micrometer for each measurement.

"2. As a result we overstudy certain aspects of a few problems and nerve
touch the others. As a professor, well renowned for his own social science
researches (which have not been supported by the big tax exchange founda-
tions), remarked, 'We research ceaselessly upon getting married, but never
study what to do about the problems involved in the act over the next 40 or
50 years.'

"3. We have many persons who can work out correlation coefficients but
no one so far has told us what they mean in 'causal' analysis. Our social
science is increasingly dominated by meticulous clinical procedures and be-
coming more and more illiterate as to logic and common observation.

"4. As a result we are creating a social science merely which is the doctrine
of a 'cult', read only by a few other social scientists, abstruse to the point of
illegibility, valueless for social direction, constantly repeating itself upon
immaterial problems, and ending in an aimless existential philosophy. As a
prominent European philosopher indicated clearly within the past decade,
'modern social science is becoming an aspect of the existential philosophy of
decadence.' (This is a paraphrased quotation from Nordberto Bobbio,
Existentialism the Philosophy of Decadence, New York, 1947 (English Trans-
lation)."'

Professor Zimmerman then commented on the undesirability of
excessively training researchers in the empirical approach. He said
that:
"the overemphasis upon empirical training and support led to a division in the
social scientists between those who follow abstruse theoretical 'systems' and those
who follow equally abstruse pointless research. Our abstruse theoretical systems
have become increasingly only taxonomic (classifying a society into minute details
according to one scheme or the other) and useless repetition. There is little or no
integration between theory and research, because they deal with different things.
As a result the empiricist has no theoretical foundation for valid conclusions.
"To illustrate this, without citing names, one man gathered numerous empirical

facts upon the existence and widespread use of small scale torts within our society
and came to the conclusion that torts (he did not use this word because he had
only empirical training) should all be classified as crimes. Another group gathered
a million facts of the same nature in regard to sex ramification and came to the
conclusion that there should be no social control of sex. Both studies were, in
the opinion of many thoughtful persons, extremely socially disadvantageous and
misinforming and both received tax exempt support in large sums.

"As a result of this I feel that the whole emphasis in training, as dominated by
our tax exempt foundations, should be overhauled. Our research of an empirical
nature is so unrelated to theory that it becomes interpreted in extraneous surface
philosophies, socially harmful, and of no material meaning. (I can prove this but
it would involve me into polemics, and that I consider inadvisable in a public
document.)
"One of the aspects and results of this, is the general feeling that social science

should have no 'aim' no 'utility', but should be a 'study for studies sake.' 'We
might discover something which will be good fifty years from now', is a shibboleth
of this school. Now cast back to 1900, and tell me what could have been dis-
covered by such an activity then, which could have been valuable in the changed
social conditions of today? The idea is ridiculous. Yet this feeling is most preva-
lent in the groups who have the easiest access to tax exempt foundation funds,
On the other hand, it is fitting with our culture that the activities of men should
aim to do some 'good' or create some understanding. Directly or indirectly, I
imagine these foundations are created by funds from persons who are in the very
high brackets of taxation, and the public, in a large sense, supports almost entirely
these exaggerated empirical falsities. Now just why should the public contribute
to an activity which has no social aim?"
MORAL RELATIVITY.

In answer to Counsel's question whether the over-balance of em-
piricism did not result in the promotion of "moral relativity," Pro-
fessor Hobbs testified as follows:

Dr. HOBBS. In this type of empirical approach, by definition you must attempt
to reduce the things you are studying to the type of units which I indicated yester-
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day, to quantitative units, which are measurable. By the very nature of the
approach, therefore, you exclude intangibles, such as sentiments, love, romance,
devotion, or other tangibles, such as patriotism, honesty and things of that type.

So if it is strictly empirical, then the behavior involved is reduced to cold quan-
titative items which are important, perhaps, but which if presented alone give a
very distorted picture of love or sex or patriotism or whatever else the topic may
be.

Mr. WORMSER. Is it analogous, perhaps, to use a syllogism without including
all the premises? The missing premises being moral codes and basic principles
of government and so forth.

Dr. HOBBS. It would be analogous to that. I would say that in the context
of the scientific method it is using just one of the elements instead of including
all of the elements which should be involved. That is unfortunate. (Hearings,
p. 172.)

Professor Colegrove testified on moral relativity as follows:
Then I think on the philosophical side; the psychological side, Harvard went

the same way as Columbia did. One of the leaders, of course, was William James.
And his book called Varieties of Religious Experience, I think, has undermined the
religious convictions and faith of thousands of young people in the United States.
You know, Mr. Wormser, with all the attacks that have been made upon

religion by certain scientists, by the empirical school, and right at Columbia
University and Harvard University, I think that we are finding among scientists
themselves a realization that science doesn't have all the answers to reality; that
there are experiences of religion, questions of religious faith, that may, after all,
be just as much a part of reality as the study of the stars or the study of atomic
energy, or anything else.

I see, so far as science is concerned, a move away from the complete control of
empirical thinking and a return to a little more rational or a little more humanistic
consideration for religious principles, moral principles, and ethics.

Mr. WORSMER. You do not think, then, that you social scientists are capable
of producing all the answers?

Dr. COLEGROVE. Oh, absolutely not. No. No, we do not have all the answers
in social science. We are rather dangerous people to trust implicitly. (Hearings,
p. 574.)

Professor Colegrove also testified to the effect that an excess of
empiricism resulted in a decline of morality.
The attitude of many social scientists toward moral codes is

evidenced by the discussion of The Promise of Sociology, by Ells-
worth Paris of the University of Chicago, published in The American
Sociological Review in 1938. Professor Pars said:

"Morals spring from the human struggle and, while every code has a certain
sacredness, yet none is sacrosanct, and all are subject to change. It was our dis-
tinguished chairman, Professor Ross, who once wrote in a book that was highly
and publicly commended by the president of the United States. 'We need an
annual supplement to the decalogue.' " [Emphasis ours.]

It is the privilege of any individual to doubt our existing moral
codes. When social scientists presume, however, to approach solu-
tions of human problems, or problems of human relationships, upon
the major premise that there is doubtconcerning the validity of our
basic moral precepts, they run counter to what the public is con-
vinced is its own interests. Consequently, this Committee sees no

justification for the use of the public funds which foundation capital
and income represent to finance research with such an approach.

In the letter to which we have previously referred, Professor Sorokin
of Harvard stated that the excessive empirical research whih the
foundations have promoted for roughly 30 years ha hadltwo results:

"(1) the bulk of this sort of research has beenperfectly fruitless and
almost sterile from a theoretical or practical standpoint;

"(2) some of the investigations, made especially along reudian and
similar theories (or popularizing this sort of views), have been rather
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destructive morally and mentally for this nation." He said, moreover,
that the "exceptional emphasis on training researchers along (these)
lines, with almost complete exclusion of the theoretical approach, is cer-
tainly undesirable for our society, either from a purely scientific or
from a practical standpoint."

Professor Sorokin has a book now in process and to be published
this year with the title Fads and Delusions in Modern Sociology,
Psychology, Psychiatry, and Cultural Anthropology. In it, he says, he is

"critically examining exactly all the main currents of empirical
research in the social sciences particularly favored by the founda-
tions-sometimes by colleges and regularly by the United States Navy,
Army, and Air Corps-spending a considerable amount of funds for
this sort of research."
One more quote from Professor Sorokin, one of our foremost

sociologists:
"The futility of excessively favoring this sort of research (the empirical) particu-

larly is well demonstrated by its sterility-in spite of the many millions of dollars,
enormous amount of time and energy expended by research staffs. Almost all of
the enormous mass of research along this line in the United States of America for
the last 25 or 30 years has not produced either any new significant social theory
or any new method, or any new technique, or any scientifically valid test, or even
any limited causal uniformity. This sterility is perhaps the most convincing
evidence of unwise policies of the foundations, colleges, and Army, Navy, and
Air Corps research directors."
SOCIAL SCIENCE RESEARCH IN THE UNIVERSITIES AND COLLEGES.
Some interesting and critical comments were made, in the testimony

before the Committee, regarding the types of research supported by
the foundations in institutions of higher learning. Professor Hobbs,
for example, testified as follows:

Particularly where large grants are involved, the grants tend to be geared into
programs of "empiricism"-and I wish the word would be kept in quotes when-
ever it is used here-and then graduate students receive their training through
these grants. I don't mean to imply in any sense that the foundations have
organized their grants for this purpose, or that they are promoting intentionally
and purposefully the type of thing I am going to describe. I merely wish to
point it out as a situation which does arise and which I believe is quite unfortunate.

These graduate students, who, of course, will be the researchers and the teachers
of the future, are subjected by the very nature of the situation to enter in dis-
proportionate numbers into this one small area, an important area to be sure,
but just one area of their training. They are encouraged through the situation
to embark upon study projects which are extremely narrow, and with the aid of
the grant, the persons running the research are able to employ professional
interviewers, for example. One part of graduate training should be some acquaint-
ance with people. The graduate student, I would feel, would gain much more if
he were to do his own interviewing, rather than merely take the results which
were collected by a professional interviewer. In failing to do his own interviewing,he has thereby lost an important element, I would say, of what should be his
training.

Furthermore, these projects aid these students to a disproportionate degree.
Other students who, through differing interests, through a broader viewpoint of
society and behavior, who do their own work and who don't have such assistance,
are handicapped in comparison with the ones who receive the aid through founda-
tion grants.

So that there are cases where the graduate student in his training has concen-
trated in a very small area of the statistical computations-and I wish to add
that in themselves there is nothing wrong with that, but they are a very small
part of the overall picture-but in such training they neglect studies of the
traditions of the country, the studies of the history of the country, they neglect
actual experience with people, they neglect studies of the philosophies which
have been developed in connection with human civilization, and they even
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neglect-and this may sound extreme, but I can vouch that it does happen-
they even neglect studies of science.
One of my favorite questions when I am examining students for a graduate

degree is a question of this sort. Here you are, you are going to get a doctor of
philosophy degree. What have you read in philosophy? I appreciate that this
sounds extreme, but there are graduate students who get such degrees who have
never read a book in philosophy.
Then another question along the same lines: What have you ever read in the

philosophy of science; and some of them have read little or nothing in that area
either.

So you get this tendency to overspecialize, overconcentrate in one area which
admittedly has its merits, but which leads to a narrowness of mind, not the broader
outlook which we need in the present undeveloped conditions associated with
social science.

Another aspect of this same situation is that graduate students and faculty
members are discouraged from applying for grants unless they, too, are willing
to do this type of "empirical" investigation. (Hearings, pp. 168, 169.)

Professor Hobbs then referred to the bulletin of The Social Science
Research Council regarding the award of research fellowships, which
we have previously described. He pointed out that the bulletin-

* * * does tend in the direction of giving the people in the field the impression
that unless research involves statistical computation, then they don't have much
chance of getting a grant. Now, perhaps that impression is incorrect. It may
well be incorrect. I just say that the impression does spread, so that if it does
occur to you to ask for a grant to make a broader study of the history of the
development of social science or something of that sort, then after having read
such things you are likely to be discouraged.

It may ba your own fault. Perhaps if you had gone ahead and requested you
would have obtained it. I am just saying that atmosphere is created and I think
the foundations themselves would regret that this is the situation and would
probably be willing to do whatever they can to change that atmosphere to create
one which everybody appreciates they are interested in, broader types of research
instead of this particular empirical one. (Hearings, p. 170.)

Professor Rowe made this lucid criticism of foundation practices.
He stated that the former tendency had been to support the training
of individuals, a personnel training program. Now, he said, founda-
tions had turned to an emphasis on sponsoring research at such.
(Hearings, pp. 525, 526.) In particular, he was critical of the co-
operative or group type of research, giving as an example of this
variety of research in which foundations invest heavily, the Tai Ping
Rebellion research project. Her testified:

Dr. ROWE. You are probably referring to the Rockefeller Foundation support
of a group study at the University of Washington at Seattle. I don't believe
they ever made a single grant cf $200,000, but I think the sum of their grants
probably came to that much. This was a grant for the purpose of group research
on the Taiping Rebellion, which was a rebellion which took place in China
during the middle of the 19th century, about the same time as the Civil War
was raging in this country. The importance of this rebellion can be seen from
the fact that historians estimate that 20 million persons lost their lives either in
the fighting as a result of disease, epidemics, destruction, and so forth, that
raged up and down China from south to north during that period of 12 to 14
years, I think. The Taiping Rebellion has long interested historians, and it is
worthy of a great deal of study. Here we get into a rather interesting conflict,
it seems to me, between the attitudes of foundations on the scarcity of personnel
and humah resources in the far eastern field on the one hand, and their willingness
to financially support a tremendously narrow focus of interest in research on the
other hand.
There are a large number of highly controversial questions of method involved

here. The question of how to conduct research. There is valid room for experi-
mentation on these matters. But the least that can be said about the University
of Washington project is that it was a rather drastic, in my view, experiment in
the use of the so-called collective-research project, in which the individuals
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counted for a good deal less than the team. The team was put together and
people blocked out areas of subject-matter, as I have understood it, and areas of
data and evidence and worked on these, and their results were pooled in the
shape of card files of detailed information on this episode in Chinese history, the
idea being that out of this kind of a team pick and shovel approach, you get a
lot of facts together, and out of these facts will be brought forth a series of
monographic studies.

There is room for this kind of thing, but I always thought they went a little
bit far with it, because I understood-and I beg to be corrected if I am wrong
on this, I have never had any official connection with this project-I understood
that they even integrated into their Taiping Rebellion studies the work of
their doctoral candidates, so that people in Chinese history, for example were
brought in there and given support to write theses on some aspect of the Tai-
ping Rebellion.

I thought that in view of the sacrcity of human resources and the need for
eneral training on Far Eastern matters, that this was focusing it down pretty

frm. It is a wonderful project from the point of view of research. If you believe
in gadgetry, this had all the gadgets you will ever want to find. If you believe that
the best way to promote research is to pick out highly trained and able people
and set them free in a general field, like Chinese studies, to follow their own
interests wherever they may lead them, then you see this is the very opposite of
that kind of thing. It does achieve a certain kind of mechanical efficiency, it
seems to me, at the expense of inhibiting the kind of thing that Mr. Hays was
talking about, namely, the freedom of the individual to go down any number of
blind alleys he wants to go down in the free pursuit of his curiosity, in the interests
of honestly trying to come up with important things. (Hearings, pp. 530, 531.)

There is considerable criticism of foundations for their failure to
spread their largess among the smaller colleges. Professor Colegrove
expressed this criticism several times in his testimony. For example:
Then I would like to see the foundations sprinkle more of these research projects

around the small colleges. There is a wealth of brains, a wealth of competence,
in our small colleges and universities, which does not have its share in research
grants at the present time. I would hope that the foundations would give much
more attention to what is going on in the small colleges. The tendency is to con-
centrate this in the large universities, if they use the universities, or concentrate
in the operating societies.

*' * * * * ' * *

Mr. WORMSER. Professor, two university presidents told me that they thought
in principle it would be a good idea to distribute it among the smaller colleges,
but actually it was only in the larger universities that you found the men com-
petent to do research in these various areas.

I think one partial answer to that is that in some of these empirical studies no
talent is required. They are more or less quantitative studies, which a professor
in a smaller college might be able to do just as well as a university professor.
What is your idea as to that?

Dr. COLGrROVE. I would agree with that. There are many small colleges
located near the center of a State where the professor-if he is dealing with the
area situation-could quite easily do a lot of traveling just as well from a small
college as from a large university; I think the foundations have not yet explored
enough into the talent that can be found in the small colleges.

Of course, there is a tendency for a young man in a small college who gets a
grant and thereby attracts attention to himself to be pulled into a university.
Personally, I regret to see the small colleges raided in this way by the great uni-
versities taking off the faculties of these small colleges-teachers who are doing
so much good for the American people.
The CHAIRMAN. But there would be less likelihood of the so-called raiding both

of the faculty and the graduate students in the small colleges if grants were more
general and made available to the outstanding faculty members and the outstand-
ing students, don't you think?

Dr. COLGROVE. Oh, yes, quite true. Quite true. We have had a number of
universities that have raided small colleges almost to their destruction. President
Harper of the University of Chicago raided Clark University, took pretty largely
all of its talent to the University of Chicago. But that was before the founda-
tions weregreotly operative- and of course he did it by offering, on the one hand,
research facilities and on the other hand, much higher salaries than they were
getting at Clark University. (Hearings, pp. 582, 683.)



TAX-EXEMPT FOUNDATIONS

The Social Science Research Council, in its publication, Items, of
June, 1952, analyzed the statistics of its grants and reported that 89.1
per cent of their fellowship grants went to sixteen institutions; and
that Columbia, Harvard and Chicago universities received 47.6 per
cent of the total for the period 1925-51. An analysis of the grants
made by The American Council of Learned societiess will show a lesser
concentration but still a marked favoritism for certain institutions.
The offered explanation of such favoritism is that these schools have,
in general, the best faculties and the best student body. We are not
in a position to judge. It would, however, seem to us important for
the trustees of foundations to consider whether it might be advisable
to distribute their grants in such manner as to increase the number of
institutions which have sufficiently high standards. By a judicious
spreading of grants, it might be easy to raise the stature of some of the
smaller institutions to the standard which the foundation executives
assume is the exclusive property, now, of a few large institutions.
A glance at the list of recent recipients of favor from, and consul-

tants to, the Behavioral Sciences Division of The Ford Foundation
indicates a definite concentration among favored institutions or their
faculties. Of the committees which formulated policies for this Fund,
including a total of 88 persons with university connections, 10 seem
to have been from Harvard; 8 from Chicago; 7 from Yale; 5 from
California; 5 from Stanford; and 5 from Columbia. A total of 59
of these men (out of 88) represented 12 institutions. There is addi-
tional significance in the fact that some of these recipients and con-
sultants were on a multiplicity of committees. For example, Pro-
fessor Lazarsfeld of Columbia, was on six; Professors Carroll of North
Carolina, Merton of Columbia, and Tyler of Chicago, on five; Pro-
fessors Lasswell of Yale, Simon of Carnegie Tech.,find Stouffer of
Harvard, on four, etc. Counting the number of times each person
with a university connection appears on committees of the Fund, we
reach this representation:

University of Chicago ----------- 23
Harvard----------- ------ - 18
Columbia----------------- - 16
Yale---------------------------- 13
North Carolina--------------------------- 8
California--------------------------- 7
Stanford--------- --------- 7
Cornell. 7, etc.

Note also that associates of The Rand Corporation are represented 11
times. This interlock with The Rand Corporation is highly interesting.
We must add the intriguing fact that the Behavioral Science Fund

provided a grant-in-aid program under which each of fifty persons
were to receive $5,000 to be spent at their own discretion for the
purpose of enriching their own work. The associates and consultants
distributed this largess, and included a goodly number of themselves in
their lists.
Note also that The Social Science Research Council took part in

the policy-making of the Fund and that considerable funds were made
available to it and through it.

In the Summer of 1950 $300,000 was given to each of seven univer-
sities and to The Social science Research Council (beyond other large
grants to the SSRC). Why this money was concentrated on this
limited group of institutions, we dodnot know.
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This Behavioral Science Fund has vast resources at its command.
Its list of objectives indicates an underlying assumption that human
behavior can be understood as an object of the natural sciences would
be, within the framework of limited numbers of cause-effect relation-
ships. This doctrine is not by any means universally accepted, and
there is the danger that the huge sum available to the Fund to promote
its underlying thesis can make this the ruling doctine in the social
sciences. A full examination of the current and intended operation
of this great fund is indicated, as well as a study of why certain
institutions have been so greatly favored by it.
"THE SOCIAL SCIENCES AT MID-CENTURY"
One of the most important pieces of literature which has come to

the attention of the Committee relating to the methods and accom-
plishments of the social sciences is the booklet, The Social Sciences
At Mid-Century, published for the Social Science Research Center
of the Graduate School by the University of Minnesota Press. It
contains a series of papers delivered in honor of Guy Stanton Ford,
a former president of the Social Science Research Council, April 19-21,
1951. In the first of these papers, Frederick Osborn, trustee of The
(arnegie Corporation of New York, admits that all social science is
influenced by preconceived value judgments. He says that "the
social scientist can at best gather only a few of the facts" and thus
must engage in evaluation. This certainly distinguishes the social
sciences from the natural sciences and gravely weakens the claim
that the natural science processes can be applied to the social sciences.
Mr. Osborn admits that social scientists are only at the "beginning
of knowledge."

Yet, Mr. Osborn later makes the claim that the social scientist
can provide a careful appraisal of the facts" bearing on any "given

problem" and thus give the administrator "new and important tools."
By inference, however, lie admits that this alleged contribution by
social scientists is not scientific for he says that "Experience, judg-
ment and intuition must still play a part in making decisions." The
sum total of these various statements is that the social scientist does
not know all the facts and cannot collect all the facts but, neverthe-
less, fulfills an important function in giving some of the facts to
administrators. It is easy to see that the emphasis produced by a
selected group offacts might be worse than producing no facts at all,
in so far as it might well imbalance logical decision.

In the same volume, Charles Dollard, president of The Carnegie
Corporation of New York, calls attention to the "widespread suspicion
that social scientists are interested not so much in studying the behavior
of men and the social situations and problems which Involve men, but
rather in planning fundamental changes in our society." However,
he does not expressly deny that this suspicion is warranted. He goes
so far, in fact, as to admit that there are "those who use the label of
social science to Validate ideas and programs which are in no sense
scientifically derived." He adds that "the social sciences have suffered
an incredible amount of damage through the rash pronouncements of
some of blur number on all manner of subjects on which no real scien-
tific data are available and through predictions and forecasts which
have turned oti to be lamentably wrong."
Mr. Dollar includes in his paper the rather startling suggestion,

to which we have referred, that social science should "initiate a more
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rigorous system of internal policing." As he expounds his idea, he
intends that such policing should result in higher standards of re-
search. On the other hand, the concept of policing requires police.
The concept is eminently dangerous if any one group is to be granted
the right to use an intellectual nightstick

Philip M. Hauser professor of sociology at the University of
Chicago, points out that in the institutions which are most research-
minded, "recognition in the form of promotion, salary advancements,
etc." depends more on the quantity of research activities and publi-
cations than their quality. This is a sad inferential commentar
on the contribution of foundations to research in the colleges. El-
bridge Sibley, of The Social Science Research Council, in his paper
admits that "the average 'quality' of students specializing in the social
sciences both in undergraduate and graduate schools is indeed inferior
to that of those specializing in the 'hard' sciences * * *".
The most interesting of the papers is that by Carl O. Sauer pro-

fessor of geography at the University of California, entitled. Folways
of Social Science. Professor Sauer said that he came to "admonish",
and he did indeed, severely criticising the research methods and con-
trols promoted by the great foundations and the clearing house organ-
izations which they support in what we have referred to as the "con-
centration of power." Those who may believe that freedom of inquiry
and freedom of spirit are essential to the preservation of the American
way of life will read these quotations from Professor Sauer's paper
with profit:

"In American social science itlhas indeed become a dominant folkway to associate
progress with putting the job inquiry into large-scale organizations, under formally
prescribed methods and with limited objectives. Having adopted the name science,'
we are impressed by the 'method of science' as inductive, quantitative, experimental.
We are even told that such is the only proper method."

* *. *

"The more we get committed to keeping counts and tests going in ever lengthening
series, and to adding suitable items as additional series, the more do the limitsof
social science become,.defined by what may be measured. And thus the more
restricted does the range of personalities and temperaments become who are
attracted into social studies. There is further risk that we attach such merit to
quantification as to confuse means and ends, industriousness with intellectual
achievement."

* * *
"At mid-century the social sciences have moved far away from where they

stood at the beginning of the century. In numbers of workers they have multi-
plied greatly. Thousands fill the places manned by a few score in those early
years. When memory calls the roll, however, of that elder generation, we look
up to them with respect and admit that they opened up wide horizons that we
in part have lost."

"Most of those I knew were detached observers, uncoficerned about choosing
or directing their work in terms of social or political ends. (The reform element
came along somewhat later. In my Chicago days this intrusion of emotional
drive was noticeable only in some students of sociology, then already in some
numbers refugees from divinity schools, seekers for a new faith in social welfare.
In economics I saw the welfare motivation come in with the young labor
economists.)"
"We have less and less time for thinking, and again we turn to organization to

simplify and regulate that part of our activity that is left for research. We
acquire space, equipment, manpower and budgets and put them into a table of
organization as research bureaus and institutes. Obviously, long-term projects
are favored that project an orderly series of steps in the acquisition of data and
of processes for their analysis. Workers are assigned to designated posts and



84 TAX-EXEMPT FOUNDATIONS

tasks. Again we have set up an assembly line Tor mass production, resembling
the operations of industry and government. In some cases the product is sub-
jected to scrutiny, even as to policy clearance. And often a distinction develops
between directing staff and working staff."

* * * ,

"I think we must admit, however, that more often the idea of an institute has
come first, thereafter the question as to who should run it, and last of all the mat-
ter as to why it was needed. Should not the questions be, Is there a problem
that has become so complex and sufficiently far advanced that an organized and
concerted effort is necessary for further advance, and is it to be under the direc-
tion of the man who has thought himself farthest into this matter? I fear that
not many institutes originate or are maintained thus. We tend to raise up career
administrators, able at finding funds, tactful, energetic operators, who at best
have been scholars too briefly and who by temperament and the course of their
lives become more and more removed from the contemplation and concentration
that are needed for creative work. Thus they may lose even the sensitiveness
and understanding by which they know who a scholar or what a piece of creative
work is."
"Of all fields, we have perhaps become most given to conferences and com-

mittees for the planning of research. We agree as to division of labor, as to pre-
venting duplication of research, as to priority of topics, as to assembling special-
ists for a cooperative project. In these and other ways unwittingly are we going
about shacklinq freedom of inquiry. Borrowing a term from the engineers, we
recommend 'pilot studies,' serving as models to be reproduced until another de-
sign is approved for another series of studies. Conferences require agenda, and
these have offspring that result in another conference. The common variety of
scholar is awkward, bewildered, and often bored by these uncongenial procedures,
which pass into the control of our entrepreneurial colleagues. Thus we develop
hierarchies of conference members who speak a common language, obscured from us
i'bis own ceremonial terms. They become an elite, fashioning increasingly the direc-
tions and limits of our work, as they become more and more removed from the
producers."
"A serious and delicate problem is posed by the growing role of the national re-

search council and foundation the last years having seen a continually increasing
concentration of influence. Although there are more and more individual workers,
there is no such rise in diversity of interests. With the growth of central advisory,planning, and granting agencies, perhaps simply as a matter of economy of atten-
tion, it has come about that a reduced number of directions are selected for ap-
proval'and support. Thus is introduced a grave and growing disorder into the
body of our scholarship. When preferments and rewards are being posted for
doing certain things and not doing others, the pliable and Imitative offer themselves
most freely, and the stubborn ones hold out. Local authority is impressed by the
objectives expressed by the distant patron. He who is not deflected from his
chosen direction to take part in the recommended enterprise is the unhappy guest
who sits out the party. Thus conforming to a behavior pattern comes to prevail.
Yet the able research3l will always know best how he should employ his mind,
and his own inclination will be to seek his own way. The dependent and com-
plaisant-ones do not matter. Paved with good intentions, the roads down which
we are being urged do not lead toward the promised land of freedom of the spirit,
No group can or should wish to be wise and farseeing enough to predetermine the
quest for knowledge."

* * *
"Research programs are set up in terms of social goals, and it is assumed that

professional training provides the deep insight needed. Having set up schools for
the training of prophets, it gratifies us to hear that the great task of social science
is to remake the world."

* * *

"In my experience. the talented, original student is the only one for whom it is
difficult to find a place. He may be as likable as another and as willing to work at
the customary tasks of his trade. Bu t it is usually safest not to call attention to
any unfamiliar direction his mind is taking. What the market wants and gets is
persons who can fill job specifications neatly. We dislike having juniors around
who think about matters beyond our ken and reach. We build sheltering walls
against the unknown by making organizations and methods, curricula, and research
programs. And we get no more than we make room for."

* $*
"Will those who come after us say that :be offered protection and encouragement

to young minds differing from our own, that we raised no barriers to seeking and
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thinking, that we blocked no paths into the unknown, that we turned no one from
whatever most roused curiosity and gave delight, that we 'have loved no darkness,
sophisticated no truth' ?"
THE SLANT TTHE LEFT.

The evidence leads this Committee to the conclusion that the research
in the social sciences with foundation support slants heavily to the left.
A book written by STUART CHASE called The Proper Study of Man-
kind, published in 1948 by Harpers, and written at the instance of
Donald Young of the Social Science Research Council and Charles
Dollard of the Carnegie Corporation to "run- kind of chain and com-
pass line across the whole front of the sciences devoted to human
relations", is illustrative. The book was planned and developed
according to the publisher's announcement "in consultation with
dozens of social scientists in all parts of the country, and Messrs.
Young and Dollard followed the project step by step to its completion."
The project was initially financed by the Carnegie Corporation and
may fairly be characterized as a project of The Social Science Research
Council; it is virtually an exposition of the SSRC point of view.
Mr. Hays of the Committee questioned whether the book had a

wide circulation. The publisher reported that approximately 50,000
copies had been sold. Taking into account the fact that academicians
and many other people would normally read this type of book out of
the library, its impact must have been great.

Professor Hobbs questioned why a man like STUART CHASE was
selected by foundation representatives to write this particular book
giving a survey of the social sciences. He described CHASE as a man
"who has in his work definitely indicated his leanings toward collectiv-
ism and social planning and that sort of thing * * *". (Hearings,
p. 134.)

Professor Hobbs quoted from a book written by the late Congress-
man Shafer and one John Howland Snow, called The Turning of the
Tide, in which the active association of STUART CHASE with the
League for Industrial Democracy (the original name of which was
Inter-collegiate Socialist Society) was delineated. (Hearings, circa
p. 134.) Prof. Hobbs also quoted from an address by STUART CHASE
to the Department of Superintendents of the National Education
Association on February 25, 1935, in which CHASE said as follows
(Hearings, p. 135):

"If we have even a trace of liberalism in our natures, we must be prepared to
see an increasing amount of collectivism Government interference, centralization
of economic control, social planning. Here again the relevant question is not
how to get rid of government interference, but how to apply it for the greatest
good of the greatest number."

Prof. Hobbs offered a further quotation from a declaration by
STUART CHASE in the NEA Journal of May 1934, that an abundant
economy requires
"the scrapping of outworn political boundaries and of constitutional checks and
balances where the issues involved are technical, * * *." (Hearings, p. 135.)

This Committee, like Dr. Hobbs, cannot understand why a man of
STUART CHASE'S obvious leanings should have been selected to
make a "chain and compass" survey of the social sciences. The book
he produced with foundation support seems replete with what might
have been expected of him, including, as Prof. Hobbs explained
(Hearings, p. 135, et seq.), aprompltelyfale notionof the completely false
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that the methods of the physical sciences can be translated to the social
sciences.
In his book MR. CHASE said (Hearings, p. 137):
"I am grateful to J. Frederick Dewhurst, Charles Dollard, John Gardner,

Pendleton Herring, Ralph Linton, H. A. Murray Talcott Parsons, Don K. Price,
and Paul Webbink for a reading of the manuscript, but I am, of course, responsible
for the final draft."
We understand that all the persons mentioned have been actively

associated with foundations or heavily supported by them. The
conclusion seems fair that they have endorsed Mr. Chase's ideas and
that they themselves lean strongly to the left or at least strongly
support that scientism which seems to produce or be an ally of leftism.
Indeed, Mr. Charles Dollard, in his statement filed with the Com-
mittee in behalf of The Carnegie Corporation of New York, of which he
is President, registered wide approval among social scientists. He
said:

"* * * competent authorities who reviewed The Proper Study of Mankind
found no lack of balance in MR. CHASE's treatment of the various social sciences."
(Hearings, p. 988.)
The approach advocated by the author and supported by founda-

tion funds derogates conventional morality. He says:
"Social science might be defined on a high level as the application of the

scientific method to the study of human relations. What do we know about
those relations that is dependable? The 'wisdom of the ages' obviously is not
good enough as the state of the post-war world bears eloquent witness."

* * * * * * *

"The scientific method does not tell us how things ought to behave but how
they do behave. Clearly, there is no reason why the method should not be
applied to the behavior of men as well as to the behavior of electrons." (Hear-
ings, p. 138.)
The author, continuing with the following statement, gives the

impression that there is no substantial difference between social
science and natural science:

"There are social experiments and physical experiments, and the scientific
method can be used most advantageously in both."
Upon which quotation Prof. Hobbs commented as follows (Hearings,
p. 1.39):

"I would like to interject, again there are social experiments and there are
physical experiments, but I would like to point out in the physical experiments
you are dealing with electrons and things of that type. With the social experi-
ments you are dealing with human beings and it makes quite a different situation."
The author also commits the error of presenting an unbalanced set

of ideas. There is, for example, testified Prof. Hobbs,'a stress on
"cultural determinism", a doctrine which is subject to very serious
doubt. As Prof. Hobbs put it (Hearings, p. 139):

"Sir, it is not a matter of there being no validity whatsoever. It is a matter
of a theory of this type being presented to the public with the weight of the
foundations behind it, as though it were the scientifically proved fact. In that
context, it is not correct."
The book discusses in some detail the theory that by manipulating

society you can change not only society itself but also the people
in it. "Theoretically," srys the book, "a society could be completely
made over in something like 15 years, the time it takes to inculcate
a new culture into a rising crop of youngsters." (Hearings, p. 141.)
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Obviously, "culture determinism" has been a weapon of both
Fascism and Communism. And it might readily be concluded that
the author thought the use of this method desirable. It is a technique,
as Prof. Hobbs pointed out, close to "brain washing".
The following quotation from the Chase book is truly disturbing

(Hearings, p. 142):
"Prepare now for a surprising universe. Individual 'talent is too sporadic

and unpredictable to be allowed any important part in the organization of
society. Social systems which endure are built on the average person who can
be trained to occupy any position adequately if not brilliantly."

This, said Prof. Hobbs1 is reminiscent of the Russian (Pavlov's)
experiments on the conditioning of dogs.
During Professor Hobbs' testimony the question was raised whether

he was not perhaps discussing only isolated books, after which the
following colloquy took place between Counsel and the witness
(Hearings, p. 146):
Mr. WORMSER. Mr. Chairman may I suggest to Dr. Hobbs that I think he

ought to make clear, which I believe is the fact, that he does not intend merely
to discuss 3 or 4 books as the only books in this area which have any unpleasant
connotation to him. What he is really doing is giving them as illustrations, per-
haps particularly sharp illustrations, of the use of what he calls scientism and its
promotion by foundations. Please answer this yourself, Dr. Hobbs, but isn't
your main thesis that what you call scientism widely promoted by foundations
and that in itself has a deleterious effect on society?

Dr. HOBBS. The thesis is not in the book in relation to the foundations specifi-
cally, but I would say that, speaking in general terms, the thing which I call
scientism is promoted in an appreciable measure by the foundations. And scien-
tism has been described as a point of view, an idea, that science can solve all of
the problems of mankind, that it can take the place of traditions, beliefs, religion,
and it is in the direction of that type of thing that so much of the material in the
social sciences is pointed. I am not saying that we have reached that or that
many would come out blatantly and say that now that can or should be done.
But it seems to me, and I may be wrong, but it does seem to me that we are going
in that direction, and it is time that we might take a little stock of it.

Professor Hobbs criticized the discussion of the "cultural lag"
theory in CHASE'S book, namely that:

* * * technology has advanced very greatly but that our ideas, our beliefs,
our traditions, have not kept pace with it. Therefore there is a lag between
the technological advance and the culture and the implication is that the beliefs,
ideas, sentiments and so on, about the family, the church, about government;
should be brought up to date with the technology, which superficially sounds
reasonable enough, except when you begin to analyze it it really settles down to
being in the first place, a nonscientific notion, because the two things being com-
pared are not commensurable, that is, they have not been reduced to any common
denominator by which you can measure the relative rates of change in between
them. (Hearings, p. 147.)
This "cultural lag" theory is expressed in the statement filed by

The Rockefeller Foundtiorn:
"The experiences of World War I and the painful uncertainties of the post-war

and depression period seemed to reflect a growing and menacing gap between
man's technical and scientific capacity and his apparent inability to deal with
his own affairs on a rational basis."

The Rockfeller Foundation has long been addicted to the cultural
lag theory. As early as 1922, Beardsley Ruml recommended to the
Laura Spelman Rockefeller Memorial Fund that it enter the field of the
social sciences. He advanced that false analogy between the social
and the natural sciences which has led social scientists into. "nose-
counting" and a mathematical approach to the solution of human
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problems. He promoted the idea that the collection and tabulation
of social science data should have greater foundation support. More-
over, he strongly supported the cultural lag theory, saying (as quoted
in Raymond Fosdick's history of The Rockefeller Foundation):

"Unless means are found for meeting the complex social problems that are so
rapidly developing, our increased control of physical forces may prove increasingly
destructive of human values."
Such a statement may appear to have some validity at first reading.
Reading into it, however, what is implicit in its point of view and
approach, it proposes that the social scientist can find better ways for
human beings to live together, by reorganizing our ideas, our beliefs,
our traditions, to keep pace with advancing technology.

Professor Hobbs said that the cultural lag notion:
* * * has the implication that we should keep religion up to date, and patriotic
sentiments, ideas about marriage and the family.

Well, if you do this, of course by implication to take an extreme illustration
then you would have to modify your religion every time there was a significant
technological change with automobiles or airplanes, things of that sort, which
would give you of course a great deal of lack of permanence.
The cultural lag theory has appeared in many if not most of the sociology text-

books with the implication that we should abandon the traditional forms of belief
about the family and religion. Inescapably that tends to be the implication.
The way Stuart Chase puts it:
"The cultural concept dissolves old ideologies and eternal verities but gives us

something more solid to stand on or so it seems to me. Prediction takes shape,
the door to the future opens, and light comes through. Not much yet, but enough
to shrivel many intellectual quacks, oververbalized seers and theorists, whose
theories cannot be verified."
At the very time he is talking about a theory which cannot be verified. (Hear-

ings, p. 148.)
An interesting recent example of the prevalence of the"cultural lag"

theory is to be found in a letter dated August 20, 1954 by Edward L.
Bernays, President of The Edward L, Bernays Foundation, to the
New York Herald-Tribune, and published in its issue of August 23,
1954. Mr. Bernays offers $2,500 on behalf of The Bernam Foundation
for a private study centering on the four Brooklyn boys who shortly
before had shocked the public by violent and murderous acts. These
boys had apparently come from good homes and Mr. Bernays'approach to discovering why they could have gone so wrong is dis-
closed by this 'quotation from his letter.
"A terrific gap exists between our ability to control the technological elements of

our society and our ability to cope with societal problems."
It is very much to be doubted that the "cultural lag" theory can

account for the behavior of the four Brooklyn lads.
Moral relativism.and the cultural lag theory strike at the very roots of

the average American's traditional values. Promulgation of such unver-
fied, pseudo-scientific theories dissolves the belief that religion gives 'us
certain basic verities upon which we must construct a moral and ethical
life, that certain 'basic and unalterable principles underlie, our systemof government and should be maintained faithfully for the preservation of
our society. It is not our province to prove that such radical theories as
relativism and cultural lag are wrong. It is the responsibility of those
who advance them under the protecting cloak of sciencee" to prove that
they are accurate and correct. Until such verification has been produced
it is difiult to justify the use of tax-free fundsfor what is an unscientific
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attack on the very fundamentals upon which the convictions of the
American citizen are based.
The statement filed by Mr. Charles Dollard (Hearings, p. 945,

et seq.), as President of the Carnegie Corporation of New York,
supports the selection of MR. CHAS. to write The Proper Study of
Mankind. MR. CHASE is held to be, and he undoubtedly is, "an
extremely able writer." But we have' stated that MR. CHASE is
far to the left and thus a strange selection to make for the job of
writing the bible of The Social Science Research Council. This Mr.
Dollard seeks to answer by stating that MR. CHASJ just previously
had done a job for the Standard Oil Company of New Jersey. Mr.
Dollard's observation in this regard is a non-sequitur applied in a
frantic attempt to obscure the real issue which is the pattern of
MR. CHASE's intellectual background. fow about MR. CHASE'S
record of Communist front associations. They will be found in the
Appendix. They do not make him a Communist, but they place
him among those whose extreme leftist tendencies have led them into
the support of many dangerous organizations. What sort of judgment
may be expected from such a manl We find the answer in his adulation
of both Lauchlin Currie and Harry Dexter White whose demise the
nation need not mourn (The Proper Study of Mankind, pages 211, 206).
"{AN AMERICAN DILEMMA"

Just as we cannot understand why MR. CHASE was selected to
write the bible of the SSRC we cannot understand why Gunnar
Myrdal was selected to make the study which resulted in An American
Dilemma. This project involved an expenditure of some $250,000 of
funds granted by The Carnegie Corporation of New York. The subject
of the study, the negro problem in the United States, was of course
highly desirable. In a preface to the book written by the President
of The Carnegie Corporation it is explained that because the subject
is charged with emotion it was felt desirable to select as a director
"someone who could approach the task with a fresh mind,.uninfluenced
by traditional attitudes or by earlier conclusions." This eminently
commendable statement, however, contrasts with the fact that
Gunnar Myrdal, a Swedish social scientist, was selected. Dr. Myrdal
was and is a socialist. How an unbiased point of view could be
expected from one of Dr. Myrdal's persuasion we cannot understand.
The following quotations from the book itself indicate Dr. Myrdal's

bias. They also expound theories regarding the American people and
their government which this Committee finds most unfortunate.

'Indeed, the new republic began its career with a reaction. Charles Beard in
'An Economic Interpretation of the Constitution of the United States' and a
group of modern historians, throwing aside the much cherished national myth-
ology which had blurred the difference in spirit between the Declaration of
Independence and the Constitution, have shown that the latter was conceived
in considerable suspicion against democracy and fear of 'the people.' It was
dominated by property consciousness and designed as a defense against the
democratic spirit let loose during the Revolution." (Page 7.)

*i * .** * * *

"This conservatism, in fudiiamental principles, has, to a great extent, been
perverted into a nearly fetishistic cult of the Constitution. This is unfortunate
since the 150-year-old Constitution is in many respects impractical and ill-suited
for modern conditions and since, furthermore, the drafters of the document made
it technically difficult to change even if there were no popular feeling against
change." (Page 12.) ,,

- *.*'$
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"Modern historical studies of how7the Constitution came to be as it is reveal
that the Constitutional Convention was nearly a plot against the common people.
Until recently, the Constitution has been used to block the popular will: the
Fourteenth Amendment inserted after the Civil War to protect the civil rights
of the poor freedmen has, for instance, been used more to protect business cor-
porations against public control." (Page 13.)

* * * 4* * * *

"Another cultural trait of Americans is a relatively low degree of respect of
law and order. This trait, as'well'as ,the other'one just mentioned is of paramount
importance for the Negro probleaniaslwe shalljbhow in some detail in later chapters.
There is a relation between these two traits, of high ideals in some laws and low
respect for all laws, but this relation is by no means as simple as it appears."
(Page 14.)

* .* 1(*« I * *

"Undoubtedly the idealistic concept of American law as an emanation of 'natural
law' is a force which strengthens the rule of law in America.

"But, in another way, it is atrthe same time most detrimental to automatic,
unreflecting law observance on the part of the citizens. Laws become disputable
on moral grounds. Each legislative statute is judged by the common citizen
in terms of his conception of the higher 'natural law'. He decides whether it
is 'just' or 'unjust' and has the dangerous attitude that, if it is unjust, he may feel
free to disobey it." (Page 16.)

* * * * * * ,*
"This anarchistic tendence in America's legal culture becomes even more

dangerous because of the presence of a quite different .tendency: a desire to
regulate human behavior tyranically by means of formal laws. This last tendency
is a heritage from early American puritanism which was sometimes fanatical and
dogmatic and always had a strong inclination to mind other people's business.
So we find that this American, who is so proud to announce that he will not
obey laws other than those which are 'good'and 'just', as soon as the discussion
turns to something which in his opinion is bad and unjust, will emphatically
pronounce that 'there ought to be a law against . . .' To demand and legislate
all sorts of laws against this or that is just as much part of American freedom as
to disobey the laws when they are enacted. America has become a country
where exceedingly much is permitted in practice but at the same time exceedingly
much is forbidden in law." (Pages 16 and 17.)

* * * * * * *

"And many more of those unrespected laws are damaging in so far as they,
for example, prevent a rational organization of various public activities, or when
they can be used by individuals for blackmailing purposes or by the state or
municipal authorities to persecute unpopular individuals or groups." (Page 17.)

* * * * * * *d
"For example, it cannot be conducive to the highest respect for the legal

system that the federal government is forced to carry out important social legis-
lation under the fiction that it is regulating 'interstate commerce,' or that federal
prosecuting agencies punish dangerous gangsters for income tax evasion rather
than for the felonies they have committed.

"So this idealistic America also became the country of legalistic formalism.
Contrary to America's basic ideology of natural law and its strong practical sense,
'the letter of the law,' as opposed to its 'spirit,' came to have an excessive im-
portance. The weak bureaucracy became tangled up in 'red tape.' The clever
lawyer came to play a large and unsavory role in politics in business, and in the
everyday life of the citizen. The Americans thus got a judicial order which is in
many respects contrary to all their inclinations." (Page 18.)

* * * * .* * *
"We have to conceive of all the numerous breaches of law, which an American

citizen commits or learns about in the course of ordinary living, as psychologically
a series of shocks which condition him and the entire society to a low degree of law
observance. The American nation has, further, experienced disappointments in
its attempts to legislate social change, which, with few exceptions, have been
badly prepared and inefficiently carried out. The almost traumatic effects of
these historical disappointments have been enhanced by America's conspicuous
success in so many fields other than legislation. One of the trauma was the
Reconstruction legislation, which attempted to give Negroes civil rights in the
South; another one was the anti-trust legislation pressed by the Western farmers
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and enacted to curb the growth of monopolistic finance capitalism; a third one
was the prohibition amendment." (Page 19.)

* * ' *
"If in the course of time Americans are brought to be a law-abiding people, and

if they at the same time' succeed in keeping alive not only their conservatismii in
fundamental principles and their pride and devotion to their national political
institutions but also some of their puritan eagerness and courage in attempting
to reform themselves and the world-redirected somewhat from the old Biblical
inclination of thinking only in terms of prescriptions and purges-this great nation
may become the master builder of a stable but progressive commonwealth."
(Pages 20 and 21.)

* *** * * * 1*
"The popvilar explanation of the disparity in America between ideals and actual

behavior is that Americans do not have the slightest intention of living up to the
ideals which they talk about and put into their Constitution and laws. ManyAmericans are accustomed to talk loosely and disparagingly about adherence to
the American Creed as 'lip-service' and even 'hypocrisy'. Foreigners are even
more prone to make such a characterization." ,Page 21.)
Mr. Dollard in his statement filed as President of The Carnegie

Corporation cited other quotations from An American Dilemma which
are kinder in tone toward the American people. It is our opinion
that the sections quoted by Mr. Dollard do not offset the unpleasant
and prejudiced references we have quoted above. Nor are we im-
pressed with Mr. Dollard's attempt to characterize Dr. Myrdal as a
moderate sort of socialist. Professor Colgrove, who, as Secretary-
Treasurer of the American Political Science Association for eleven
years, ought to know, testified that Myrdal was a "very leftwing
socialist" and "very anticonservative." He said:

Dr. Myrdal was a Socialist, pretty far left, indeed extremely left. He was not
unprejudiced. He came over here with all the prejudices of European Socialists.
And the criticism that he makes of the American Constitution the criticism that
he makes of the conservatives of the United States are bitter criticisms. He
didn't have any praise at all for the conservatives. He did praise what he called
the liberals. And he implied that it was the conservatives in the United States
who created the problem and who continued the difficulties of any solution.
felt the foundations did a great disservice to American scholarship in announcing
his study as an objective nonpartisan study whose conclusions were wholly
unbiased. It was almost intellectual dishonesty. (Hearings, p. 577.)
This Committee would be far less concerned about the leftist slant-

ing of so many products financed by great foundations in the social
sciences if there were a reasonably commensurate number (and weight)
of such products slanted in the other direction. There can be no doubt
that the greatest freedom consonant with public responsibility is
desirable in the conduct of foundation work. However, we conclude
that the freedom which most of those who direct the work of the largest
foundations, and some others, insist upon is merely the freedom to
propagate leftist propaganda.
THE ENCYCLOPEDIA OF THE SooIAL SCIENCES.
This work is one to which closer study should be given than this

Committee was able to give. Though somewhat out of date, it is
still the "Supreme Court" of the social sciences, the final authority to
which appeal is made in any social science field by many students and
researchers. It was estimated as late as 1952 that it was being used
at least a half million times per year. Apparently The Rockefeller
Foundation, The Carnegie Corporation of New York and The Russell
Sage Foundation financed the project or materially supported it. It
was, clearly enough, a highly desirable venture. But it does seem,
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in view of its enormous importance in conditioning the thinking of
reference-users, that every means should have been used by the
foundations who made it possible to see that it was a truly objective
and representative piece of work. Was it? Let us see.

Perhaps a Communist was not so reprehensible a character in the
thirties as one would be today. But a Communist was still a Com-
munist; objectivity could hardly be expected of him, whether in 1930
or 1954. Communists have a way of bringing things political into
almost any subject. In the case of the Encyclopedia, Communists
and pro-Communists were permitted to write articles on subjects in
which their slant could obviously be heavily applied, and it was.
The key man in the creation of the Encylopedia was DR. ALVIN

JOHNSON, an Associate Editor. In his book, Pioneer's Progress, he
said:

"In enlisting assistant editors, I forebore all inquiry about infection with Marx.
Like a common cold, Marx was in the air, sometimes cutting editorial efficiency,
but not irremediably. * * * I had two assistant editors who asserted that they
were Socialists. That was nothing to me; they were good and faithful workers.
And one was so considerate of my reactionary bent as to inform me that a new
editor I had taken on was a Communist."
DR. JOHNSON then told how he interviewed the man and told him he
would keep him on-"Your private political views are you own
business", said the good Doctor. Incidentally, his reference to him-
self as "reactionary" was humor-his own Communist-front associa-
tions have been recorded; he may certainly be judged as considerably
to the left.
The article on The Rise of Liberalism was written by HAROLD J.

LASKI, a British socialist. He also did the articles on Bureaucracy,
Democracy, Judiciary: Liberty: Social Contract: and Ulyanov, Vladimir
Ilich.

Atheism, Modern Atheism was written by Oscar Jassi, a socialist of
Hungarian origin. Bolshevism was written by Maurice Dobb, an
English radical. Capitalism, by Werner Sombart, a socialist who be-
came affiliated with the Nazis.
Communism was written by MAX BEER, a Marxian of the Uni-

versity of Frankfort, Germany. Communist Parties was written by
LEwIS L. LORWIN, whose views .way be gleaned from this state-
ment in the article: "The view common in the United States that the
Communists are either cranks or criminals is largely a' reflection of a
conservative outlook." He also wrote the article on Exploitation.

Corporation, written by two New Dealers, Adolph A. Berle, Jr., and
GARDINER C. MEANS, clearly reveals their bias at that time. (Mr.
Berle has since written The 2Oth Century Capitalist Revolution and
repudiated some of his former views regarding corporations.) They
sav that the corporation may well equal or exceed the state in power.
"The law of corporations, accordingly, might well be considered as a
potential constitutional law for the new economic state: while business
practice assumes many of the aspects of administrative government."

Criticism, Social was produced by ROBERT MORSE LOVETT, of
wide Communist front associations. Education, History, was pro-
duced by GEORGE S. COUNTS, a radical educator concerning whom
we shall have more to say in the section of this report on education.
Fabianism was written by G. D. H. Cole, a British socialist. He
also wrote the article on Industrialism. Fortunes, Private, Modern
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Period, prepared by LEWIS COREY, is easily recognizable as a Marxist
analysis.
Freedom of Speech and of the Press was written by Robert Eisler

of Paris who destroys the Christian ethic with this authoritative
pronouncement:
"No one today will consider the particular ethical doctrine of modern, or for

that matter of ancient, Christianity as self-evident or natural or as the morality
common to all men. The modern relativist theory of values has definitely
shattered the basis on which such artificial churches as the various ethical societies
orders rested."

Government, Soviet Russia was prepared by Otto Hoetzsch of the
University of Berlin who gives us kind thoughts about the Soviets-
for example:
"Although the elections are subject to pressure of Communist dictatorship,

this workers' democracy is not entirely a fiction." [Emphasis ours.]
The article on Labor-Capital Co-Operation is credited to J. B. S.

HARDMAN, whose Communist front affiliations are recorded in
Appendix, Part IX of the Dies Committee Reports, 78th Congress
(1944). He also wrote Labor Parties, General, United States, Masses
and Terrorism. Laissez-Faire is the product of the socialist, G. D. H.
Cole; his job was done with a hatchet. Large Scale Production, by
Myron W. Watkins, is an attack on the production methods of Big
Business.

Morals is the product of HORACE M. KALLEN, whose extensive
Communist-front associations are a matter of record. Philosophy
was produced by Horace B. Davis, with ex-Communist-front associa-
tions (See Appendix IX). Political Offenders, by MAX LERNER
a radical, contains a diatribe against the treatment of political
offenders. Political Police, is by ROGER N. BALDWIN, recorded
by Appendix. IX as having Communist-front associations. Power,
Industrial, by Hugh Quigley,seems to be a plea for more control of
business. Proletariat is by Alfred Meusel of Germany and seems to
admire the Soviet system in Russia.

Social Work, General Discussion, Social Case Work, is the work of a
Communist-fronter, PHILIP KLEIN. Socialism was written by a
socialist, OSCAR JANSKI. It is not unsympathetic to Communism.

Stabilization, Economic, was written by GEORGE SOULE, of ex-
tensive Communist-front affiliations. It expresses doubt that "stabili-
zation" can be accomplished under our present order. Strikes and
Lockouts is by JOHN A. FITCH, of wide Communist-front affiliations.
Vested Interests is the work of MAX LERNER.
One of the theses in Woman, Position in Society, by the Communist-

fronter, BERNHARD J. STERN, is that we are not doing right by our
women, while the Soviets are.

This list is not inclusive. Many more instances of radical selection
could be given, plus the multitude of articles by moderately slanted
writers. What is amazingly characteristic of the Encyclopedia is the
extent to which articles on "left" subjects have been assigned to
leftists; in the case of subjects to the "right" leftists again have been
selected to describe and expound them. This is reminiscent of the
reviews in the New York Times of books on China, in which both pro-
and-con-Communist volumes were assigned to pro-Communists for
review.
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"EXPERIMENT"', "RIS CAPITAzL AND THE LCOLLEGE8.
The intense application of some of the great foundations to the

social sciences seems, by the evidence, to stem from what amounts to
a current intellectual fad having its origins in the "cultural lag"-
theory to which we have referred. It runs that foundations should
not longer expend their funds in helping to create a better and healthier
physical world-it has already advanced mechanically beyond the
ability of human beings to live properly within their new environment.
Foundation funds should now be applied to human welfare in the
social sense. The social scientists are to be able to give us ways of
living together better than those which religious, educational and
political leaders have been able to.devise for us in the past. We must
improve "man's relation to man." This concept, widely touted in
the foundation world, is illustrated by the underlying report upon
which the work of The Ford Foundation was based. It contains this
statement:

"In the Committoe's opinion the evidence points to the fact that today's
most critical problems are those which are social rather than physical in char-
acter-those which arise in man's relation to man rather than in his relation to
nature."
How are the social scientists to accomplish this reform in our social

relations? With financial assistance by the foundations, they are to
"experiment". We have explained some of the dangers of such ex-
perimentation for which.foundations are to "risk" their funds. Here
is part of Professor Hobbs' testimony about it:

Mr. WORMSER. Dr. Hobbs, do I express your opinion correctly by this state-
ment? The foundations, or some of them in the Cox hearings last year, main-
tained that the best use of their funds would be in experiment in reaching out for
new horizons, in considering their precious funds in what they call risk capital.
You would approve of experiment in the sense of trying to reach new horizons,
but you would caution, I assume, against experiment as such where it relates to the
relationship of human beings and basic factors in our society?

Dr. HOBBS. Yes, sir; a great deal of caution, I think, should be applied in those
areas. For one thing, because of the points I tried to establish yesterday, that the
mere fact that the thing is being studied can change the situation; and secondly,
because the findings of a study can affect human behavior and we should be
extremely cautious when we are entering into areas of that sort. (Hearings,
p. 167.)
This Committee strongly supports Professor Hobbs' opinion that the
utmost caution should be used when experimentation with human
relationships is involved in a foundation grant or project. We suggest,
moreover, that the trustees of foundations consider carefully whether
they have not been induced by their executive associates to "go over-
board" on the general concept of "experiment." Among the many
letters received by the Committee staff from colleges, criticising the
foundations for failure to contribute direct support, and for preferring
"now projects" is one from Barnard College (Columbia University)
which contains this:

'My only comment about foundation policies is that the foundations all seem
to have the point of view that they should contribute only to 'new projects.'
Tie College's largest problems are to maintain faculty salaries and scholarships at
a reasonable level, and to keep ancient buildings repaired, so that the basic work
of teaching can be continued. It is discouraging to have to add 'new projects'
in order to secure foundation support when' the financial structure of the college
has not yet become adjusted to the increase in the cost of living."
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The almost frantic search for something new and experimental in
which to invest foundation funds, is a phenomenon with many un-
happy repercussions. Among them is the situation of which this
college administrator complains, Would it not be better, in the long
run, for foundations to give more direct assistance of widespread nature
to sound educational institutions which are dependent on private support,
rather than to waste gigantic aggregates of money annually on the pursuit
of something "new"t

IX. THE POLITICAL ACTIVITIES OF FOUNDATIONS
THE QUANTITATIVE TEST.
Once a tax-exempt foundation has obtained its initial gift or estate

tax exemption, it may spend all its capital, perhaps hundreds of mil-
lions, in the support of any "ism" it cares to, and by active propa-
ganda. Nothing prevents it from using its capital in political activ-
ity. The only 'unless" might be if the Bureau of Internal Revenue
acting soon enough and on sufficient evidence, were able to prove that
there had been fraud at its inception.
One penalty is imposed by the tax law if a foundation engages in

politics. Its income tax exemption is lost if. any "substantial part of
the activities" of the foundation is used for "carrying on propaganda,
or otherwise attempting to influence, legislation."17 Proof that it was
violating this prohibition would mean loss of income tax exemption,
and subsequent donors to the foundation would not be given gift or
estate tax exemption for their donations. But the foundation.could go
right on spending its existing principalfor its selected "sm".
Let us look at the quantitative facet of the prohibition. A "sub.

stantial part of its activities" is the test. It is evident that a quanti-
tative test, particularly one so vaguely described, is futie and
impossible to administer. Take Foundation X with a capital of
$500,000,000 and Foundation Y with a capital of $50,000. Is the
measure of "substantial" to be the amount of money spent, or the
proportion of money spent? Y can do far less harm spending all of
its income for political purposes than can X, spending but one per
cent of its income. The contrast illustrates one of the difficulties of
applying a quantitative test.

Is the test, then to be the amount of energy, or time, or effort
spent on political action? How could that be measured with sufficient
accuracy? Or is it the impact of the work upon society which is to
be measured-and if so, how?

It is true that measures of "substance" are sometimes necessary in
tax and other laws. In this instance, however, it is a futility. The
tax law might better proscribe all political activity, leaving it to the
courts to make exceptions on the principle of de minimus non curat lex.

_7 The 1954 Internal Revenue Code added this further condition on tax exemption: " * * and which
does not participate, or intervene in (including the publishing or distribution of statements), any political
campaign on behalf of any candidate for public office. The interpretation of this addition by the courts
will be watched with greatinterest. Among the interesting Issues will be this: will attacks on a candidate
for office be construed as activity "cn behalf" of his opponent? Again, where a foundation is the substantial
owner of a newspaper-whioh actively supports candidates, will the foundation have violated this new pro.
vision? Can a foundation any longer safely hold substantial ownership in a newspaper? This Committee
has given little attention to the problems raised by the new wording because it came into the law at the
very end of its research period and because other, less blatant, types of political activity seem far more
important and more difficult to combat.'
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THE QUALITATIVE TEST,
A reading of the testimony of Internal Revenue Commissioner

Andrews, and his Assistant, Mr. Sugarman, will show that the quali-
tative test of political use is weak; it has been further enfeebled by
court decisions to the point where it is of use only in the most extreme
cases. Most of the foundations impinging upon the political area
get their tax exemption as '"educational" institutions. Yet the
courts have so construed the term "educational" that much that is
truly political propaganda may be justified within that term. Again,
the tax law itself, n referring to "propaganda", ties it in to the
phrase "to influence legislation", so that general political propaganda,
however forceful and forthright it may be, does not deprive a founda-
tion of its exemption. Only propaganda directed at "influencing
legislation" is proscribed, and even this proscription is further
weakened by the quantitative test.

The Committee takes it as axiomatic that, whatever the defects in the
tax law as it stands, foundation funds, constituting public money, should
not be used for political purposes or with political bias or slant. It is
admittedly extremely difficult to draw the line between what is per-
missible as "educational" and what should be avoided as "political".
Indeed, it may be impossible to find any legislative or regulatory way
to delineate the border with clarity. This Committee offers no easy
answer but urges that the problem receive intense attention in the
light of our disclosure of political activity by foundations.
THE LEAGUE FOR INDUSTRIAL DEMOCRACY.
One of the more obvious cases of political activity disclosed by the

Committee's research is that of The League for Industrial Democracy.
This very influential foundation became the subject of litigation in
1932. Its tax-free status was questioned by the Commissioner of
Internal Revenue, but in the case of Weyl v. Commissioner, 48 Fed.
(2d) 811, the tax exemption was supported on the ground that the
foundation was an "educational" organization. We suggest, under
the facts to be related, that the Bureau should revive its study of this
foundation and move against its tax exemption. To continue to grant
this foundation tax exemption would create a precedent for granting
tax exemption to all political parties and political organizations.
The witness who testified concerning the League was Mr. Ken

'Earl, a lawyer formerly on the staff of two subcommittees of the
Senate Judiciary Committee-the Subcommittee on Internal Security,
and the Subcommittee on Immigration. Mr. Earl's contention was
that the LID "is an adjunct of the Socialist Party," a contention
which seems soundly concluded from the evidence he produced out of
publications of the LID itself, and accounts of its activities and
proceedings.

[Whenever in the following quotations italics appear, we have sup-
plied them.]
Quoting from a. publication of an affiliate, The Inter-Collegiate

Student Council of the LID, Mr. Earl gave their statement of "what
the LID stands for":
The L. I. D. therefore works to bring a new social order; not by thinking alone,

though a high order of thought is required; not by outraged indignation, find-
ing an outlet in a futile banging of fists against the citadel of capitalismi but
by the combination of thought and action and an understanding of what is the weakness
of capitalist in order to bring about socialism in our own lifetime. (Hearings, p.
740.)
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The LID was originally The IntercolUeiate Socialist Society, founded

in 1905 after a call by Upton Sinclair and George H. Strobel (Hearings,
p. 740) "for the purpose of promoting an intelligent interest in
Socialism among college men and women." In 1921 its name was
changed to the League for Industrial Democracy. There was a
mass of evidence to show that the aims were not purely socialist
education but that action, political action, was a purpose of the orani-
zation. The following quotation from the LID publication Revolt
(the very name has significance) illustrates:
"The League for Industrial Democracy is a militant educational movement

which challenges those who would think and act for a 'new social order based on
production for use and not for profit.' That is a revolutionary slogan. It means
that members of the L. I. D. think and work for the elimination of capitalism, and
the substitution for it' of a new order, in whose building the purposeful and pas-
sionate thinking of student and worker today will play an important part."
as well as this:
"Men and women who would change a world must blast their way through the

impenetrable rock. No stewing over drinks of tea or gin no lofty down-from-
my-favorite cloud, thinking more radical thoughts than thou attitude makes a
student movement or a radical movement. L. I. D. students talk and write about
conditions. L. I. D. students act about them.

"* * * a staff of 6 or 8 leave the Chicago or New York offices to help coordinate
activities. They get into classrooms, they talk to classes. * * * In addition
these speakers furnish a valuable link between students and their activities later
on. After graduation the'work continues unabated. In city chapters, in New
York, Chicago, Philadelphia, Detroit, Baltimore, the work of education and action
goes on.
"The L. I. D. emergency publication, the Unemployed and Disarm, have

reached a circulation of one-half million. * * * Students organized squads of
salesmen to sell these magazines, containing slashing attacks on capitalism and
the war system, at the same time it enable the unemployed to keep alive.

"In November of this year a training school for recent graduates will be opened
.' New York * * to equip students by field work to perform their tasks in
the labor movement. **" (Hearings, p. 744.)
As Mr. Earl observed: "This language about recruiting and train-

ing, I think, would be more appropriate m an Army field manual than
in the journal of an 'educational' association"

In the same issue of Revolt, PAUL R. PORTER, after using some of the
cliche phrases of Stalin and Lenin advised workers and farmers
that ". . . their recourse now is to form a political party which they
themselves control, and through which they might conceivably obtain
state mastery over the owning class." (Hearings, p. 745.) He added
these paragraphs which indicate an intention to support violent
action:
"When Community Chests are more barren than Mother Hubbard's cupboard

and workers begin to help themselves to necessities in stores and warehouses,
when bankrupt municipalities stringently curtail normal services, then vigilante
committees of businessmen, abetted by selected gangsters, might quickly and
efficiently assume command of governmental functions.
"The assumption of power by vigilantes in a few key cities would quickly

spread. The President (Hoover or Roosevelt) would'declare a national emer-
gency and dispatch troops to zones where vigilante rule was endangered. Prob-
ably he would create a coalition super-Cabinet composed of dominant men in
finance, transportation, industry, radio aid the'press, a considerable number
of whom would be Reserve officers." ((Hearings, p. 745.)

* * *. * * **

"The bulldozing methods of the war-time Council of Defense would be employed
against protesting labor groups and some individuals might be imprisoned or shot,
though'several 'cooperative' A. F. of L. official might begiven posts of minor
responsibility." . ..

* * *$ ** *
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"Watch now those little flames of mass unrest * ** Great energy will be gen-
erated by those flames of mass revolt. But revolt is not revolution, and even
though new blankets of cruel repression fail to smother the fire and in the end
only add to its intensity, that energy may be lost unless it can be translated into
purposive action. Boilers in which steam can be generated-if we may work our
metaphor-need be erected over the fire, and that steam forced into engines of
reconstruction.

"Trotsky, in describing the role of the Bolsheviks in the Russian Revolution,
has hit upon a happy figure of speech which we may borrow in this instance. No
man, no group of men, created the revolution; Lenin and his associates were but
the pistons driven by the steam power of the masses. The Marxist Bolshevik
party saved that steam from aimless dissipation, directed it into the proper channels.
"To catch and to be driven by that steam is the function of the radical parties in

America today."
* * * *

"There are members who would pattern it (the Socialist Party of America)
after the German Social Democracy and the British Labor Party, despite the dis-
astrous experiences of two great parties of the Second International. There are
members who have lost to age and comfort their one-time fervor, and members
who would shrink from struggle in time of crisis." -

* * *

"They (the Socialists) must overcome the quiescent influence of those whose
socialism has been dulled by intimacy with the bourgeois world, and they must
speak boldly and convincingly to the American working people in the workers'
language.

"If their party can rise to these tasks then perhaps capitalism can be decently
buried before it has found temporary rejuvenation in a Fascist dictatorship." (Hear-
ings, p. 747.)
MR. PORTER was an organizer and lecturer for the LID and a

missionary to thousands of college students. (Hearings, p. 747.
The position and objectives of the LID were made clear m an

article in Revolt written by Felix S. Cohen, who said:
"The crucial issue of industrial civilization today is not between laissez-faire

individualism on the one hand and collectivism on the other. History is deciding
that question. The question for us is what sort of collectivism we want.

"Modern technology makes collectivism inevitable. But whether our collectivism
is to be Fascist, feudal, or Socialist will depend * * * upon the effectiveness with
which we translate those political ideals into action.
"You cannot fight on the economic front and stay neutral on the legal or political

front. Politics and economics are not two different things, and the failures of the
labor movement in this country largely arise from the assumption that they are.
Capitalism is as much a legal system as it is an economic system, and the attack
on capitalism must be framed in legal or political terms as well as in economic terms."

"* * * a Socialist attack on the problem of government cannot be restricted to presi-
dential and congressional elections or even to general programs of legislation. We
have to widen our battlefront to include all institutions of government, corporations
trade unions, professional bodies, and even religious bodies, as well as legislatures and
courts. We have to frame the issues of socialism and democracy and fight the
battles of socialism and democracy in the stockholders' meetings of industrial
corporations, in our medical associations, and our bar associations, and our teachers'
associations, in labor unions, in student councils, in consumers' and producers'
cooperatives-in every social institution in which we can find a foothold * * *."

* * * * * * . *

"But the need of fighting politically within corporations and trade associations
and professional bodies, as well as labor unions, is just as pressing if we think
that fundamental social change can be secured in this country only by uncon-
stitutional measures.

"In a revolution, when the ordinary political machinery of government breaks
down, it is absolutely essential that the revolutionary force control the remain-
ing centers of social power. In Russia the success of the Bolshevik revolution
rested with the guilds or soviets, which were not created by the Communist
Party and which antedated the revolution. A socialist revolution in this country
will succeed only if our guilds, chief among them our engineering societies, have within
them a coherent socialist voice. (Hearings, pp. 747, 748, 749.)
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We leave to the reader to judge whether such pronouncements are
purely educational
The "democratic" process was of small concern to the author of

these diatribes. He said: "We do not need a majority" to deal with
"the putrid mess of capitalism." (Hearings, p. 749.)
A full reading of Mr. Earl's testimony and of the many quotations

from LID pamphlets and publications which he cited is necessary
to understand the consistency with which action was urged by the
LID spokesmen. We can only give some of them here to illus-
trate. The quotations from an article by Amicus Most in the De-
cember 1932 issue of Revolt (Record, p. 1678) is one example. From
that same issue comes the following piece of "education" written by
the LID Field Secretary, Mr. Porter:

"Planned as an outgrowth of the conference will be a student delegation to
Washington soon after Congress convenes, to Serve notice that hundreds of stu-
dents will reject the role of cannon fodder in another war, to request that the
State Department furnish a list of investments for which American youth may
some day be called upon to fight and to demand that money now spent in main-
taining the ROTC and the CMTC be used providing relief for the unemployed."
(Hearings, p. 749.)

* * * .* * * *

"Delegates are already making preparations to attend the traditional Christ-
mas holiday conferences of the LID, which will be held for the 18th successive
year in New York and for the 5th in Chicago. This year's New York theme will
be "Socialism tia Our Time"-and has been divided into three main categories, to
with: "How May Power Be Won," "Building a Power Winning Organization,"
and "The Morninr After the Revolution." The Chicago conference will be along
similar lines."

* * * * * * *

"On Armistice Day military-minded former Senator Wadsworth * * * spoke
in Ithaca on behalf of a bigger Army and Navy. Members of the Cornell Liberal
Club the Socialist Party and student peace groups held a rival meeting after
which they marched with banners past the high school in' which Wadsworth
was spe making. Leonard Luric, Cornell LID representative, describes their gentle
reception: 'Several of the Army officers rushed at.us and tore down a few posters.
The police joined the destruction which was over very shortly. They prodded
us along the street with their stick, and Fred Berkowitz remarked, "I wonder
how much the police get for hitting people * * *." '

"Growing in frequency are those trips of economics and sociology classes to
case illustrations, such -as breadlines and strikes, of this magnificent chaos called
capitalism. T'ecently students from Amherst and Mount Holyoke under the
leadership of Prof. Colston Wamf, made the rounds of New York's choicest soup
kitchens, and visited Brookwood Labor College ls and the officers of various
radical organizations." (Hearings, pp. 749, 750.)

See also the Blueprints for Action as quoted in the Hearings, p. 749.
And this, from the same issue of Revolt:
"We must look ahead four years, Local elections are in a sense more impor-

tant than national ekhctions. To measure the success of the L. I. D. is to measure
the growth of Socialism in the community you are in." (Hearings, p. 751.)
The title of Revolt was changed in 1933 to The Student Outlook, but

its nature was not altered one whit. In the first issue under the new
name appeared an article by Helen Fisher reporting on the 17th New
York conference of the LID:
The speeches and questions were those of participants in the' building of a

power-winning organization, not spectators.It was a conference of practical revolutionists.
Both Reinhold Niebuhr and Franz Daniel ruled out the possibility of our ever

attaining a Socialist commonwealth by purely parliamentary action * * *

SAsinoediaolved aommiant hot-bedl
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Both felt that the change would come through the general strike or some weapon
similar to it.

In the discussion of the Day After the Revolution, Paul Blanshard stressed the
necessity of presenting at least a sketch of the proposed society to those we are trying to
get to fight for it. Sociolopia, according to Mr. Blannshard, would have an inter-
national government, some international battleships and airplanes, complete control
of munitions, an international language and socialized ownership of industry
with control by workers, technicians, and consumers. Lewis Mumford then spoke
about the need for disciplining ourselves morally and intellectually the day before the
revolution. (Hearings, pp. 751, 752.)
One Alvin Coons reported, in turn, on the Chicago LID conference:
CLARENCE SENIOR, national secretary of the Socialist Party, expressed the

belief that reforms would only further encumber the capitalistic system and that
every concession would only hasten its end,

Affirming his faith in democracy as an instrument of social change, he advocated its
use as long as possible, not however, excluding the use of other methods should it fail.

"Radical students," he declared, "can spend their time more profitably getting
acquainted with the problems of the workers, than they can in studying chemistry to
learn how to make bombs, or in going into the ROTC to learn how to shoot. You can
hardly expect to teach the workers to shoot straight for bread if you cannot teach them
to vote for it". (Hearings, p. 755.)

Is this ancient history? Has the socialist leopard changed his
spots? Indeed, no. Mr. Earl quoted at length from Freedom and
the Welfare State, the report of a symposium held by the LID on
April 15, 1950. (Hearings, pp. 756, et seq., and 762, et seq.) These
show that even today the League "is expending more energy in
political action than in education." (Hearings, p. 756.) To repeat
all these would burden this report. Suffice it to say (which a reading
of the record will readily show) the symposium was essentially political
in character, and was attended by many eminent political characters.
On April 11, 1953, the 48th LID Annual Luncheon was held in

New York. Speakers included persons of political significance and
eminence. At this point Mr. Earl was questioned regarding the
alleged "leftist" nature of these personalities. Mr. Earl stated that
he did not characterize these persons or their political beliefs as bad;
he introduced their identities to demonstrate "the political nature of
the LID, and the fact that it is constantly in the political arena.
"I am not here to judge the merits or the demerits of the program that the
LID has espoused, except to say that the LID has espoused socialism,
and that they are for certain things, and that being for a certain political
program, for certain legislation, I think they should be plumping for it
with dollars that remain after their income has been taxed." (Hearings,
p. 763.)
The political nature of this Luncheon Conference is indicated by

its prepared announcement:
At a time when the country is using up many of its natural resources at an
unprecedented rate; * * * when powerful lobbies are seeking to take our off-
shore oil resources out of the control of the Federal Government to return the
TVA to private monopoly and to prevent the further public development of the
Nation's vast hydroelectric resources, and when adequate aid in the development
of.resources of other lands is vital to the maintenance of world democracy, it
is most fitting that the LID should give its attention this year to this important
problem of conservation. (Hearings, p. 765.)
DR. HARRY LAIDLER, executive director of the LID made the

political nature doubly clear. This description was given in a LID
publication of Dr. Laidler's program for "democracy in action in
1953":
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In presenting .this program, Dr. :Laidler .declaed that advocates of. a

strengthened democracy 19 would be confronted in 1953 with powerful opponents,
well supplied with funds, and that, for the first time in 20 years, the main body
of the Nation' press would be alined on the side of the party in control of our
national government ,* * *

The description of the "program" continues. Is it educational or
political?

1. Conservation of natural resources: It urged the increase of forestland public
ownership and control; the retention of offshore oil by the Federal Government
and the use of revenues from oil resources for educational purposes; extension of
the TVA principle to other river basin developments * * *

2. Social security: The program recommended 'that the Nation consider the
enactment of a democratically operated national health insurance system * * *
and the strengthening of the old-age pension and unemployment insurance
system * *

3. Labor legislation: * * * (reorganize child laborlaws) :
4. Economic stability: It favored the formulation -of plans for the mainte-

nance of economic stability when defense tapers off, by means of credit controls,
progressive taxation, useful public works, social-security programs, and other
measures

5. Housing: It proposed* * * Federal aid for the construction annually by
municipal housing authorities of a minimum of 135,000 apartments for low income
and middle income groups-

6., Education: * * * (Federal aid, better salaries for teachers, "freedom of
inquiry," etc.)

7. Civil rights and antidiscrimination legislation: (stressed heed for Federal
and State FEPC laws, liberalization of our immizgation laws, fair hearing to all
public employees charged with un-American activities.)

8. Corruption: (Favored purge of dishonest officials.)
9. Foreign policy: The program favored, in addition to military aid, increased

economic, social, and educational assistance to developed and underdeveloped
countries * **;

10. Labor and cooperative movements: It urged * * * labor unity, the
strengthening of collective bargaining * * * in white collar trades. * * * It like-
wise urged the strengthening of the consumers' and producers' cooperative move-
ment * **

* * * the league report viewed. as antidemocratic trends the increased influence
of such public figures as- Seator McCarthy on important Senate committees;·* * the increased confusion among .Americans regarding what should con-
stitute a realistic democrati 'foreign policy;I the bitter propaganda against the
United Nations 'which had been witnessed, on all'sides during'the yea and the'
continued threats of men like Governor Byrnes to destroy their State's public
school system rather than abolish s3gregation in the public schools. (Hearings,
pp. 765, 766.)
As Mr. Earl pointed out, the relative merit of these proposals is of

no moment. The fact is undeniable that they are political in nature
and that the LID was engaging in active politics..
He gave another example from the report on a 1952 symposium

luncheon, in which August Claessen National Chairman of the
Social Democraitic Feder n, referredto capital "now o inoen-
sively called 'private enterprise' " as being "essentially immoral. It is a
source of corruption in business a4ndpolitis. Private enrre corruptsgovernment enterprise and the only effective steps towardte elimination
of these immoral influences are the rpd exteon of coectiism and the
advance of the cooperative movement.' (Hearig, p. 766.) .:
We pause here to wonder whether the American people wish to

grant tax exemptions to donors to this organization whose dedicated
purpose is to supplant our form of government with another;. We are
referring toonly a fewbathe quof at ind.einciadentshih cannot

i Note the characterlation of the Republican party as the foe-of strengthened democracy" (uma "d')l
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leave any doubt that the fLIDJuses ita tax-freed money to promote
socialism in the United States.
Many of the quotations in the record of Mr. Earl's testimony are

from pamphlets sold by the LID and widely distributed. One of
these pamphlets, authored by MR. LAIDLER, the Executive Director,
and entitled Toward Nationalization of Industry, is a plea for socializa-
tion. He says:
"Under a system where the basic industries of the country are privately owned

and run primarily for profit, therefore, much of the income of its wealthiest cit-
izens bears little or no relation to their industry, ability, or productivity.

"The: development of our system of private industry, furthermore, has been
accompanied by attempts at autocratic controls of economic, political, and social
relationships by owners and managers of our giant industries..
"Many of our great leaders of industry who have constantly and bitterly opposed

the extension of Federal power and nationalization on the ground of "regimenta-
tion," for years spent much of their time in an attempt to regiment their own
labor forces and, through the use of the spy system, armed guard, police, con-
stabulary, militia, injunction, and blacklists, to prevent the workers under them
from exercising their American right to organize and to bargain collectively.
Laws passed during the thirties have made illegal many of these practices, but
ruthless and undemocratic procedures in labor relations are still resorted to in
industry after industry by the possessors of economic power. These same leaders
have sought to control and regiment political organizations, the press, the platform,
the pulpit, the school, and university in the city, the State, and the Nation.
"The industrialists of the Nation have frequently kept prices high and rigid,

have kept wages down, have-constantly chiseled on quality, and have run their
businesses not for the service of the many but for the profit of the few. In many
instances they have sought to involve the contry in international conflict with
a view of safeguarding their investments abroad."

* * * * * $

"Our forests should be brought far more completely than at present under
Federal administration * * *."

* * * * * * *

"The forests of the country, under'private ownership, are, furthermore, cut
down faster than they are restored. * * * Public ownership and operation, on
the other hand, would guarantee scientific forest management."

* * * * * * *

"Bituminous coal mines should be brought under the control of the Federal
Government. * * * The condition of the industry under private control has long
been chaotic."

* * * * * * *

"Anthracite coal is another resource which, in the interest of the Nation, should
be owned and controlled by the Federal Government."

* * * * * * *

"The waste in the exploitation of our oil resources likewise necessitates further
Federal control."

* * * * * * *

"The Federal Government should likewise increase its control over the Nation's
power resources * * * Dr. Isador Lubin 20 some years ago suggested the creation
of a Federal Power Corporation, which should have ownership not only of water-
power, but of coal, oil, and natural gas, with the view of coordinating the efforts
on a national scale of all of those industries which generate power."

*· * * * * * *

"The case for the nationalization of the railroads is a powerful one. Such owner-
ship, in the first place, would make possible the scientific planning of the trans-
portation industry for the entire country."

* * * * * * *

"Only under Government ownership can a sensible plan be worked out. Only
under such ownership can a foundation be laid for cooperation between the rail-
road system and busses, water transportation, airlines, trucks, and other forms:
of transportation, a cooperation absolutely essential to the healthand welfare of
the Nation's transportation system."
N Dr. Lubin, Commlssloner of the Bureau of Labor Statistics from 1933 until 1948. was the United States

representative to the U. N. Economic and Social Oounell from 1948 until March of 1988.
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We agree with Mr. Earl that "If this means anything at all, it

means rigid government control over all forms of transportation, not
just railroads. Note also the wholly unreal assumption of bureau-
cratic infallibility which underlies the case for continental coordination
of transportation."

"Only under Government ownership will it be possible to secure enough cheap
capital adequately to modernize the railroad system.

"Finally, Government ownership would serve the interests of democracy by
taking this vitally necessary industry out of the grip of a mass of holding com-
panies and financial interests intent on profits and placing it in the hands of
representatives of the 150 million people in the United States. Surely an industry
on which the health of the whole continent system is so dependent should not be
the plaything of small groups of railroad magnatesand financiers. * * *" (Hear-
ings, pp. 768, 769.)
Can there be any doubt of the political nature of these statements?

MR. LAIDLER goes on arguing for public ownership of power, com-
munications, manufacturing, banking and credit (Hearings, p.
770) and includes an advocacy of government planning of a degree
which can only be called socialistic. (Hearings, p. 771.)
Mr. Earl included in his statement various passages from utterances

of protninent LID members concerning Communism. Actually,
while they indicate a distaste for Russian Communism as a violent
force they welcome the social and economic ideas behind that Com-
munism. (Hearings, pp. 771, et seq.) Alfred Baker Lewis, Chairman
of the LID Board in 1943 suggested that the world revolution
promoted by Russia was "largely a defense measure"; that the Russian
seizure of part of Poland was merely to achieve a band of defense
against Naziism; and that subversion is merely the Russian way of
combating the aggressive war plans of the American capitalists. Note
the implication m the second sentence of the following quotation that
the Communist dictatorship itself is not aggressive:
"The Soviet's original attacks on the governments of the democratic nations

through the Communist Parties which it set up and controlled, were defensive
measures against attacks actual or expected from those capitalist nations. Rus-
sian imperialism today is the result of an act of will on the part of the Russian
dictator, Stalin, and not because it is the nature of a Communist dictatorship to
practice aggression upon its neighbors." (Hearings, p. 772.)
This was,a Chairman of the LID speaking.
'Norman Thomas, another LID Board chairman, in the pamphlet

entitled Freedom and the Welfare State, published in 1950 includes
this treasure, after asserting we must save the world through a
"cooperative commonwealth":
"That cannot be done simply by the ballot in a world gone mad. Indeed, under

no circumstances can the working class put its trust simply in the political democracy
of which the ballot is the symbol." (Hearings, p. 773.)
Mr. Earl quoted at length from a pamphlet Freedom From Want,

which recorded the proceedings of the LID conference of May 8,
1943, in which political discussions were paramount. (Hearings, p.
774, et seq.) Alfred Baker Lewis added his touch with this state-
ment:
"To get freedom from want in the postwar world we must be clear that we cannot

do so by reestablishing complete freedom of enterprise, the fifth freedom which ex-
President Hoover and the National Association of Manufacturers want to add
to the four freedoms," (Hearings, p. 778.)
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George Baldanzi, Executive Vice-President of the Textile Workers
Union of America contributed this treasure:

"Business and industry are looking for a solution to the problem of full employ-
ment within the framework of what they call free enterprise. What they mean,of course, is their old freedoms to exploit. But free enterprise is drawing its last
gasp. This very war we are fighting, and the causes of the war, are indications
of the breakdown of the economy of free enterprise."

* * * * * * *

"Labor believes that special privilege will have to accept a planned economy, that
the days of laissez-faire are gone with the winds of war. We believe that production
will have to be geared to social need rather than to private profit."

* * * * * * *
"History has shown us that full employment is ngt possible under a system of free

enterprise. * * * The free enterprisers are interested in profits, not people."
* * * * * * *

"Whether it is established on the basis of democracy or on the basis of monarchy
or on the basis of fascism, the system of free enterprise inevitably leads to war.
When they dry up at home, entrenched privilege must look for them abroad.
War inevitably follows, and another war will follow this war unless the leaders
of the United Nations begin to think in terms of changing the economic pattern
as well as the political pattern of liberated and conquered nations." (Hearings,
pp. 778, 779.)
Among the other speakers was Nathaniel Minkoff of David Dubin-

sky's International Garment 'Workers' !Union (ILGWU). Mr.
Minkoff is this years president of the LID. He contributed this call
for political action through a new party:

* * * * * * *
"So much for the present. The real test will come immediately after the war,

when, what with sudden deflation, demobilization and shrinkage of production,
as well as with the inevitable worldwide confusion, our Nation 'will face the
grave danger of economic collapse. Only a courageous, farsighted economic
policy, based on long-range social planning, can save us from disaster. It is not
my purpose now to discuss what this postwar planning should consist of nor
how it should be undertaken. 1 merely want to stress that it is not merely an
economic and social question, least of all a mere question of technical expertness.It is primarily a political question, for even the best program in the world must
remain a mere scrap of paper unless it is implemented with political power."

* * * * * * *
"We must organize independently of old, now meaningless party affiliations into

a compact and mobile force able to exert its influence where and how it will do the most
good ** ."

* * * * * * *
"Above all we must be clear as to our social basis. What we want, I think, is a

democratic coalition of all functional groups in the community with organizedlabor as its backbone and basis. I am not holding out to you any perfect models
but, with all its faults, I think the American Labor Party of New York State is
something of the sort we have in mind." (Hearings, p. 779.)

This was hardly "educational" propagandaSamuel Wolchok, President of the Retail, Wholesale and Depart-
ment Store Employees of America, C01, seconded this call in a speechbefore the Washington Chapter of LID:

There is the sharp line of cleavage as to the future of the postwar world, between
the idealistic forces of the liberals on the one hand, and the blind, cruel forces of
the. reactionaries on the other.

The reactionaries are well organized. They have power the press, the radio,
money and ruthlessness on their side. They are well-irded for battle. They
are far more interested in controlling th epeace than in wining the war and
their energies are solely directed to that end.

* * * *, *· , , ,
The solution then lies in a third party * partypartsupported by trade unions

and true farmers' unions, by welfare organizations, by civic bodies, and by other
social-minded groups and committees * *. (Hearings, pp. 779, 780.)
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Other speakers followed the same generall line., Interesting! also
was the round table discussion of .Mob living our. Force, Economic,
Political, Cultural, In Behalf of the New Freedom. (Hearings, p. 779,
et seq.),
In another LID paiiphlet entitled GToward a Farier-Lab'or 'Part,

HARRY W. LAIDLER issued in 198, expressed : impatience with the
Democratic Party and agitated for the formation of a new party on
"liberal" lines. (Heaiings,'p. 781.)

Is this pamphlet educational or political?
Far more excerpts from LID publications could be given to:show

the essential political character of the'oigaii ation and that its efforts
were directed 'toifluence legislation. See, for example, the discusion
of the 'LID annual 'conferenceii NewYbrk in April 1951, at Heirings,pp. 781/ 782, et seq. The final session of this conference was given
over to 'consideration of labor political action." Mr. Robert Bendiner,
for example; urged: I

"Labor should aim at political action that would not be confined to a narrow
program ofwages and hours, but would'be directed to the achievement of public
welfare in the broadest sense. Labor should show more and more independence
than has been hitherto the case." (Hearings, p. 784.):

There hadearlierr been a discussion on the subject, How Freeis Free
Enterprise. , (Hearings, pp. 768, et seq.)With these words of Mr. Earl at the end of his presentation, this
Committee heartilyagrees:.
In conclusion, ir. Chairmanand members of this committee,let me say thai

in this presentationI donot quarrel with the right ofthee many peoplein the
LID and all of thos0 who have beenrecipients of its awards;orhave spoken to'it,
and I don't. quarrel with theirpeople, to say and write thethhingswhici we;have
discussed, though Idisagree with manyof;the, thingO,which:they advocate.
My thesis isthis If the LID is to continuetofill the ir idhI proagnidac'ioceroingsocialism;if itis to continue stumping for tain'leiisatie pror'ma;ni;if itto

continue to malign the free enterprise system under. which'we oper4 -thenn' belite
that it should be made to do so with taxed dollars,. just asthe 'Democrate and the
Republicans are made to campaign with taxed dollars. (Hearings, p. 785.).
We urge the Bureau of Internal Revenue to read Mr. Earl's entire

prepared statement and all of the long list of LID pamphlets which
he submittedin evidence and left with the Committee,
DR. LAIDLER, as Executive Director ofthe;leage for IndusrialDemocracy filed a statement with this Committee which is in the

record. It is an attempt (1) to'show that this socialistorganiatin is
no longersocialist and (2) that it is essentially an educational organi-
zation. As to the first contention, that it is no longer "socialist', we
mightgrant that it is now "collectivist" if that distinctionn is'in any
way helpful. Few of its members, associates and officers mayv be
members of the Socialist Party, but'the fict is that very few socialist
now belong:to- the Party.- No a thoas, s long its leader, ha
ceased to hope that the arttwouldiontinuetobe an effectivev ehicle
for the promontion of socialism:. The socialist movement i nowim
substance outside' the Party' ~:^:, i)'

As to' th'i second tconte nation, tiatith organization is essentially
an educational insttutituon, it is difficult to reconile this claimwrith
the literature it has produced, the natue' of, its mieetiS and' eion-
ferences' 'and:' the identity of the persons associatd with:it.' We
might rant'tiX2>organizatnion e-ducati charge-ofr kind-tA^
it vsiant rg tniaon to ped:u1thteN#bte d

566474---8
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throwing our society and substituting a collectivism for it. If that is
properly educational, to entitle it to receive donations with tax exemption
to the donors, something is very wrong with the law.
ANOTHER SPECIFIC INSTANCE OF CLEAR POLITICAL USE: THE

AMERICAN LABOR EDUCATION SERVICE.
The American Labor Education Service is a foundation presumably

engaged in the "education" of "labor." Its activities seem, however,
to have trespassed the borders of political propaganda and political
action.
The background of some ALES staff members, together with a list

of participants in ALES conferences suggests an interlock with indi-
viduals and groups associated with militant socialism and, in some
instances, with Communist fronts.
ELEANOR C. ANDERSON (Mrs. Sherwood Anderson) is listed in the

1938 ALES report as its treasurer and as a director. Among its other
officers have been-
MAX LERNER, a former treasurer and director,
J. RAYMOND WALSH, a director and vice chairman up to at least 1948,
EDUARD C. LINDEMAN, a director until his death in 1953.
All these have a record of Communist front affiliation which will

be found in the Appendix to this Report.
An analysis of some of the activities of ALES is included in the

record at page 727 et seq., and is worth careful reading. Various
conferences have been held by the organization. The Washington's
Birthday Workers' Education Conference sponsored annually by
ALES was originally started at BROOKWOQD LABOR COLLEGE in 1924
under the auspices of a local of the AMERICAN FEDERATION OF TEACH-
ERS. This association did not bode too well, for BROOKWOOD COLLEGE
was denounced by the American Federation of Labor in 1928 as an
"incubator of Communists."
At various ALES conferences, political subjects received prominent

attention. Nor were they studied merely from an educational angle.
An October 2, 1946 invitation to attend a conference at Milwaukee
stated:
"The topic for this year's discussion is a timely one 'How can Workers' Educa-

tion Advance Labor's Economic and Political Objectives'.
* *. * * * * *

"At the dinner, we shall consider methods labor must use when collective bar-
gaining does not work, especially methods of dealing with the government." [Em-
phasis ours.].
Among the subjects of the 1947 ALES Mid-West Workers' Educa-

tion Conference, were "Political Action for Labor"; and a work-shop
project-"Political Action Techniques." The Conference at the New
Sch ol for Social Research in February, 1950, discussed: "The
Contribution of Labor in Rebuilding Democratic Society" and "The
Role of Workers'..Education in Political Action." Similar to a Mid-
West Conference in November, 1948, the- 1950 Conference strongly
stressed "the urgency of participation in political action by labor,
and the re-evaluation of education in relation to political action."
Nor was political action to be confined to the domestic field at ALES
conferences. "International affairs" for labor received much atten-
tion, as did foreign policy, and the desirability of labor participating
in establishing foreign policy. ALES even operates a Philadelphia
Center for leadership training in world affairs,
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"Joint farmer-labor action" receives frequent attention. "Action",

as used, presumably means action, the building up of political pressure.
In other words, labor is not being merely educated in facts, issues and
principles, but is being urged to take action, sometimes in' association
with other groups and sometimes. by itself, for political goals. Is
that "education" of the type entitling the ALES to tax exemption?
If it is, there is something wrong with the law which permits'tax-
exempt money to be used for propaganda to induce political pressure.
The 1963 Report of ALES says that it has, in recent years, given
special attention to "areas of work wherethe labor movement believes
that, through education, responsible action might be strengthened.,
Action, action, action-education for action-is the keynote of the
ALES program. This includes inducing "white collar workers" to
join the labor movement (1953 Report, p. 11). It also includes
giving attention to
"the legislative and political scene in Washington; with special emphasis on legislative
and community action carried on by organized labor."
Among the materials used by the ALES for its "educational"'

service, are a series of pamphlets "for Workers' Classes." These
include Toward a Farmer-Labor Party by HARRY W. LAIbLER (whom
we have met as executive director ofthe League for Industrial De-
mocracy, which published this pamphlet) as well as other publications
of the LID. Onepamphlet is of a nature which would bring on'a
smile, were the orientation not so serious. It is called "Fordism";
it should bring pleasure to the hearts of those in' the Ford Foundation-who were responsible for contributing very substantial sums of public
money to ALES through its Fund for Adult Edcation. n
These pamphlets were listed in an Annotated-ist,' a 45' page

brochure, in 1938 and sold by ALES. The brochure.also includes a
list, with a synopsis of each, of plays which are recommended byPro-
duction by labor groups in order to improve the "education" oflabor.
Many of these deserve special attention. They are calls'to action,
indeed Two of them were sponsored by the HIGHLANDER PFOLK
SCHOOL of Monteagle, Tenn., directed by Myles Horton and James A.
Dombrowski, officers of and two of the leading lights in THE SOUTHERN
CONFERENCE FOR HUMAN WELFARE-an organization officially cited
as a Communist front. The HIGHLANDER FOLK SCHOOL received large
sums of money from the Robert Marshall Foundation. Many were
recommended by the BROOKWOOD LABOR COLLEGE, upon which we
have already commented. Sponsored by the Southern; Summer
School, was Bank Run and Job-Hunting, and On The Picket Line,
none of which were intended to improve therelationship of labor with
the capitalistic system.
A treasure is Black Pit by ALBERIT.MALTZ (who 'wascited by the

House of Representatives on October 24, 1947, for. contempt of Con-
gress and subsequently served a jail term) which ALES describes :as,
follows: . :; ;; i
"A miner, framedbecause of nion activity, after coing out of jail, attem pts

to find work but isblacklisted everywhere because of unilohreord. 'Is driven' to
accept position 'as stool pigeon. Requires convincing use :of Slavic dialect and
intelligent direction."
Another MaLTZ masterpiece isR ?eharsal,'recommended' high byr

ALES; it has 'to do with the Detroit autostriike. And there ire
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many more treasures in the recommended list of plays. There is
The Maker of Swords which laid in an imaginary country, shows
what mischief munitions makers can do. And Blocks (sponsored by
the Vassar Experimental Theatre).is described as:
"A powerful satire in which Green 'Worker and Tan Worker symbolize all the

masses forced unwillingly to war, while .the Green Man and the Tan Man symbol-
ize all the leaders, generals, and capitalist making war without engaging in it."
[Emphasis ours.]
Two plays from Soviet Russia are included in the list, which seem

to be adulatory of the efforts of the Communists to improve the lot
of the Russianpeasant.

In 1942 ALES published Songs Useful for Workers' Groups. This
includes "Socialist and Labor Songs", some of them revolutionary
works translated from foreign languages, including the Russian. Some
are set to "stirring original music" by HANS EISLER, that notable
Communist. There is also a Rebel Song Book on the list.
The reader is referred to the material in the record (page 727,

et seq.) for further'examples of the incitement to action and the indica-
tions that "education" as recommended by ALES consists largely of
creating class hatred and animosity against the free enterprise system.
One person associated with ALES deserves some special attention.

He is MARK STARR, its Vice-Chairman. MR. STARR has also been
Chairman of the LID. His interlockings are rather' extensive. He
is Director of Education of the ILGWU, and a member of the United
States Advisory Commission on Educational Exchange . He has
been appointed to responsible policy position in the field of education;'
as labor consultant to Elmer Davis' Office of War'Information (OWI);
as a member of the American delegation to establish UNESCO;as a
labor education consultant to the American military government in
Japan; and as a member of President Truman's Commissinono
Higher Education.- He has also been chairman of the Public Affairs
Committee. Let us, then, examine into MR. STARR'S philosophy of
education to see whether an organization with which he is intimatelyconnected in policy making deserves foundation support.
MR. STARR'S Labor Looks at Education, published by the LID

in 1947, not only makes no distinction between education and propa-
ganda, but affirmatively approves of the latter. There must be pur-
pose in education, he indicates, and his own purpose is made quite
clear:
"A new philosophy of education is striving to be born-a planned community

to replace the jerry-built dwellings produced by the haphazard efforts of the
past."
He expresses sympathy with the efforts of Marx and Veblen to "blast
away the intellectual girders supporting themodern economic system."
MR. STARR has been a heavy beneficiary of largess: from the

Ford Foundation's' Fund for Adult Education. But he has his own
opinions about foundations. He says that "colleges too often have to
go cap-in-hand and exploit personal contacts with the uncrowned kings
and agents of philanthropy* * Thereae , of course somefoundationswhich delouse effectively the millions accumulated by monopolies and
dynastic fortunes; but if ne could choose a wayfor the long time support
of education, it would be done by community intelligence rather than the
caprice 'of e b shots of big business who wis to perpetuate their names
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in a speacularfahion, a process which imay not in all cas8 ooiwid
with the real educational activity of the coege.'"
Education must be used to cure the social ills. Workers' education

in particular, is necessary to "the end ofgroup action." His general
thesis is that labor unions and their leaders have a monopoly on
patriotism; hile Congress, business and everybody else are selih.
Political science and civics courses! should so indoctrinate students.
(For an example,!see pp. 41-42 of "lbor Looksi atEduc. ") ;
Another ALES director is iILMDA SMITHi; who has been noted

for her questionable connections both by, the Dies Committee and the
House Un-American Activities Committee.. . /
The controversial Director of Workers' Education of tho Works

Progress Administration, who was a member of the American League
for Peace and Democracy, another organization officially cited to be
a Communist front. ;

Adult education forthe so-called 'working man" is a truly worthy
objective, and its conduct through unions is highlydesirable. But
this is no mere "education" which is being given by;the Americn
Labor Education Service. It is incitement to political action and
breeding of class hatred. As such, it is neither a proper function for a
foundation which enjoys tax-exemption nor does it entitle other foun-
dations to give it support.
THE TWENfTIETH CENT-RVY FUND -

This foundation gives a good example of careessness in seleting
foundation manpower by ignoring radical political bias. This Oom-
mittee assumes it was carelessness. If the persons discussed below
were integrated with the Fund's work with a full understanding of
their identities, and an intention to use them because they hiad
exhibited strong, radical political bias, our criticism would be far
sharper.

The Twentieth Century Fund was founded in 1919 by theIlat
Edward H. Filene of Boston. Its purpose is "the improvement of
economic, industrial, civic and educational conditions," but the 1951
reportof the Fud ndidcates that it has confined itself to economic
fields. Apparently, since 1937, the Fund has made no grants to others
but has acted as an operating unit within itself.
The Fund (says its 1951 report) purposely selects subjects for re-

search and study which are "controversial * since controversy
is an index of importance and since the Fund's impartial professional
approach is clearly of most value to the public just where controversy is
sharpest."

This Committee has not been able to study the work of the Fund
in detail and can offer no opinion as to the extent that the Fund has,
in fact, been impartial. It iimpressed howeverr with the fact that
some of the key men associated with the Fund have record which
would not indicate that they would be likely to give impartial treat-
ment to any subject having political implications. It is, f course,
theoretically possible for even a Communistto do an impartial eco-
nomic study; but it is our opinion that a foundation which selets
persons of known radical politicalopinion riks the misuse of the public
money which the foundation's funds represent
For many years EVANs CLAX-Kwas Executive Director of the

Fund and as such wielded considerable influence. Wbil e no longer
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holds that position, he is still a trustee of the Fund. Prior to 1920
MR. CLARK was director of the Department of Information, Bureau
of the Representative in the United States of the Russian Socialist Federal
Soviet Republic. In 1920 the RAND SCHOOL, well-recognized as a
radical institution, published MR. CLARK'S book, Facts and Fabri-
catione about Soviet Russia. It is an ardent defense of things Russian
and Communist and riducules the criticism levelled at them. MR.
CLARKhas been cited a number of times'both by the Dies Committee
and the House Committee on Un-American Activities.

It might be that he has since modified his opinions, and perhaps he
has. Perhaps he no longer supports Soviet Russia. But we note
that he is the husband of FRIEDA KIRCHWEY, well-known as an
extreme radical, whose citations by the Dies Committee and the
Un-American Activities Committee are almost monumental. We do
not mean to imply "guilt by association," but recite the facts to
indicate that the general atmosphere surrounding MR. CLARK would
not have recommended him for selection as the Executive Director of
an "impartial" foundation active in the politically-charged field of
economics.
The Editor of the Fund's publications is one, GEORGE SOULE.

Mr. Soule was cited by the Dies Committees, and his record is among
those in the Appendix to this Report. Should a man with the radical
opinions proved by his record be "editor of publications" in a founda-
tion dedicated to the public welfare?
Among the other trustees of the Fund are: BRUCE BLIVEN, ROBERT

S. LYND, and PAUL H. DOUGLAS all of whom have been cited by
congressional committees and their records appear in the Appendix
to this Report.
The Twentieth Century Fund has published many of the works of

STUART CHASE, whose political bias is discussed in section VIII of
this report.
That one officer or one trustee of a foundation may have been

cited 10, 15, 20, or more times by a Congressional Committee investi-
gating subversive activities, for his associations and his affiliations
with Communist Fronts, may not thereby establish the legal proof
required in a court of law that he is a card carrying member of the
Communist Party itself; but it would seem to this Committee that
such a record would be conclusive evidence that such person was an
extreme radical or a complete dupe and has no business serving in a
position of trust.
Such an individual would most certainly be tagged as a security

risk by any agency of the Government under past or present loyalty
standards and dismissed. Tax Exempt Foundations should be no
less exact in their standards of loyalty to the United States and our
American institutions.

That several such persons should be actively and importantly associated
with a public trust, TAX EXEMPT FOUNDATIONS, spending
millions of dollars in public money is, in our considered opinion, highly
improper and exhibits an utter lack of responsibility by foundation
trustees and directors in the discharge of their duties.
THE FUND FOR THE REPUBLIC
An example of the danger that a great foundation may use its

public trust funds for political purposes or with political effect is to
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be found in the creation of The Fund for the:Republic as an offshoot
of The Ford Foundation.
Mr. Paul Hoffman, Chairman of the Fund, filed a statement with

the Committee (included in the record) on behalf of the Fund
"because", he stated, "Representative Reece's speech of July 27,
1953, now a part of the record of the 'investigation',21 contains refer-
ences to the Fund, and to me personally which, in the interests of
accuracy and fairness, require comment." Mr. Hoffman denies that
there is any basis "whatsoever for the charge that The Fund for the
Republic was established to attack Congress." He asks "that the
Committee will refer" to "documents and data requested by the
Special Committee" which have been supplied, "rather than to the
Reece speech for the facts." We shall, in deference to Mr. Hofft
man's request, refrain from quoting Mr. Reece and shall use, in this
discussion, principally material supplied by The Ford Foundation and
The Fundfor the Republic themselves.
The aggregate donation of The Ford Foundation to its offspring,created for the purpose, was $15,000,000. This is a rather large sumof money, even for the gigantic Ford Foundation. After all, that

foundation's principal assets are in stock of the Ford Company. Its
cash resources are pretty much limited to, its income of somethingover $31,000,000 per year. Thus about half a year's gross income of
earnings of tlie Ford Motor Company was allotted to The Fund forthe Republic. While The Fund for the Republic is presumably under
independent management, its Chairman 1i Mr. Paul Hoffman, who
was formerly Chairman of The Ford Foundation and who was ap-
pointed to head the Fund upon his resignation from The Ford
Foundation.
The first President of The Fund was Clifford P. Case, who apparentlyresigned from Congress to take the job. Mr. Case had made clear

while in Congress that he was a severe critic of some Congressionalinvestigations. Recently, Mr. Case resigned from his post with the
Fund to run for the Senate from New Jersey. His first major speech
in his campaign made clear that he is a violent "anti-McCarthyite".We do not object to his taking a strong position in this area; we point
out, however, that his public utterarnes have hardly characterized
him as objective in his approach.
Mr. Case's successor is Dr. Robert Maynard Hutchins, who resignedfrom a directive post in The Ford Foundation to take this new position.

Dr. Hutchins' ideas on Congressional investigations are too well known
to need any elaboration, as, indeed, are those of Mr. Hoffman. As
The Fundfor the Republic has as one of its purposes an investigation of
Congressional investigations, it does not seem to this Committee that
the trio of Hoffman, Case and Hutchins was well selected in the
interests of objectivity.Only a small part of the capital of the Fund has been spent to date.
One of its grants was to the American Bar Association for studies relat-
ing to "civil rights" and Congressional investigations. The implica-tion is given by the statement filed on behalf of the Fund for the
Republic by Mr. Hoffman that this is the sum total of its expectedactivities in the Congressional investigation area. We are inclined
to wonder, however, whether the presence of this current investiga-

" Putting "investigation" In quotes was anintended insult to this Committee. Mr. Hoftman's state.
meant Is, of course, directly Insulting to tho Ohairman of the Committee.
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tioniby a Congressional[Committeeohas not acted as a deterrent and
kept the Fund. (perhaps only for the moment) from launching an inde-
pendent "study" of its own. We italicize the word "study"; the evi-
dence persuades us that it would not be a mere study but an attack
on Congressional committee methods.
At the time The Fund for the Republic was publicly announced

stories began to circulate to the effect that it had been created to
"investigate Congressional investigations." This rumor has been
denied by The Ford Foundation and by The Fund for the Republic.Yet the conclusion is difficult to avoid that such was, indeed, one of its
purposes.

The Fund for the Republic was allegedly formed in furtherance of a
program of the parent organization as follows:

"The Foundation will supportkiactivities directed toward the elimination of
restrictions on freedom ofjthought, inquiry, and expression in the United States,and the development of policies and procedures best adapted to protect these
rights in the face of persistent international tension

"The maintenance of democratic control qver concentrations of public and
private power, while at the same time preserving freedom for scientific and tech-
nological endeavor, economic initiative, and cultural development."Thesxtrengthening of the political processes through which public officers are
chosen and policies determined and the improvement of the organizations and
administrative procedures by which governmental affairs are conducted.
"The strengthening of the organization and procedures involved in the adjudi-cation of private rights and the interpretation and enforcement of law.
"Basic to human welfare is general acceptance of the dignity of man. This

rests on the conviction that man is endowed with certain unalienable rights and
must be regarded as an end in himself, not as a cog in the mechanics of societyor a mere means to some social end. At its heart, this is a belief in"the inherent
worth of the individual and the intrinsic value of human life. Implicit in this
c-oncept is the conviction that society must accord all men equal rights and equal
opportunity. Human welfare requires tolerance and respect for individual,
social, religious, and cultural differences, and for.the varying needs and aspira-
tions to which these differences give rise. It requires freedom of speech, freedom
of the press, freedom of worship, and freedom of association. Within wide
limits, every person has a right to go his own way and to be free from interference
or harassment because of nonconformity."
That the words "The Foundation will support activities directed

toward" carries the significance of supporting political action or
political movements, might fairly be concluded. The contrary has
certainly not been made clear in the quoted statement. But the
paragraph from which this phrase is taken proceeds: "the elimination
of restrictions on freedom of thought, inquiry, and expression in the
United States * * *." What "restrictions" exist in the United
States on "freedom of thought"-in fact, what restrictions could con-
ceivably ever be placed anywhere on the freedom to think-is a
question indeed The use of the phrase, "freedom to think," one
tossed about emotionally by those who falsely call themselves
"liberals," does not indicate the sober reflection which one would
expect of the managers of public trust funds, but rather an accept-
ance of the current liberal" "line"
As to the other restrictions mentioned, it is not difficult to draw the

conclusion that Federal loyalty procedures and Congressional investi-
gating activities are intended to come within the compass of the Fund's
studies. Moreover, political-action significance may well be attached
to the rest of the section from which we have quoted.
The second paragraph of the quoted material seems to us either

"double-talk" or an advocacy of expanded government control of
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industry and business. The third paragraph has political intention if
it means what it says. The fourth paragraph is more difficult to
understand but seems-political. The fifth paragraph contains some
admirable material, the significance of which in its context escapes us.
A report of the President of The Ford Foundation of October, 1961,

stating the purposes for which The Fund for the Republic is to be
created, says the Fund is to take into account: "The danger to.the
national security arising from fear and mutual suspicion fomented by
short-sighted or irresponsible attempts to combat Communism through
methods which impair the true sources of our strength." This lan-
guage, taken in the general context of other statements by The Ford
Foundation and its off-shoot, The Fundfor the Republic, cannot mean
anything else than that the Fund shall attack the Congressional inves-
tigations. It is not wording which indicates an objective point of view.
It does not indicate a fair study of pros and cons and a sensible weighing
of evidence. It states its bias in advance; it heralds an attack. The
wording used is reminiscent of much similar language used by those
who claim that these investigations impair our freedom and thus fight
Communism with weapons which are destructive of our society.

It is difficult to avoid the conclusion that the President of The
Ford Foundation, in making this statement, had in mind a severely
critical study of Congressional investigations, and that he starts
with the bias that the investigations are "short-sighted" and "irre-
sponsible".
The purpose of The Fund for the Republic becomes clearer in the

face of a recitation in a report signed by its Chairman, Mr. Hoffman,
and made to The Ford Foundation. This report recites the "areas
of action" which have been chosen for the Fund. While it is stated
that these are free "from implications of political or legislative activity
or propaganda", the list is:

"1. restrictions and assaults upon academic freedom;
"2. due process and equal protection of the laws;
"3. the protection of the rights of minorities;
"4. censorship, boycotting and blacklisting activities of private

groups;
"6. principle and application of guilt by association."

The report goes on to state:
"The following subjects are also possible subjects for consideration: the scope

and procedure of Congressional investigations; investigation of the loyalty of
government employees: * * * and national loyalty of international civil serv-
ants." [Emphasis ours.]

The Fund for the Republic was created for the purpose, among others,
investigating Congressional investigations. Whether this is a proper
Held for the private expenditure of public trust funds s a question we
submit to Congress and the people. We conclude that it was the intention
of those who were responsible for thecreation of the Fundfor the Republic
to use it, in part, to launch an attack upon Congressional investigations.
This strikes us as a wholly unjustifiable use of the public's money.
If a "study" of Congressional practices could be made in an unbiased

fashion, it might well be of great usefulness, even to Congress itself.
But the power of great sums of money thrown into political fields can be
very dangerous, indeed. It would have to be administered with the greatest
care and objectivity; those into whose hands the expenditure of the appro-
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priated funds is thrown wIould have to be selected for unquestioned lack
of bias. The publicly expressed opinions of Messrs. Hoffman, Hutchins
and Case on some of the subject matters within the expressed scope of
activity of the Fund for the Republic, particularly in regard to Congres-
sional investigations, are too well known to permit the conclusion that the
public was to be assured of an objective study.
The entry of The Ford Foundation into the area of "civil liberties"

is, in the opinion of this Committee, highly regrettable. The "civil
liberties" issue has been called "one of the great phonies of American
politics" by Harold Lord Varney in an American Mercury article,
entitled The Egg-head Clutch on the Foundation. Mr. Varney said that
The Ford Foundation should have known that under the "high-flown
phrases" of the "civil rights" issue, "pro-Communists, muddled
liberals and designing pressure groupists scheme constantly to main-
tain a Left Wing balance of power in America."

In closing this discussion of one Ford venture into politics, we must
note this sentence in the Fund for the Republic's release to the news-
papers, dated February 26, 1953:
"We propose to help restore respectability to individual freedom."
This astonishing sentence is obviously a product of the "red herring"

and "witch hunt" school of political philosophy. It is an understatement
to describe the quoted sentence as arrogant, presumptuous and insulting.
OTHER "-CIVIL LIBERTIES" PROJECTS

Grants have been made by other foundations in the same general
area referred to loosely as "civil liberties". The Rockefeller Foundation,
for example, refers in its 1947 and 1948 annual reports to a study by
Cornell University of loyalty measures, civil liberties, etc., which it
had financed. Statements such as this are to be found in the reports:
"Nevertheless, it is an important task of political democracy to recon-
cile, if possible, the claims of national- security and civil liberties."
Such statements seem to us pretty closely to follow the Anti-Anti-
Communist line. It is utterly surprising to us that so much greater
attention is given to attacks on those who attack Communism than
to the basic problem of subversion itself.
The following quotation from an address made by J. Edgar Hoover

to the Daughters of the American Revolution on April 22, 1954, is apt
in this connection:

"In taking a stand for the preservation of the American way of life, your
organization became the target of vile and vicious attacks. So have all other
patriotic organizations and, for that matter, every other person who has dared
to raise his voice against the threat of Communism. It is an established fact
that whenever one has dared to expose the Communist threat he has invited upon
himself the adroit and skilled talents of experts of character assassination. The
Federal Bureau of Investigation has stood year after year as taunts, insults and
destructive criticism.have been thrown its way.
"To me one of the most unbelievable and unexplainable phenomena in the

fight on Communism is the manner in which otherwise respectable, seemingly
intelligent persons, perhaps unknowingly, aid the Communist cause more effec-
tively than the Communists themselves. The pseudo liberal can be more destruc-
tive than the known Communist because of the esteem which his cloak of respectability
invites.' [Emphasis ours.l
Mr. Hoover might well agree that the danger of this pseudo-

liberalism is all the greater when the "cloak of respectability" it
wears is eminent office in the foundation world. We regret to say
that this pseudo-liberalism is not uncommon among the executives
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of the great foundations and their intermediary organizations. We
regard as unfortunately typical, the address made in 1953 by Mr.
Pendleton Herring, now President of The Social Science Research
Council, to The American Political Science Association, of which he
was then President. After a discussion of the position and work of
the political scientist in America, and after emphasizing the necessityof empirical approaches and of observing the cultural lag theory, he
launched into a tirade in the "civil rights" area.
Let us re-quote for guidance, the words of Mr. Hoover-"It is an

established fact that whenever one has dared to expose the Com-
munist threat he has invited upon himself the adroit and skilled
talents of experts in character assassination." Let us then quotefrom Mr. Herring's address, made under the cloak of office in two
tax-exempt organizations supported heavily with the public's moneythrough foundation grace. He speaks of "political quacks" who ask
"careers for themselves through exploitation of public concern with
the Communist contagion." He does not identify any one man
against whom he may have some special animus. His terminology,
his selection of phrase condemns as "quacks" whoever try to expose
Communists. He makes no exceptions. He does not exempt from
his excoriation any Congressional investigators or investigation. He
indicates that investigating Communists may, indeed, be worse than
Communism. He repeats the hysterical claim that books have been
"burned." How many and how often? Is there truly danger in
the United States of "book burning?" He speaks of giving "cool,
intelligent treatment" to "the transmission of erroneous information
and propaganda"-is it not transmitting "erroneous information and
propaganda" to infer that there is widespread "book burning" in
this country
He uses the term "witchdoctors" to characterize the whole breed of

exposers of 'Communism. He speaks of "contrived excursions and
alarums"-implying that the Communist menace has been grossly
exaggerated for political reasons. He refers to the whole exposure
business as "MALARKYISM", putting it in capital letters. He gives us
this profound comment upon our concern with the Communist
menace:

"We must go from symptoms to the causes. A deep cause, I think, is a failure
to understand the forces operating in the world around us. Why do so manyAmericans feel threatened? It is the stubborn complexity of world problems and
the difficulties arising from ideological differences and international rivalries
that lead them to seek scapegoats among their fellow-countrymen."
That is an astounding statement to come from one of the top rank
of those who disburse the public money which foundations control.
"You poor dumb Americans", he might well have said, "you are
afraid of the Russian-Communists only because you do not under-
stand the dears."
Mr. Herring says: "Why assume that the conspiracy of Communism

is best exposed where the limelight shines brightest?" He forgets
that it has frequently taken a glaring limelight to induce government
officials to expose a Communist-witness, among many, the case of
Harry Dexter White.
Another example of the "cloak of respectability" (to which Mr. J.

Edgar Hoover referred) through eminence in the foundation world, is
to be found in public utterances of Mr. Paul Hoffman, formerly
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Chairman of the FordpJoundationeand now Chairman of its offspring,
the Fund for the Republic. In an article To Insure the End of Our
Hysteria in the New York Times Magazine Section of November 14,
1954, Mr. Hoffman referred to the California Senate Un-American
Activities Committee as a "highly publicized witch hunt."
THE SLANT OF THE "CONCENTRATION"
There are many foundations whose activities deserve the detailed

attention which our limitations of time and money prevented giving.
Some show strong indications of transgressing the border of political
action, whether to the left or the right. In the political area, however,
we have felt obliged to confine ourselves chiefly to the major founda-
tions and to the "clearing houses" associated in what we have referred
to as a "concentration of power".
We cannot escape the conclusion that some of the major founda-

tions, in association with the operating, intermediary associations,
have been turned substantially to the left and have supported slanted
material having a leftist propaganda character.

It is difficult to realize that great funds established by such con-
servative individuals as Rockefeller, Carnegie and Ford have been
turned strongly to the left. It appears to have happened largely
through a process of administrative infiltration and through the
influence of academic consultants of leftish tendencies.
The trustees of these foundations, with a few possible exceptions,

could not have intended this result. It seems to us that it must have
happened through their lack of understanding of what was developing,
or through negligence.
What seems most unfortunate, however, is that the foundations

have been so rarely willing to admit an error, or the seriousness of it.
They assert that they are entitled to reasonable error, as, indeed, they
are-for all human institutions are susceptible of mistake. But the
individual instance of error is generally defended instead of being
frankly admitted. This Committee has found this to be true in
examining the statements filed by some of the foundations. Rarely
is there to be found a candid confession of error.. The impression is

given that only minor errors have occurred, and without specification.
This Committee would feel more encouraged about the willingness

of foundation trustees fully to discharge their fiduciary duties if they
would, occasionally, repudiate expresssly some venture which has
gone wrong. The statement filed by The Rockefeller Foundation, for
example, says that "If in rare instances the recipient of a grant has
departed from" the high standards which the foundation has set for
itself, "this has not been done with the consent or approval of our
organization." But how many of such cases of "departure" from high
standards has the oundation itself repudiated or publicly criticized?
One clue to the apparently strong leftist movement of some of the

foundations was given by Professor Colegrove in his testimony. He
said: "Curiously enough, people are sometimes much more interested
in pathology,22 in disease, than they are interested in the healthy
body." He continued:

* * * I think there has been unfortunately a tendency on the part of the
foundations to promote research that is pathological in that respect, that is point-

During the hearings the ranking minority member of the Committeeirewrked that th Committe
itself was too interested in pathology, concerning itself only with criticism, instead of applying itself to the
admittedly:lfne things for which foundations have been responsible. The Committee submits that its
work must necessarily deal with the pathological. A Congressional Committee, by the very nature of Its
investigative function, must be chiefly concerned to find out what Is wrong in the area under study.
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ing out the bad aspects of American government American politics, American
society, and so on, Instead of emphasizing the good aspects.
Upon being asked whether research had not been used as a "cloak

for reform; that there has been this conscious movement to. reform
our society; and that that has sometimes taken a distinctly radical
trend?", he replied:

Yes. Undoubtedly. If you are going to Study the pathological aspects, the
natural tendency' of human nature-we are getting back to human nature, of
course-is to find out how to cure it, how to alleviate it, and so on. And iff the
foundations contribute overmuch to pathological studies, and not sufficiently to
the studies with reference to the soundness of our institutions, there would be more
conclusions on the pathological side than there would be conclusions on the sounder
traditional side of American government, American history, and so on. That
would inevitably follow. (Hearings, p. 577.)

Professor Colgrove added that the pathological approach had
fastened itself on the concentration of power which the close asso-
ciation of the major foundations and the intermediary organizations
represents. This research concentration, he said, directed its work dis-
tinctly "to the left." He also saw a tendency to believe that the
conservative" is against progress, saying that "for years and years

there has been a tendency in the American classroom * * * to think
that intellectualism and liberalism or radicalism were synonymous;
but if a person was conservative, like Edmund Burke, he was not an
intellectual." (Hearings, p. 572.)
The Committee gives great weight to the testimony of Professor

Colegrove, an eminent professor of political science and for eleven years
Secretary and Treasurer of the American Political Science Association.
We were interested, therefore, in his discussion of the probable effect
of certain individuals on the swing to the left. He opined, for example
that John Dewey had promoted the movement very strongly, and
that another propellant had been Professor Beard who became in-
fected with Fabianism in England and brought back to the United
States an enthusiasm for ideas which were distinctly Marxian. Pro-
fessor Colgrove continued that Professor Beard had exercised a greatinfluence on political scientists and historians-he was "the idol of
our political scientists." He noted sadly that, after Beard had changedhis political attitude late in life, he was hissed when he made an address
before the American Political Science Association-"Apparently be-
cause he had become a little anti-New Deal, and partly because he
opposed bitterly the foreign policy of the New Deal." (Hearings, pp.
572, 573.)
A CARNEGIE CORPORATION EXAMPLE.

It has been a convenience to some foundations to take the position
that they are not responsible for the results of their grants. If the
grantee turns out something radical-well, the foundation can say it
did not feel warranted in supervising the work and.holds no responsi-
bility for what was produced. This Committee suspects that this
may sometimes be an evasion--that the identity of the grantee mightwell have predicted the result; yes, that the foundation, in many such
instances, expected it. Certainly that must have been the case in the
instance of the grant by the Carnegie Foindationfor the Advancement
of Teaching to PROFEssoR ROBERT A. BRADY. In 1934 no congres-
sional investigations had mentioned the name of PRoFESSOR ROBERT
A. BADY, and the Foundtion cannot be held accountable formaking
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the initial grant. However, once the manuscript of the book had
been read and its theme demonstrated, this Committee is of the
opinion that no justification of further grants to this individual can
be 'advanced by the Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement for
Teaching. The "Acknowledgments" in BRADY'S Business as a System
of Power, published in 1943, recites that his work was made possible by
a Carnegie grant in 1934; it also states that a "more recent grant * * *
makes possible prompt publication of this book by the Columbia
University Press. I am deeply grateful not only for the financial
assistance given by the Foundation, but also for the keen and sustained
interest of Dr. Frederick Keppel and his associates in the work as it
has been developed." Dr. Keppel was President of the Foundation.
The thesis of this Carnegie-supported book is that the structure of

capitalistic enterprise is incompatible with democratic government.
It is asserted repeatedly or implied that Big Business is a greater
threat to freedom than Nazi Germany. In a Foreword by PROFESSOR
ROBERT S. LYND (the first Permanent Secretary of The Social Science
Research Council, a trustee of the Twentieth Century Fund, and a man
with Communist-front affiliations) he says:

"In this book Dr. Brady cuts through to the central problem disrupting our
world the most dangerous issue democracy faces. This problem is not basically
created by Adolf Hitler and the Axis nations, but by the organized economic power
backing the Hitlers in nation after nation over the industrial world as a device for
shoring up for yet a while longer a disintegrating economic system."
He says, further:

"* * * capitalistic economic power constitutes a direct, continuous and funda-
mental threat to the whole structure of democratic authority everywhere and
always."
and adds:
"Under such a distorted view of democracy [the American Systemj in which

the state and society are nothing and the individual everything, democracy has
become increasingly identified with the protection of one s personal affairs: and
this has steadily sapped its vitality."
Both DR. BRADY and DR. LYND repeatedly point to Big Business as

an essential evil. It is the "great corporations" which account for
much of our mischief. And "industrial capitalism is an intensely
coercive form of organization of society" from which great evils flow.
Emotionalism is shown in such descriptive phrases as "Anglo-American
feudal monopoly control" -LYND points this out as a fascist objective
of American Big Business.

"In the United States, the present stage of organized, centralized business
power, already reaching out in control of schools, media of communication, public
opinion and government itself, provides more than a broad hint of the direction
events will take, if present tendencies remain unchecked."
Can it be mere chance or accident that foundations like The Carnegie

Corpor ation and the Carnegie Foundation have so frequently supported
the radical thinkers in the United States? DR. LYND predicts in his
book that "We shall emerge from this war well on our way to having a
permanently planned and managed economy * ** ." And, he warns,
if this is to be controlled by "business", then "all relevant social and
cultural life" will be controlled. The fresh, growing shoots of new life
in our American culture will either be destroyed or ruthlessly grafted
to the main trunk." DR. BRADY says it is "now truly inescapable"
that government "is to be the coordinator" of economic forces, but
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he worries for fear this may not reflect what the people want but
"the specialized interests of self-assertive and authoritarian minority
groups." (p. 6)

The National Assocation of Manufacturers is one of his betes noire,
which, he predicted, would resort to all sorts of pressures and prop-
aganda to achieve political as well as social and cultural domination of
American society. (pp. 193, 198) And, in this effort, the National
Industrial Conference Board was to be its intelligence agency and
ministry of propaganda, (p. 205) The concentration of power
through that thing which DR. BRADY deems detestable, "self-govern-
ment" in business, "would seem on all the evidence, to date, to
lead directly to autarchy and the companion use of the government
for the purpose of suppressing antagonistic social elements." (p, 219)
The business system is distinctly. feudal, according to DR. BRADY,

and "completely authoritarian (antidemocratic)." (pp. 311, 310)
Leadership is "self-appointed, self-perpetuating, and autocratic."
(p. 313) The employer is in a military relationship to his employees.
(p. 317) And 'business" encourages fear of "aliens" and "fifth col-
umnists" and "other menaces". These "encourage in turn emphasis
upon group loyalties, patriotic sentiments." (p. 318) War is neces-
sary for capitalist survival, according to DR. BRADY, as say the
Communists. (p. 234) And other Marxian postulates receive DR.
BRADY'S support-for instance:
"The 'average citizen', for example, is gradually losing his property stakes.

The little businessman is in a more precarious position than at any time since the
very beginning of the capitalistic system." (p. 292)
"The farmer-operator is in the process of being transferred from an independent

owner to a dependent tenant." (p. 292)
"A large and increasing range of skilled crafts and white collar workers are being

proletarized." (p. 292)
Apparently the Carnegie Corporation approved by DR. BRADY'S

position (for it financed the publication of his completed work, after
following its development carefully) that, as capitalism had created
Hitler and Mussolini, it could do the same thing in the United States
and was likely to do so. Said BRADY:

"There is nothing to distinguish the programs of the Reichsverbund der deut-
schen Industrie from that of the National Association of Manufacturers in the
United States * * *." (p. 295)
There is much more of this. During war Big Business comes to

the front. And "Mr. Knudsen, Edward Stettinius, and Bernard
Baruch are paralleled by Mr. Ogura in Japan, Lord Beaverbrook in
England, and Hermann Goerring (himself a leading industrialist),
Friedreick Flick, and their group in Germany". (p. 309) It is obvious
enough to DR. BRADY (and the Carnegie Corporation?) that:
"The natural frame of reference of ownership is, and has been from the begin-

ning, as clearly political as economic, as obviously 'Machiavellian' and 'Ricard-
ian." (p. 296)
And the law is the mere tool of the "haves" (an old Mariian concept):
"Law and the courts as frequently underline as correct the resultant distortion

(of power relationships based on property rights)." (p. 297)
The conclusion of DR. BRADY is that Big Business may well lead

us into fascism. There is no fundamental difference between business
groups in our country, says DR. BRADY, and those in the states which
turned totalitarian.
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ANOTHER EXAMPLE OF SLANT: THE CITIZENS HIP EDUCATION PROJECT
Many foundation grants and their operation and results should

have that. detailed examination which our Committee had not time
or funds to give. One of these is the Citizenship Education Project,
financed by The Carnegie Corporation and carried on at Teachers
College of Columbia University. That the Project was carried on with
considerable bias to the left is unquestionable. To what extent this
may have resulted from intention or negligence on the part of the proj-
ect managers or The Carnegie Corporation, respectively, could not be
determined without further inquiry. We do, however, see responsi-
bility lodged with The Carnegie Corporation. It may not have had the
duty to supervise the project or to direct it in transit-this may even
have been unwise. But, as the project represented a substantial in-
vestment of public money and its impact on society could be very
heavy, it seems clearly to have been the duty of Carnegie to examine
what had been done and to repudiate it if it was against the public
interest. This, as far as we know, Carnegie did not do.
The Project was discussed in a preliminary way by Mr. Dollard,

the President of The Carnegie Corporation, in his 1948 and 1949
Reports. These statements contain some pleasant platitudes and
cliches regarding the necessity of educating the American people into
an increased understanding of the principles underlying our society.
What apparently prompted the project was essentially, as Mr. Dollard
expressed it in the Corporation's 1949 Report that teachers "seemed
to be hampered, on the one hand, by a lack of iresh teaching materials,
both textual and visual, which relate old principles to contemporary
problems, and on the other, by the inherent difficulty of bridging the
gap between the classroom and the larger community in which the
business of democracy is carried forward". Out of this general
problem sprang several Carnegie ventures, among them the Project
under discussion: it was described in the 1950 Report as a program
for educating for "Americanism"; the 1951 Report, however, and the
change may be significant, referred to it as a program of "Citizenship
Education." The project received aggregate grants far in excess of a
million dollars from Carnegie Corporation.
Now let us see what was produced. Official discussions of the

project stress its non-political character. The fact is, however, that
it was heavily slanted to the left. This appears chiefly in one of its
main accomplishments, a card index file; the cards summarized selec-
tions from books, magazines, articles, films, etc., and were arranged
topically so that high school teachers might select from their references
to teach citizenship. The card file is sold to schools at nominal cost.
The cost of production seems to have been about $1,50000.
The primary usefulness of the card index system was to enable

teachers to get1 the gist of each reference without having to read it.
The material was roughly "canned". The net result is that no one
needs to read the actual references-neither teacher nor student-all
that is necessary is to digest what has been "canned" on the card.
On educational grounds per se this method of teaching is subject to
severe criticism, and on many counts. But even those who believe
in "canned" education cannot defend the slant with which this caird
system was devised, unless they believe that education should not be
unbiased but should be directed toward selected political ends, and
radical ones at that.
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The preponderance of ,liberal" leftist or internationalistic books
and references selected for the ca system,iover those whlici are con-
servative and nationalist, is overwneling., Many books are included
by authors whose works and opinions certainly do nol deserve recom-
mendation to schoolchildren except (and: they are not giyen this use)
to hold them up as horrors. It would have been useful to include
radical authors like LANGSTON HUGHES (of "Goodbye Christ" fame),
HOWARD FAST,, PAUL ROBESON and other Communists and pro-
Communists, if they were held up to the criticism they deserve. But
an examination of the cards will show that, with surprising consistency,
leftist books received adulatory notation while conservative books
received coups de grace or derogation.
Here are a few examples:

Card. No. 554 refers to We. Are the Government by Etting and
Gossett, and describes it as "factual, entertaining, descriptive,
illustrative," ftting was at east a radical. .
Card No. 249 refers to A Mask for Privile;e, by CAREY Mc-

WILLIAMS, who has been named a Communist-the description
is: "Historical, descriptive."
Card No. 90 refers to Building for Peace at Home and Abroad.

by MAXWELL STEWART, who has been named a Communist-it
is called "Factual, dramatic."
Card No. 1020 refers to The American by HoWA.RD ]AST, a

pro-Communist, and is designated: "HistoriCal, Biographical."
Card No. 877 refers to Rich Land, Poor Land, by STUART

CHASE, a collectivist, and calls it "Descriptive, Factual, Illus-
trative."
One of the infamous Building America productions, Privileges

of American Citizenship, is called by card No, 34: "Factual,
Ideals and Concepts of Democracy."

Now let us compare the way some conservative works are charac-
terized by this guide for teacher prepared by Teachers College and
financed by Carnegie:

The Road to Serfdom by Frederick A. Hayek is described by
card No. 809 as: "Factual, strongly opinionated, logical. [Em-
phasis oursj.

Card No. 730 refers to Be Glad You're a Real Liberal, by Earl
Bunting, is called by card No. 730 "Opinionated, biased, de-
scriptive.' Moreover, the author is noted as a director of the
N. A. M. and his use of the term "liberal" is noted to be as
defined by the National Association.of Manufacturers. Similar
notations in the. case of leftists 'are not apparently deemed
necessary.

A full: examination of this card index system would reveal further
wonders. It would also reveal (at least it was true of the 1960 index)
that books like these are not included;:

America's Second Cruade, b am Heny Chamberlain;
The Roosevelt Myth, by. John T. Flynn;
The: Key' Peace, by 'larenh Manion;i
Pearl Harbor, by George Norgensternm;
Seeds of Treason, by Ralph'Toledano anid Vi'cor Laski;

5564T1--5----9
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Undermining the 6Ciostutinw, by Thomas James Norton;`
Ordeal by Plamnnn,by'Johi Jewkes;
Economics in One Lesson, by Henry Hazlitt;
The Road Ahead, by John T. Flynn;
The Return of Adam Smith, by George Montgomery;
The Red Decade, by Eugene Lyons; etc.

No full examination of this card index has been possible. The
Committee's request of September 16, 1954, for a set of cards has thus
far elicited first the statement that revision is now underway, and
when the request was pursued, with promise on December 10, 1954,
that arrangements would be made to furnish it to the Committee.
Reluctantly, to the Committee this does not seem that full measure
of cooperation which a Congressional Committee has the right to
expect and which in this instance was so fulsomely promised by
foundations and their grantees.

It would be highly advisable to investigate who was responsible for
producing this heavily slanted "canned" reference ln.aterial to Ameri-
can teachers under this project financed by one of our great foundations
and operated by one of our foremost institutions. It would more-
over, seem to us to be the duty of that foundation itself to have a truly
objective study made, and to make a public report on its findings.
To merely wash its han ofuch a project, having once granted itfinancial
existence, seems violative of its fiduciary duty.
THE GENERAL PROBLEM.

If social scientists were content to produce the results of their
research as data to be added to the general store of knowledge, that
would be admirable. But those of them who have been associated
with the developing cartel have generally no such idea of limiting
their work to the mere accumulation of knowledge. They* clearly
see that they can make, and they intend to make, a contribution to
"planning", a planning which necessitates or looks forward to the
enactment of change either by legislation or by radical alterations in
our society. An expression of this is to be found in. Wealth and Culture
published in 1936 and written by EDUARD C. LINDEMAN, an educator
and prominent foundation executive. He says:
"The New State of the future will need social technicians who will be asked to

engage in cultural planning just as technological experts aid economists will
be called upon to plan for orderly material production and distribution. Those
who have exercised a similar function during the individualist-competitive phase
of modern economy have been, to a very large extent, associated with foundations
and trusts. Consequently it becomes pertinent to discover how these culture-
determiners operated in the past."
36olt-that he gave. the coup de grace to the "competitive" system.
Note also that the planners of the future must take over the founda-
tions; there, he implies, is where the control of our culture lies. He
makes this doubly clear elsewhere in saying:

"Taken as a group, that is, as a whole, the trustees of foundations wield a power
in American life which is probably equalled only by the national government
itself."'
And that was in 1936; since then foundation wealth and power have
grown enormously.

To the extent that it can be prevented, society cannot sanction the use of
the public funds which foundations represent for any political purpose.
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There are' instances en't gh of dioret or obviously recognizable political
action, and these should receive the attention of tie Internal Revenue
Service. Such instaxices ,as te L.agueJor Indurtial Demociacy are
readily recognizable. The more subtle cases are the more dangerous
to our society because of the greater difficulty of identifying them
and proving their political character. Political slants are easily
introduced into social material. Here is an example taken from the
September 20, 1952 Report of The Ford Foundation:
"The high cost of a college and of a higher education in general makes real

equality of opportunity impossible. More and more the financial burden is being
thrust upon the student in the form of higher tuition fees. In consequence,
higher education threatens to become increasingly the prerogative of the well-
to-do."
That statement is just not true. "More and more", to use the

Ford phrase, those who are not well-to-do are taking higher education.
Here are the statistics of enrollment:

Students enrolled
Year Towmande
1900--------.--.-.------------ 238
1910 ------------ 355
1920---------------------------------------- 598
1930----------1,101
1940------ ---------------, 494
1950.------.--- ----------.------.---- -- ---. 2,659

Why did representatives' of The Ford Foundation, who were well
aware of the true facts, make such false statements? Did they intend
political propaganda? Did they wish to manufacture a class argu-
ment, an attack on the well-to-do who alone are able (which is false)
to attend colleges!
SOCIAL ENGINEERING.

According to Professor Rowe, the roots of the distinct leftist
political trend in foundation-supported research in the social sciences
lie largely in the urge to reform and in the concept of "social engi-
neering."

Mr. WORMSER. As an extension of just what you have been talking about,
Professor, is it your opinion that there has been a result already from the power
of these foundations to control or affect research, particularly in their associations
together in some sort of what you might loosely call an interlock, and the use of
these intermediate organizations?: Has that resulted in some sort of political
slanting in your opinion? I want to be a little more precise than that, and refer to
the term which has been used quite frequently in social science literature of
"social engineering." There seems to be a tendency to develop a caste of.social
scientists who apparently deem themselves qualified to tell people what is good
for them, and to engineer changes in our social status. Would you comment on
that?

Dr. RowV. Here, of course, you are getting into a problem of what is the cause
and what is the effect.' 'I am not quite clear as to whether the activities of the
foundations along thif line are the result of the development of social science in
the United States over the last 46 dr 50 years or whether the deVelopment of
social science in the United States over the last 40 or 50 years along such lines has
been primarily the result or even oa9vily the result of foundation initiative.

I would be inclined to the former' f these two views, but I don't think you
can completely disenftangle these two:tfings. .1- think tat the development of
the social sciences'in this country in,the Walt 4' or0i years b veryh heavily
influenced, in my- opinion, by ideas imptd from abroad, which have been
connected with, if not originated in, soialistic mentality, and to say this is to
simply say that' it is noiial in social'science' to acepti oday' a t deal of
economic determinism, to accept a great deal of emphasis upon empirical re

9.869604064
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search over and against basic thinking and the advancement of theory, and to
accept a lot of ideas about the position of the social scientist in the society that
seem to me rather alien to the American tradition.

X think it must be kept in mind that the theory of social engineering is closely
related to the notion of the elite which we find dominant in Marxism, the notion that
a few people are those who hold the tradition and who have the expertness and that
these people can engineer the people as a whole into a better way of living, whether
they like it or want it or not. It is their duty to lead them forcibly so to speak in this
direction.
That is all tied up with the conviction of the Marxists that they seem to have,

rather that they do have, a perfect social science. This is one of the tlain tenets
of Marxism, that they have a social science which is perfect; it not only-explains
all the past history, but it will lead to the complete victory of the socialist state
on a worldwide basis,

I am not maintaining that my colleagues are all dyed in the wool along this
line, but there is such a thing as infection. I think some of these ideas have
infected us, and have gotten over into a much more influential place in our
thinking than many of us understand or realize. The complete respectability of
some of the basic ideas I have been talking about in the framework of American
intellectual life can be seen when you ask yourself the question, "When I was in
college, what was I taught about the economic interpretation of history, the
frontier interpretation of American history, the economic basis of the American
Constitution, and things of this kind?"

This is the entering wedge for the economic analysis of social problems which
is related to economic determinism, which is the very heart and soul of the
Marxist ideology. When we reflect on the extent to which these ideas have
become accepted in the American intellectual community, I think we ought to
be a bit alarmed, and be a bit hesitant about the direction in which we are going.

For my own purposes, I would much rather complicate the analysis of social
phenomena by insisting that at all times there are at least three different kinds of
components that have to be taken into account. There is not only the basic
economic thing. We all recognize its importance. But there are what I call
political factors. These have to do with the fundamental presuppositions people
have about the values that they consider important and desirable. These can be
just as well related to abstract and to absolute truth, which we are all trying to
search for in our own way, as they can be to economic formation and predetermi-
nation, if I make myself clear. Along with this you have to take into account the
power element in the military field. If you throw all these things in together, I
think it rather tends to scramble the analysis and reduce it from its stark simplicity,
as it is embodied in the doctrines of communism, into something which is much
harder to handle and much more difficult and complicated, but is a good deal
closer to the truth.

I make this rather long statement only because the subject is extremely com-
plicated. I know I can't discuss it adequately here, and I don't pretend to try,
but I am trying to introduce a few of the things which give me the feeling that in
our academic community as a whole we have gone down the road in the direction
of the dominance of an intellectual elite. We have gone down the road in the
direction of economic determination of everything, throwing abstract values out
of the window.

Mr. WORMSER. Moral relativity.
Dr. ROWE. Moral relativism is implicit. It is not important whether it is

right or wrong in abstract terms. It is only when it works and who works and
things of that kind. This is the evil of the sin of social science in this country
which can only be redressed by adequate emphasis on humanistic studies, and even
there you have to be e)xremely careful about how you do it in order to get the
maximum effect out of it. (Hearings, pp. 550, 551, 552.)

Professor Colegrove commented on "social engineering" in the fol-
lowing testimony:

Mr. WORMSER, Professor, the term "social engineering" has become rather
widespread, We seem to find social scientists conceiving of themselves as sort
of an elite entitled by their peculiar qualifications and by their presumed ability
as scientists to solve human problems, justified in telling the rest of us how we
should organize ourselves and what form our society should take.
Would you comment on that, on this social-engineering feature which has

arrived in tie social sciences?
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Dr. COLEORovB. That, of course, grows out of the overemiphasis on the constant

need for reform. The assumption is that everything needs reform, that unless
you are reforming you are not progressing. I think it is in large part due to the
failure of the foundations, the failure of many of the scholars they choose, to
fully understand what the principles of the American Constitution are, what the
principles of American tradition are. Some of them, I know, do not accept those;
principles as sound. They even attack the principles, Of course, we all know
that the principles should be examined and reexamined, But there is a tendency,
on the part of those who get grants from the foundations to think that they must
turn out something in the way of reform; not a study which does not suggest a!
definite reform but a study more like Myrdal's study, The American Dilemma,:
which poses a condition in which there must be reform.

Mr. WORMSER. Does that tendency to insist on reform in turn tend to attract
the more radical type of scholar, with the result that grants are made more gen-
erally to those considerably to the left?

Dr. COLEGIROVE. I think undoubtedly it does, especially in the cooperative re-
search, where a large number of people cooperate or operate together on one re-
search project.

Mr. WORMSSR. Professor, back to this term "social engineering,". again, is
there not a certain presumption, or presumptuousness, on the part of social
scientists, to consider themselves a group of the elite who are solely capable and
should be given the sole opportunity to guide us in our social development?
They exclude by inference, I suppose, religious leaders and what you might call
humanistic leaders. They combine the tendency toward the self-generated social
engineering concept with a high concentration of power in that interlocking ar-
rangement of foundations and agencies, and its seems to me you might have some-
thing rather dangerous.

Dr. CoLEcRiov,, I think so. Very decisively. There is a sort of arrogance in
a large number of people, and the arrogance of scholarship is in many cases a very
irritating affair. But there is a tendency of scholars to become arrogant, to be
contemptuous of other people's opinions. (Hearings, pp. 577, 578, 579.)

Professor Hobbs, in his testimony, indicated that the "social engi-
neers" were not merely to engage in useful studies pointed at easing
us into new social forms, but were to exercise or contribute to pol-
itical control.

Mr. WORMSER. Dr. Hobbs, in connection with one subject you discussed, that
the foundations support a type of research which you call scientism, which some-
times penetrates the-political area, do you have any opinion that any of the
foundations themselves encourage going into the political scene?

Dr. IIoBBS. Certainly, that type of thing is indicated repeatedly throughout
one of the books that I mentioned yesterday, in Stuart Chase's The Proper Study
of Mankind.

In addition here is a report of the Social Science Research Council, annual
report, 1928-29, in which they have what I would consider to be quite an extreme
statement, but perhaps there is some other explanation of it. They;have a listing,
of their history and purposes of the Social Science Research Council, and one of
these purposes is that-

a sounder empirical method of research had to be achieved in political science,
if it were to assist in the development of a scientific political control.

Mr. WOnMSER. Is that a quote?
Dr. HOBBs. That is a direct quote from this annual report.
Mr. HAYs. Is that bad?
Dr. HOBBS. It could be. The implications that you are going to control

political-
Mr. HAYS. They say "on a sounder." In other words, the inference is there

that they recognize it is not very sound.
Dr. HOBBS (reading) :-
"A sounder empirical method of research to assist in the development of
a scientific political control."

If you are talking in terms of "scientific political control," it would seem to me that
you are going to hand over government to these social scientists. That seems to be the
implication. [Emphasis supplied.] (Hearings, pp. 170, 171.)
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The term "social engineering" appears frequently in the founda-
tion-financed literature of the intermediary organizations. The con-
cept of the "social engineer" is widespread in the social science fields.
What are these "engineers" to do? They are to be the planners who
are to lead us into The Promised Land. Mr. Pendleton Herring's
filed statement denies that The Social Science Research Council is
"engaged in developing or in advocating public policies or political
programs." This statement seems to conflict sharply with state-
ments made, for example, in the 1933-4 Annual Report of the Council:

"Beyond the preparation of materials for the use of policy and action-deter-
milling agencies of government, the Council took a further step in its endeavors
to be of direct public service, in appointing two commissions of inquiry. One
commission has been created on national policy in international economic rela-
tions; one has been created on public service personnel, Both undertakings were
approved at their beginning by the President of the United States and by menm-
bers of the Cabinet. Both commenced work in January 1934. The commissions
represent an attempt by the Council to contribute directly to clarity of thinking
oin important )public issues. Acceptance or rejection of any conclusions at which
these commissions may themselves arrive on questions of public policy is a matter
of less concern than the fact that their analysis of issues will contribute to the
organization of intelligent public opinion." [Emphasis supplied.1

Perhaps this is no evidence of a plan to promote a specific theory
or program; but it certainly indicates a policy to participate in the
determining of policies. Moreover, the literature of the SSRC is
replete with further indications. The emphasis on "planning" is
paramount. In an article by Mr. Herring himself in the first issue
of Items, an SSRC publication, he says:

"With respect to social problems, there is much more reliance upon planningand organized philanthropic effort, whether public or private. * * * Here we
wish simply to emphasize that in our generation efforts are being made to arrange
and control human relationships more consciously, more deliberately, and, it is
to be hoped, more responsibly than during the last century. An interdependent.world is being forced to an awareness of the limitations of individual freedom and
personal choice."
THE "ELITE."
The concept of the elite may be one of the factors which has led the

executives of some of the great foundations and their clearing-house
agencies into an assumption of the right to direct us politically.

In his statement filed with the Committee on behalf of The Social'
Science Research Council, Mr. Herring, its President, included this
observation:

"In conclusion I would like to emphasize that it is the men and the women in
these fields of learning who are our strongest national resource for advancing the
ranges of knowledge that will make us better able to understand our common
problems. They command the analytical methods for most effectively getting
at such questions in basic and tangible terms. Eternal vigilance is the price of
liberty and social science research is an essential tool for the vigilant."

It seems to this Committee that this is an expression of the pre-
sumed elite character of the social science profession. We would cer-
tainly not for one moment deny the value of the so-called "social
scientists", the specialists in history, anthropology, economics and the
other so-called "sciences" included within the class designated as
"social". But these specialists are nO more capable of making ulti-
mate decisions or of giving ultimate advice than other groups of citi-
zens who, in their own fields learn as much and have as much to con-
tribute, the clergymen, the lawyers, the doctors and others. Indeed,
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even the business men have, contributions to, make to ultimate deci-
sions,. For vhat, eason do tb? Isocialscientiiss,,presume thattheir'
contributions are greater that those of other,professions and vocations
Yes, "eternal vigiance is the price of liberty"-but we eare inclined
to concludedthat public must be eternal vigilant to see that no
group like the social scientists arrogates to itself effectively the role
of designers of our political, economic or social destinies,
Mr. Herring says later:
"To deny that the social sciences have a contribution to make, or to cast doubt

on the capacity of man to guide his destiny by applying thought to human prob-
lems in secular terms at least is to embrace either an obscurantist or anti-
intellectual position or to adhere to a determinist position."
This statement sets up a straw man and knocks him down. This
Committee knows of no one who denies that social scientists have a
contribution to make
There follows an implication that because the Russian Communists

are anti-empirical, those who believe foundations have over-promoted
the empirical approach in research in the United States are in some
way intellectually authoritarian. Mr. Herring asserts that "authori-
tarianism" is expressed in the initial statement filed by Mr. Dodd, the
Director of Research, "in an indirect and subtle fashion, and is all the
more dangerous for that reason." This attempt to make an authori-
tarian out of our Research Director would be laughable were it not
deadly serious in its implications. What Mr. Dodd referred to in
his statement was the existence of certain basic moral and juris-
prudential principles which must be taken into consideration in the
making of all sound decisions regarding our society. Who can doubt
that the Declaration of Independence and the Coistitution itself
contain such principles! If Mr. Herring means to imply that the
belief that these basic verities, 'fundamental to our system of society,
form an authoritarian base which the social scientists. must penetrate
or ignore in arriving at his "scientific"' conclusions, then he implies the
structure of our society and government rests on insecure ground
indeed. We doubt that many Americans would accept Mr. Herring's
position as valid. If thefoundations accept it, they are accepting moral
relativism and are expending public money in a direction which certainly
is hardly consonant with our traditions.
Mr. Herring, in his article The Social Sciences in Modern Society,

published in the SSRC Items of March, 1947, said, at page 5:
"One of the greatest needs in the social sciences is for the development of

skilled practitioners who can use social data for the cure of social ills as doctors
use scientific data to cure bodily ills."
These "skilled practitioners"--are they to'be our salvation? We

quote again this testimony by Professor Briggs regarding The Ford
Fund for the Advancement of Education:

"Like stockholders in any other enterprise, the public has a right to determine-
what it wishes the product to be. The principle'that the: public should decide
what it wants in order to promote its own welfare and happiness is unquestionablysound. An assumption that the public does not know what is for its own good is
simply contrary to the fundamental principles of democracy." (Hearings, p. 97.)
What the "engineers" are to produce is not. always what the people

may want but what these "engineers" believe to be good for them.
The 1927 annual report of The Social Science Research Council gave,
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among its aims: "to make possible the substituting of more scientific
social control for the rule-of-thumb methods which men have happened
upon in their effort to live together." We wonder whether the Ten
Commandments and the principles of the Declaration of Independence
and the Constitution are deemed by these "social engineers" to be
mere "rule-of-thumb?" We shall not labor the point, but, we repeat,
we do not understand the desirability of permitting a self-appointed set
of guardians to determine our ways of living together merely because
they call themselves "social scientists" or "social engineers" and by these
terms seek to set themselves up as social arbiters superior to legislators,
lawyers, clergymen and intelligent citizens in general.
The Report of the SSRC for 1930-31 speaks of the pressure groups

which manipulate public opinion. The Report suggests a study on a

large scale to see, among other things, "whether these varied elements
are themselves susceptible to coordination and control in the public
interest." The concept of "control" is to this Committee somewhat
alarming. It is repeated in the Report of the follqwing year, which
speaks of "the controversial field of industrial control which involves
the relationships between government and private enterprise."
The Report proceeds:
"Here the attack must be piecemeal, the first move leading toward a planning

program in the field of public utilities." [Emphasis supplied.]
The 1934 Decennial Report says that the Council "determined not

to avoid current issues by reason of their generally controversial
nature, but rather to give weight to the promise of particular research
to contribute to an understanding of contemporary questions." It
says later, indeed, that the "research function" has not been extended
"to the solution of problems of policy and action" but merely to the
"marshalling of knowledge in forms readily applicable to the practical
needs of society." This qualification reads meritoriously. But the
very study of controversial political problems by organizations which
have shown by their actions that they represent a distinct political
bias, is a danger in itself.

"Marshalled Knowledge" can easily be propaganda, and has*frequently
been so.

This problem becomes all the more acute when such organizations
with a tendency to promote collectivist programs or principles become
agencies for other organizations. The Social Science Research Council's
Decennial Report, 1923-33, contains a reference to a request from
The Rockefeller Foundation for "suggestions of work relating to urgent
problems confronting the National Government in the current emer-
gency." The Report continues:

"Drawing largely upon the crystallizing plans of the Council's division of Indus-
try and Trade, suggestions were offered relating to banking unemployment,
national planning, governmental statistics and other data, taxation, and the exam-
ination of measures for the stimulation of business revival. The Rockefeller
Foundation has financed, among studies proposed by various agencies, a number
of studies in line with the Council's suggestions: Administration of the Agri-
cultural Relief Act Effects of Sales Taxes, Administration of the National Re-
covery Act, and Government Financial Policy. The Committee on Govern-
ment Statistics and Information Services, a joint committee of the Council.and
of the American Statistical Association, was also financed for a year's work in
Washington."
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THE "ENOINEERS!','"PLANNING" AND SOCIALISM.
There is a justified suspicion that the 'social engineers" who so

strongly advocate "planning" are often motivated by an urge to
usher in a quite radical form'of society. The very concept of "plan-
ning" has connotations of what may be, moderately, called "collec-
tivism."
Mr. McNiece pointed out that the Socialist program had, from the

first, called for national planning, quoting Engels:
"The planless production of capitalist society capitulates before the planned

production of the invading socialist society." (Hearings, p. 612.)
He also gave strong arguments to support the impossibility of

effective and rational planning by our Federal Government. -(Hear-
ings, pp. 610 et seq.) Nevertheless, after five years of deliberation,
The Commission on Social Studies of The American Historical Asso-
ciation (a foundation-supported 101 (6) organization) echoed the
Socialist concept as follows (page 16 of its Report):
Under the molding influence of socialized processes of living, drives of tech-

nology and science, pressures of changing thought and policy, and disrupting
impacts of economic disaster, there is a notable waning of the once widespread
popular faith in economic individualism; and leaders in public affairs, supported
by a growing mass of the population, are demanding the introduction into economy
of ever wider measures of planning and control. [Emphasis supplied.] (Hearings,
p. 612.)

This was no mere "ivory-tower" pronouncement. The concept
found its way into government. The National Planning Board was
formed in 1933. Its 1933-4 Report includes the following (page 11):

State and interstate planning is a lusty infant but the work is only beginning.
Advisory economic councils may be regarded as instrumentalities for stimulating

a coordinated view of national life and for developing mental attitudes favorable to
the principle of national planning. [Emphasis ours.]

* *.* ' * ..'*
Finally mention should be made of the fac tlt atthere are three great national

councils which contribute to research in the social sciences. The Council of
Learned Societies, the American Council on Education, and the Social Science
Research Council are important factors in the development of research and add
their activities to the body Of scientific material available in any program of
national planning. (Hearings, p. 612.)
Was this perhaps, in turn, an independent aberration of govern-

ment, disassociated from the foundations and their agencies? Indeed
not. The Report continues:

The Council of Learned Societies has promoted historical and general social
research.

The American Council on Education has recently sponsored an inquiry into
the relation of Federal, State, and local governments to the ,conduct of public
education. It has served as the organizing center for studies of materials of
instruction and problems of educational administration. It. represents the educa-
tional organizations of the country and is active in promoting research in its
special field.

The Social Science. Research Council, a committee of which prepared this mem-
orandum, is an organization engaged in planning research. It is true that its
object? hag not:been .to make social plans, but rather to: plan: research in the
social field. A decade of thought on planning activities through committees,
distributed widely over the social sciences, has given it an experience, a back-
ground with regard to the idea of planning, that should be of valie if it were
called on to aid in na ionalplanning. Furthermore, the members of theSocial
Science:Research' Council, its staff, and the members of its committees are per-
haps more familiar than the members'of any other organization with the per-
sonnel in the social Sciences; with the research interests of social scientists, and
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with the experience and capabilities of social science' research workers in ,the
United States. The members of the council are familiar with the different bu-
reaus of research. The council has been concerned chiefly with the determina-
tion of the groups and persons with whom special types of research should be
placed. For this purpose it has set up committees, organized commissions, pro-
moted research, and sponsored the development of various research.agencies and
interests. With its pivotal position among the social sciences, it could undoubt-
edly render valuable aid if called on to do so, in the'formidable task of national
planning. [Emphasis supplied.) (Hearings, pp. 612, 613.)

Further quotations from this Report are pertinent:
It was after the Civil War that American economic life came to be nominated

by the philosophy of laissez faire and by the doctrines of rugged individualism,
But the economic and social evils of the period resulted in the development of
new planning attitudes tending to emphasize especially public control and
regulation.

Summing up the developments of these 125 years, one may say that insofar
as the subject here considered is concerned, they are important because they left
us a fourfold heritage:

First, to think in terms of an institutional framework which may be fashioned
in accordance with prepared plans;

Second, a tendency to achieve results by compromise in which different lines
and policies are more or less reconciled;

Third, a tendency to stress in theory the part played in economic life by indi-
vidualism, while at the same time having recourse in practice to governmental
aid and to collective action when necessary; and

Fourth, a continued social control applied to special areas of economic life.
Such was the note already heard in America when during 1928-29 came the

first intimations of the 5-year plan, and the Western World began to be inter-
ested in the work and methods of the Gosplan in Moscow. The Russian experi-
ence was not embodied in any concrete way in American thinking, but it stimulated
the idea that we need to develop in an American plan out of our American back-
ground. [Emphasis supplied.l (Hearings, p. 613.)

Its work done, the National Planning Board discontinued. The
National Resources Committee took its place and ran from 1934 to
1939. Its personnel was somewhat the same as that of its predecessor.
Page 3 of its final report contained the following:
The National Resources Planning Board believes that it should be the declared

policy of the United States Government to promote and maintain a high level
of national production and consumption by all appropriate measures necessary
for this purpose. The Board further believes that it should be the declared policy
of the United States Government.
To underwrite full employment for the employables;
To guarantee a job for every man released from the Armed Forces and the

war industries at the close of the war, with fair pay and working' conditions;
To guarantee and, when necessary, underwrite:
Equal access to security,
Equal access to education for all,
Equal access to health and nutrition for all, and
Wholesome housing conditions for all.
This policy grows directly out of the Board's statement concerning which the

President has said:
"All of the free peoples must plan, work, and fight together for the maintenance

and development of our freedoms and rights."
THE FOUR FREEDOMS

Freedom of speech and expression, freedom to worship, freedom from want,
and freedom from fear: and

A NEW BILL OF RIGHTS

1. The right to work, usefully and creatively through the productive years;
2. The right to fair pay, adequate to command the necessities and amenities

of life in exchange for work, ideas, thrift, and other socially valuable service;
3. The right to adequate food, clothing, shelter, and medical care;
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4.: The right tO security, wih freedom from fear of old age, want, dependency,
sickness, unemployment, and accident. ...

5. The right to live in 'a system of free enterprise, fre from compulsory iabor
irresponsible private power, arbitrary public' authority, and unregulated
monopolies; ': ;.

6. The right to come and go, to speak or to be silent, free from the spyings of
secret political police;

7. The right to education, for work, for citizenship, and for personal growth
and happiness;

8. The right to equality before the law,- with equal access to justice in fact; and
9. The right to rest, recreation, and adventure, the opportunity to enjoy life

and take'part in an advancing civilization.
Plans for thispurpose are supported and explaind in this report The previous

publications of' the Board including National Reisouirces Development;Report for
194S, transmitted to the Congress by the President on January 14, 1942, and- a
series of pamphlets (After Defense--What? After the War-Full Employment,
Postwar Planning, etc.), also provide background for this proposal. (Hearings,
pp. 613, 614.)
The reader is referred to pages 612 etseq. of the Hearings forfurther

quotations from this report which indicate a complete program of
social, as well as economic, planning-a program more detailed and
comprehensive than that proposed by avowed socialists, The in-
clusio n( the statement of proposed government policy quoted
above) of "A New ill of Rights is morethan astounding. t implies
.that our Constitutional Bill of Rights is not good enough; we must
have a new one, This new one has features which we find later in
the Declaration of Human Rights drafted in-UNO with the collabora-
tion of Communist delegates, and rejected by our government. The
"New Bill of Rights" is silent about property rights and contains
strange new rights some of which could be effected only under a
government so directive as to be totalitarian. It reads nobly; but
it is the product of advocates of the compulsive state.

.One cannot read the report cnclutw o'itconcluwas intended to
lay out a program for enormously increased centralization, a rapidly
enlarged partzciation by government in human affairs, a sharp turn
toward paternalism and away from free enterprise and individual free-
dom. In a broad sense, the proposals were revolutionary, both the
National Planning Board and the National Resources Board having
followed rather closely the plan of The Commission on Social Studies,
embracing virtually all phases of our economic life, including educa-
tion.
We cannot.trace the influence of each leader of this movement for

a planned (socialized) economy in detail, leaders who were almost all
part and parcel of tax-free organizations or actively associated with
them and beneficiaries of foundations. But the career of one of these
leaders may illustrate the point of view which dominated.
The man is Charles K, Merriam, who held a dominating position

in the foundation world for many years. He was Oharman of a
Committee on Political Research of the American Politcl Science AS.-
ciationni 1921, the, purpose of.which was to examine research in k0/o
ernment and to offer recommendations. Its report in 1922 advised
that "a: sounder empirical method of research had 'to be achieved ii
political science if it were to assist mn the development of scientific
political control." It recommended the creation of The Social Science
Researc( /ci; and this w~asin tun, fori ed in 1923. Mr. MetIr am
became its first resident serving until 1927...;
Mr. Merriam iould hi/rly:be called &:a . bialeati.:' Yet he hih-self was a dissenting member of the Comminion on; Soci Stui
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whose report has previously been discussed. It may have been that
some parts of the report were too extreme for him to swallow. If he
objected to its strongly Marxist tendency, however, it is probably
that his distaste was only a matter of degree. His The Agenda of
Democracy and his New Democracy and the New Despotism indicate
that he was one of the most active proponents of a new order and a
revolutionary one. "The old world is gone," he said, "and will not
return. We face a new era, which searches all creeds, all forms, all
programs of action, and spares none." The new era must be planned.
His active political part in planning it may be gleaned in part from
the frequent references to him and his work in both published volumes
of Harold L. Ickes' Diary.
The Committee's Assistant Director of Research filed with the

Committee (it is included in the Hearings, pp. 627, et seq.) a report
entitled "Economics and the Public Interest." In this report he
showed in considerable and valuable detail how the expenditures of
government had followed the proposals of The National Planning
Board, The National Resources Committee, and The National Resources
Planning Board closely. We cannot in this report go into his material
in detail. We recommend that it be read in full. It is the opinion
of this Committee that this material, together with the data provided
elsewhere in Mr. McNiece's testimony, establishes clearly that Govern-
ment agencies consciously planned for what can fairly be called at least
a semi-socialist economy; that this planning was the work, substantially,
of foundation-supported, tax-free organizations; and that these plans
were effected to a very considerable degree in the ensuing period.

There may be doubt as to the exclusiveness of the factors which
Mr. McNiece discussed and which have been testified to elsewhere by
others. Other factors, indeed, may have played some part in what
happened. But what cannot be doubted is that foundation's funds
financed and supported a definite political and economic propulsion to
the left and away from our traditional forms. Could they have done so
with closed eyes?

Something close to a social revolution took place. We doubt the right
'of foundations to use their public funds for the purpose of propelling a
revolution. A Communist not aligned with Russia might well have the
rightfully to try to promote his political purposes, as long as no treasonable
acts are involved. But we deny the right of any public trust fund to use
'its public money, or permit it to be used, for political purposes. That
is clearly what has occurred.
We have advanced considerably toward that "welfare state"'which

the new Fabians in England understand is a stage intermediate
between free enterprise and socialism. (See the New Fabian Essays,
the current Mein Kampf of British Socialism). The necessary mech-
anism to reach the welfare state in full, and to go on from there to
'socialism or some form of totalitarianism, is high centralization and
'the absorption by the Federal government of more and more of the
powers of the States. We fully agree with President Dwight D.
Eisenhower, who in 1949, while still president of Columbia University,
'said 23:

"I firmly believe that the army of persons who urge greater a grendater cen-
traliation of authority and greater and greater dependence upon the Federal

Dtwight D. Eisenhower, in letter to Hon. Rtlph W. Gwinn, dated Columbia University New York,
June 7, 1949, in opposition to a general Federal-aid-to-education program. (Congressional Record, 81st
uong., 1st seas., vol. 95, p. 14, p. A3690.)
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Treasury are really more dangerous to. our form of government than any external
threat that can possibly be arrayed against us."

The evidence warrants the conclusion that the foundations have con-
tributed substantially and consciously to the movement which President
Eisenhower so condemned.
THE INTERNATIONAL PRESS INSTITUTE
Among the many organizations supported by foundations to which

this Committee has been unable to give close attention but which
deserve intensive research, is The International Press Institute located
at Zurich, Switzerland. This organization was granted $120,000 byThe Rockefeller Foundation initially, and received further support from
it and other foundations. Its purposes, as contained in The Rocke-
feller Foundation Review for 1950 and 1951, include "ttie immediate
objective of advancing and safeguarding the freedom of the press
throughout the world." It is quite conceivable, however, that the'
concept of "freedom" espoused by this foundation may differ from that
held by others.
The possible political implications of The International Press Insti-

tute will warrant study.
THEI UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO ROUNDTABLE BROADCASTS.
The Roundtable broadcasts have been abandoned, presumablybecause their leftist slant became so apparent. They were financed

by the Alfred P. Sloan Foundation, to its distinct discredit. A careful
analysis could be made of the actual broadcasts, the material used
and the speakers selected to disclose an example of how foundation
money can be used for quite direct political purposes.
FACTS FORUM.
The Committee staff at the request of Mr. Hays, collected tran-

scripts and tape recordings of Facts Forum broadcasts and turned
these over to him, also at his request.

This material has not been returned by Mr. Hays, nor has anypertinent 24 report been made to the other members of the Committee
by him.
Without being in a position to judge of the propriety of the Facts

Forum -broadcasts, this Committee puts itself on record, in any event,
as concluding that the financing of a radio or a television program
(or, for that matter, any program using any form of public com-
munication) by a foundation directed m such a way as to have'
political slant, either to the left or to the right, is highly improper.

Referring to Facts Forum, the ranking minority member of this
committee, during the hearings, made these comments (Hearings,
p. 185):

I want to make it clear here, which apparently it has not been in some people's
minds, that if they are biased, they still have a perfect right to go on the air;but they don't have any right to go on with tax-exempt funds,

* * * * * * *).(

They can be just as biased as they want to as long as they are using their' owr.
money without any tax exemption.
For the reasons stated above, the other members of this Committee are

not. in a position to determine whether or not Facts Forum has beNe
At the time the Committee met,onlNovember 29 1964 to consider the final draftsf this report, MrtHays at this point in the duisdcualn sked to hatv InChided at this point i referdne to the report 1he Mid

he made to Congress on Facts Forum. No copy of that report has been officially filed with the Committee.
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guilty of bias. In any event, however, Mr. Hays' comments just quoted
have the full and complete support of the other members in relation to
any foundation which does show bias, or permits it; the comments would
apply, of course, whatever the direction in which a foundation's bias
might run.
THE PUBLIC AFFAIRS PAMPHLETS.
These have been produced under the aegis or with the financing of

the Sloan and other foundations, and also deserve a detailed study
which we have been unable to give. The pamphlets were under the
editorship of MAXWELL STEWART, who had been an associate editor
of the Moscow News and, according to proven reports, had taught
in Moscow. MR. STEWART wrote a good many of the PUBLIC AFFAIRS
PAMPHLETS, heavily biased against the free enterprise system. Others
of the pamphlets were written by other leftists and some contain
heavily slanted bibliographies.

Further illustrations of the use of foundation funds for political
purposes will be given in Section X. FOUNDATIONS AND EDUCATION,
and in Section XI. "INTERNATIONALISM."

X. FOUNDATIONS AND EDUCATION

CARNEGIE AND ROCKEFELLER REFORM THE COLLEGES.
The Rockefeller General Education Board (terminated in 1953) was

chartered in 1903; The Carnegie Fundfor the Advancement of Teaching,
in 1905. Other organizations created by the Rockefeller and Carnegie
reservoirs of wealth which went into educational work were:

The Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, 1910
The Carnegie Corporation of New York, 1911
The Rockefeller Foundation, 1918 and
The Laura Spellman Rockefeller Memorial, 1918 (later merged

with the Rockefeller Foundation).
Miss Kathryn Casey, legal analyst of the Committee, filed a detailed

report on the educational activities of these foundations (hearings,
pp. 668 et seq.). One of the subjects treated in this report was the
campaign instituted by the Rockefeller and Carnegie foundations to
raise the standards of our institutions of higher learning. Dr. Ernest
Victor Hollis (now Chief of College Administration in the United
States Office of Education) once described the background of this
campaign as follows:

"* * * unfavorable public estimate of the elder Rockefeller and Andrew
Carnegie, made it inexpedient in 1905 for their newly created philanthropic
foundations to attempt any direct reforms in higher education." (Hearings,
p. 671.)
The method adopted, therefore, was one of coercion by indirection.
"The subject was approached indirectly through general and non-controversial

purposes -nearly all foundation grants made before 1920 being for such pur-
poses."
As Dr. Hollis said: 25

Far-reaching college reform was carefully embedded in many of these non-
controversial grants. It was so skillfully done that few of the grants are directly
chargeable to the ultimate reforms they sought to effect. For instance, there is
little obvious connection between giving a pension to a college professor.or giving

2 Philanthropic Foundation and higher Education, Ernest Victor Holls, p. 127.
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a sum to the general endowment of his college, 'aid reforming the entrance re-
quirements, the financial practices, and the scholasticc standards of his institu-
tion. This situation makes it necessary to presort qualitative influence without
immediately showing the quaniatitative grant'that:miiadei the influence possible.
(Hearings, p. 671.)
The Carnegie and Rockefeller foundations aligned themselves' behind

the "progressive educators" (the words are those of Dr. Hollis-
Hearing, p. 672), "who are seeking sich :changes as those described
as taking place at the University of C.icago, * * t."; and financed,
to the tune of several hundreds of millions of dollars, measures which
were intended to reform the colleges and universities. It is undoubt-
edly true that many or most of the results were highly commendable,
in the sesee that tthe standards in institutions of higher learning were
effectively raised. We question however, whether foundations should
have the power even to do good in te coercive manner which was employed.
We cannot repeat too often that'power in itself is dangerouis. What may
have been used for a benign purpose could in the' future be used for the
promotion of purposes against the interests of the people. It does not
write off this danger to say that good men ran the foundations. It is
power which is dangerous-power uncontrolled by public responsibility.

Plans for the pensioning of professors, and offers of college endow-
ment, were conditioned upon conformity to the plans and standards
of the granting foundations. These plans and offers were irresistible.
Accrediting systems were established. Grants and pensions were not
available unless the arbitary standards set by the foundations were
accepted. Thus, the foundations grew to be the comptrollers of higher
education in the United States, its directors and molders.
Research and experimental work in education was established,

largely at Columbia, Chicago and Stanford Universities. The Ameri-
can Council on Education "provided the general administrative and
supervisory direction necessary to coordinate such a large cooperative
undertaking." (Hearings, p. 672.) Regional accrediting associations
were formed, and other media were created or used to implement the
coercive plans of the Carnegie and Rockefeller funds. As an example
of the extent of the coercion, The COrnegie Foundationfor the Advance-
ment of Education held that no college could participate in its pension
fund if it remained under the control of a religious group. Moreover,
those colleges which were deemed (by the foundation executives) to.
be "weak and tottering" or "superfluous" were permitted to die a;
hoped-for natural death.:-

"Clearing house" organizations and other agencies were treated to
very substantial contributions: among them The American Council
on Education, The National Education Association and The Progressive;
Education Association.; ::
Miss 'Casey took up separately each of the major foundations ini-

volved in her exposition.; She found that The Carnegie Corporation,
of New: York had contributed a :total of $1,237,711 to The;National
Education Association The Progressive -Education Association and The
American Council on EducationI perhaps the major part of their'
sustenance in the early years. hearingss p. 679.) She.concluded'that)
these three organizations have operated to the.end of producing uniLt
formity in teaching, teacher-training and administrative practicesi'in
education,an I, tha he Carnegie Corp ton must have approved this
work, It must alsohave approved the work done by The Instiiue of
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International Education, The Institute of Educational Research, Co.
lumbia Teachers College and its appendage, the Lindoln School, into
which enterprises millions were poured. (Hearings, p. 704.) Miss
Casey said:
Even those not in the educational field recognize that today there is, in effect,

a national set of standards of education, curricula, and methods of teaching
prevailing throughout the United States. As a practical matter the net' result
of this is nothing more nor less than a system of education which is uniform
throughout the country. Moreover, in the case of the National Education As-
sociation, one of its goals for the "united teaching profession in 1951-57," is
stated on page 13 of the National Education Association Handbook for 1953-54
to be:
"A strong, adequately staffed State department of education in each State and

a more adequate Federal education agency..
* * * **

"Equalization and expansion of educational opportunity including needed State
and national financing." (Hearings,,<p. 704.)

The Carnegie Foundation gave considerable attention to the place,
relationship and function of the secondary and primary schools as
well. (Hearings, pp. 684 et seq.). This was done largely through
The National Education Association and The Progressive Education
Association, to which other foundations also contributed heavily.
Some of the strange things which have happened in the secondary and
primary educational fields can be traced directly to the influence of
these two organizations.

The General Education Board was, initially, the chief dispenser of.
Rockefeller moneys in the field of education. Its activities were
chiefly in the southern states and largely in the areas of primary, and
secondary education, and Negro education. It dispensed much of its
funds unquestionably commendably. Yet its operations illustrate the
dangers which lie in great power. It lent its financial assistance to the
preparation of the Building America texts which we shall later discuss.
That publicfunds should have been used in the preparation of these educa-
tional horrors is a tragic example of foundation negligence, recklessness
or incompetence.

This foundation, too, lent itself 'to experiment in education. The
agencies it chose for this work were chiefly The Progressive Education
Association, The National Education Association, Department of Second-
ary School Principals, and The American Councilon Education, as well
as The National Council of Parent Education, the American Youth
Commission and Teachers College at Columbia University. (Hear-
ings, p. 696.)

The Rockefeller Foundation has spent vast sums of money both in
education and in research in the social sciences generally.
Without going into further detail as to the educational activities

of the foundations mentioned, let us examine the import of their work
on a broad scale. Miss Casey quoted Dr.Hollis as saying that
"foundations" had influenced higher education notably and. increas-
ingly "toward supporting social and cultural. ideas and institutions
that contribute to a rapidly changing civilization * ** the chief
contribution of the foundations has been in accelerating the rate of accept-
ance of the ideas they choose to promote.1 [Emphasis ours.] (Hearings,
p. 707.) Dr. Hollis also wrote:
"The Philanthropic Founation is a socialinstitution importantenough to be

ranked with the school, the press, and the Church. "It often fails to be accorded
a rankingwith these agencies however because, unlike them, it most frequently
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attacks,sociaL problema indirectly ., * *. - Through these agencies [(to which the,
foundations make grants)] its influence extends to cultural and social planning in
almost every department-of our life." [Emphasis supplied.]

In tie field of education it seems clear that foundations have played
an almost controlling part in promoting uniformity and conformity on
a national scale. Miss Casey questioned whether a national system
of education was tot a violation of the principle of separation of powers
between the Federal government and the States, a violation of States'
rights. (Hearings, p. 708, 709.) This is worthy of careful consider-
ation by those who see in continued eXtensions of Federal power a
danger to our system of limited Federal jurisdiction. What impresses
this Committee with equal or greater seriousness is the danger which
lies inherently in'the power of vast funds of public trust-capital,
administered without public responsibility by private individuals.
That they may have directed education in the United States desirably
(if that is so) is beside the point. Should not education be directed by
local government or, at least, by government, and the people? Should it
be directed and controlled by the power of privately administered public
trusts?
THE CARNEOIE CORPORATION FINANCES SOCIALISM.
From 1928 to 1933 The Carnegie Corporation of New York provided

heavy aggregate financing (a total of $340,000) to The American
Historical Society, a constituent of The American Council of Learned
Societies, for the production of a study by its Commission on Social
Studies whose final report was published in sixteen sections. The
last section, issued in 1934, is known as Conclusions and Recommenda-
tions. This is a momentous document. We have referred to it briefly
in the previous section of this report. It deserves closer study.

The Commission heralds the decline of the free enterprise system.
It does not contest the movement for radical social change. It
accepts the new era as already fait accompli, saying:

"9. Cumulative evidence supports the conclusion that, in the United States
as in other countries, the age of individualism and laissez faire in economy and
government is closing and that a new age of collectivism is emerging." (Hear-
ings, pp. 476, 477.)

There follows this remarkable statement:
10. .As to the specific form which this "collectivism," this integration and inter-

dependence, is taking and will take in the future, the evidence at hand is by
no means clear or unequivocal. It may involve the limiting or supplanting of
private property by public property or it may entail the preservation of private.
property, extended; and distributed aniong the masses. Most likely, it will
issue from a process of experimentation and will represent a composite of his-
toric doctrines and social .conceptions yet to appear. Almost certainly it will
involve a larger measure of compulsory as well as voluntary cooperation of
citizens in the conduct of the 'complex national economy, a corresponding en-
largement of the functions of government, and an increasing state intervention
in fundamental branches of economy previously left to the individual discretion
and initiative-a 'state intervention that in some instances tnay be direct and
mandatory and ini others indirect and facilitative. In any event the Com-
mission: .is, convied biyiit interpretation of available empirical data that the
actually integrating econoxiy of the present, dy' is the forerunner cf a con-
scioisly integrated society in which individual economic actions ead individual
property rights will be altered and abridged. [Emphasis supplied.]
We pause here to note that the social scientists who composed this

masterpiece apparently made up their minds on empirical dat. No
better illustration could be given than this to show the fallacy of an

55647-54-10
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overemphasis on empiricism in the social sciences. The document
proceeds:

11. The emerging age is particularly an age of transition. It is marked by
numerous and severe tensions arising out of the conflict between the actual trend
toward integrated economy and society, on the one side, and the traditional prac-
tices, dispositions, ideas, and institutional arrangements inherited from the pass-
ing age of individualism, on the other. In all the recommendations that follow
the transitional character of the present epoch is recognized. [Emphasis supplied.]
Note "the passing age of individualism." The statement is not

that the age of individualism may be passing; the statement is
definite-the age of individualism is passing. Is there any expres-
sion of disapproval or regret at its passing? We find none. We must
assume that the foundation-financed authors approved, that they
were eager to help put skids under the free enterprise system to help
slide it out of the United States. This was their right as individuals.
But we question the right of a foundation to finance the undertaking
with public funds
The statement continues:
12. Underlying and illustrative of these tensions are privation in the midst of

plenty, violations of fiduciary trust, gross inequalities in income and wealth,
widespread racketeering and banditry, wasteful use of natural resources, un-
balanced distribution and organization of labor and leisure, the harnessing of
science to individualism in business enterprise, the artificiality of political bound-
aries and divisions, the subjection of public welfare to the egoism of private
interests, the maladjustment of production and consumption, persistent tenden-
cies toward economic instability, disproportionate growth of debt and property
claims in relation to production, deliberate destruction of goods and withdrawal
of efficiency from production, accelerating tempo of panics, crises, and depres-
sions attended by ever-wider destruction of capital and demoralization of labor,
struggles among nations for markets and raw materials leading to international
conflicts and wars.

We pause again to note that this description of the era does not
expose these "elite" social scientists as objective students of history.
The description smacks of either hysteria or intended bias. It gives
the impression that the world has gone to pot and the United States
particularly. The facts are that a higher standard of living had been
attained in the United States than ever before in our history. There
was a depression but we had had depressions before. There had
been a war not so long before, but there had been wars before. To
sum up the condition of the world and of the United States as uniquely
disturbing was blind or unconscionable. One cannot escape the
conclusion that these "scientists" were merely echoing the political
ideas which precipitated the strong political movement toward pater-
nalism and looked far beyond it rather than doing that objective
analysis which one would expect of those who deem themselves an
elite entitled to tell the rest of us what is good for us. The report
continues:

13. If historical knowledge is any guide, these tensions, accompanied by oscil-
lations in popular opinion, public policy, and the fortunes of the struggle for
power, will continue until some approximate adjustment is made between social
thought, social practice, and economic realities, or until society, exhausted by the
conflict and at the end of its spiritual and inventive resources, sinks back into a
more primitive order of economy and life. Such is the long ;tn view of social
development in general, and of American life in particular, Which must form the
background for any educational program designed to prepare either children ,or
adults for their coming trials, opportunities, and responsibilities. (Hearings,
pp. 476, 477.)
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Under the heading of "CHOICES DEEMED POSSIBLE AND DESIR-.

ABLE" the report proceeds:
1. Within the limits of the broad trend toward social integration the possible

forms of economic and political life are many and varied, involving wide differences
in modes of distributing wealth, income, and cultural: opportunity, embracing vari-
otis conceptions of the State and of the rights, duties; and privileges of the ordi-
nary citizen, and representing the most.diverse ideals concerning the relations of
sexes, classes, religions, nations, and races. * * * [Emphasis supplied.]
The emphasized phrase in this section interests us. Under our

form of society, "wealth" and "incand and "cultural opportunity"
are not disri'buted. To some extent e "re-distribute" wealth and
income-that is, by taxing it heavily and using the proceeds for social
purposes. Perhaps we overemphasize the selection of the term "dis-
tributing"; but it seems to be an intended selection, one anticipating
(and approving) a form of collectivism.
Under the heading of "THE REDISTRIBUTION OF POWER" it con-

tinues:
1. If the teacher is to achieve these conditions of improved status and thus

free the school from the domination of special interests and convert it into a
truly enlightening force in society, there must be a redistribution of power in the
general conduct of education-the board of education will have to be made more
representative the administration of the school will have to be conceived more
broadly and the teaching profession as a whole will have to organize, develop a
theory of its social function and create certain instrumentalities indispensable
to the realization of its aims.

2. The ordinary board of education in the United States, with the exception
of the rural district board, is composed for the most part of business and pro-
fessional men; the ordinary rural district board is composed almost altogether
of landholders. In the former dase tho board is not fully representative of the
supporting population and thus tends to impose upon the school the social ideas
of a special class; in both instances its membership is apt to be peculiarly rooted
in the economic individualism of the 19th century.

3. If the board of education is to support a school program conceived in terms
of the general welfare and -adjusted to the needs of an epoch, marked by transition
to soNme form of socialized economy, it should include in its membership adequate
representation of points of view other than those of private business.

4. With the expansion of education and the growth of large school systems,
involving the coordination of the efforts of: tens, hundreds and even thousands
of professional workers and the expenditure of vast sums of money on grounds,
buildings and equipment, the) function of administration has become increas-
ingly important and indispensable. (Hearings, pp. 477, 478.) [Emphasis sup-
plied.]

It is apparent that this foundation-supported report lends its vast
influence to the concept that education must be turned in the direc-
tion of preparing the public for a new form of society, a collectivist or
socialist system,mthe coming of which is taken for granted and appar-
ently approved by the, "scientists" who presume to tell us what is
good for s. Of course,, this movement for adjustment to the expected
Nirvana must'be implemented. Under the heading "APPENDIX A-
NEXT STEPS" the Report continues:

2. However,, the commission is mindful of the proper and practical question:
What are, the next steps? It indicates, therefore, the lines along which attacks
can and will :be made on the problemiof applying its conclusions with respect to
instruction in the social sciences. (Hearings, p. 478.)

After this comes what might be called the "pay-off":
3. As often repeated, the first step is to awaken and consolidate leadership

around the philosophy and purpose of education herein expounded-leadership
among administrators, teachers, boards of trustees, colleges and normal school
presidents-thinkers and workers in every field of education and the social
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sciences. Signs of such an awakening and consolidation of leadership are already
abundantly evident; in the resolutions on instruction in the social sciences
adopted in 1933 by the department of superintendence of the National Education
Association at Minneapolis and by the association itself at Chicag0o, in the
activities of the United States Commissioner of Education during the past few
years; and in almost every local or national meeting of representatives of the
teaching profession. (Hearings, p. 478.)
A concerted effort is thus to be made by all those having to do with educa-
tion to help with the business of easing in the new era, the age of collec-
tivism. The report sees signs of an "awakening and consolidation of
leadership", noting among them "the resolutions on instruction in the
social sciences adopted in 1933 by The Department of Superintendence
of The National Education Association at Minneapolis and by The
Association itself at Chicago." The American Historical Association
announces further that it has taken over a publication called The
Historical Outlook, a journal for social science teachers, (it was then
re-named The Social Sciences). Among the new purposes of the
publication was to be "to furnish as rapidly as possible various pro-
grams of instruction organized within the frame of reference outlined
by the Commission."

Writers of textbooks, said the report, were "expected to revamp and
rewrite their old works in accordance with this frame of reference and
new writers in the field of the social sciences will undoubtedly attack
the central problem here conceived * * *." "Makers of programs in
the social sciences in cities, towns and states" were expected to "recast
existing syllibi and schemes of instruction * * *." Colleges and
normal schools were to "review their current programs" and conform
to the "frame of reference." One of the objectives was the "guarantee-
ing" of "a supply of teachers more competent to carry out the phi-
losophy and purpose here presented."

"Educational journalism" was expected to follow the same line.
And, continues the Report, it is important that "the spirit" of its
"frame of reference" be "understood and appreciated" in order to
"facilitate the fulfillment of the Commission's offering."

This Committee finds the document from which we have quoted an
astounding piece of work. We cannot understand how a foundation,
Carnegie in this instance, administering fuids dedicated to a public
trust and made free of taxation by the grace of the people, could justify
itself in having supported such a program. Is this what foundation
executives refer to when they assert the right of foundations to "experi-
ment" and to use "risk capital" to reach "inew horizons?'" These same
men caution Congress against any regulation or-control which would
deprive them of the freedom to use foundationfunds as they, the supposed
elite, see fit. We wonder whether they have merited that confidence.
We wonder whether our society can afford to let them "experiment" with
our institutions-whetherwe the peoplethe he United States can afford
the "risk"l
The aggregate import of this document financed by the Carnegie

Corporation was that our American way of life was a failure; that it
must, give way to a collectivist society; that educators must now
prepare the public for a New Order; and traditional American prin-
ciples must be abandoned. In his filed statement, Mr. Dollard, Presi-
dent of the Carnegie Corporation says. "The Corporation regards its
entire program as 'pro-American.' We do not so regard the product
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in which it invested hundreds of thousands of dollars of public-dedicated
money.
The late Congressman Shafer and his collaborator, Mr. Snow,

expressed their view of this foundation-supported Report in The
Turning of the Tides:

"'A strategic wedge was driven in 1934 following the Conclusions and Recom-
mendations of the American Historical Assoiation's Commission on Social Studies.

"Its point of entry was adroitly chosen. The Commission proposed to con-
solidate the traditional high school subjects of geography, economics, sociology,
political science, civics and history, into a single category designated as the 'social
studies'. Here' was the most strategic of all teaching areas for the advancement
of a particular philosophy.

"Success in enlisting teachers in this field in the cause of a 'new social order'
would have an influence out of all proportion to the number of teachers involved.

"What this all meant was summed up by Professor Harold J. Laski, philosopher
of British socialism. He stated:

" 'At bottom, and stripped of its carefully neutral phrases, the report is an educa-
tional programfor a socialist America' ". [Emphasis supplied.] (Hearings, p. 480.)
The reader who would excuse The Carnegie Corporation from respon-

sibility for the report of its agent, The American Historical Association
on the ground that it merely provided the funds for the study project,
must reconcile this viewpoint, so assiduously nurtured by foundation
spokesmen, with the fact that the annual report of the President
and Treasurer of The Carnegie Corporation of New York for 1933-4
not only endorsed but lauded this program of socialism:
"That its (the Commission's) findings were not unanimously supported within

the Commission itself, and that they are already the subject of vigorous debate
outside it, does not detract from their importance, and both theeducational world
and the public at large owe a debt of gratitude both' to the Association for-having
sponsored this important and timely study in a field of peculiar difficulty, and
to the distinguished men and women who served upon the Commission."
According to The Carnegie Corporation, the public owes a debt of
gratitude for the production of a document of tremendous influence in
the educational field promoting socialism!

It must not be concluded that the report referred to was an acci-
dental or incidental thing, the product of one isolated group, the
opinion of a tiny fraction of the foundation-financed intellectual world.
The following quotation is from Education for the New America, by
Willard E. Givens, in the Proceedings of the 72nd Annual Meeting of
The National Education Association:
"A 'dying laissez'f:aiie must be completely destroyed anid all of'ul, including the

'owners' must be subjected to a large degree of social control. A large section of
our discussion group, accepting .the conclusions of. distinguished students, main-
tain that in our fragile, interdependent society the credit agencies, the basic indus-
tries and utilities cannot be centrally planned and'operated under private owner-
ship." [Hearings, p. 482.1
Nor was Mr. Givens himself an isolated person acting solely on his
own. He was executive secretary of the NEA from 9351915t952 and
was given its award in 1953 for his "many contributions to the field of
education" which were deemed "without parallel. "

In the Agenda of Democr`acy, by C.. E. Merriam, vice-chairman of the
National Iesources Planningq Board and for many years the leading
figure in The Social Science Research Council, the author wrote:
"The days of little-restricted laissez-faire, the days when government was

looked upon as a necessary evil-these have gone for along time, perhaps forever.
although in the mutations of time onie never' knows what forms may recur,"
[Hearings, p. 482.1
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Example after example can be given of the widespread expression,
by persons connected with or financed by foundations, of approving
conviction that free enterprise was dead and a new order must be
ushered in, an order of collectivism.

The Commission on Higher Education appointed by the President
produced a report in the form of six pamphlets in 1947. The Presi-
dent of The American Council of Learned Societies was Chairman of
this Commission. The reports gave credit to The American Council
of Learned Societies, The American Council on Education, :The AmericanAssociation of university Professors and The Association of Land
Grant Colleges and Dniversities for aid received.
This report emphasized that higher education must be guided to

help usher in the new society. Not only was the domestic scene to
be changed by a concerted effort on the part of the intellectual leaders
of the nation, but we were to be led toward world citizenship as well.
The Report of the President's Commission on Higher Education con-
tained this statement:

PREPARATION FOR WORLD CITIZENSHIP

In speed of transportation and communication and in economic interdepend-
ence, the nations of the globe are already one world; the task is to secure recog-
nition and acceptance of this oneness in the thinking of the people, as that the
concept of one world may be realized psychologically, socially and in good time
politically.

It is this task in particular that challenges our scholars and teachers to lead
the way toward a new way of thinking.

* * *. * * *

There is an urgent need for a program for world citizenship that can be made
a part of every person's general education. (Hearings, p. 483.)
'SOCIAL ENGINEERIN(G" AND EDUCATION.
The 1947 Report of the President's Commission on Higher Education

makes clear that our old friend, the "social engineer", is to lead us
into better pastures. It recites:

It will take social science and social engineering to solve the problems of human
relations. Our people must learn to respect the need for special knowledge
and technical training in this field as they have come to defer to the expert in
physics, chemistry, medicine, and other sciences. (Hearings, p. 483.) [Emphasis
supplied.1
The people are no longer to direct their own welfare.. "Scientists"

must be trained to lead us, to "engineer" us into that better world,
domestic and international, which only these experts are capable of
determining. It would,.of course, be foolish to discount the valuable
aid which specialists can give in the advancement of human knowledge
and the development of a better society. But the concept of "social
engineering" is one -with which this Committee has no sympathy.
It is again the concept of an elite group determining whatisgood for
the people; it smacks so closely of the fascist principle of a guiding
party that we find it distasteful and indigestible. That the governing
party might be composed of presumed scientists does not make it a
more palatable dish. Moreover, there is evidence enough in the
record that the "social sciences" are not sciences and the "social
scientists" cannot fairly compare themselves with the experts in
physics, chemistry, medicine, and other sciences.: There is something
completely false, as well as highly dangerous, in the entire concept of
"socialengineering."

142



TAX-EXEMPT FOUNDATIONS

The presumption of it all is quite astounding. The same report
contains this statement:

Colleges must accelerate the normal slow, rate of social change which the
educational system reflects; we need to find ways quickly of making the under-
standing and'.vision of our most farsighted and sensitive citizens the common
possession of all our people. (Hearings, pp. 483, 484.)
Who are these "most'farsighted and sensitive citizens" who are to

use the colleges'and universities to 'accelerate the "normally slow rate
of social change?" They are,, of course, the intellectualelite the
foundation-financed, self-appointed "social engineers" who mislead-
ingly bear the title of "scientist" by carrying the label of "social"
scientists. "We need", says the report, "men in education who can
apply at the point of social action what the social scientist has dis-
covered regarding the laws of human behavior.". The basic laws of
human behavior have not been "discovered"'by self-designated
"scientists" butby great philosophers and ethical leaders. We
doubt that the social-scientific mind can be relied upon to discover
by inductive methods and quantitative measurement, such'laws of
human behavior as may be sound determinants in delineating a new
society.

"Certainly", continues the report, "the destiny of mankind today
rests as much with the social sciences as with the natural sciences."
That statement may well be doubted. Whatis moie serious is that
these "social scientists" who subscribe to the point of view expressed
do not truly mean'that the solution rests in science. They do mean
that it rest in their own 'pinions and predilections. That is :ei-
denced by' the following quotations from' an 'article' in Progressive
Education for January-February, 1934 by Horace M. Kallen, a mem-
ber of the President's Commission, entitled "Can We Be Saved by
Indoctrination:; .

I finds within the babel of plans and plots against the evils of our times, one
only which does not merely repeat the past but varies from it. This is a proposal
that the country's pedagogues shall undertake to establish themselves as the
country's saviors. It appears in two pamphlets.; The first is a challenge to teach-
ers entitled "Dare the Schools Build a New Social Order?" Its author is George
Counts. The second is, 'A Call to the Teachers of the Nation."

,.*(, --,' *vi...'^,',^» ^ . ., 1( * ...**;,
With an imagination unparalleled among the saviors of civilization, with a faith

stronger than every doubt and an,earnestness overruling all irony, Mr. Counts
suggests that the Great Revolution might be better accomplished and the Great
Happiness more quickly established if the teachers rather than the proletarians
seized power. ..

,. .* : ; *'.4: * -- :. * '.-J: i..: :: *,-:':, *

Having taken power, the teachers must use it to attain the "central purpose" of
realizing the "American Dream.", They must operate education as the instru-
ment of social regeneration. This consists of inculcating right doctrine. (Hear-
ings; p. 484.)

Clearly enough "right doctrine" is what the elite believe in.
A strong; proponent of:this' proposal 'that the, social scientist should

be given the task of. directing 'society, isI Profssor NormanSWolel.
His Molders of the Amsricaw Mind, wasdeedicated "to the teachers of
America, active shares in the:building:f attitudes, may they col-
lectively choose a detiny whiihhQiorsh oniy productive labor and
promotes thleascendency of the common man over, the forces that
make possible an ewnor my of plenty^. Init,wefindd this
To the teacher of America, active narers m tthe building of attitudes, may

they collectively choose a destiny which honors only productive labor and pro-*
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.motes the ascendency of the common man over the forces that make possible
an economy of plenty.

T* * * * * * *

The younger generation is on its own and the last thing that would interest modern
youth is the salvaginp of the Christian tradition. The environmental controls which
technologists have achiuevd, and the operations by means of which workers earn their
livelihood, need no aid or sanction from God nor any blessing from the church.

* * * * * * *

The influence which may prove most effective in, promoting the demise of
private business as the dominant force in American economic life is the modern
racketeer. His activities are constantly in the spotlight'of public attention,
and the logic upon which he pursues them is the logic of competitive business.
He carries the main principles of the business life to their logical extreme and
demonstrates their essential absurdity. Like the businessman he is interested
in gain, and like the businessman he believes in doing the least to get the most,
in buying cheap and selling dear. Like the businessman he believes in attain-
ing a monopoly by cornering the market whenever possible. The chief differ-
ence between the racketeer and the businessman is that the businessman's pursuits
have about them an air of respectability given by customary usage and established
law. He may pursue them in the open, advertise them in the public press and
over the radio, whereas the racketeer must work undercover.

* * * * * * *

In the minds of the men who think experimentally, America is conceived as having
a destiny which bursts the all too obvious limitations of Christian religious sanctions
and of capitalistic profit economy.

* * * * * * *

This Committee wonders whether the phrase. "the men who think
experimentally" relates to the insistence of many foundation executives
that foundation funds must be used as "risk capital," for "experiment."
Is this the kind of experiment which the foundations defend? Pro-
fessor Woelfel makes his own experimental objectives very clear:
From the vantage point of the present study, the following objectives for educators

are suggested. They, in no sense, purport to be all-comprehensive or final. They
do, however, lay claim to be along the line of much needed strategy if educational
workers are to play any important part in the society which is building in America.

* * * * * t *

5. Active participation by educators and teachers in various organizations of
the lay public agitating for social reforms whose realization would be in harmony
with evolving ideals of American society.

* * * * * * *

9. Active participation of individual educators and of professional organiza-
tions of educators in the gradually crystallizing public effort to create out of pre-
vailing chaos and confusion in economic, political spiritual, ethical, and artistic
realms a culture which is under no continuing obligations to past American or
foreign cultural pattern.

* * ** . * L* *

11. A system of school administration constructed under the guidance of ex-
perimental social philosophy with the major aim of meeting the professional
needs of teachers. This implies relegating the elaborate administrative tech-
nology modeled after business practice and capitalistic finance to the background
where it may be drawn upon when needed in reconstruction programs.

* * * * * * .*

14. A program of public elementary and secondary education organized in the
interest of collective ideals and emphasizing the attainment of economic equality
as fundamental to the detailed determination of more broadly cultural aims.
*- 5. Centralized organization in public education to an extent which will not
only guarantee provision of the most valid knowledge together with, adequate
facilities for incorporating it into educational practicein every local community
throughout the country, but promote as well the construction of attitudes, in the
populace, conducive to enlightened reconstruction of social institutions.

16. A program of public vocational,' professional and higher education
integrally organized in terms of a social order wherein all natural resources and the
entire industrial structure is controlled by governmental agencies and operated for the
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equal benefit of all. This portends educational planning in terms of broadly.
cultural and creative motives and the final disappearance of programs of education
based upon the motive of individual monetary success.
,. $ :, $ $* *

20. Gradual abolition of specified grades, subjects, textbooks, testing, and
promotion schemes as conceived under the present administrative-supervisory.
set-up in; public education. The development' of a series of flexible organiza-
tional schemes and teaching programs by local faculties under the guidance'
and sanction of professional associations and of the lay public.

21. Domination of all specific teaching aims for an indefinite period by the
general aim of rendering the attitudes of all normal individuals toward all the
problems of life sufficiently tentative to allow for growth and change. (Hearings,
pp. 485, 486.) [Emphasis supplied.]

Professor Woelfel does not mince words. In an article, in Pro-
gressive Education in 1934 called The Educator, The New Deal and
Revolution he said:

The call now is for the utmost capitalization of the discontent manifest among
teachers for the benefit off revolutionary social goals. This means that all available
energies of radically inclined leaders within the profession should be directed toward
the building of a united radical front. Warm cllectivistic sentiment and intelligent
vision, propagated in clever and undisturbing manner by a few individual leaders,
no longer suits the occasion.

* * * * * * *

If we wish the intelligent utilization of the marvelous natural resources and
the superb productive machinery which America possesses, for all of the people,
with common privileges, and an equal chance to all for the realization of exclu-
sively human potentialities-that is possible, although we must not blindly
shrink from the fact that it may require some use of force against those at present
privileged. (Hearings, p. 486.)

Professor Woelfel's call to force indicates the intensity of the
messianic impulse of many of the social scientists who contributed to
the movement for the reform of society, the financing of which was
chiefly supplied by foundation funds.

In the Social Frontier, of which DR. COUNTS was editor and Professor
Woelfel an associate editor, appeared these remarks in the October
1934 issue:
In a word, for the American people, the age of individualism in economy is

('losing and an age of collectivism is opening. Here is the central and dominating
reality in the present epoch.
Page 5, Educating for Tomorrow:
To enable the school to participate in raising the level of 'American life the

educational profession must win meaningful academic freedom, not merely the
freedom for individuals to teach this or that, but the freedom of the teaching
profession to utilize education in shaping the society of tomorrow. (Hearings,
p. 488.)
and
The task of enlarging the. role of education in shaping the future of our collec-

tive life cannot be accomplished by individual educators nor by individual in-
stitutions It is a task for an 'organized profession as a whole. It is a task which
the NEA might make its central project. (Hearings,'.p. 489.)

* $-*. : i* ... :: g . .- :. **-* . .. ··C. * - $
We submit to the membership of the NEA that its role in the life of the nation

would be greatly enhanced ifit identified itself with an ideal of social living
which alorie can bring the social crisis to a happy resolution-a collectivistic and
classless society, We further submit that the effectiveness of the'NEA would be
greatly' increased if instead of looking for defenders'of education among the:ranks
of oQnservative groups , it would identify itself with the underprivileged classes
who are the real beneficiaries of public education and who can find their adjust-
ment only in a radically denooratic social order. (HIearings, p. 489.)
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Professor Woelfel's appeal ,to The National Education Association
is indeed a dangerous one, in view of the power of that organization.
The 1953 NEA Handbook proclaims that the Association has 490,000
individual members and 950,000 affiliated members; that it consists
of 66 state organizations and 4434 Affiliated Associations; that it has
29 departments, 14 Headquarters divisions and 23 Commissions and
Committees: It says:

"THE NATIONAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATION. IS THE ONLY
ORGANIZATION THAT REPRESENTS OR HAS THE POSSIBILITY
OF REPRESENTING THE GREAT BODY OF TEACHERS IN THE
UNITED STATES." [Emphasis supplied.]

It thus professes itself to be a monopoly. As it is characteristic of
organizations that a small group usually controls, it gives one pause to
think what such a powerful organization could do if its leaders listened
to voices like that of Professor Woelfel.
The activities of The Progressive Education Association (for some

period called the American Education Fellowship) have been strongly
in the direction of the promotion of the thesis that the schools should
be used as an instrument for social change. This organization, which
up to 1943, had received $4,257,800 from foundations (we do not have
a record of subsequent donations) indicated its position in its publica-
tion called at various times, The Social Frontier, Frontiers of Democ-
racy, and Progressive Education. In the issue of December 15, 1942,
for example, appeared a series of letters by PROFESSOR RUGG which
constitute a "call to arms." He announces The Battle for Consent.
The "Consent" is the consent of the governed to accept change, and
it is the position of PROFESSOR RUGG (of whom, more later) which
undoubtedly was supported by The Progressive Education Associa-
tion, that this consent can only be obtained through proper educa-
tion of the people. They must, we gather, be educated into under-
standing the necessity for social change as Professor Rugg believes
it should change-then the battle for the new era can be won. Thus
the schools are to be a weapon by these agitators for the winning of
the war against our institutions.

There may not have been a (legal) "conspiracy" to change our social
and governmental system, but a mass of evidence demonstrates that the
most influential formulators of educational thought strenuously attempted
to suborn our schools and that heavy contributions from the tax-exempt
foundations provided them with effective sounding-boards for their sub-
verting doctrines.
THE FOUNDATION-SUPPORTED COLLECTIVIST TEXT-BOOKS-THE BACK-

GROUND.
The witness AaronM: Sargent is a lawyer actively practicing in

the State of California, to the bar of which he was admitted in 1926.
He testified that he had 27 years' active experience in the practice of
law and 17 years "concerned to some extent with anti-subversive
work and investigations affecting American education, anid partic-
ularly the public schools system." He participatedinhearings in
1941-42 before the San Francisco City Board of Education in regard
to Rugg social science textbooks. At the request of; the California
Society, Sons of the American Revolution, he studied the progressivesystem of education between94 and1942and4quiredintodthe
textbook condition of the state schools and the State Department of
Education in Sacramento.
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In 1946 he began an inquiry which-led. iup; to,proceedings, which

were brought to Congress on the so-called Buiing America textbooks.
He handled thue proceedings for the 'Sonrs' of the American Revolution
before the State Board of Education in n'Caifor.ia.ird California
legislative committees. He drafted legislative bills on' education and
studied the national aspects of -this subversive teaching problem. He
is the author of a Bill of Grievances which was filed with the Judiciary
Committee of the United States Senate and the House Committee
on Un-American Activities by the National Society, Sons of the Ameri-
can Revolution, and conducted the research on which that document
was based.

In May, 1952 for a brief period he was employed as a consultant for
staff work in research by the Senate Internal Security Committee.
In 1952-53 he directed research at the Hoover Institute at Stanford
University on War, Peace and Revolution. He served for a number of
years as Chairman of the Americanization Committee of the National
Society, Sons of the American Revolution. He had been approached
by Congressman Cox, Chairman of the Cox Committee, to act as
Counsel to that Committee.
Mr. Sargent testified that in his opinion the investigation of this

Committee "is one of the most important matters which has ever
come before the Congress of the United States. It concerns the na-
tional security, the defense of the principles set forth in the Constitu-
tion of the United States. You will find that the situation confronting
you is the result of a disregard of trust responsibility-a condition
amounting to abdication of duty by the trustees of the tax-exempt
foundations which have exerted such a great influence in the history
of our country since the turn of the century." (Hearings, p. 198.)

Mr,. Sargent stated in his opinion the following should be the yard-
stick to be applied to the conduct of foundations:

Standards of foundation conduct : It 'is the duty of tax-exempt'foundations and
their trustees to observe and be guided by the following standards of conduct':'

First: Patriotism. To bear true faith and allegiance to the philosophy and
principles ,of government set forth in the Declaration of Independence and the
Constitution of the United States. ..

Second': Loyalty. To be active ad positive in supporting the United States
Government'against revolutionary' and other subversive attacks;
To putlpatriotic money at the disposal of patriotic men in this field of education

to enable them to support and defend our Constitution and fqorn of government.
Third: Obedience to law. 'To faitifuly olbey the laws of the United States

and the p'rbisions ofState law 'under which foundation charters are granted;
Fourthi: Respect. for exemption. To use a'the tax-exemption privilege in good

faith, recognizing the purpose' for which that privilege is granted;
To refrain from supporting communism, socialism, and other movements which

(1) increase'the cost' of government, .(2) endanger the national security, or (3)
threateni:the integrity of the 'Federal Goverhment. .
The fifth' standardhere is academiiic responsibility. This is a part of my con-

cept of:standards: of foundation condtict .

Academic responsibility requires these foundations to,limit their activities to
projectshich are, infact, educational, and are 'conducted in an academically,
responsible 'manner in accordance with proper academic standards;
To refrain:from using education as a'device for lobbying or a means to dissemi-

nate propaganda. (Hearings, pp. 108, 201.)
In using the tem "socialism" Mr. Sargent carefully distinguished

this area of criticism, defining the term as follows:
When I use the term "socialism," I referi o the political movement which is

known as the Socialist movement. The movement which is workingfor a general
program of planned economy based on nationalization of industry, business,
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national resources, and credit. The political operation of a nation's economy,
not fragmentary things. Politics is something which these foundations are not
supposed to go into and I think they have no right to undermine the basis of
their exemption by doing things of that type. (Hearings p. 201.)
Mr. Sargent's testimony concerned itself chiefly with the support

by foundations of policies and programs in education of a nature which
he deemed destructive of American principles. He narrated that a
movement began in the United States shortly before the turn of the
century, closely related to Fabian socialism, which had previously
become established in Great Britain "which has undermined and
almost destroyed the economic system of Great Britain." According
to Mr. Sargent, a group of American radical intellectuals organized
an attack upon patriotism, "challenging basic American philosophy
founded on the doctrine of natural law." He asserted that this
group sought to slant and distort history and to introduce a new
and revolutionary philosophy, based on the teachings of John Dewey.
He called this movement "the greatest betrayal which has ever
occurred in American history." (Hearings, p. 203.) He indicated
that one of the most vicious aspects of this betrayal was the attack
on the doctrine of unalienable rights and natural law set forth in the
Declaration of Independence. (Hearings p. 206.)
Mr. Sargent suggested that foundations had supported a move-

ment to attack the stature and function of the Supreme Court as the
bulwark of our judiciary system, pointing out that in October, 1936,
before the Presidential election, a group of educators had put in the
hands of American school children a school book advocating a plan
to pack the Supreme Court of the United States. (Hearings, p. 213.)
He accused the foundations of propaganda in having a consistent

policy of always supporting one side of controversies having political
connotations and never supporting the other. The side which the
foundations have neglected is the side of conservatism. (Hearings, p.
214.)

Citing the book, Fabianism in Great Britain, by Sister Margaret
Patricia McCarran, the daughter of Senator McCarran, which nar-
rates the history of Fabianism in England, Mr. Sargent drew a par-
allel between this movement and its intellectual offspring, the so-
cialist movement in the United States. What he described as the
"beachhead" occurred with the organization of The Intercollegiate
Socialist Society in 1905 under the direction of Jack London, Upton
Sinclair and others. This organization, which we have already dis-
cussed,26 later changed its name to The League for Industrial De-
mocracy and exists and operates to this day as a tax-exempt founda-
tion. Branches were installed in many of the major colleges and uni-
versities, and persons now well-known were among the leaders of
these branch groups, among them BRUCE BLIVEN, FREDA KIRCH-
WEY, Paul (Senator) Douglas, KENNETH MACGOWAN,ISADORE
LUBIN, EVANS CLARK, JOHN TEMPLE GRAVES, Jr., and others. The
purpose of the Society was the active promotion of socialism. (Hear-
ings,-p. 220.)
ROBERT MORSS LOVETT, a man with a total of 56 Communist

front affiliations, became the first president of the Intercollegiate
Socialist League. (Hearings, pp. 221, 222, 223, 224.)
. Se page --
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Mr. Sargent indicated that the movement propelled by this socialist
group took over the. teaching of John Dewey "who expounded' a
principle which has become destructive of traditions and has created
the difficulties and the confusion, much of it, that we find today.
Professor Dewey denied that there was any such thing as absolute
truth, that everything was relative, everything was doubtful, that
there were no basic values and nothing which was specifically true.''
With this philosophy, Mr. Sargent points out, "you automatically
wipe the slate clean, you throw historical experience and background
to the wind and you begin all over again, which is just exactly what
the Marxians want someone to do,." John Dewey, said Mr. Sargent
was a "gift from the Godsto the radicals." His,teachings brought on
attacks on American tradition and on patriotism. (Hearings, p. 217.)
A natural consequence of this movement to reject tradition was an

undermining of the doctrine of inalienable rights proclaimed by the
Declaration of Independence and a denial of the theory of natural
rights upon which our government is based.

According to Mr. Sargent, the philosophy of John Dewey had
appeared just about the time when John D. Rockefeller established
his first foundation, The General Education Board in 1902. It was an
era of reform agitation; and reform was badly needed in several areas
of our economic and social life. The socialists, crypto-socialists and
collectivists then took hold of the Dewey philosophy and spread it,
taking advantage of the existing discontent to make considerable
inroads in academic fields. The National Education Association,
another tax-free organization, also began early to promote the Dewey
philosophy.
Mr. Sargent narrated that, in 1916 the Department of Educational

Research was established at Teachers College, Columbia University.
Under its direction, The Lincoln School was established in 1917, and
this "kindled the fire which helped to spread progressive education."
The quotation is from a pamphlet issued by Teachers College itself.
The same pamphlet states that John D. Rockefeller made available
$100,000 per year for ten years for Teachers College through The
International Edication Board, to establish and maintain an Inter-
national Institute at that College, It also recorded, amongother things,
that a DR. GEORGE S. COUNTs had been made Associate Director
of the Institute a few years before 1923. (Hearings, pp. 252, 253.)
Reference will later be made to the opinions of DR. COUNTS. Suffice
it to record here that his work proceeded with Rockefeller Foundation
financing.
Mr. Sargent pointed out that the period under discussion was one

of growing intellectual radicalism, citing the statement of Professor
Von Mises that socialism does not prnng from the people but is a
program instigated by special types of intellectuals "that form them-
selves into a clique and bore from withinaind operate that way. * * *
It is not a people's movement at all. It is a capitalizing on the
people's emotions and sympathies 'and skillfully directing those
sympathies toward a point these people wish to reach." earningss
p. 254.)
THE Ruaa TEXTBOOKS.
Among these intellectuals was PROFESSOR HAROLD RUGG, who

began issuing pamphlets in the Lincoln Experimental School as early

149



150 TAX-HXEMP FOt"NDATONS

as 1920. The RuGG pamphlets subsequently were developed into
what came to be known as the RTiGG Social Science Textbook Series.
About five million of these books had been put into the American
public schools. Yet their character may be assessed through a- pro-
ceeding before the San Francisco Board of Education as a' result of
which a panel of highly competent men was appointed to evaluate
the RUGG books: the Provost of the University of California, pro-
fessors at Mills College, the University of San Francisco and Stanford
University, and a member of the Bar.''
The report of this panel was unanimous; it recommended that the

RUGG textbooks be barred. The Report is well-worth reading.
(Hearings, p. 256, et seq.) It condemns the RUGG books for advo-
cating the principle that "it is one of the functions of the school,
indeed it appears at times to be the chief function, to plan the future of
society. From this view we emphatically dissent. Moreover, the
books contain a constant emphasis on our national defects. Certainly
we should think it a great mistake to-picture our nation as perfect or
flawless either in its past or its present, but it is our conviction that
these books give a decidedly distorted impression through over-
stressing weaknesses and injustices. They therefore tend to weaken
the student's love for his country, respect for its past and confidence
in its future."
One of the members of the panel, Mr. McKinnon, added:
What Professor Rugg is trying to do is to achieve a social reconstruction

through education. The end in view is a new social order in which all the aspects
of human relationships, including the political and economic, are to be refashioned
and rebuilt. The means by which this end is to be accomplished is education.

* * * * * * *

The lack of an underlying assumption of moral law which is inherent in human
nature arid which is the norm of good conduct of happiness, and of socially
desirable traits is evident throughout the texts. Professor Rugg, of course rejects
such an idea of law.

* * * * * * *

Nothing is more insistent in the books than the idea of change. From the
habit of denying facts and fixed realities, Professor Rugg proceeds to the
motion of trial and error in all human affairs. One is never sure one is right.
Since everything changes, there is nothing upon which one can build with perma-
nence. Experiment is the rule in social affairs as well as in physical science-
experiment in government, in education, in economics, and in family life.

* * * * * * *

Throughout the books runs an antireligious bias. (Hearings, p. 259.)
Joining his fellow panel-members in the unanimous decision to

bar the RuvG books, Mr. McKinnon added:
America, in spite of all'its faults, has achieved something in the history of

social and political life which has borne rich fruit and which may bear richer
provided we do not lose the thread. But this is the condition: provided we
do not lose the thread.
What is that thread? It is the concept upon which our country was founded,

that man is a rational being who possesses rights and duties. (Hearings, p. 260.)
Mr. McKinnon continued that PROFESSOR RUGG's philosophy
contravened the principles of the Declaration of Independence. Mr.
McKinnon said:

It is true that social conditions and circumstances change. The point is that
the principles themselves do not change, for they are inherent in the nature of
man, a nature which does not change. (Hearings, p. 260.)
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DR. COUNTS, AND 0T#Zd$
It was Rockefeller money which h mamade possible this attempt by

PROFESSOR RUaG, asnd those who agreed, with his thesis, to use
the schools as an active force for social and political change. This
Committee wonders whether those who provided the money for such
a movement actedinignorance or with intention.
Nor was PROFESSOR RUGG alone, Among others who employed

foundation largess in their attempt to introduce radical social and
political' change through the use of the school, was the DR. COUNTS
to whom we have previously referred,' In his pamphlet, Dare the
Schools Build a New Social Order, published in 1932, a composition
of addresses made to The Progressive Education Assoc iatio in Wash-
ington and The National Council of Edueation in Washington, DR.
COUNTS advocated "Education through indoctrination," The pam-
phlet is a call for action; education must be "emancipated" from
the influence of the "conservative class"; "it is a fallacy that the
school shall be impartial in its emphasis and that no bias should be
given to instruction"; "Progressive education wishes to build a new
world but refuses to be held accountable for the kind of world it
builds."

In 1933 The Progressive Education Association, a foundation, sup-
ported in part by other foundations, issued a pamphlet called A Call
to The Teachers of the Nation. It was prepared by a committee of
which DR. COUNTS was chairman. It contained this:
"The progressive minded teachers of the country must unite in a powerful

organization militantly devoted to the building of a better social order, in the
defense of its members against the ignorance of the masses and the malevolence
of the privileged. Such an organization would have to be equipped with the
material resources, the talent, the legal talent, and the trained intelligence to
wage successful war in the press, the courts, and the legislative chambers of the
nation. To serve the teaching profession in this way should be one of the major
purposes of the Progressive Education Association."
This Committee wonders whether anyone would seriously assert that
such proposed conduct is properly encouraged by a tax-free founda-
tion supported by- other tax-free foundations. There can be little
doubt .that DR. COUNTS' call to action was answered, and answered
with foundation funds.

It seems reasonable that one be, known somewhat by the company
one keeps. .Thei Progressive Edction Association (which had changed
its name to the American lEdcation Fellowship) publishes a magazine,
Progressive Education. Its November, 1947 issue has a lead article
by John J.: DeBoer, the president of the organization, in which he
recites that ththe 947 convention there were such speakers as
W. E. B. DuBos (Whose Communist front record is well-known) and
LANGSTON HUGHES, a Communist. It is very edifying to lean that
this educational organization was addressed by HUGHES, the author
of the notorious poem, "Goodbye Christ", which contains sentiments
such as this:

"Goodbye,
Christ Jesus Lord God Jehova,
Beat it on away from. here now.
Make way for a new guy with no religion at all-
A real guy named
Marx, Communist Lenin, Peawant Stalin, Worker Me-"
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In the same issue of the magazine there is an article by THEODORE
BRAMELD entitled "A New Policy for A. E. F." (the American Edu-
cation Fellowship). This article contains a resolution which was
adopted at the 1947 convention and contains these interesting
proposals:

"I. To channel the energies of education toward the reconstruction of the economic
system, a system which should be geared with the increasing socializations and public
controls now developing in England, Sweden, New Zealand, and other countries;
a system in which national and international planning of production and distri-
bution replaces the chaotic planlessness of traditional 'free enterprise'; a system
in which the interests, wants and needs of the consumer dominate those of the
producer; a system in which natural resources, such as coal and iron ore, are
owned and controlled by the people, a system in which public corporations replace
monopolistic enterprises and privately owned 'public' utilities; a system in which
federal authority is synchronized with decentralized regional and community
administration; a system in which social security and a guaranteed annual wage
sufficient to meet scientific standards of nourishment, shelter, clothing, health,
recreation, and education, are universalized; a system in which the majority
of the people is the sovereign determinant of every basic economy policy.

"II. To channel the energies of education toward the establishment of genuine
international authority in all crucial issues affecting peace and security; an order
therefore in which all weapons of war (including atomic energy, first of all) and
police forces are finally under that authority; an order in which international
economic planning, of trade, resources, labor distribution and standards, is prac-
ticed, parallel with the best standards of individual nations; an order in which
. . . races and religions receive equal rights in its democratic control; an order
in which 'world citizenship' thus assumes at least equal status with national
citizenship." [Emphasis supplied.]
The same THEODORE BRAMELD, writing in Science and Society in

1936, had said:
"The thesis of this article is simply that liberal educators who look towards collec-

tivism as a way out of our economic, political, and cultural morass must give more
serious consideration than they have thus far to the methodology of Marx. . . The
possibility remains that ultimately they will agree with the value of Marxian philosophy
not only methodologically but systematically as well. But at present what they need
especially to consider in devising a strong and skillful strategy to cross the social
frontier of a new America, is whether Marxism has not less but rather more-much
more-to offer than as yet they willingly admit." [Emphasis supplied.]
Now let us return to DR. COUNTS.
And what was this new social order of which The Progressive Edu-

cation Association was to become a leader? DR. COUNTS became a
member of the American Advisory Organization connected with the
summer sessions at Moscow UNIVERSITY. The purpose of this
Organization was to introduce American teachers and students to the
new education methods used in Soviet Russia. It'is difficult to avoid
the conclusion that DR. COUNTS, and perhaps some of his associates,
were very sympathetic to the Communist experiments in education
and willing enough to have them introduced into America. (Hearings,
p. 266, et seq.) Mr.- Sargent gave this as his opinion:
My comments are that this document shows a framework of a complete system

of indoctrination of American educators which could only be put together on the
theory of their receiving such indoctrination and coming back here and introducing
it into our school systein. It even includes the reflexology item I just referred to,
including material on Pavlov, who was the author of the principles of. brain wash-
ing. (Hearings, p. 283.)
DR. COUNTS' interest in things Russian was evident by several

of his books, among them The Soviet Challenge to America. His work
had the approval of the Russians, witness the February 1933 issue of
the Progressive Education Journal, the official organ of the foundation
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known as The Progressive-Education. Association1 which contained an
article in which reference was made to a letter written by Johannson I.
Zilberfarb, a member of the State Scientific Council and Commissariat
of Education of the Soviet Union. This was a letter to DR. COUNTS
congratulating him on Dare the School Build a New Social Order, and
the "remarkable progress you have made in challenging capitalism."
He added "May I be so bold as to hope that your profound and con-
sistent attack on the social order in your country will eventually
lead you to a complete .emancipation from American exclusiveness
and intellectual messiahship 'so aptly exposed in your pamphlet,
thus enabling you to consider all social progress from a universal
proletarian point of view." (Hearings, p. 285.)
PROFESSOR RUGG and DR. COUNTS cannot lightly be dismissed

as incidental examples of those "rare and inevitable mistakes" con-
fessed by the foundations-on the contrary, both of these gentlemen
appeal by the evidence to be typical spearheads of the foundation-
supported movement to convert our schools into vehicles for radical
social change. DR. COUNTS, it should be noted, was among the
signatories of the Conclusions and Recommendations of the Commission
on Special Studies of the American Historical Association. We have
already discussed it in detail, but Mr. Sargent's testimony on the
n(mclqsions and Recommendations is particularly significant:
What these gentlemen propose to do is set forth in their chapter at the end

talking about next steps.- It says that it is first to awaken and consolidate
leadership around the philosophy andi purpose of education expounded in the
report. That The American Historical Association in cooperation with the
National Council on the Social Studies has arranged to take over the magazine,
The Outlook, as a social science journal for teachers. That writers of textbooks
are to be expected to revamp and rewrite their old works in accordance with
this frame of reference. That makers of programs in social sciences in cities and
towns may be expected to evaluate the findings. That it is not too much to
expect in the near future a decided shift in emphasis from mechanics and method-
ology to the content and. function of courses in the social studies. That is the
gist of it.

This report became the basis for a definite slanting in the curriculum by selecting
certain historical facts and by no longer presenting others, * * *". (Hearings,
pp. 287 et seq.)

It seems undeniable that these Conclusions and Recommendations
of the American Historical Association played a great part in the
campaign to slant education by playing down American traditions,
thus paving the way for radical social change, and other foundations
and foundation-supported enterprises joined in this campaign.

Ju The Progressive Education Magazine of May, 1946 appeared an
article by Norman Woelfel in which he stated:

"It might be necessary paradoxically for us to control our press as tie Russian
press is controlled and as the Nazi press is controlled." (Hearings, p. 292.)
The analogy with Russiah methods seems pretty close. It was the

purpose of the Communists in Russia (as it is the purpose of every
totalitarianism) to condition youth to accept the new state. Radical
educators in the United States such as Dr. Woelfel, DR. COUNTS
and DR. RUGO, and there were many others, proposed a method quite
similar. There is even some evidence to indicate that the progressive
education movement itself was intended to be a vehicle for this form
of thought control. (Heiarigs, p. 302.)
We have discussed another evident instrument of this movement to

condition the American mind toward social change., namely The
55647-54--1 1
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League for Industrial Democracy. Mr. Sargent in his testimony
referred to a letter written by HARRY W. LAIDLER secretary of this
organization, on September 9, 1935 which was a blueprint of their
specific plans.

As to plans for the immediate future-we must launch student organization
everywhere and at once, early in the college and high school year. We must
build up the lecture circuits in new centers. We must arrange various radio
programs. We must complete the pamphlets begun in the summer. These are
preliminary to establishing a new research service which we believe will double
the amount of research produced and reach a much larger audience than we have
had in the past. The Chicago office, with a plan for extended work in the metro-
politan area, is ready to reopen. The emergency committee for strikers relief
will be called upon to renew its efforts on behalf of the sharecroppers who are
about to undertake a cotton pickers strike.

In addition to our major program, the L. I. D. continues its work of active
cooperation with other groups. By arrangement with the New Beginning group,
which carries on underground work in Germany, one of its leaders is to come to
America under our auspices. With several defense organizations we are under-
taking a campaign to widen the support for Angelo Herndon; we are active on the
Sacramento defense committee to fight the criminal syndicalism laws in California.
Other joint efforts find the L. I. D. actively participating. (Hearings, p. 306.)
THE BUILDING AMERICA TEXTBOOKS.
The story of the Building America textbooks is as good an example

as any of the attempt by radical educators financed by foundations
to suborn the schools. The General Education Board of Rockefeller
provided over $50,000 to assist in the development of this series of
textbooks. (Hearings, p. 309.) It is impossible to believe that those
in this Foundation who authorized the work did not appreciate what
its significance could be. The 1940 Annual Report of The General
Education Board describes the "project" in some detail and anticipates
that it will cover such subjects as "planning and natural resources",
"personal security and self-development", "free enterprise and
collectivism", etc.
Mr. Sargent pointed out instance after instance in which the

attempt was made to destroy our traditions and to use the schools
for political propaganda. (Hearings, p. 311, et seq.) Yet these books
were taken over by the National Education Association and promoted
broadly for use in the schools.
These NEA sponsored books came under severe criticism in the

State of California where, as a result of a proceeding, they were
barred from the California schools. The report of the Senate Investi-
gating Committee on Education of the California Legislature, known
as the Dilworth Committee, severely condemned these books and
labeled them as subtle attempts to play up Marxism and to destroy
our traditions, Interesting quotations from the report of this Com-
mittee are to be found on page 315 of the Hearings and elsewhere.
The legislative report listed the many front organizations of some

of the authors of reference material in these books, among them
ANNA LOUISE STRONG, ALBERT RHYS, and ALLEN ROBERTS. One
cannot read the quotations from these books and the comments of
thb California legislative committee, as contained in the testimony
of Mr. Sargent (Hearings, p. 309 et seq.), without coming to the con-
clusion that these books promoted by the National Education Associa-
tion and financed by the Rockefeller foundationn contained vicious,
radical propaganda in substantial degree.

Part of, the plan of the radical educators financed by foundations
was apparently to combine various courses, history, geography, etc.
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into a new course generally known as "socil studies". This mecha-
nism assisted them in using the schools for propaganda. Later, bor-
rowing a Communist term, the combined courses were sometimes
called "core studies". Mr. Sargent pointed out that there was a
blackout in history in California for a long period. No history books
were furnished by the Department of Education from 1928 to almost
1940. It was not until a legislative investigation that history books
were furnished as required by law. The Building America books
apparently took their place. The books, along with a great amount
of propaganda, lampooned some of our great traditional figures such
as Lincoln and Jefferson and in contrast exhibited Stalin in friendly
light. The Dilworth Committee was profoundly shocked at -the pres-
ence of a cartoon showing President Lincoln burying the Constitution.
Nothing was provided to teach the children that Lincoln was a noble
and inspiring character. As the Dilworth Committee said:

"Nothing so vividly illustrates the change in attitude of some of our national
educational leaders in some policy-forming positions of the National Education
Association of professional educators and teachers as this aboutrface toward the
memory of Abraham Lincoln who lived and labored 'That government of the
people, by the people and for the people shall not persih from the earth.'" (Hear-
ings, p. 319.)
The Committee Report stated further:
"There are two great Americans that the devotees of foreign islns andideol-

ogies consistently smear. They are Abraham Lincoln because he suppressed a
revolution and Thomas Jefferson: because he is the great advocate of rights of
state and individuals as opposed to centralized government control." (Hearings,
p. 319.) ., -.

It could not have been coincidence that the Dilworth Committee
"found among other things that 113 Communist-front organizations had to do with
some of the material in these books and that 60 Communist-front authors were con-
nected with it. Among the authors are Sidney and Beatrice Webb identified with
the Fabian Socialist Movement in Great Britain." (Hearingsi p. 319.)1
One of the basic components of the Building America textbooks

was a pamphlet entitled the American Way of Business, by OSCAR
LANGE and ABBA P. LERNER. Both have been beneficiaries of
Rockefeller fellowships. Both have been. collectivists for a long time.
OSCAR P. LANGE, a professor at the 'University of Chicago under
ROBERT MAYNARD HUTCHINS, renounced his American citizenship
in Warsaw in order to accept appointment as ambassador to the
United Nations from Communist dominated Poland. It would be
difficult for the National Education Association or the Rockefeller
Foundation to convince the average American citizen that the "Ameri-
can way of business" should be taught to the American school child
by MEss RS. LANGE and LERNER. The following are quotations
from this piece of literature widely promoted for use in our schools:

* * * * * * *

"The idea of abolishing private enterprise came from socialist thinkers who
believed that this change would actually further the development and freedom
of the individual."

* * * * * '* *

"Public enterprise must become a major constituent of our economy, if we are
really going to have economic prosperity."

* * * * * * *

"It is necessary to have public ownership of banking and credit (investment
banks and insurance companies)."

t ** * * * *@.
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"A publicly owned banking and credit system alone is compatible wthl the
flexibility of capital value necessary to maintain competitive' standards in pro-
duction and trade."

* * * * * * *

"it is necessary to have public ownership of monopolistic key industries. ... The
legal basis for public ownership of such industries should be provided by an
amendment to the anti-trust laws, providing that ii cases of proved repetition
of monopolistic practices and impossibility of correcting the situation on the
basis of private enterprise, the companies in question should be transferred into
public ownership and operated on the 'principle of public service.'"

t * * * * *

"It is necessary to have public ownership of basic natural resources (mines,
oil fields, timber, coal, etc.)".

* * * * * * *

"in order to insure that the public corporations act in accordance with the coln-
petitive 'rules of the game, special economic court (enjoying the same inde-
pendence as the courts of justice) might be established . . . and that the economic
court be given the power to repeal any rules of (ongress, of legislatures, or of the
municipal councils...."
The Building America textbooks are apparently still used in some

of the schools. They are being used in Arlington, Virginia and in
Maryland right now. (Hearings, p. 320.)
Mr. Sargent introduced evidence that The National Education

Association in the anxiety of its leaders to promote a "progressivism"
in education along radical lines has been aggressive in its "smearing"
of Americans who opposed its policies (Hearings, p. 321, et seq.),
has engaged in extensive lobbying and interfered substantially with
the local jurisdiction of school authorities.
Mr. Sargent testified that in his opinion the chief support for the

radical movement in education had come from the Rockefeller, Carnegie
and Ford Foundations.

Mr. SARGENT. The Rockefeller Foundation has actively promoted and supported
the injection and the propagation of the so-called John Dewey system of oxperi-
mental education and has aided the introduction of Communist practices in our
school system and is defending and supporting the continuance of those practices
in the schools.

Mr. HAYS. That is the RockeJeller Foundation?
Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir, and also the General Education Board and the Inter-

national Education Institute.
Carnegie has aided it through various grants; both of them incidentally are

carrying on a lobby and a very extensive lobby, involving the schools which I
will testify about this afternoon.

The Ford Foundation has become the lobby which has interfered or is interfer-
ing with the integrity of local schools and is promoting world federalism and world
federal government, among other things, and extending its power into many areas
capable of being dangerous. (Hearings, p. 337.)
Many have pointed out that few of the major foundations do much, if

anything, in the way of an affirmative defence of existing institutions.
The witness, Mr. Sargent, testified that he had written to 115 text
book publishers throughout the country to determine "what materials
were available for instructing students and adult groups desiring to
study the propaganda and activities of socialist and communist organ-
izations, or for the study of the economic, financial and political and
constitutional effects of Fabian Socialism and the social welfare state."
(Hearings, p. 387.) He stated that the substance of the replies was
"that practically no material of this kind was available by any of
these publishers." He submitted supporting data to the Committee.
It would be interesting to aggregate the totaFfunds poured by founda-
tions into the dissemination of leftist propaganda and compare it with
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the tiny trickle which flowed into an exposition of the fallacies and
frailties of collectivism.
THE Moscow UNIVERSITY SUMMER SESSIONS
In the hearings starting at page 272 is disclosed a remarkable docu-

ment: a travel information folder published by World Tourists, Inc.,
an agency of the Soviet Government, announcing the Anglo-AmericanSection of a summer session at Moscow University. The Institute of
International Education, Inc., is listed as the "American Advisory
Organization", and among its individual "advisors" appear the names
of George S. Counts and Heber Harper. Then there is listed a
"National Advisory Council" which contains the names of some emi-
nent professors, presidents and chancellors of universities, and a selec-
tion of social scientists and executives of foundations. Immediately
under this list of names there is the following recitation:
"The tremendous progress of the Soviet Union in the cultural field creates for

Americans an unequalled observation ground for education, psychology, and the
social sciences. The Soviet Union presents a unique opportunity for the study of
the processes of cultural change. * * * The Soviet Union possesses the most
progressive system of public education, extensively making use of the best achieve-
ments of international pedagogy. * * * "
Summer courses are then announced to be held in the University of

Moscow, and the attendance of American students is solicited. Appar-
ently they are to learn how pleasant life is in Soviet Russia and how
much better the Communists have solved their social problems. The
entire announcement is worth reading.

Significant is the fact, however, that among the members of the
National Advisory Council which participated in the project were
Stephen Duggan, director of the Institute of International Education,
John A. Kingsbury, secretary of the Milbank Memorial Fund; Charles
R. Mann, director of the American Council on Education;and EdwardR. Murrow, then assistant director of the Institute of International
Education. It was a strange venture, indeed, to receive American
foundation support.
There had been previous summer sessions of the Moscow Univer-

sity-in 1933 and 1934. The first one (1933) was called the First
Russian Seminar .nd Near East Cruise. The brochure for the 1935
Summer Session (Anglo-American Section of the Moscow State Uni-
versity) contains the following paragraph indicating that the 1933
session was also under the auspices of the Institute of International
Education:

"In order to insure close cooperation with American educational institutions,
and with students and educators in the United States, an advisory relationship
was established in 1933 with the Institute of International Education. At the
same time, a National Advisory Council of prominent American educators was
formed by Professor Stephen Duggan to assist the Institute of International
Education in its advisory capacity. To facilitate still closer rapprochement, each
year several American educators are invited to Moscow as resident advisors to
the Summer Session. Dr. George S. Counts and Dr. Heber Harper, Professors
of Education, Teachers College, Columbia University, will act as advisors during
the summer session of 1935."
The Advisory Committee for 1933 was:

STUART CHASE, New York City.
KENNETH CONANT, Associate Professor of Architecture, Harvard University.
SAMUEL H. CROSS! Assistant Professor of Slavic Languages and Literature,

Harvard University.
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HENRY W. L. DANA, Cambridge.
GEORGE N. DAY, Professor of Economics and Sociology, Occidental College.
SAMUEL N. HARPER, Professor of Russian Language and Institutions, The Uni-

versity of Chicago.
HENRY L. HARRIMAN, President, United States Chamber of Commerce, Boston.
BRTJCE C. HOPPER, Assistant Professor of Government; Harvard University.
WALTER W. HYDE, Professor of Greek and Ancient History, University of

Pennsylvania.
EDWARD R. MURROW, Assistant Director, Institute of International Education,

Inc., New York City.
FRANK NOWAK, Professor of Slavic History, Boston University.
GROVE PATTERSON, Editor of the Toledo Blade, Toledo.
D. C. POOLE, School of Public and International Affairs, Princeton University.
GEROID T. ROBINSON, Associate Professor of History, Columbia University.
TREDWELL SMITH, New York City.
WHITING WILLIAMS, Cleveland.

According to the brochure (page 4) "The Summer Session is officially
an organizational part of the Moscow State University" and
"The IMoscow University Summer Session is sponsored in the Soviet Union by

the Peoples' Commiissariat of Education of the Russian Socialist Federated Soviet
Republic; by VOKS, the All-Union Society for Cultural Relations with Foreign
Countries; and by Inlourist, the State Travel Company of the U. . S. R. Intour-
ist, through its ]Educational Department, will supply information to persons
interested."
VOKS was the subject of testimony before the Senate Internal

Security Sub-committee Hearings (July 25, 1951-June 20, 1952) by
two witnesses both of whom stated under oath that it was an operation
supervised by the Communist Party. According to one witness the
official translation of these letters is: "Society for Cultural Relations
Between Soviet Union and Foreign Countries". He added, "Actually
it was one of the cover organizations for, again, these double tracks
getting information from abroad to the Soviet Intelligence, and
sending infiltration of ideas and selling Communist ideas to the west."
The 1933 announcement of the 1933 Seminar carried these state-

ments under the heading "Seminar Aims":
"The Russian Revolution has brought on one of the greatest social upheavals

of all time. Socialism has been given microscopic trials before, but never on such
a Gargantuan scale. Now, in our own times and under our very eyes, the world's
most important experiment in Communism is taking place. The inspirational
opportunities for study and observation are unlimited. Would you like to have
been an observer in France during the French Revolution? The present oppor-
tunity in lRussia is of equal significance. The First Russian Seminar will take
advantage of this opportunity.

* * *$ * * * *

"Those for whom the Seminar will be a success, those who derive the greatest
benefit therefrom, those who will come away heavily laden with thought-provoking
experiences and unforgettable memories, will be those members who have entered
into the spirit of the Seminar. This may be tersely worded as follows: 'We are
interested in seeing and understanding. We desire something more lasting than
the memory of de luxe accommodations. For these we do not even need to leave
our American homes where these comforts abound, but Russia has something
to show us. Let us try to comprehend.'"
The 1934 session was known as the American Institute of Moscow

University (instead of the Anglo-American Institute); and according
to a report entitled "Report For the Institute of International Edu-
cation" it functioned under the auspices of:

1. The Society for Cultural Relations with Foreign Countries-
VOKS

2. The All-Union Travel Company Intourist
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The lectures were held in the morning and the afternoons were
devoted to field trips, 130 such excursions being made. After exami-
nations students had a choice of one of the following four itineraries:

.{~_/ 2Days &uentd
1. Kharkov, Yalta, Sevastopol, Odessa, Kiev -- 15 39
2. Kharkov, Yalta, Sevastopol, Odessa Kiev------------------ 10 66

Both these tours were conducted by Professor Svadkovsky (as-
sistant director of the Central Pedagogical Institute) and Miss
Samokhvalova.

3. Gorki, Volga, Rostov, KharkQv, Kiev----------------------- 15 40
Conducted by Y. L. Robbins of VOKS.

4. Leningrad, Baltic and White Sea Canal, Kharkov and Kiev --- 15 25
Conducted by Professor Gramp.

Attendance of less than 40 at the 1933 session increased to 212 at
the 1934 session (according to announcement of 1935 session), among
whom were "undergraduates, teachers, principals, professors, psy
chologists, social workers, physicians, nurses and artists". The
following reference to the previous sessions is also taken from the
1935 announcement:

"Basing their judgment upon the undeniable success of these ventures, the
Soviet. Educational authorities organized at the University of Moscow, an Anglo-
American Section offering full and regular instruction in English. The students
and professors of the 1933 and 1934 sessions approved the academic advantages of
the plan, which enabled the student to travel during his vacation period and at the
same time to further his own professional experience. It is a plan that has the full
support of the foremost educators and scientists of the Soviet Union."
One of the academic regulations was:
"2. The course, "Principles of the Collective and Socialist Society" is pre-

requisite .for admission to all other courses; however, the student may enroll simul-
taneously in this and other courses. Students may be exempted from this require-
ment by presenting evidence of having completed:

a. An equivalent course during the Moscow University Summer sessions of
1933 or 1934."

(Italics'in original.)
Principles of the Collective and Socialist Society teach the violent

overthrow of the traditional social order-it is the communist creed-
yet it was "prerequisite" for acceptance at the American Institute of
the Moscow University.
According to the same announcement folder:
"All student applications must be approved by the office of the Institute of

International Education."
To summarize:
1. Summer sessions of the Moscow University were held in 1933

and 1934.
2. A projected summer session in 1935 was not held as such; how-

ever an "alternative program" was offered (see post),
3. The 1933 and 1934 sessions were under the auspices of

a. VOKS-an undercover organization for soviet Intelligence.
b. The Institute of International Education,
Stephen Duggan (who advocated recognition of Russia in 1920, the

father of Laurence Duggan-named under oath as a Soviet agent)
was director of the Institute and Edward R. Murrow was assistant
director, serving as acting director during Duggan's absence in 1933-
34.

4. The announced 1935 summer session was to be under the same
auspices.
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5. Applications were subject to approval by the Institute of Inter-
national Education.

6. Prerequisite for admission was the course which teaches the
overthrow of government by force and violence.

Since all student applications were approved by the Institute it is
interesting to look into some of those who were approved-obviously,
it has been impossible to check into all of the over two hundred such
students, nor does the committee have a complete list of them.
The names referred to, however, are fairly familiar.
Julia Older

Sister of Andrew Older, an exposed Communist. According to
the report made to the Institute of International Education on the
1934 Moscow Summer School "Julia Older of Hartford Courant"
was chairman of the Editorial Committee which "prepared two
issues of the student wall newspaper 'Soviet Summer'."

Julia Older Bazar appeared before the Internal Security Sub-
committee on two occasions (September 25, and October 14, 1952)
at which time she refused to answer questions regarding the Moscow
University Summer school under the privilege of the Fifth Amend-
ment.

At that time, Julia Older Bazar was employed by the Bureau of
Documents and Editorial Control Section of the United Nations:
"I review manuscripts that come through for reproduction and pre-
pare reports of the various departments of the United Nations for
publication."
She refused to state whether she had been a member of the Com-

munist party while doing this work, or while she worked for the Farm
Security Administration of the Department of Agriculture and the
Coordinator of Information Office.
She refused to state whether she had been a roommate of Anna

Louise Strong, an exposed Communist; and other questions regard-
ing her activities drew a refusal to answer on "the basis of the first
and fifth amendments."
John Bovingdon

According to the February 11 1941 issue of The Peoples World
(west coast official organ of the Communist Party) John Bovingdon
was to lecture throughout America on "what Soviet Russia is trying
to accomplish".

Referring to his stay in Russia, Bovingdon said his final successful
year in Russia made him realize the work to be done in the United
States.
Ring Lardner, Jr.
Exposed as a Hollywood Communist (as a result of his testimony

before the House Un-American Activities Committee he was indicted
and convicted) Ring Lardner, Jr., refused to answer as to his Com-
munist Party membership, even when faced with a card showing
membership in the Communist Party.
Oakley Johnson
The 1940 report of the Special Committee on Un-American Activi-

ties referred to the American League for Peace and Democracy (cited
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by the Attorney General as subversive and Communist) and stated
that its secretaries "Oakley Johnson and Dinald Henderson were
well-known Communists".
Ballis Edwin Blaisdell

In May, 1953, Blaisdell testified before the Sub-committee of the
House Un-American Activities investigating infiltration in Education
that he had been approved to attend the Moscow University Summer
session in 1935 and when it was not held availed himself of the oppor-
tunity offered to spend an equivalent amount of time travelling in the
Soviet Union with guided tours. He also testified that the following
spring--1936-he looked up the Communist Party address and joined
the Party.

Mr. Hays (Hearings, p. 266 et seq.) stressed that the 1935 summer
session of the American Institute of the Moscow State University
was never held. That appears to be the fact; yet it is equally the fact
that when the decision not to hold the session was reached an alterna-
tive program was offered and many of those "approved" by the Insti-
tute of International Education availed themselves of that alternative
program. This is evidenced by the following letter, which is on file
with one of the government agencies:

We, a group of students who were enrolled in the Anglo-American Summer
School at the Moscow University although regretting the necessity which caused
the closing of the school, nevertheless wish to express our appreciation for the
unending thoughtfulness shown us by the Intourist organization and staff in
their efforts to make our stay in the Soviet Union enjoyable and instructive. No
expense has been spared to take care of our needs. The greatest of pains have
been taken by Intourist with the cooperation of VOKS, to arrange visits and
interviews for us with many directors of institutes and factories, teachers, writers
and artists. These men and women have spent hours answering our questions
and delivering exhaustive talks to us on thki various phases of socialist construc-
tion in the U. S S..R. The greatest hospitality was shown us during the course
of these interviews.
By this means, and by mixing with the people in the streets, parks and elsewhere,

we have obtained a clear picture of the life and culture of this country, a picture
which we hope to make more complete when .we travel among the minority
nations of the Soviet Union during the next few weeks.

Moscow, July 28, 1935.
Louis Cohen Celia Lipsky John Fisher
Louise M. Edelson Adele C. Martin Marian Grosberg
Genevieve Williamson Sarah Goodman Lee Saltzman
H. '. Buros Charlotte Owen Jack Cohn
Leopold London Adele Birnbaum L. . Ghaller
Shirley Olmsted Herberg Eiges Louise Bovingdon
John Galio Helen Eiges Lillie Davidson
H. H. Gleickman Oakley Johnson Majorie Schwarz
John Bovingdon Ena Lu Sharer B3ritton Morris
R. N. Rubin Joyce Lengcr Betty Padford
Baronig Baron D. Zablodowsky J . . Nixon
S. K. Bedekar Mollie Rice Alice Stewart
Gert Davidson Betty Turner
Alvin E. Coons Gene Lizitzky
THE FORD FUND FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF EDUCATION
The Testimony of Prof. Thomas H. Briggs (Record, p. 94 et seq.)

indicates that a thorough investigation of this unit of the Ford Founda-
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tion is highly desirable. Prof. Briggs (now retired) was one of our
most eminent educators. He was selected by the Ford Fund as a
member of its Advisory Committee and resigned in disgust at its
policies and principles. He testified, moreover, that although the
Fund had expressed gratefulness to the Advisory Committee for its
help, that Committee had really not been consulted at all in any
significant manner.
Among the projects of The Ford Fund for the Advancement of Educa-

tion which would bear scrutiny is its support of the Institute for Philo-
sophical Research, San Francisco, California. The 1952 annual report
of The Ford Foundation states that one of the problems upon which
it would concentrate is a "clarification of educational philosophy." In
the same report appears this:
"A more fundamental and long-range approach to clarifying the philosophical

questions basic to education in the United States is being made by the Institute
of Philosophic Research, supported jointly by the Fund and the Old Dominion
Foundation. The Institute is undertaking, with the counsel and participation
of leading thinkers, to clarify the whole body of Western thought. It hopes,
thereby, to foster a community of understanding that will make discussion about
fundamental issues more intelligible."
The annual report of The Fund for the Advancement of Education

reports a three year grant of $565,000 to the'Institute and notes that
it is to be under the direction of MR. MORTIMER ADLER. The project
is there described as
"undertakingTa¥'dialectical examination of Western humanistic thought with a
view to providing assistance in the clarification of basic philosophical and educa-
tional issues in the modern world."
That this project deserves attention is witnessed by the well-known

radical opinions of MR. ADLER, its director. In the January, 1949
issue of Common Cause, MR. ADLER had an article entitled The
Quiet Revolution, in which he said:
"The basic trend toward socialism, which began with Wilson's New Freedom,

and which was greatly accelerated by Roosevelt's New Deal, has been confirmed
by Truman's return to the presidency on a platform which does not yield an
inch to the right and in many respects goes further to the left. That fact suggests
the possibility that some form of socialism which is quite compatible with democ-
racy-as in England and the United States-may prove to be the middle ground
between the free enterprise capitalism and the oligarchical politics of the 'economic
royalists' on the one hand, and the dictatorship of the proletariat and the despot-
ism of the party on the other."
The following is from the same article by the man selected to direct

"a dialectical examination of Western thought" to the tune of over a
half-million dollars of Ford Foundation (public) money:

"It all adds up to a clear picture. It looks like a quiet but none the less effective
revolution. If we still wish to be cautious we need say no more than that we have
reached a turning point in American politics at which it has become evident that
the general social process of the last twenty years is irreversible-except by force.
By choice the American people are never going to fall back to the right again.
That deserves to be called a revolution accomplished. But it is also a revolution
which will continue. .Either the Democratic Paity will move further to the left
or a new political party will form to the left of the Democrats."
INTER-UNIVERSITY LABOR EDUCATION COMMITTEE
Another Fund for Adult Education grant which warrants study is

that to the Inter-University Labor Education Committee (totalling
$384,000 from January 1, 1952, to June 30, 1953). There exists an
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undated publication of this Committee called Labor's Stake in World
Affairs, marked "Preliminary Draft for Limited Distribution and
Comment". It was prepared by the Union Leadership Project of
the University of Chicago under the direction of the Review and
Evaluation Committee of the Inter-University Labor Education Com-
mittee, and credit is given to members of the faculty, including Bert H.
Hoselitz, who bad been active in the Inter-Collegiate Socialist Society.
This Committee finds highly reprehensible in this booklet the char-
acterization of the conflict between Russia and the United States as
a "struggle for world power". And, while the booklet says that labor
must help in the fight against Communism, one would gather from it:
that the Soviet Union wants peace; is against imperialism and inter-
vention; and wishes to cooperate with the United States. The
reader is left with the impression that, in view of Russia's good-will,
there is no point in arming-we should just make peace. A distorted
account of the events preceding and following the institution of the
Marshall Plan further misleads the reader, as does the inference that
the growing Communist movement in Eastern nations is the pure
result of nationalism.
Race relations is treated in a most unfortunate manner. The

question is asked whether we would have used the atom bomb on
white Europeans-did we not use it against the Japanese only be-
cause they had yellow skins? The same question is raised over our
use of napalm in Korea.
The section of the booklet devoted to "People Of The World-A

Day In Their Lives" has a definite pro-Russian slant. In a French
family, the question is asked: If Russia invades, should we fight?-
and a worker answers "yes". Then the question is asked: "But
what if American starts it-are we still supposed to fight? The
question is left unanswered. In a Russian family the wife asks for
some new shoes for the children, but the husband replies that she
must get used to it-"Our country must first build up its industrial
might. Today steel is more important than a large selection of
shoes". There is no intimation that the build-up is for armament
purposes.

In a reference to the Berlin Blockade, the pamphlet intimates that
the difficulties arose because the original agreement between the
three parties provided that Germany would be kept as an agricul-
tural state, but later America began competing with Russia for
German's favor and opposed an agricultural economy. When the
four-power control broke down the American, French and English
zones were consolidated and currency reforms were made in the
Western zone. The increased production and industrialization in
that zone made it mandatory on Russia to retaliate and this she did
by what the pamphlet implies was the only method she could choose-
The Berlin Blockade. The airlift is treated as similar to the Russian
blockade. The section again contains what seem to this committee
as very slanted questions, raising the question "was the U. S. airlift
consistent with American policy objectives?"
Bert H. Hoselitz is one of those to whom the pamphlet expresses

appreciation for the discussion materials--and Mr. Hoselitz was an
active member of the Socialist group on the campus of Chicago
University.
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GOOD BooKS DiSCUSSION GROUPs: ANOTHER FORD FUND FOR ADULT
EDUCATION PROJECT

Increasing emphasis is being placed on continuing the educational
process beyond the adolescent and usual years of schooling. The
basic idea is certainly a worthy one, but this Committee seriously
questions whether one Fund project in this field has been entirely
commendable. That is another of the matters which warrant inquiry
by a continued investigation.
We refer to the support of the American Library Association-

American Heritage Project, which has received substantial sums from
the Ford Fund for Adult Education. It is based on group discussion
of books (selected from the so-called "Good Books") and 16 mm edu-
cational films designed to "bring adults together at their public
libraries to discuss the great American documents and American
political freedoms".
The Great Books project is closely allied through its directorate

with the Encyclopedia Brittanica, and the latter issues 16 mm docu-
mentary and educational films used by the discussion groups.

It is obvious that because of its very nature "adult education" has
tremendous possibilities for use as a propaganda medium, directed
as it is particularly to adults of foreign birth (whose formal schooling
in this country may have been limited) and to those who seek a
greater knowledge of political science and America's place in the
world today. Thle material in the hands of this Committee is not
exhaustive but it appears to lean heavily to civil liberties, political
and social action, and international world politics.

In addition to the fact that the preponderance of current authors
are definitely not of the conservative point of view (and many of
them, as will be seen by referring to the Appendix to this Report
have citations of various degrees) the films suggested as part of these
joint presentations are even more radical and contentious. There
seems little justification for the use of any of the films mentioned
here, even if they were balanced by an equal number of innocuous
ones-which is not the case. When the nature of the films is con-
sidered in the light of some of the personalities associated with the
project and with the films, this committee questions the objectivity
and the good faith of those responsible for the selection of individuals
and discussion material.
Due Process of Law Denied

This film, somewhat uniquely paired with "The Adventures of
Huckleberry Finn" deals with excerpts from "The Ox Bow Incident",
a brutal story of mob "justice". Described in the material furnished
to the discussion groups as "forceful re-enacting of a lynching", a
more accurate statement is that it is inflammatory and designed to
convey the impression that throughout the United States there is
widespread disregard for law and order.
The Cummington Story
By WALDO SALT, who on April 15, 1951, refused to answer, claim-

ing the privilege of the Fifth Amendment when questioned by the
House Un-American Activities Committee regarding his Communist
affiliations.
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The House I Live In
By ALBERT MALTZ referred to earlier, who refused to answer ques-

tions regarding his Communist Party -record, and was cited for
contempt.
Of Human Rights

Prepared by the United Nations Film Department, it is used with
the United Nations Declaration on Human Rights, and is described as
follows:
"An incident involving economic and racial prejudice among children is used to

dramatize the importance of bringing to the attention of the peoples of the world
their rights as human beings as set forth in the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights proclaimed by the UNP General Assembly in December 1948." [Em-
phasis supplied.]
The United States government by rejecting this Universal Declara-

tion has gone on record as stating this country does not consider that
document-prepared in collaboration with the Communists-as a
statement of our "rights as human beings". The rights of citizens
of the United States are set forth in the Declaration of Independence,
in the Constitution and its Amendments.
Brotherhood of Man

Also suggested for use on the program "Human Rights" this film
produced by United Productions of America for the United Auto-
mobile Workers of the CIO is distributed by Brandon Films. The
Washington representative of Brandon Films testified before the
Jenner Committee in May 1951 that Brandon Films advertised in the
Daily Worker but took refuge behind the Fifth Amendment against
self-incrimination when questioned as to his own Communist Party
membership.
The film itself is based on the pamphlet "Races of Mankind"

written by RUTH BENEDICT and GENBWELTFISH, whose records are
included in the Appendix. Following complaints as to its nature and
accuracy the pamphlet; was withdrawn from the Armed Forces Educa-
tion Program-but as recently as September of this year the film was in
use at the Film Center at Fort Monmouth. To this Committee the
use of such a film cannot be justified, and it condemns thesubterfuge
by which a document branded as inaccurate is withdrawn as it were'
by one hand and surreptitiously reinstated with the other.
With These Hands
Produced by the International Ladies Garment Workers' Union, this

film is a highly colored protrayal of violence on the picket lines, featur-
ing the horrors of the Triangle Fire in New York City almost fifty
years ago, giving a completely unrealistic picture of present day
working conditions.
The Challenge
This is another film on the theme that the guarantee of "life, liberty

and the pursuit of happiness" is denied to Negroes and other minority
group members in the Ur ted States; it is unrealistic, distorted and
deceptive.
Such presentations as these cannot be called educational in thb

opinion of this Committee, they deliberately seek to stress "what's
wrong" in present and past group relations rather than provide facts
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for objective discussion of such relations, and ignore the fact that here
in the United States can be found the outstanding example of liberty
in action in the world today.
The Fund For Adult Education along with the 20th Century Fund,

and the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, is closely
associated with the Film Council of America. Evans Clark is listed
as a member and William F. Kruse (at one time connected with Bell
and Howell) is in a policy-making position on the Film Council.
Mr. Kruse's background is particularly interesting to this Committee
since he carries great weight with the Council-and the Council's films
find their way into the discussion groups sponsored by the American
Library Association with Ford money.
Mr. Kruse is reliably reported to have been a communist as recently

as 1943, and there are witnesses who state he still was after that date.
As late as 1943 he was listed as sponsoring the Chicago Council of
American-Soviet Friendship.
Another individual indirectly associated with the Film Council is

John Grierson, who produced "Round Trip" spearhead for a world
trade campaign in this country starring Paul Hoffman. Grierson
resigned as head of the National Film Board of Canada at the time of
the Canadian atomic spy ring revelations. Denied a visa to this
country he came in through Unesco and thereafter headed the film
section of that organization. Unesco and UNO films are likewise
used in the Good Books discussion groups.
The 16 mm film is being increasingly recommended for use in all

levels of education-including so-called adult education. This Com-
mittee would strongly urge that the whole matter of the type of films
as well as the subject matter and the individuals and organizations
who produce these films, be carefully studied. There is no greater
media today through which to propagandize and it is no exaggeration
to say that such things as ostensibly "educational" films can well
prove to be the Trojan horse of those ideologies which seek to scuttle
American principles and ideals.

Other projects of The Fund for the Advancement of Education need
the attention of a continued investigation. Professor Briggs' testi-
mony indicated that much was badly wrong with the operation of the
great Fund and very seriously so. We have referred to his testimony
elsewhere but add these excerpts from it:

"Representing, as I think I do, the sentiment of the vast majority of educators
of the country I am deeply concerned that a major part of the program of The
Fund for the Advancement of Education deprecates the professional education of
teachers and of school administrators.

"It apparently is assuming that a good general education is sufficient to insure
effective professional work." (Hearings, p. 99.)

* * ' * * * * *

"The desired increase in general education of teachers will not result from the
projects, costly as they are, of the Fund for the Advancement of Education.
They may improve a small fraction of teachers, but they are unlikely to have
any widespread national effect." (Hearings, p. 100.)

. * * * * * * *

"But after 3 years of what the Fund erroneously calls "a great experiment"
there is no evidence that the hoped-for result is in sight. Nor, according to
reports from a number of schools from which the favored teachers were selected
has the expenditure of several million dollars on the project produced any material
improvement in education or in the increased ambition of other teachers.

"This is but one of several expensive projects that the Fund has financed for a
purpose praiseworthy in itself but wastefully unlikely to have any significant
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results on education throughout the country. The relatively few fortunate
teachers probably profited from their year of study, but it was unrealistic to
expect that their experience would materially affect all, or any considerable part,
of the schools of the Nation." (Hearings, p. 100.)

* * * * * * *
"* * * tut concerning the professional education of school people the officers

of the Fund begin their propaganda against current practices by an assumption
that they know what the preparation should be with such an assumption,
however unsound, would not be disturbing if these officers did not have at their
disposal millions of money, yours and mine, as well as Mr. Ford's to promote
their theories. To whatever extent successful their propaganda, disguised under
declared benevolence, the effect is likely to be decreasing public confidence and
perhaps decreased public support for what is desirable and necessary. (Hearings,
p. 101.)"

* * * * * * - *

"All this being understood, we can assert without fear of successful contradiction
that any attempt by outside agencies, however heavily they may be financed and
however supported by eminent individuals, to influence school administrators and
teache s to seek othe4 objectives than those which have public approval or to use methods
and materials not directed by responsible management is an impudence not to be
tolerated. Though cloaked with declared benevolence it cannot hide the arrogance
underneath." (Hearings, p. 99.) [Emphasis supplied.]
The following was Professor Briggs' summarized indictment against

the Ford Fund for the Advancement of Education:
In summary, I charge:
1. That The Fund for the Advancement of Education is improperly manned with

a staff inexperienced in public elementary and secondary schools ignorant at
firsthand of the problems that daily confront teachers and school administrators,
and out of sympathy with the democratic ideal of giving an appropriate education
to all the children of all of the people;

2. That the Fund is using its great resources, mostly contributed by the public
by the remission of taxes, to deprecate a program of professional education of
teachers and school administrators that has been approved by the public with
legislation and appropriations;

3. That the Fund has ignored the professional organizations of teachers and
school administrators, neither seeking their advice and cooperation nor making
appropriation to support projects proposed by them;

4. That the Fund has made grants to favored localities and individuals for
projects that are not likely to have any wide or important influence;

5. That the Fund has given no evidence of its realization of its obligation as a
public trust to promote the general good of the entire Nation;

6. That the Fund has in some cases been wastefully prodigal in making grants
beyond the importance of the projects; and

7. That the Fund either has no balanced program of correlated constructive
policies, or else it has failed to make them public. (Hearings, p. 103.)
AN INEVITABLE CONCLUSION.

The evidence forces the conclusion that the movement which resulted
in the use of the school systems to change our social order was basically
socialistic in nature. Its purpose was to turn educators into political
agitators. The term "collectivism" was frequently used by the organs
and agents of the movement. That term will do as well as "socialism"
if one prefers to use it. Some organizations and individuals promoting
the movement were not abashed at using the bare term "socialism."

The League for Industrial Democracy, a still functioning and still
tax-exempt foundation, in its New Frontiers, Vol. IV, No. 4, of June,
1936 said:

"All political institutions of democracy are perverted by private property in
the means of'production. Personal, legal, political equality-they all can be fully
realized only when private property isabolished, when men have an equal control
over property." (Hearings, p. 467.)
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A similar expression of purpose is to be found in the October 13
1943 issue of Frontiers of Democracy, the successor to the Social
Frontier. DR. HAROLD RUGG was editor of this magazine and author
of an article which included the following:

* * * We have suddenly come out upon a new frontier and must chart a new
course. It is a psychological frontier, an unmarked wilderness of competing desires
and possessions, of property ownerships and power complexes * * *.

* * * The test is whether enough of our people-perhaps a compact minority of
10 million will be enough-can grasp the established fact that, in company with
other industrializing peoples, we are living in a worldwide social revolution.
(Hearings, p. 468.)

This Committee wishes to make its position completely clear. It does
not support uniformity; it insists that the individual shall have the right
to advocate and teach and promote socialism if he wishes to. It does
insist, however, that a trust administering public funds has no right to
support a movement so antithetical in its basic designs to the American
system as is the socialist movement. We are dealing, after all, with
trusts which are and must be dedicated to the public welfare. Whatis
that welfare? Is it what the accidental administrators of the public
trusts deem it to be; or is it what the people deem to constitute their
own welfare? Along with that eminent educator, Professor Briggs,who testified before us, we believe that the public has the right to
determine what is in its interest, and that it perforce rejects the dis-
semination of socialist teaching in the schools of the nation-that is
not in the public interest as the public sees it.
As Mr. Wolcott of this Committee stated it:
I am sure that the founders of these foundations would turn over several times

in their graves if they felt that their money was being used for the destruction of
the American system of government. Whether it is destroyed by socialism or
communism is not the point. I think we owe them an obligation, as well as our-
selves and the people whom we represent, to find out whether there is any dangerto the American system, and where it lies. That is the reason I am on this com-
mittee. .1 would not be on the committee if I was not interested in that subject.
(Hearings, p. 237.)
We believe this expresses the point of view of every conscientious

American.

XI. "INTERNATIONALISM" AND THE EFFECT OF FOUNDATION POWER
ON FOREIGN POLICY

THE NEW "INTERNATIONALISM".
Some of the major foundations have had a significant impact uponour foreign policy and have done much to condition the thinking of our

people along "internationalist" lines. What is this "internationalism"
which meets with such hearty foundation support? Professor Cole-
grove in his testimony described it well. He said:

"In my opinion, a great many of the staffs of the foundations have gone way
beyond Wendell Willkie with reference to internationalism and globalism. * * *

There is undoubtedly foo much money put into studies which support globalismand' internationalism. You might say that the other side has not been as fullydeveloped as it should be." (Hearings, p. 595.)
Professor Colegrove pointed out that "the other side" had been well

represented in Congress but that the foundations had seen, fit to
support only the one point of view or approach. He felt that there
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is a definite tendency to "sacrifice the national interest of our country
in dealing with foreign affairs." He said:

"* * * But there is too frequently a tendency of Americans not to think in
international conferences on foreign policy about the national interest of the
United States. We are thinking always of what is the interest of the whole
world.
"And that kind of thinking always brings us to the point where we are too

likely to make sacrifices to accomplish this globalism which England would not be
willing to make under Churchill, or Attlee for that matter, which Laniel would not
be willing to make, or Bidault, or whoever is Prime Minister. That is a very
unfortunate tendency. * * *"

Many Americans today join with former Assistant Secretary of
State, Spruille Braden, who said in a letter to Counsel for this
Committee:

"I have a very definite feeling that a number of the foundations have been
taken over by what I describe in my testimony before the Senate Internal
Security Sub-Committee, not so much the Communists, as by state interven-
tionalists, collectivists, misguided idealists, 'do-gooders' and 'whatnots', and that
this is one of the greatest perils confronting our country today. * * *-my respect
for the Rockefeller Foundation in connection with its health work in such places
as Colombia, in yellow fever, malaria, etc., has been severely jolted when I read
that Chester Bowles has now been made a director of that institution. The
reason for my concern is that only a few months ago I heard the former Ambas-
sador and Governor of Connecticut declaim against tie Farewell Address of
George Washington as typifying the evils of isolationism [sic]l * * * I have the
very definite feeling that these various foundations you mention very definitely do
exercise both overt and covert influences on our foreign relations and that their in-
fluences are counter to the fundamental principles on which this nation was founded
and which have made it great." [Emphasis supplied.]

(The. "various foundations" referred to in counsel's letter are
"Carnegie Endowment, Rockefeller Foundation, Ford Foundation,
Rhodes Scholarship Trust, etc.")

The weight of evidence before this Committee, which the foundations
have made no serious effort to rebut, indicates that the form of globalism
which the foundations have so actively promoted and from which our
foreign policy has suffered seriously, relates definitely to a collectivist
point of view. Despite vehement disclaimers of bias, despite platitudinous
afi rations of loyalty to American traditions, the statements filed bythose foundations whose operation touch on foreign policy have produced
no rebuttal to the evidence of support of collectivism. Some indication
of this is given by the 1934 Yearbook of the Carnegie Endowment
for International Peace which complains about the "economic national-
ism which is still running riot and which is the greatest obstacle to
the reestablishment of prosperity and genuine peace * * ," referring
to it later as "this violently reactionary movement." (Hearings,
p. 910.)

The Rockefeller Foundation minced no words in its 1946 Report
(Hearings, p. 934):
"The challenge of the future is to make this world one world-a world trulyF
ee to engage in common and constructive intellectual efforts that will serve the

e welfare of mankind everywhere."
However well-meaning the advocates of complete internationalism

nay be, they often play into the hands of the Commnists. Commu-
nsts recognize that a breakdown of nationalism is a prerequisitett the introduction of Communism. This appears in a translation of

55647-54--12
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a Russian poster dealing with international education, which reads
as follows (Hearings, p. 288):

"Without educating internationalists, we will not build socialism. Animosity
between nations is the support of counter-revolutions and of capital. It is there-
fore profitable and so is maintained. War is needed by capitalists for still greater
enslavement of oppressed people. International education is the way toward
socialism and toward the union of the toilers of the whole world."

THE INTERLOCK IN "INTERNATIONALISM."
Substantial evidence indicates there is more than a mere close work-

ing together among some foundations, operating in the international
field. There is here, as in the general realm of the social sciences, a
close interlock. The Carnegie Corporation, The Carnegie Endowment
for International Peace, The Rockefeller Foundation and, recently,
The Ford Foundation, joined by some others, have commonly cross-
financed, to the tune of many millions, various intermediate and
agency organizations concerned with internationalism, among them
the

Institute of Pacific Relations
The Foreign Policy Association
The Council on Foreign Relations
The Royal .nstitute j' International Affairs

and others. No one would claim, of course, that there has been a
contract or agreement among this group of foundations for the com-
mon support of these organizations, or the common support of like-
minded propagandists, but the close working together has incontro-
vertibly happened. That it happened by sheer coincidence stretches
credulity. That such unity of purpose, effort and direction resulted
from chance or happenstance seems unlikely.
CARNEOGIE'S MONEY FOR PEACE.
In 1910 Andrew Carnegie created The Carnegie Endowment for

International Peace. His motive could not have been more com-
mendable. How to expend the granted funds for the purpose of
promoting peace however, became a difficult problem. Unable to
think of many direct ways in which to accomplish Mr. Carnegie's
purposes, the trustees, from time to time, suggested various collateral
approaches. That these occasionally went far beyond the donor's
intention is testified to by the minutes of an Executive Committee
meeting in August, 1913, in which, referring to certain proposals, the
minutes read:
"Mr. Choate raised the question whether 'the recommendations as a whole did

not seem to suggest the diversion of the Endowment from its particular object of
promoting international peace to a general plan for the uplift and education of
humanity ".
At the same meeting Mr. Carnegie stated that he "understood tln
Endoiwment's resources were to be applied to the direct means f(r
abolishing war, that: he did not regard the proposed expenditures
in the Orient as coming within these means, and that there were othlr
more important and pressing things bearing directly upon the question
of war and peace which could be done instead."

It is to be doubted that Mr. Carnegie would have approved of sone
of the methods later used to distribute the fund which he had creabd
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to promote peace. He must have contemplated that some propa-
ganda-production might be necessary. However, we doubt that he
had any idea that the propaganda would reach into fields other than
the promotion of international arbitration and things directly con-
cerned with the peaceful settlement of international disputes. Yet
the Endowment started. early to organize media for widespread propa-
ganda efforts to educate the American public into what Dr. Nicholas
Murray Butler called "the international mind." It was as though the
conception was that -we could have world peace if only Americans became
more world-minded.
An extremely powerful propaganda machine was created. It spent

many millions of dollars in:
The production of masses of material for distribution;
The creation and support of large numbers of international

polity clubs, and other local organizations at colleges and else-
where;
The underwriting and dissemination of many books on various

subjects, through the "International Mind Alcoves" and the
"International Relations Clubs and Centers" which it organized
all over the country;
The collaboration with agents of publicity, such as newspaper

editors;
The preparation of material to be used in school text books,

and cooperation with publishers of text books to incorporate
this material:
The establishing of professorships at the colleges and the

training and indoctrination of teachers;
The financing of lecturers and the importation of foreign lec-

turers and exchange professors;
The support of outside agencies touching the international

field, such as the Institute of International Education, the Foreign
Policy Association, the American Association For the Advancement
of Science, the American Council on Education, the American
Council of Learned Societies, the American Historwal Association,
the American Association of International Conciliation, the Institute
of Pacific Relations, the International Parliamentary Union and
others, and acting as mid-wife at the birth of some of them.

Miss Casey's report (Hearings, p. 869, et seq.) proves beyond any
doubt that The Carnegie Endowment for International Peace created
powerful propaganda mechanisms and was, indeed, quite frank about
it. There was no hesitation in its.minutes, for example, at using the
term "propaganda." Its eventual Division of Intercourse and Edu-
cation was originally referred to as the "Division of Propaganda."
(Hearings, p. 871.)
One does not need to doubt the complete good will of those who

passed upon the Endowment's various activities. The Endowment has
always had" and still has on its lBoard men of high competence and
character. But there is inherent danger in the creation ofa great
propaganda machine. It can be used for good, but it s also available
for undesirable purposes. No other proof of the truth of this state-
ment is needed than the history of the, Institute of Pacfic Relations
which undoubtedly started as a desirable enterprise, operated by
good men for benign purposes. Yet it became an instrument for
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subversion; its great propaganda power, originally the weapon of
well-intended nlen, became a powerful force for evil.
The danger of misuse is all the more serious in the light of the

Endowment's own estimate of the effectiveness of its propaganda.
Its yearbook of 1945 states:
"every part of the United States and every element in its population have been
reached by the Endowment's work. The result may be seen in the recorded
attitude of public opinion which makes it certain that the American government
will be strongly supported in the accomplishment of its effort to offer guidance
and commanding influence to the establishment of a world organization for pro-
tection of international peace and preservation of :resultant prosperity."
(Hearings, p. 899.)
It thus takes credit for having a powerful propaganda machine indeed.

It is not beyond possibility that The Carnegie Endowment for Inter-
national Peace might have followed the same course as did the Institute
of Pacific Relations. After all, Alger Hiss was made President of the
Endowment. He was probably not in office long enough to do ir-
remediable damage, but it is always possible that a great propaganda
machine could get into the hands of another traitor, with tragic results
to our country. When it is easy for a Hiss to become a trustee of the
Woodrow Wilson Foundation, a director of the Erecutive Committee of
the American Associationfor the United Nations, a director of the Ameri-
canl Peace Society, a trustee of the World Peace Foundation, a director
of the American Institute of Pacific Relations, and the President of the
Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, it is highly doubtful that
propaganda machines should be operated by foundations. They have a
way, at times, of getting out of hand and being used for purposes other
than originally intended.
The basic problem of the Endowment trustees was: what activities

do in fact weightily relate to its intended purpose of promoting inter-
national peace? The trustees decided upon some strange ways to
approach this problem. The 1939 Year Bool of the Endowment
recites:

"Recognizing the desire of American public opinion for educational material
on economic questions and also for encouragement in the effort to carry on demo-
cratic discussion of these problems, the division has cooperated with the U. S.
Department of Agriculture, in its discussion program and with the campaign for
world economic cooperation of the National Peace Conference described later in
this report."

It is difficult to understand the connection of such activities with
the promotion of international peace. Perhaps a case could be made
for the proposition that, regardless of how belligerent or aggressive
the restthe he world might be, a mere increase in the education of
the American public, an expansion of its understanding of "Economic
questions", of agriculture and of "world economic problems", might
promote the cause of peace. That seems rather far-fetched. But it
is the conclusion of this Committee, from a reading of Carnegie Endow-
ment reports, that no simple educational program was intended. The
term "public education" is used far less often than the term, the
"education of public opinion" (Hearings, pp. 906, 907, 908), which is
a far different thing. This term is too apt to result from accident.
It has the clear connotation of propaganda.
By its own admission, a prime purpose of the Endowment was to

"educate" the public so that it would be conditioned to the points of
view which the Endowment favored. There is very serious doubt
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whether these points of view were always in the best interests of our
nation; but here their validity or falsity is beside the point. The
basic question is: should vast aggregations of public money in the control
o!f a handful of men, however well selected, have the power and the right to
condition public opinion!
Of all the many media of propaganda used by the Endowment,

perhaps the most reprehensible was its attempt to control or, at least,
deeply influence text book material. It engaged in close and intensive
collaboration with publishers with the objective of making sure that
the historical material used in text books suited its own positions.
Time has not permitted an analysis of the products of this collabora-
tion; we are not in a position to judge of the damage to objectivity
which resulted from this collaboration. But one thing seems utterly
clear: no private group should have the power or the right to dictate
what should be read and taught in our schools and colleges.
THE ENDOWMENT'S "MIND ALCOVES".
A random sampling was taken by Miss Casey of books distributed

by the Carnegie Endowment through the International Mind Alcoves
or through the International Relations Clubs and Centers. Professor
Kenneth Colegrove looked over the names of some of these books and
commented upon a
et seq.):

number of them as follows (Hearings, p. 926,

Author Name of Book Prof. Colegrove's Comments

Harold J. Laskli...............
Raymond Leslie Buell........-
Read, Elizabeth F...........
Buck, Pearl S --.-............
Angell, Norman ............
Patterson, Ernest Minor ...

Salter, Sir Arthur.-.......--
Ware, Edith E...............

Hindus, Maurice .--------.---

McMullen, Laura W...-----.
Strong, Anna Louise --.....--

de Madariga, Salvador -------

James T. Shotwell.....-....--
William T. Stone and Clark
M. Eichelberger.

Salter, Sir Arthur-..--- ...
Angell, Norman ..............
Street, Clarence K ..-......---

Bisson, T. A ...-----..

Hunt Dr. Erling (TeachersCollege)
MacIver, R. M ------....----

Studies in the Problem Sover-
eignty.

International Relations .........
International Law and Interna-

tional Relations.
The Good Earth--,-.......-- ,---
The Unseen Assassins-...-------
America: World Leader or World
Led?

Recovery, the Second Effort------
Business and Politics in the Far
East.

Humanity Uprooted..----.----.-
Building the World Society.-.----
The Road to the Grey Pamir .....
Disarmament------------------.

On the Abyss---..---------------
Peaceful Change ........-..-....-

World Trade and Its Future .....

Peace with the Dictators?.-.......
Union Now----------.---------

American Policy in the Far East,
1931-

Citizens for a New World, year-
book of Comnmission for Organi-
zation of Peace.

Toward an Abiding Peace.--....
Lattimore, Owen-............. America and Asia.------..... ..-

Pfefler, Nathaniel.....-..--
The Soviet Union Today an
Outline Study.

Percy E. Corbett ............

Basis for Peace in the Far East ....

American Russian Institute.......

Britain: Partner for Peace.----.

"Opposed to the 'national Interest'
Inclines toward extreme left."

"Globalist"
"Rather Leftist"

"Slightly leftist"
"Globalist"
"Globalist"

"Globalist"
"Doubtful"
"Marxian slant"
"Globalist"
"Well known communist"
"Ultra globalist and aimed at sub-
mergene of 'national interest.'"

"Globalist"
"Globalist and leftist. Regarding
W. T. Stone, see report of Mc-
Carran sub-committee. Stone was
closely associated with Edward
Carter of I. P. R."

"Globalist"
"Globallst"
"Globalist and submersion of
national interest. Fallacious in
his analogy of Union of American
states in 1781 with world federa-
tion"

"Pro-communist"
"Ultra Globalist"

"Extremely globalist and careless of
the American 'national interest.'

"Subtle propaganda along Corn.
munist line. Lattimore cited in
McOarran sub-committee report
as part of Communist cell in the
Institute of Pacific Relations."

"Leftist. See McCarran sub-com-
mittee report."

"Favorable to U. 8. S. R."

"Extremely globalist"
I -

9.869604064

Table: [No Caption]


460406968.9



TAX-EXEMPT FOUNDATIONS

A detailed analysis of the entire list of books distributed by the
Endowment would probably disclose many more, the distribution of
which could be seriously criticized on the ground of lack of objectivity
or because in the aggregate they represent a distinct and forceful
slanting to the globalist point of view. Nor is "globalism" the limit
or extent of the criticism of the Endowment in its selection of books
for wide distribution through the International Mind Alcoves and
otherwise. It has been called to our attention that The Pupils of the
Soviet Union, by Corliss Lamont currently a professor of philosophy
at Columbia University, is being distributed by the Carnegie Endow-
ment to the Alcoves. In view of the well-known fellow-traveller iden-
tity of the author (whose Communist affiliations are too extensive to
be included in this report), it is quite shocking to learn that public
funds are being used to distribute his literature.
.A CARNEGIE ENDOWMENT CREATED INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS CLUB.

Dr. Felix Wittmer, formerly Associate Professor of the Social Studies
at New Jersey State Teachers College, filed a sworn statement with
the Committee (Hearings, Part 2) describing his experiences as
faculty advisor to one of the International Relations Clubs founded by
the Carnegie Endowment at the colleges. He stated that there was a.
network of close to a thousand of such clubs and indicated that, as a
result of their operation and of the material fed into them by the
Endowment, a large proportion of the student members had acquired
leftist tendencies.

Dr. Lamont in a recent Facts Forum program, Answers for Ameri-
cans, made the following amazing remarks:

"I don't think that Communist China is under control of Soviet Russia."
"We should have Communist China come in as a member [of thelUN]." (Facts

Forum News, August 1954, page 26.)
The Endowment supplied a large amount of printed material to

the Clubs, Bulletins of the Foreign Policy Association, the HIeadline
Books, publications of the Institute of Pacific Relations and of the
American Russian Institute, and numbers of books on international
subjects. Let us look at some of this literature fed into the colleges
by the Endowment.
According to Dr. Wittmer, they included works by such pro-

Communist stalwarts as RUTH BENEDICT, T. A. BISSON, EVANS CLARK,
CORLISS LAMONT, OWEN LATTIMORE, NATHANIEL PFEFFER and ALEX-
ANDER WERTH. Three of these, T. A. BISSON, CORLISS LAMONT and
OWEN LATTIMORE were identified as Communists before the McCarran
Committee. MIss BENEDICT was the co-author with GENE WELTFISH
of a pamphlet which was finally barred by the War Department. Miss
WELTFISH resigned from Columbia University after a Fifth Amend-
ment refusal to state whether she was a Communist or not. EVANS
CLARK (for many years a Director of the Twentieth Century Fund--
which seems to need explaining at some future inquiry) has had a
long record of association with subversive organizations. PROFESSOR
PFEFFER has disclosed himself frequently as a pro-Communist or, at
least, an advocate of support of the Chinese Communists. In a
review of George Creel's Russia's Race for Asia in the New York
Times, PFEFFER reprimanded Creel because "he fears Russia and
does not like or trust the Chinese Communists." ALEXANDER WERTH
is a well-known European apologist for many Communist causes.
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Dr. Wittmer notes that "Many other books which the CarnegieEndowment sent to our college club as gifts, while not quite so out-
spokenly pro-Communist, were of the leftwing variety", and he named
several in his statement.

Dr. Wittmer apparently had to supply his students from other
sources with books which might tend to counteract the radical points
of view of the literature presented by the Endowment. Such books
were not obtainable from the Endowment itself.

Regional conferences were held from time to time and Dr. Wittmer
notes that "a large majority of those students who attended such
conferences favored the views which came close to that of the
Kremlin." One can hardly avoid the conclusion that these points of
view had been indoctrinated through the material supplied by the
Carnegie Endowment for International Peace.
Speakers were furnished for the International Relations Club by

the Endowment. Dr. Wittmer notes that, as a final speaker, one
year the Endowment suggested Alger Hiss. Dr. Wittmer, knowing
something of his activities, protested but was overruled. The
Secretary of the Endowment reminded him "in no uncertain terms that
our club, like all the hundreds of other clubs, was under the direction
of the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, which had for
years liberally supplied it with reading material, and which contrib-
uted funds to cover the Honoraria of conference speakers."
Dr. Wittmer states that radical infiltration into the International

Relations Club of which he was faculty adviser became so acute that he
finally felt obliged to disassociate himself from it.
The cumulative evidence indicates that the Carnegie Endowment

created something of a Frankenstein in building up its vast propa-
ganda machine. We suggest that much further study should be given
to this subject. The extent to which this machine has been responsible
for indoctrinating our students with radical internationalism needs
careful inquiry. We have said that a propaganda machine can
become a dangerous weapon, even though designed for good. How
this propaganda machine may have been suborned deserves intense
study.
THE FOREIGN POLICY ASSOCIATION.
Some of the worst literature distributed by the Carnegie Endowment

apparently came from the Foreign Policy Association, which it heavily
subsidized. It is quite astonishing how frequently we find leftists in
important positions in organizations supported by major foundations.
The Foreign Policy Association was created "to carry on research and
educational activities to aid in the understanding and constructive
development of American Foreign policy." [Emphasis supplied.] Its
Research Director for years has been VERA MICHAELS DEAN. Here
is what Dr. Wittmer had to say about MRS. DEAN:
"MRS. DEAN belonged among those who in 1937 signed their names in the

Golden Book of American-Soviet Friendship, a memorial which appeared in the
Communist front magazine Soviet Russia Today, of November, 1937. According
to the testimony of Walter S. Steele, before the House Un-American Activities
Committee, on July 21, 1947, Mrs. Dean's writings figured in the Communist
propaganda kit for teachers of the NATIONAL COUNCIL OF AMERICAN-
SOVIET FRIENDSHIP.
"MRS. DEAN cooperated with the world's toughest Communist agents, such

as Tsola N. Dragiocheva, of Bulgaria, and Madame Madeleine Braun, the French
Communist deputy, in helping set up the Congress of American Women, a Com-
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rtunist front so important in its world-wide ramifications that the House Un-
American Activities (Comrnittee devoted a 114-page pamphlet to it. At one of
the preliminary meetings of this Communist front VERA MICHEALS DEAN,
according to The New York Times of October 14, 1946 (page 26), told 150 foreign
and 50 American delegates to "whittle away their conceptions of national sover-
eignty" and to pull themselves out of the "ancient grooves of nationalism."
This was the selection of the Foreign Policy Association, virtually a
creature of the Carnegie Endowment, to run its "researchl"

The Foreign Policy Association purports to be objective and dis-
claims seeking "to promote any one point of view toward international
affairs." Its produce, however, indicates that it is only interested in
promoting that form of internationalism which Dr. Colegrove de-
scribed in his testimony, frequently referred to as "globallsm." Its
principal financing has come from The Carnegie Endowment and The
Rockefeller Foundation and, recently, from the Ford Fund for Adult
Education, and in very substantial amounts indeed.
Among its productions have been the "Headline Books." These

supposedly objective studies are worth a detailed examination. One
of them, World of the Great Powers, by MAX LERNER, (1947), gra-
ciously says: "There are undoubtedly valuable elements in the
capitalist economic organizations." It proceeds to say that "The
economic techniques of the future are likely to be an amalgam of the
techniques of American business management with those of govern-
ment ownership, control, and regulation. For the people of the
world, whatever their philosophies, are moving towards similar
methods of making their economic system work." MR. LERNER, this
foundation-supported author, proceeds to tell us that:

"If democracy is to survive, it too must move toward socialism. * * * It is the
only principle that can organize the restless energies of the world's peoples. * * *"
(Hearings, p. 883.) [Emphasis supplied.]
MR. LERNER'S position regarding Russia.is made clear. We must

allay the mutual fear and suspicion by granting loans to Russia to
provide her with tools and machinery. We must also give "greater
United Nations control of Japan and the former Japanese Island
bases in the Pacific." Thus we can live in peace with Russia. Thus
money indirectly contributed by the American taxpayers is employed
to promote doctrines which many, if not most, seriously question or
directly oppose. Yet the 1950 Rockefeller annual report refers to
the Headline Books. as "the popular Headline Books, with details on
problems of importance to America and to the World." (Hearings,
pp. 883, 941.)
Another of the Foreign Policy Association's Headline Books is

Freedom's Choice, The Universal Declaration of Human Rights, by
Dr. O. Frederick Nolde, which lauds this Declaration (emphatically
rejected by our Government) without any mention of possibly dis-
tressing effects on our'Constitutional law. (Hearings, p. 884.)

All this is "education" of our public, to give it the "international
mind!"
THE COUNCIL ON FOREIGN RELATIONS.
This is another organization dealing with internationalism which

has the substantial financial support of both the Carnegie Endow-
ment and the Rockefeller Foundation. And, as in the case of the
Foreign Policy Association, its productions are not objective but are
directed overwhelmingly at promoting the globalism concept. There

.:-
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are, after all, many Americans who think that our foreign policy should
follow the principle consistently adopted by the British and the French,
among others, that the national interest comes first and must not be
subordinated to any theoretical internationalistic concept; that interna-
tional cooperation is essential but ('nly as directed in favor of the national
interest. That point of view goes begging in the organizations supported
by the Carnegie, Rockefeller and Ford organizations. If private for-
tunes were being used to the exclusive support of the globalist point of
view, that would be beyond criticism. But it is important to keep con-
stantly in mind that we are dealing with the public's money, public
trust funds.
We would like to make it clear that this Committee does not speak

from an "isolationist" standpoint. It is obvious enough that the
world has grown smaller and that international cooperation is highly
desirable. But the essence of intelligent international cooperation
can be measured by its direct usefulness to our national interest.
Globalists may be correct in believing we should ignore the national
interest in the wider interest of creating a world collectivism; but we
feel confident we are right in our conclusion that a public foun-
dation has no right to promote globalism to the exclusion of sup-
port for a fair presentation of the opposite theory of foreign policy.

The Council on Foreign Relations came to be in essence an agency
of the United States government, no doubt carrying its internationlist
bias with it. When World War II broke out, it offered its assistance
to the Secretary of State. As a result, under the Council's Committee
on Studies, The Rockefeller Foundation initiated and financed certain
studies on: Security and Armaments Problems; Economic and Finan-
cial Problems; Political Problems; and Territorial Problems. These
were known as the War and Peace Studies. Later this project was
actually taken over by the State Department itself, engaging the
secretaries who had been serving with the Council groups. A fifth
subject was added in 1942, through the "Peace Aims Group."
There was a precedent for this. The Carnegie Endowment had

offered its services to the Government in both World War I and World
War II. There was even an interlock in personnel in the person of
Professor Shotwell and many others, some of whom proceeded into
executive and consultative office in the Government. There can be
no doubt that much of the thinking in the State Department and
much of the background of direction of its policies came from the
personnel of The Carnegie Endowment and The Council on Foreign
Relations. In considering the propriety of this, it must be kept in
mind that these organizations promoted only the internationalist
point of view, rejecting and failing to support the contrary position
that our foreign policy should be based primarily on our own national
interest. A reading of Miss Casey's report (Hearings, pp. 878, 879,
884 et seq.) gives some idea of the substantial integration of these two
organizations with the State Department.
The Endowment in its 1934 Yearbook proudly asserts that it-

"is becoming an unofficial instrument of international policy, taking up here and
there the ends and threads of international problems and questions which the
governments find it difficult to handle, and through private initiative reaching
conclwuions which are not of a formal nature but which unofficially find their way
into thte policies of governments." (Hearings, p. 909.) [Emphasis ours.J
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Note, moreover, that the term used is "governments", the plural.
Perhaps this marked a feeling of satisfaction at having accomplished

a successful infiltration into government function. The original
method of the Endowment had been limited to arousing public pres-
sure. Its 1925 Yearbook had stated:

"Underneath and behind all these undertakings there remains the task to in-
struct and to enlighten public opinion so that it may not only guide but compel the
action of governments and public officers in the direction of constructive progress."
(Hearings, p. 908.) [Emphasis ours.]

It is quite astounding to this Committee that the trustees of a public
trust could possibly conceive of having the right to use public funds
for the purIpose of putting pressure on the government, to adopt the
ideas the trustees happened to favor, by inflaming public opinion.
THE HISTORICAL BLACKOUT.

It must be kept in mind that the evils attendant on permitting
propaganda by any individual foundation multiply geometrically
when there is unified or combined or similar action by a group of
foundations. We have seen that The Carnegie Endowment financed
the production of text book material approved by its elite. The
Rockefeller Foundation and some of its associates also entered this field
of propaganda.

Professor Harry Elmer Barnes in his The Struggle Against the His-
torical Blackout, said:

"The readjustment of historical writing to historical facts relative to background
and causes of the first World War-what is popularly known in the historical craft
as 'Revisionism'-was the most important development in historiography during
the decade of the 1920's."
Wars in this day and age are accompanied by the perversion of

history to suit a propaganda thesis. Historians know this. Many of
them, in a spirit of patriotism, misguided or not, lend themselves
to this propaganda process. Whether they are ethically justified
in this, is gravely questionable. It certainly becomes their duty,
however, to revise their contorted historical emanations after propa-
ganda reason for perversion has ceased to be in any way useful. This
most of them seem not to do.
Where have the foundations fitted into this picture? The Council

on Foreign Relations, an organization supported by The Rockefeller
Foundation, The Carnegie Corporation and others, made up its mind
that no "revisionism" was to be encouraged after World War II.
The following is an extract from the 1946 Report of The Rockefeller
Foundation, referring to the Council's work:

"The Committee on Studies of the Council on Foreign Relations is concerned
that the debunking journalistic campaign following World War I should not be
repeated and believes that the American public deserves a clear and competent
statement of our basic aims and activities during the second World War."

Accordingly, a three volume history of the War was to be prepared
under the direction of Professor William Langer of Harvard, in which
(one must gather this from the use of the term "debunking") no
revisionism was to appear. In other words, the official propaganda
of World War II was to be perpetuated and the public was to be
protected against learning the truth. As Professor Charles Austin
Beard put it:

"In short, they hope that, among other things, the policies and measures of
Franklin D. Roosevelt will escape in the coming years the critical analysis
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evaluation and exposition that befell the policies and measures of Woodrow
Wilson and the Entente Allies after World War I."
Do foundations have the right, using public funds, to support measures

calculated to hide historical facts from the public and to perpetuate those
contortions of history which war propaganda imposes on us!
A reading of Dr. Barnes' Historical Blackout is rewarding. He sets

forth in detail what verges on a veritable conspiracy to prevent the
people from learning the historical truth. Parties to this conspiracy
are a good many of the professors of history with notable names; the
State Department of former years; publishers who, under some mis-
apprehension of their duty to the public, refuse to publish critical
books; and newspapers which attempt to suppress such books either
by ignoring them or giving them for review to rabidly antagonistic
"hatchet-men". But what is most shocking in the story he tells is
the part played knowingly or unknowingly by foundations in trying
to suppress the truth. The Rockefeller Foundation, in 1946, allotted
$139,000 to the support of the three volume history which was to be
produced as described above.
THE INSTITUTE OF PACIFIC RELATIONS.
The most tragic example of foundation negligence is to be found in

the long continued support of The Institute of Pacific Relations by
both The Carnegie Corporation of New York and the Rockefeller Founda-
tion, as well as the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace. We
have referred elsewhere to the great power of the large foundations, for
good or evil-what intrinsic danger there is in permitting them to
have free rein in areas which involve human behavior or relations or
impinge on the political. Foundation executives have said that, while
they make mistakes with some frequency, freedom of action is essen-
tial to enable them to perform their part of leading society into better-
ment. Should they have this license when some of their mistakes have
tragic consequences?
The Internal Security Subcommittee of the Senate Committee on

the Judiciary held long hearings on IPR. Its report, substantially
its opinion at length, concludes:
"The subcommittee concludes * * * that the IPR has been in general, neither

objective nor nonpartisan; and concludes further that, at least since the mid-
1930's, the net effect of IPR activities on United States public opinion has been
pro-communist and pro-Soviet, and has frequently and repeatedly been such as
to serve international Communist, and Soviet interests, and to subvert the inter-
ests of the United States." (Report, p. 84.)

Note that the Committee held that IPR had become a propaganda
vehicle for the Communists as early as the mid-1930's. We have,
then, the astounding picture of great foundations, presuming to have
the right to expend public trust funds in the public interest, so unaware
of the mis-use to which their funds were being applied that they per-
mitted, year after year, Communist propaganda to be produced and
circulated with funds supplied by these foundations. The contribu-
tions of The Carnegie Corporation, The Carnegie Endowment for Inter-
national Peace and The Rockefeller Foundation to the IPR (the Pacific
and American groups taken together for this purpose) ran into the
millions.

In addition to these grants, both the Rockefeller and Carnegie
foundations made individual grants to some of the most reprehen-
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sible characters associated with IPR, these contributions to the Com-
munist cause running into very substantial sums of public money.
The story of the suborning of our foreign policy through the activi-

ties of-IPR and persons associated with it, mcluding the sad story of
infiltration into our State Department, has been told. Nor does the
point need to be labored that the lo08 of China to the Communists may have
been the most tragic event in our history, and one to which the foundation-
supported Institute of Paciic Relations heavily contributed.

It must be remembered that the foundation executives consider
themselves elite groups, entitled to guide the people by financing with
public money research and propaganda in social fields. Are they
elite if they have been so blind or so careless in their use of funds that
their acts may actually be held to have been responsible for one of the
most tragic events in our history?

According to the McCarran Committee, the foundations should
perhaps have known in the 1930's that the IPR had ceased to be a

proper or even safe recipient of foundations funds. Can they excuse
themselves by saying they did not know or had not been informed?
Were they not in fiduciary duty bound to learn? Are the trustees of a
foundation entitled to give money, year after year, to an institution
without making any attempt to folow the effects of their donations?
But the situation is worse even than this. The hearings of the

Cox Committee disclose this set of facts. Mr. Alfred Kohlberg
testified that he had been a member of IPR; that he had never paid
much attention to what it was producing until 1943, when he saw
some material which he found questionable, He then studied an
accumulation of IPR material and made a lengthy report which he
sent in 1944 to Mr. Carter, the secretary-general of IPR, and to the
trustees and others. As a result he came into communication with
Mr. Willets, a Vice-President of The Rockefeller Foundation. In the
summer of 1945 an arrangement was made, apparently through Mr.
Willets, for a committee of three persons to hear Mr. Kohlberg's
charges, and his evidence of Communist infiltration and propaganda,
and to make a report to IPR and to The RockefellerFoundation.
Later, apparently at the insistence of Mr. Carter, -Mr. Willets with-
drew as a mediator. Mr. Carter had indicated that he would take
the matter up himself.
In the meantime, Mr. Kohlberg had brought, and lost, an action

to compel IPR to give him a list of his fellow-members. At any rate,
a meeting of the members was finally called at which Mr. Kohlberg
presented his charges and asked for an investigation. His motion
was voted down and no investigation was held.

The Rockefeller Foundation nevertheless went right on supporting
the Institute. The explanations made by Mr. Rusk (now, but not
then, its President) in his statement filed on behalf of the Foundation
(Hearings, p. 1062 et seq.) and by Mr. Willets, its Director of Social
Studies in a separate statement (Hearings, Appendix), are highly
unsatisfactory. Mr. Rusk stated that, at the time the Kohlberg
charges were levied, the Foundation could not conduct a "public"
hearing, "an undertaking for which the Foundation was neither
equipped nor qualified." (Hearings, Part 2.) This begs the ques-
tion, as no public hearing was necessary. Mr. Willets, on the other
hand, admitted that the Foundation was equipped to make a thorough
investigation. : He said that one was actually made-"a very thor-

180



TAX-EXEMPT FOUNDATIONS

ough inquiry into the whole IPR situation by the Foundation staff"-
"a careful inestiationby u utwht sortof an investigation
was this? ,Mr. Kohlberg, from ;his testimony before the Cox Com-
mittee4 evidently had never heard of it. The grave charges had been
made by him, yet he seems not to have been called upon to present
them to the Foundation either inperson:or in documentary detail.
According to Mr. Willets' statement, great reliance was placed

upon "A special committee ofIPR: trustees" who reportedlyl that the
Executive Comhmittee had investigated Mr. Kohlberg's charges and
found them inaccurate and irresponsible." Was this a way to dis-
charge the: duty :of the Rockefeller trustees to determine whether
support of the IPR should be continued--to rely largely upon some
cursory investigation by the trustees or officers of that organization
itself? Using such methods as this, it is no; wonder that the Founda-
tion concluded that the Kohlberg charges had been "exaggerated,"
The McCarran Committee did not find them exaggerated in any
degree ;
We have this sorry situation, then, that after Kohlberg had made

his grave charge The RockefellerFoundation continued active support
of the unit which was later declared to have supported subversion.
The official' Rockefeller Fouindaion position, from its filed statement,
seems to be that further funds were advanced in order to help reform
the organization. That is not convincing. Neither a sufficient alert-
ness to danger was shown, nor a willingness to face the facts when dis-
closed and to repudiate an organization which had demonstrably
turned out to be an instrument of subversion . This baleful incident
illustrates all too cearly the dangers f permitting public money to be
'used by private persons, wuithot responsibility in areas vitally affecting
te public weal. :It further illustrates the danger of delegating the di-
.cretion involved in' the distribution: of public fund, to an int rinediary
organization. ,·.
We must grant to the CarngEgi went that it apparently

withdrew its support of the IPR in 1939; Whether this was due
partly or wholly to other reasons we have not investigated. If it was
because of an understanding that the IPR had come upon evil ways,
this would make all the more reprehensible the continued contribu-
tions by The Rockefeller Foundation after 1939.
THE FOUNDATIONS, THE STATE DZPARTMENT AND FOREIGN POLICY.
Miss Casey's report (Hearings, pp. 877, 878, 879, 881, et seq.) shows

clearly the interlock between The Carnegie Endowment for Inter-
national Peace and some of its associated organizations, such as the
Council on ForeignRelations, and other foundations with the State
Department. Indeed, these foundations and organizations would not
dream of denying this interlock. They proudly note it in reports.
They have -

undertaken vital research projects for the Department'
virtually created minor departments or groups witAin the

Department for it;
supplied advisors and executives from their ranks;feda: constant stream of personnel into the State Department

trained :by themselves or under programs which they have
financed and : ,
have had much to'do with the formulation of foreign policy

.both in principle and detail.
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They have, to a marked degree, acted as direct agents of the State
Department. And they have engaged actively, and with the expendi-
ture of enormous sums, in propagandizing ("educating"?-publicopinioniniinsupport of the policies which they have helped to formu-
late. (Hearing,' pp. 886 et seq.)

It is obvious enough that a state department should be able to
draw upon the services of specialists in the international field for
necessary assistance in times of emergency and even in times of peace.
No one could doubt the desirability of such procedure. What thi
Committee questions, however, eteit is proper for the Stte
Department to permit organizations to take over important parts of its
research and policy-makingfunctions when these organizations consist-
ently maintain a biased, one-tracked point of view. Whether that
point of view is the majority's, whether it is perhaps entirely sound
(and historical events have proved it not to be) is beside the point.
It is only through a conflict of ideas, and the presentation of opposite
points of view, that objective decisions can be made.
Wliatiwe see here is a number of large foundations, primarily The

Rockefeller Foundation, The Carnegie Corporation of New York, and
.the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, using their enormous
public funds to finance a one-sided approach to foreign policy and to
promote it actively, among the public by propaganda, and in the
Government through infiltration. The power to do this comes out
of the power of the vast funds employed. Research and propaganda
by those of the persuasion opposite that of the agencies of these
foundations (The Council on Foreign Relations, The Institute of Inter-
national Education, The Foreign Policy Association, The Institute of
Pacific Relations, and others) receive little support.

It may well be said that a majority of the "experts":in the inter-
national field are on the side of globalism. It would be amazing if this
were otherwise, after so many years of gigantic expenditure by founda-
tions in virtually sle support f the globalist point of view. Pro-
fessors and researchers have to eat and raise families. They cannot
themselves spend the money to finance research and publications.
The road to eminence in international areas, therefore, just as in the
case of the social sciences generally, is by way of foundation grants or
support.
THE UxITED NATIONS AND UNESCO.

The Carnegie Endowment has justified its ardent support of the
United Nations on the ground that support of UNO is an official part
of United States policy. We are not convinced that this is the basic
reason for the Endowment's support. It gave equally fervent support
to the old League of Nations, after that organization had been repudi-
ated by our Senate. The fact is that the Endowment has consistentlyadvocated and propagandized for an international organization to
promote peace as shown by its own report. (Hearings, pp. 909, 910,
911, et seq.)
That wouldLhe an estimable objective and a worthy cause to support

in principle. To blindly support and educate an international or-
ganization merely because it is international seems hardly to be of
benefit to our country. That seems to be exactly what the Endow-
ment has done with its public funds. There are many who believe
that an effective international organization is most highly desirable-
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and even that it may be the only sound eventual solution to the
problem of preserving peace-and yet feel that the UNO as it now
exists is abysmally ineffective, shoig ,nbhope of being reformed to
effectiveness. Yet yof may search in vain among the material
calculated iy the Endowment and the organizations it supports for any
presentation' of this point of view. If there is any such literature
among the produce of these organizations, we have missed it.
What the official position of our Government may have been, or

may now be, there, are innumerable Americans who view the United
Nation. Organization with much less than enthusiasm. It is generally
accepted that we are in it and should not at the moment desert it.
Yet it is obvious enough that, short of a miracle ot coniplete reform
of the Communists the UNO is a hopeess vehicle for producing inter-
national peace and understanding. Why, therefore, should founda-
tiois pour millions of public funds into "educating" thp public into
the idea that the UNO is our light and our savior, the hope of human-
ity. It maybe granted that it has somen usefulness as a place to ex-
change ideas with other nations'and to reach some common under-
standings on lower levels of interest and importance, but to play it up
as the magnificent'instrument for peaceWhich it so clearly is not, does
our people a distinct disservice by obstructing that realism without
which we cannot hope to solve our international problems.
Even the "sounding board" theory of UNO usefulness finds eminent

detractors. The New York Times of August 11, 1953, reports General
Mark W. Clark as saying:

"That, although he had been the c6timander, of United Nations forces in
Korea, he 'had not had muoh 'respect' for the Uriited Nations. It had high pur-
poses, he said a.nice big building in New York, and delegates from all'over the
world. But, he added, it gave a, sounding board' to Soviet Russia and its satel-
lites, and turned loose spies, saboteurs, to the point of giving great assets to Russia
and dangerous disadvantage to the United States."
*· i i : ,: ,. , . ;..Why are tkese critical points o view, shared by many eminent Americans,

s8ch as Generals MacArthur and Van Fleet and innumerable other worthy
citizens, military and civilian, not supported or even given some distribu-
tion by. the foundations and the organizations thely inanee, which deal
with things international
The 1947 Year Book of The Carnegie Endowment for International

Peace contains a reprint of a document called Recommencations of the
President to the Trustees, which recites that the most significant special
circumstances favorable to an expansion of the Endowment's own direct
activities is the establishment of the United Nations with its head-
quarters in New York, and with the United States as its leading and
most influential member. "The opportunity for an endowed American
institution having the objectives, traditions aknd prestige of the
Endowment, to support and serve the Utnited Nations is very great."
The President then recommended earnestly "that the Endowment

construct its program for the period that lies ahead primarily for the
support and the assistance of the United Nations." The program
suggested should have two objectives.' First, it was to be "widely
educational in order to encourage public understanding and support
of the United Natiows at home and abroad" and "it should aid in the
adoption of wise policies, both by our own government in its capacity
as a member of the United Nations, and by the United Nations Organi-
zation as a whole."
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The report then proceeds:.
"The number and importance of decisions in, the field of foreign relations with

which the United. States will be faced during the' next few. years are of such
magnitude that the widest possible, simulation of public education in this, field
is of major and pressing importance. In furthering' its educational objectives
the Endowment should utilize its existing resiources such as 'The international
Relations Clubs in the colleges, and International Conciliation and should strengthen
its relationships with existing agencies interested in the fieldof foreign affairs.
These, relatiQnships should include close collaboration, with other organizations
principally engaged ih the study of foreign affair, s'ch as The Coynil on Foreia
Relations, The Foreign Policy Association, The Institute of, Pacific Reltion, the
developing university centers of international studies, and local 'omninity
groups interested intforeign affairs of which the Cleveland Council on World Affairs
and the projected World affairs Counci in San Francisco are examples.

"Of particular importance is the unusual opportunity of reachig large seg-
ments of the population'by establishing relations of a rather novel sort' with the
large national organizations which today are desirous of supplying their members
with objective information on public affairs, including international issues, These
organizations-designed to serve, respectively, the broad interests of business,
church, women's, farm, labor, veterans', educational and other large groups of
our citizens-are not equipped to set up foreign policy research Staffs of their
own. The Endowment should supply these organizations with basicinformation
about the United Nations and should assist them both in selecting topics of
interest to their members and in presenting those topics so as to be most.readily
understood by their members. We should urge The Foreign Policy Association
and The Institute of Pacific Relations to supply similar service on other topics of
international significance.

"Exploration should also be made by theendowment, as to the possibilities of
increasing the effectiveness of the radio and motion pictures in public education
on world affairs." (Hearings, pp. 920, 921.)

It should be noted at this point that the President of the Carnegie
Endowment for International Peace who made these, recommendations
was Mr. Alger Hiss.
A continued inquiry into foundation activities might well study

their support of Unesco projects. Whether all these are to the best
interests of the UnitedStates, warranting the support by public funds
through foundations, is doubtful.
AN INTERNATIONAL SOCIA SCIENCE REARCH COUNCIL.
One agency which has come into being as a result of Unesco action

deserves special study. It is the Provisional International Social
Science Council. Donald Young, President of the Russell Sage Foun-
dation, explains the origin of this new organization in the March, 1952
issue of Items, the publication of the Social Science Research Council.
A consultative organization meeting was held at the call of MME.
ALVA MYRDAL as Director of the Department of Social Sciences
of Unesco. MME. MYRDAL (wife of Gunnar Myrdal, whose An
American Dilemma is discussed in section XIII of this report) is an
extreme leftist who was at one time denied a visa by our State Depart-
ment. That a person of MME. MYRDAL'S persuasion should be a
director of the social science department of Unesco is rather forbidding.
Three Americans were selected for places in the ten man initial

group to organize the: new International Council. One of these was
Mr. Young, who was elected president; another,was Professor P. H.
Odegard of the University of California; the third was PROFESSOR
OTTO KLINEBERG of Columbia University, well-known as an ex-
treme leftist.
We have been unable to expend the time to investigate this new

organization with any thoroughness. We suggest that such an in-
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vestigation is highly desirable. There are indications that it is to
act in the: internationalfield somewhat in the manner Tie Social
Siencwe Rleseach.l Coun:l ats inthe: domestic scene. The. oppor-
tunities; for coercive direction of research into a leftist direction will
be present;. and its integration with Unesco makeS it likely that its
direction will:be to the left. Foundation support; for its activities is
apparently expected, The extent and purpose of such support, cur-
rently'and in4the future, bears watching.,; Perhaps, more significant
than anything else is that the International Counc' shall have among
its duties (according to Mr. Young's article) this function:

"'Whenever asked to d' so, to tender [to Unisco] advice on the choice of
suitable social scientists for interdisciplinary projects of research."
It could thus become a virtual accrediting ageny, with all the power
and danger such, a system involves. The dagerer is increased by the
apparent fact that the structure of the new organization is un-demo-
cratic, perhaps, even more so .than that of Te;Social Scie'nce Research
Council after which it seems to have been somewhat patterned. ..
4CARNEJIE( 0WMWRNT AND THE A4ERICAyV BAR AsoCoIATI0, '.
Starting in 1946 7The aarnmegie mowment for International Peace

made substaiitial contributions to the American Bar Association on a
matched-fund basis-that is, requiring the Associition itself t.supply
part of the necessary funds-for the purpose of studying problems of
international law. One of the problems contemplated for study was
the crime of genocide. This project commenced while ALcER HISS
was President of the Endoment and progressed while Professor
Shotwell was his interim successor. Shortly after Joseph E. :Johnon,
the present President of the Endowment - came into office he launched
into a controversy with the American Bar Association claiming that
it had misused the funds granted by the Endowment. His main claim,
as expressed in a letter of September 27, 1950 to Mr. Codey Fowler,
President of 'the American Bar Assocation, was "that funds from the
Endowment grant have been or are being employed for the purpose of
opposing ratification of the Genocide Convention as submitted to the
United States Seriate by the President.'",Mr. Johnson also com-
plained that in the deliberations of the Association the point':of view
supporting the Genocide Convention had not been given sufficient
hearing ; ;- 1

Without going into details of the controversy,. which involved some
rather sharp correspondence, we, conclude from the facts, that Mr.
Johnson's irritation, stemmed from the Bar Association's having
daredtho xttiinithei Giocide Conention.

:Foxindation; 'eXcutives'nakemui of th 'aisertfioi that the are6
under no.obligation to follow up teir grant and that ther:haveii
fact no right to interfere with the usebof funds which they hat allotted.
Mr. Johnson 's quit. bitter controversy with the Batr AsspociatWo ,

however,' fidicate 'that whein .the granted arrves att conclusions dis-
tasteful to tio whlo con l .the granting foundation, they feel they
have a rigt',to object and copRain. We do not believe that Mr.
Johnson ,oul4dhave complained.if :theAme4r'n Bar;Assoctoi0had
come to .the conclusion that the Genocide Convention should be rati-
fied, ..This is consistent with the propaganda nature of the 'arnege
Endowment.

55"7--4774418;
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FORD ENTERS THE FIELD.
The Ford Foundation entered the international field with ardor.

It has already spent vast sums of money on projects abroad: One of
its five major programs concerns international and foreign objectives.
We find, in the furtherance of this program, grants in 1951 and 1952

to the American Friends Service Committee aggregatimn $1,134,000.
The Ford Foundation Annual Report for 1951 recites that the officers8
(note it is not the trustees) "felt that the American Friend Service
Committee had demonstrated over a long period its capacity to deal
effectively with many of the economic, social and educational condi-
tions that lead to international tensions." The same report later
contains this somewhat naive statement:
"Our policy in Asia has failed to lead us to the real objectives of the American

people because Its -preoccupation with strategy and ideology has prevented
our giving sufficient weight to the economic, social and political realities of Asia.
ThereI as elsewhere, we have tended to label as Communist any movement that soigh't
a radical change in the established order, without consideration of th'e roots, of such
a movement. Quaker workers, during yerrs of service in the troubled Orient,
have witnessed the great changes taking place and the increasing hostility with
which the United States has regarded them. They are convinced that an effective
policy must take into account the actual conditions that have produced these
changes, as well as the new situation that revolution has created in Asia. Our
fundamental ignorance. of the East is costing us dear, but the situation has been
further complicated by -the fact that United States policy towards Asia has recently
been exposed in an unusual degree to the hazards of domestic criticism arising from
political partisanship.

"It is surprising that we have, not been able to understand the situation in Asia
because Americans should be peculiarly able to comprehend the meaning of
revolution. Our own independence was achieved through a revolution, and wehave
traditionally sympathized with the determined attempts of other peoples to win national
independence and higher standards of living. The current revolution in Asia is a
similar movement, whatever its present association with Soviet Communism."
[Emphasis supplied.]
Are these "officers" of a foundation who characterize a Russian-

Communist armed andfinanced coup in China as a revolutionary move-
ment similar to our War of Independence.guawlfied to expend huge sums
of money belonging in equity to the American people Can a foundation
:be trusted to administer a half billion dollars of public fnds i anarea
having to do with foreign affairs and international l relations when its
trustees apparently follow the advice of "officers" so uninformed in
American history and institutions as to draw an analogy between a Com-
munist conquest and the American Revolution!
AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE COMMITTEE.
Now let us briefly examine therecord of the American Friends

Service Committee to which the officers of the Ford Fouindation attribb
uted such "capacity to deal effectively" with vital problems that the
Foundation granted that organization a total of $1,154,000 of the
public's money.
The Friends Service Committee supported the pacifist FrazierB Ul

which would have prevented us from waging war; and the riiffe n
Bill which would have prevented us from denying citizenship to those
aliens who refused to take oath to defend the United States.

It sponsored the WORLD YOUTH CONGRESS which has been cited
as a Communist front. It sent a delegate to the WORLD YOUTH
FESTIVAL, held in Prague in 1947, a pro-Soviet and Communist-
sponsored affair. iIn June, 1(48 it circulated Congress with a statement expressing
its unalterable opposition to conscription for militaryS service; This
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statement, was signed by its- Chairman, HENRY J. CABURY and its
Executive Se retr;, CLAR OB E.3 t:.PIC-iTT. i The Communist
.front afiiatiosofi esetetwo ;en (aswei as of other assoiatedwith
the Friends ervw Committee)?)are:)shwn in anappendixto this report.
The FJends-Ser^,Cpmne .oranized the,StCPecM e, Service

Commit '~which assisted n the organization of the Youth ommee
Against War, which brought together:

THEAMRICAN UDEXT UNION (cited as a Communist front);
THE WARRESISTIBRS LjEAGUtj
THE FELIQWHsIP bOjREicONwILUIATIoN
TEi YOUNQ PE0iEP SOCIALIST LEAGUEB;
THE ARMER UNION;,. .... ,

THE INDEPENDENT COMMUNISTLABOR LEAGUB;
THE MTEtODrsifi FPEDBRTION FOR SOCIAL SERVICE (Youth

Section);TIHE AMBRICAN YOUTH CONGRESS;
and other left wi'ng groups.
The Friends Service Committee habeen an itctive lobbyist. A few

years ago an, org~aiztion known as the F'ehds Commieeo N
Legislation was set up in Washington. It is believed to be a vehicle
of the Amerecan Friends Servic Committee, or closely associated
with it. This-unitpposes m ary training, favors liberalization f
the ,immigtion laws and asks legislation to sustain conscientious
objectors. It supported the LehmainAmeAndmen to the McCarran
Water Immigration Act; it urge extenSives forei aid programsi It
solicitsfinancial contributions.-Whether it-ib riht or wrong in its
respective legislative positions is of no moment here-the point is
that it engages actively in prompting somel egilation and opposing
other measures. This function should, in itsf, dny it the support
of a foundation.^ !,

Nor. does theAmet'incr Friends'k Sere ommiitteeitself refrain from
political pressure. In Januiary, 150,it~ wrote the following msage
to President Truman, presuming to press him inn area o govern-
ment activity of the greatestmoment:

"Further intervention: w ulresult tet hardening of ChiQ .es resentment
against Ambria and the stren thening of Sno-Rieusin ties by treating Com-
munist China' as an enemy and fusing to reognie her, we are not isolating
Ohinai we.are Isolating ourelves"

It is' the conclusion of this Cminittee that, in deciding that this
organization should be supported, theofficersof TheFod Founda
tion exhibited' a' lack. of sound bases for judgment; and the trustees
who gave theseofficers their support' i' distributing $1,134,000 of
public trust money were guilty grows negligence.
Remember.the contentionof. the foundations,eXpresedseveraltimes in th6Ciox Committeeheari g, thatthiey areentitled toimake

mistakes, that they cannot enter"ep erientl" fields without making
mistakes! This contention is wholy, acceptable when a mistake is
sometimes made in some: innocuous, nose-cn ng, piece, of rese rch.
When the mistake relates to the safety of our country, the burden
passesL heavilytot.e foundationt6prove thatsi'ttionw.srenaisonable,
carefully thou'tout andt wiiiout reasonableposSbiiltty f d amage

The Ford FndatioI has become a propaandist for Unesc,asaindeed hve several ofi etherea roet fojnd Or school c-li
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dren are beings taught that Unesco ii' one of the hopes of the world.
No critical'analyiis s ever given, as faras we have beeneable to detei-
mine, but merely ,blind adulation. :The following testimony by !Mr.
Aaron Sargent is illuminating regarding Ford's position:, .

The Fodi ouidditiQh^ ,ued its fihancidl iower to attempit'to' rsi' th wil of
the people ofLos Angeles in connection with a pamphlet khowr' a""The;E infnesco." This pamphlet was put out by the Lo. AngelesiCity. School Depa-t-ment, and it promotes various Unesco activities, and it includes the internationaldeclarationi6fhuman rights ., ' , ',. " ' :',

Mr. Paul Hoffman, the president of The Ford Foundation, personally appearedbefore the Los Angeles Board of Edpcatjon and sought to prevent the removal of
these pamphlets out of the Los Angeles city schods by' the action of a duly con-
stituted board of the city of Los"Angeles, anld'ii so doing he engaged in lobbying,an activity prohibited to The Ford Foundation, /'"

I have a news clipping, bearing date of August; 26, 1952, Tuesday, in the Los
Angeles Times, and it contains apioture of Mr. .Hoffman, several other gentlemen
with him,'and the statement below reads as follows .

"Urge that it stay-These proponents of teaching Unese¢c were on hand as
speakers, From left: Dr. Hugh M Tirier, Peplerdiie' College president; Paul G.
Hoffman of Ford Foundation; Elmer Franzwa, district governor of Rotary, and
William Joyce."

Mr. HAY. What is wrong with that?; .
Mr. SARoNT.. He has no right to engage in lobbying, and he was opposing a

local matter aid should not have in'any way interfere with it. He was presi-
dent of The Ford Foun'dation'.....

Mr,.HAYS. You would not want anybody to say you have no right to come
here and expound your views, would you?

Mr. SARnONT. He id it as president of The Ford Foundation, and used the
power of The Ford Foundation as a leverage in the case. '(Hearings, p. 370.)

Later came the following colloquy:,
;Mi. HAYS. You are inferring that because he was president of 'he Ford

Foundation and he, went out, there to ,advocate this, he automatically brought
The Ford Foundation into It.

Mr.i SAROnNT.' 'They were discussing how they were going to handle it and thby
were :afraid the Unesco pamphlet was going to be thrown out and they were disg
cussing other ways in which they could back up Mr. Hoffman and bring more
strength to bear on that Los Angeles City Board of Education. I overheard that
conversation, and 1 was in the office at the time. Mr. Hoffman was lobbyingintentionally. (Hearlhgs, p. 381.)

(The statement filed by the Ford Foundation maintains that Mr.
Hoffman did this bit of lobbying on his own as a private citizen and
a resident of California, unconnected with his- position with the
Foundation,. That may, of course well be. He may, for the moment,
have stepped out of his official character to go to work as an indi-
vidual, but the general impression that he was acting as President of
The Ford Foundr tion Uwa aReasonable one.) ;;
Subsequently Mr., Sargent expla'ied that he, propaganda in the

;Unesco matter mcluded' the Univyeral Declaration of Humng Rights,
which has been rejected by the Amnerican Bar Association and our
government itself. (Hearings, p.382 et seq.) ,.

The frantic efforts ofsome of theo foundations to widen public sup-port for Unesco deserve studied attention.
INTERCULTURAL PUzBLIATIONS, INe,
'One of the organizations establishedby the Ford Foundation

"In an attempt to increase underndrs ding among the peoples ot the world and
to advance mutual appreciation of differing cultural and intellectual backgrounds
through the exchange of ideas and literary and artistic productions ** '*"
was Intercultpral Pubitions, Inc. According to e application for
atax-exemptstatus filed withi the Interhal Revenue Sevice, itws
organized, among other purposes
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"*( ,,*i to help maintainworldp,eae iand to promote better understanding ,be-
tween peoples of different nation, races and .relations; to, ingreasg without the
United States knowledge of the culture, art, intelletual works, customs, and
interests of the United States and its peoples; * * *"
by means of production and distribution of all forms of written and
spoken communication. , , :.. ; : .

In addition to the quarterly magazine Perspectives, U. S., which is
published in 20 countries, it also publishes Diogenes Kultura, and
an Atlantic Monthly Supplement, Perspective of ndia.
From its establishment in Atril 1952 until the close of. 1953 The

Ford Foundation has granted $759,960 to Intercultural Publications,
Inc., no figures being available for the year 1954.
As in so many of the projects. with which The, Ford Foinddatio"

and, its offspring have associated 'themselves, the purposes set forth
are entirely praiseworthy. But as a practical matter, based on a
studyoftheisuesofPerspectifes publisEd to dteti dent
that there might be tw6 schools offlithsught as to'wiheer thipartiaularwksmeanrsdeleted, ;rasdieonswtetf by the c6iten'tf'of teseq i' terly'

h evolumeswold n aeessa'ily ac'oipllish tie9 avow id piuirpses.There is a' muci bigger q'stifin mak,Showever, in'eh!e 'imd' ofi
theis committee, based on a study 'f tfhe personality associated ith
this "cultural" disciple of The Ford Foundation, either as a member
of the advisory biard, as contributing author, or as an author whose
works are selected for review

The' latest volume available (Nd. 6) lists 59 individuals as members
of the advisory board.. Of that'umbber 18 have'been'mitioined'ii
one way or another before Goveinmet agencies looking ito sub-
verSion. These individuals, whose complete records ari included min
the appendix to this report are-' ',

MnOBXTItfER ADLB£R .: , ., ;. PERR.Ŷ;MILM, 1., ! ;..OJARTMISERADLERS Ro erertMI rwell.
W. H. 'Auden Doothy Nri
Jacques Barzun Normaf Hlimes Pearson
BERNARD BERELSON Duncan Phillips
Paul Bigelow Renato Poggioli
R.; P. Blackiour John Crowe Ransom
FranoQis, Bondy AnndaaSankar Ray
Har.veyv Bret ROBERT RBDFIELD
Cleanth Brooks KrKeith Rexroth
Marguerite Caetani -· eldei; Rodman
Cyril Connolly Eero Sarirnei..
AARON C6PtAND MBYER SCHAPI'O
MALCOLM COWLEY ARTHTJR SCHLESINiERi JR.
HALLIE FLANAOAN DAVIS Mark Schorer
IRVIN EDMN : Delmbre. Sohwartz
JAMES T. FARRELL GILBERT SELDES
Francis Fergusson KA.'L'J. SHAPIRO
W. H'. Ferry Wallace" Stegner
Alfred M. Frankfurter Allen Tate
ALBERT J.G.U,RARD LionelTrilling
Hiram Haydn Ralph E.. Turner
Rudolf Hirsch' ROBERT PENN WARREN
Henry Russell Hitchcock Gordon Bailey Washbrin
Alfred Kazin Victor Weybright
Paul Henry. Lang Monroe 'Wheeler
Melvin J. Lasky TENNESSEE WILLIAMS
HARRY LEVIN . Kurt Wolff
Alvin Lustig MOiton' D. Zabel
Richard P. McKeon .



190 TAX'EXIMP! tFOUND'ATIONS'

Among those who have contributed to the periodical, or hose books
have beei ffavrably reviewed are the following, whose records are also
in the appendix.
KiEJNETH BURKE. ePERRY .MILfLER ,
AA'RbN COPLANDi GARDNER MUIPHY
MALCOLM COWLEY HENRY MURRAY
MARTHA GRAHAM REINHOLD' NIBDUHR
HORACE GREOORY MEYER SCHAPIRO
KENNETH GEARINO KARL SHAPIRO
ALBERT J. G(UERARD ARTHUR SCHLESINGER, JR.
SIDNEY HooK GILBERT SELDES
ROBERT HfUTCdHINS JACOB VINEE
JOHN HOUSEMAN ALEXANDE. WERTH
GEORGE F. KENNAN. WILLIAM CARLOS WILLIAMS
ARCHIBALDMa. MIACLEISH EDMUND WILSON
NORMAN MAILER
Summarized, tax exempt funds are being channeled into the hands

of persons like Malcolm Cowley (literary editor of the New Republic),
a member of the advisory board who has consistently followed the
Communist Party line, has sponsored or been a member of at least
half a dozen or so organizations cited by the Attorney General and
Congressional committees and other governmental agencies as Com-
munmst, subversive or Communist front organizations. Or like Aaron
Copland, also a member of the advisory board, who in addition to a
consistent record of joining such organizations as did Cowley, has
composed a song entitled "The First of May" which drew high praise
from such Communists as Hans Eisler.
The records off individuals obtained from official sources have been

included in the appendix, and will bear close scrutiny. This Commit-
tee finds it difficult to believe that only these individual can adequately
portray to the people of the world the culture of the United States,
and equally difficult to believe that there do not exist in this country
rising artists of equal ability, whose art would be enhanced by a firm
belief in the fundamental concepts of our political philosophy.
GLOBALISTIC ECONOMICS.,
The extent to which foundations have promoted the theory that

we must subordinate our own economic welfare for that of the world
in order to have peace is worth an investigation of its own. The
Rockefeller Foundation in its 1941 report said:

"If we are to have a durable peace after the war, if out of the wreckage of the
present a new kind of cooperative life is to be built on a global scale, the part that
science and advancing knowledge will play must not pe overlooked."
The presumption is that a global economic system is desirable. Such
a system could not exist without some form of coercive supervision.
Whether Americans are -ready to accept such supervision is extremely
doubtful.
An aspect of this subject which may sorely need attention is the use

made of foundation funds to promote international arrangements for
the control and distribution of raw materials and other interferences
with domestic manufacture and trade. In the overwhelming desire
to make us part of "one world" as quickly as possible, many associated
with foundation work have supported movements which are decidedly
short-sighted from the standpoint of the nationalistic world in which
we still, as a practical matter, live and work.



TAXI-EXEM,,' FOUNDATIONS

TE;ENATIONAL EDUrATIOoi:ASsoClArTION GOEBia i'INTiRN'ATIONAL.'"
In 1948 the Nati'onal Eduation Associatio4R issued a volume entitled

Education for Intertiionial Uunderstanding in American Schools-'
Suggestions 'and :Recommendation7s, prepared by the Committee oM
International Relations, the Associaton or Supervision and Curriclum
Development and the' Naional Co ncilfor the Social Studies, all depart-
ments of the NEA.' (Hearings, p. 64 et seq.) It was the result of a
project financed in part directly by the NEA through contributions
from'teachers and partly by:a grant from the Carnegie Corporation of
New York. (Hearings, p, 65.)
The foreword by Warren Robinson Austin, then our representative

at the UN, stated that the UN in 1949 had unanimously called upon
the member, states to provide effective' teaching about the UN in
schools. :Apparently the NEA project was at least partially in answer
to this call. It recommended that the teachers in our schools educate
pupils into internationalism and gave specific suggestions as to objec-
tives and methods. (Hearings,p. 65.)'
There is a grave question m the minds of this Committee whether

this powerful organization of teachers has any right to attempt to
promote a uniform program of education' on a national basis; but, if
such a procedure is proper, it might well be that planning to educate
our children into a better understanding of the world' and its com-
ponent parts and how international things work might be highly
desirable. The program of the NEA, however, as expressed in the
book under discussion, went far further than a mere educational
program. It assumed that because the United. Nations had been
accepted as an intrinsic part of Atherican foreign policy it should
receive virtually unqualified and uncritical support.
The fact is that while the United Nations does play an intrinsic part

in our foreign policy, support among our citizens for. its mechanism
and the detailed actions of its various constituents, boards and
bodies is far from universal. The intelligent observer cannot escape
the conclusion that the agencies of the United Nations themselves in
many instances have promoted ideas and concepts which seem anti-
thetical to many of our own basic principles.
We find in Mr. Austin's preface, for example, reference to the

necessity for "rationalization of production and distribution on a
world-wide basis." It is suggested that "solution of economic prob-
lems on a purely national basis without regard to the effect of their
conduct on other peoples and nations breeds economic war." (Hear-
ings, p. 66.) That may well be but there are many in the United
States who believe that our efforts to improve the world's economy at
enormous cost to the American taxpayer have not only been ineffective
but' have been met with a universal egocentric response by the other
nations. The general tone of the volume is that we must sacrifice a
considerable part of our national independence in order to create a
stable and peaceful world. That may also be true if and when the
time comes when most of the nations of the world will be ready them-
selves for honest international col1aborati6n. In the meantime, to
train our children into the desirability of ecomingintgernationalists at a
time whenuorld society is characterized by the most intense kind of
selfish nationalism seems both unrealistic and dangerous.
The volume implies that the creation of the United Nation s only

the first step in the establishment of a world order. Its adulation of
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the United Nations itself is almost childish. In the face of our diffi
culties with Russia it says: "Through its Security Council, every
dispute that affects the peace of the world can be brought before an
international body endowed with authority to take all necessary steps
for the restraint of aggression." (Hearings, p. 67.). To impose this
concept upon our children in the schools is to teach them nonsense. The
futility of the United Nations in settling international disputes has been
tragically evident. And this futility, moreover, is not the result of a
failure on our part to be "international minded."

"Collaboration" is emphasized in this volume. We are to collabo-
rate with all the various UNO bureaus and agencies, even the Com-
mission on Human Rights.
The volume emphasizes the responsibility of teachers for "contrib-

uting to the maintenance of enduring peace". (Hearings p. 67.)
This is to be accomplished by indoctrinating our children with the de-
sirability of full cooperation with the UNO and all its works. "This
will certainly involve curriculum revision and the recasting of many
time-honored educational policies and practices. It is a case in which
half-measures and lip-service will not be adequate, for if these are
the substance of the effort, the challenge will go unanswered." (Hear-
ings, p. 68.) The goal is set as producing citizens who might be called
"world-minded Americans". We cannot escape the conclusion that
what is meant is the production of advocates of a world state.

Again, we say that someday a world state may be desirable and
possible. However, we are living in a very realistic era in which
"one world" could only be accomplished by succumbing to Commu-
nism. The program suggested contains this specific identification of
the "world-minded American": "The world-minded American knows
that unlimited national sovereignty is a threat to world peace and that
nations must cooperate to achieve peace and human progress."
On page 21 of this volume we find this astounding statement

(Hearings, p. 69):
"* * * More recently, the idea has become established that the preservation

of international peace and order may require that force be used to compel a nation to
conduct its affairs within the framework of an established world system. The most
modern expression of this doctrine of collective security is in the United Nations
Charter."
On page 31 we find this:
"* * * The social causes of war are overwhelmingly more important than the

attitudes and behavior of individuals. If this be true, the primary approach to the
prevention of war must involve action in the area of social and political organization
and control. (Hearings, p. 69.) [Emphasis supplied.]
Education is the recommended road to "social and political organi-

zation and control" and education is described "as a force for condi-
tioning the will of a people * * *. It utilizes old techniques and
mass media such as the printed word, the cinema, the radio, and now
television." (Hearings, p. 69.) If we read these terms correctly
they seem to mean to'us that the educators are to use all the tech-
niques of propaganda in order to condition our children to the particu-
lar variety of "world-mindedness" which these educators have adopted.
Considerable space is later spent for "education for peace through
mass media." (Hearings, pp. 69, 70.)
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There is constant repetition of the idea that "the world-minded

American believes that unlimited national sovereignty is a threat to
world peace". On page 44 we find:

"* * * Many persons bele that during peace cannot be achieved Jo log
the nation*state system continue as at present constitutedl It is a system of inter.
national anarchy--a species, of jungle. warfare.,: Enduring peace cannot be attiwned
until the nation-states surrender to a worldororganization the exercce of jurisdiction
over those problems with which thle have found themselves unable to deal singly in the
past.i If like conditions co'tinue in future as in the pat like situations will
arise.,' Change the conditions, and the stiuation will change."
Aaina on page 46, we find this:
"W.ea likely to take the present tation-state system for granted; but in so doing,

we are likely to overestimate its ptrmaience nd underestimate its significance. * * *
[Emphasis supplied.] P(Hearings, p. 70.)

There is a definite call to political action or at least to a promotion
of the idea that we must surrender some of our political independence.
On page 67 we find this:

,

"'e*, *. The demonstration/of the feasibility of international organization in
nonpolitioal fields and the failure of the League of Nations makes even more qlear
the fact that it iiU fthe area of 'political' organization where failure seems to be
consistent, This suggests that the difficulty may be traceable to the dogria 6f
unlimited sovereignty,-4hat nothing must;be allowed, to restrict the complete
independence:of the state. It suggest ale0, that the dogma of, sovereignty has a
high emotional content that is self-generated and self-sustained and that so long
as the dogma of illimitatility obtain, international cooperation of a political
nature will at best be tenuous." (Hearings,'p. 71.)
On page, 60 we find this recommendation that we must conform our

national economic policies to, an international world economy:
"ti * * The development of, international cooperation as a contributing force

to. economic well-being is possible only insofar as it is applied to give direction to
common positive Laiis and to condition the effects of national economic policies
that 'would otherwise b'e 'serious disruptions of the interdependent world
economy." (Hearings, p. 71.)
We must have (page 62) a "planned economic cooperation on a

world-wide scale.", ;,Our children are not merely to be educated ito international points
of view-they are told how to make themselves effective in creating
political pressure. We offer these quotation, as examples:

Page 80; ; ..'
",* An individual can increase his effectiveness in fluencing foreign policy

by associating, himself with organizations and by helping to formulate their
attitudes on international questions. ' 'Th' groups oist suitable for this purpose
are the political party and those generally called pressure groups."
Page 81: '.
'"* .* ,* The world-minded Amerioan, as a part of his program of action, should

concern himself with how these groups operate. He will find that he himself can
probably heave a greater influencb'through this technique. He will also find that
since a great deal of official action 'is determineddby pressure'gioup atinbh, the
use of, this device will enable him to. be heard and wUl also enable him to urge
his interest for peace against those he considers to be' urging a contrary interest.
He will find that the variety and interest of the groups with which he can affiliate
are endless;'and he must, therefore, examine carefully the aims of the group or
groups to which he will devote his energies."

Page 82:
<"* * * Teachers must act. As citizens, their' obligation to act oh behalf of

peace and international cooperation is' a responsibility shared with all other
citizens. But teachers cannot.be content merely to do just as much as others;
they must do more. Teachers in almost any American community have greater
competence in leadership skills and in knowledge than most of their fellow
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citizens. With greater capacity goes greater responsibility for bringing personal
influence to bear on civic action on the local, State, and National levels." (Hear-
ings, p. 72.)
The school is to be a sort of militant agent so that "the total impact

of community thinking may be brought to bear on major issues.
Such a role brings the school into working contact with those agencies
in the community which are keyed to action * * *."
The schools are told how "to assume their responsibility". Pro-

grams are to be developed rapidly. School planning committees are
to pool ideas and coordinate. "Aids and sources" are recommended,
including reading materials, film and film strips, etc. A list of books
are recommended and among them we find some the advisability of
recommendations we seriously doubt. (Hearings, p. 73.)

Putting the evidence together, we conclude that the National Education
Association has been an important element in the tax-exempt world used
to indoctrinate American youth with "internationalism" , e particular
variety which Professor Colgroive referred to as "globalism." This point
of view is cloesly related to the "new era" which so many social scientists
have envisioned as the ultimate goal of our society when they have gotten
through "engineering" us into it.
We note that the filed statement by the National Education Asso-

ciation has made no effort to explain any of the criticisms made of that
organization in the testimony, including the material we have just
treated on globalism; This crucial and well documented issue is com-
pletely evaded with the remark that the NEA is "unable to learn
whether any of the previous testimony is regarded by your Committee
as worthy of further examination." The following characterization
disposes of the evidence itself: "This testimony, insofar as we have
been able to examine it, is so vague soso self-contradictory, that
detailed comment seems uttnecessay." (Hearings, p. 1147.) We beg
to differ with the NEA.
EXPENDITURES ABROAD.

This Committee has not been able to expend the time to ascertain
the extent of foundation spending abroad. It is clear, however, that
millions of the taxpayers' money are spent annually outside of the
United States. A further investigation might well consider whether
there should not be some limitations placed upon such a foreign use
of American money. In this era in which our Government feels
obliged to pour billions into the support of the rest of the world, it is
questionable whether foundations should have the right, freely to use
further millions of the people's money in alien ventures.

There is the further problem of whether foundation expenditures
abroad may not, at times, directly conflict with government policy.
The whole subject is worthy of intensive study.
THE BASIC, FOUNDATION-SUPPORTED PROPAGANDA RE FOREIGN

AFFAIRS.
It is our conclusion, from the evidence, that the foundation sup-

ported activities which relate to foreign policy have been turned
consciously and expressly in the direction of propagandizing for one
point of view. That point of view, widely disseminated by founda-
tions at great cost in public funds, has been the official line of the
former two administrations, submitted with such rare criticism, if any,
as to constitute truly political activity. Where has been the objec-
tivity which we have the right to expect when trustees disburse our
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money? Where has been an expression of the minority points of
view which have, m the course of time, proved themselves correct?
The following quotation is from the speech of ex-President Hoover,

as reported in The New York Times of August 11 1954, upon the
occasion of his 80th birthday, aftertso many years of selfless devotion
to the people of the United States: .

"In our foreign relations there are eat dangers and also vital safeguards to
free men,. Durig the last war we witnessed a special encroachment of the Exec-
utive,;pon the legislative branch. ; This has been through a new type of com-
mitment of the United States to other nations.

"I am not going to argue legalisms, for,they do not go to the center of the issue.
The real issue is whether the President, through declaration or implication or by
appeasement or'by acquiescence or by' joint statements with foreign officials, can
commit the American people to foreign nations without the specific consent of the
elected representativof thepeole. ,. .

"There has been :grievous listof such commitments. They include interna-
tional agreements which shackle our economy by limiting a free market. But
more terrible were such executive agreements as our recognition of Soviet Russia
which opened the headigates for a torrent of traitors.
"Our tacit alliance with Soviet Russia spread communism over the earth. Our

acquiescecece in the annexation by Russia of the Baltic States at Moscow and the
partition of Poland at Teheran extinguished the liberties of tens of millions of
people.

"Worse still was the appeasement and surrenderr at Yalta of ten6nations to
slavery. And there was the secret agreement with respect to China which set in
train. the communication of. Mongolia, North Korea and all of China.

"These unrestrained Presidential actions have resulted in a shrinking of human
freedom over the whole world', :From these actions came the jeopardies of the
'Cold War.' Asa by-product these actions have shrunk our freedoms by crush-
ing taxes, huge defense costs, inflation and compulsory military service.
"We must make such misuse of power forever impossible.
"And let me say, I have no fears of this evil'from President Eisenhower but

he will not always'be President,;
"Our dangers from the Communist' soiice of gigantio;evil in the world are un-

ending. All of the peace agencies we have: created and: all of the repeated con-
ferences we have held have failed to find even a whisper of ral peace.
"Amid th'se malign forces, our haunting ani nd our paramount necessity

is the defense of our country.
"It is not my purpose to define the foreign policies of our Government.
"Sooner.r' later a new line of action will become imperative.
"I have disagreed with,, and protested against, the most dangerous of .or

foreign political policies during the whole of the twenty years pro to the last
Presidential 'election. I opposed and protesed every step in thts policies which
led us into the Second World War, -

"Especially in June, 1941, when,Britain, was safe from a German invasion
due to Hitler's diversion to attack on Stalin, I urged that tle gargantuan jest of
all history would be our giving aid to the Soviet Government. I urged we should
allow those two dictators to 'exhaust each other. I stated tiat the result of our
assistance would be to spread communismh over the' whole world. I urged that
if we stood aside the time would come when we could bring lasting peace to the
world.: . ....:

"I have no reret. T e n he proved that I was right.
It would be tetin to e h riiioferetgto take eh tic offered by Presidnt

Hoover and to determine how much foundation money ha been spent
in disseminating it among our people,. as-against disseminating the
concept or principle whichit:crticizes* We are confident, from* the
evidence we have ,exanmined, that the result would show; a preponder-
ance against Mr. ooer's criticisms of4 about one million .to one, in
almost every instance. If thisw. tis y ithesefonat have di s-
charged their du y t e o be object oid fair, te. are franvrk to
say thattTeirs tax exefmptnimnay have been a tragic mistake. They hiwe
been propai nda agwws;;andfeoundat Inpropaandaim any political
area cannot be tolerated.
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XII. COMMUNISM AND SUBVERSION
THE COMMUNIST PENETRATION.
The group frequently referred to as the "anti-anti-Communists"

has persuaded a large part of the American public that exposing Com-
munists and their helpers undermines our traditions and principles.
It admits that Communism is a grave danger to our national safety.
It asserts that Communists should be driven out of government and
places of power and influence. But it suggests that this should be
done (in some mysterious and undefined way) by the government.
Yet, strangely, these anti-anti-Communists vigorously and consist-
ently oppose all determined' and effective measures by which the gov-
ernment, through its duly delegated committees, exposes Communists.

It does not seem quite clear how this is to be managed; but nothing
is worse, in' the opinion of this ociferous group, than a Congressional
investigation. That they asseitr, is the worst way to handle the
problem; a Congressional investigation is almost per se a violation of
individual right; the individual must be protected, they allege, against
the abuse inherent in Congressional inquiries even if the safety of the
nation is at stake.
Someof this group say that the Attorney General should act,;and

he alone; forgetting that he cannot prosecute anyone for merely being
a Communist: he can prosecute for espionage (and how rarely a spy
is caught) or for perjury (and hlow rarely even a Hiss is.caught).
Others say that the job is one for the F. B. I., as though it should be
used as a sort of Gestapo, with the right to both catch and try and,
perhaps convict, for Communism. The fact-is that the F. B. I. can
only report what it finds to executive authority and. th'enhope for
the best. Many feel that, in any event, no man should be deprived
of any right to position or' employment unless he has actually been
convicted'of espionage or something equally overt and 'sinister. A
man may, after all, they say, be a Communist and still be a good
citizen and mean us no harm.

Against these various types of soft-mindedness and blindness to
danger, the Congressional investigation still stands as a -protection.
If, for example, the Cox Committee had done nothing else, its investigation
was justified in sofar as it disclosed that there had been an actual, definitive
and successful Russian-Communist plan to infiltrate American philan-
thropic foundations. :Little reference has subsequently b&ejn made
to this material disclosed by thhe Cox Committee hearings-it has
certainly been conveniently forgotten by those in the foundations who
are ant-anti-Communists. It bears review.
One of the Cox witnesses was Maurice Malkin, Consultant with the

Immigration and Naturalization Service, who had been a charter
member of the Communist party in Americaand had been expelled
in 1937. He testified that a Russian agent had come to this country
in 1936 "andordered us that instead of depending on MoscoW to
finance the American party directly and at all times, we should try to
work out ways and means! of penetrating philanthropic, charitable,
grants, foundations, and et cetera, and these organizations like social-
service organizations, charitableinstitutions, andother cultural' fronts,
to try to 'penetrate theseorganizations; if necessary take control 'of
them andLthir treasuries: ifnot, to at least penetrate' them where
we would haye a voice of influence amongst those organizations, in
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order to drain their treasuries that tthey should be able to finance the
Communist Party propaganda in the United States,; besides the
subsidies that will be granted by Moscow." (Cox Hearingsi p. ----,)
The existence of this plot was corroborated by others and stands

amply proved. ,The infiltration had commenced earlier thn 936.
Mr. Bogolepov testified before the ox Committee concerning i.-
filtration as early as; 1930. Bogolepv quoted Stali as having said
that Marx was wrong in so far as he may have though tthtthe
Western world could be won by the: workers. Stain said:

"**,*.* it would be necessary to maintain .the revolutionary status through
the brains of Western intellectuals who .were said to be sympathetic with Com-
munist ideas." (Cox Hearing p. 676 et seq.)
There were many waiting,tobesbeused by the Comunistsfor their

own purposes,-socialists and other leftists who did iot always have
sympathy with Communism itself but joined with it in certain imme-
diate objectives, inot,.realizing that, by doing so they were assisting,
Communism totchieve itsl ultimate goals Among ;this group were:
tAose,.inn ccnent .who, in the SO's,! sought to direct:education.in.the United
States,;and, eserch in tAhe socul.e:nces, to. the end. of ushering i a.new.
order, prerequisite to which wa the destruction or sapping offree enter-
rse.; ,ie.eWav met some of them in preowuseito of ths report,,
In the August 20, 1954 issue of U.iS.i.NeWs.and. World Report is a:

long interview with Congressman Martin, Dies, entitled They! T1re
To, Get Me, Too. It is well worth ;reading. Mr, Dies tells the story
of bisdifficulties as Chairman ofethe famous committee bearing; his
name which investigated lCommnunism in Ithe face, of Sthe most ,bitter
opposition from the then Administration. To the "liberals"; of that:
day, Mr, Dies was worse than McCarthy isito the liberalstof today.
Yet his disclosures of Communism in high and' important placeswere
beyondquestioning and were staggering n their implications.. At one
timhehe presented to. the -Executivo r list, of 2,000 Communists o
the Federal payroll, including Alger Hiss, Harry Dexter White;and
Harold; Glasser. Perhaps no one. man, outside the F; B.. I,i; kiows
more about the subversive;movement during the period of his invees-
tigation than Mr.. Dies. i, In his interview he recounts how so.many"liberals" became the tools of Communism: ;. ;,;i,.-

"The truth 'of the matter wa s's I told the Jnennet Committee, there were 10
million i'liberalse running around like a'ohieken with its head chopped off and;
wanting to .chin.g everything. They didn't know exactly -what they wanted to
change, ,but .itey were for changes. Along came the Commies, and they were
the ohly groip'in that bunch that had a program. Theyknew, where they were
going and what they were doing.:- i' ;:i-;. .....

"So they tooki-oer this: 10 million and' used them,-and then suddenly came
the exposure that her:were these organizations that, the 'liberals' had sponsored
and worked under, and Rontributed money to under the control of;Moscow."
Mr. Louis Budenz testified before the Cox Committee that hie was'

chairman of t. Conmmuist group which penetrated the press and other
media of;public 'information and that a commission had been created
to penetrated thea foundations, and :he named; names.: Mr. Ma 1ing
Johnson testified, that he was a member of the Party from 1930 to
1940. and gave s opinion that the foundations had been successfully
penetrated on both hgh and: low levels. ,He said that fom ;his:own
personal experience h kAnew that the Garrand Fund, the Masrha.U
Foundation the John.Simon Guggenheim MermeorialF:oudatio. and the!
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Rosenwald Fund, in particular has been used, as well as the Institute ofPacific Relations.
How Do THEY Do IT?
How has the penetration by Communists taken place? How was it

accomplished? In an effort to see if the foundations themselves could
assist in answering these questions, Counselto this Committee asked
three selected foundations, the William C. Whitney Foundation, the
Rockefeller Foundation and the John Simon Guggenheim Memorial
Foundation, to examine their own records to try to see if they could
shed any light on how grants to Communists and Fellow-travellers
came to be made. In the case of the Whitney Foundation, two of its
officers cooperated fully. In conferences with Counsel, it was agreed
that no pattern appeared and the number of grants to subversives was,
in any case, insufficient to provide a pattern.

In the case of the Rockefeller Foundation, Mr. Dean Rusk, its
President, also cooperated fully, reporting to Counsel in writing both
for the Foundation and for the (Rockefeller) General EducationBoard.
The reports described the origin of each grant in so far as Mr. Rusk
was able to ascertain it, and stated his conclusion that "no pattern
emerges."

In the case of the Guggenheim Foundation, nothing further was
heard from Dr. Moe, its chief officer, after the request for a study was
made by Counsel. As the suggestion bad been made merely to see if
the foundations could assist in discovering how subversive grants
came about, nothing further was done in the case of the Guggenheim
Foundation, which apparently did not see fit to cooperate. (Appendix
to Report, pp. ---.)
This Committee is unable to arrive at any express conclusion as to

the methods and manner of Communist penetration of foundations or
the ways which have been used to take advantage of foundations.
The subject would require detailed study far beyond this Committee's
capacity in time and money. We suspect, however, that one factor
which has contributed to the ease with which Communism has used
our foundations has been the attitude of many foundation executives
that the political opinions of a grantee is of no consequence. Dr.
Hutchins, long a power in The Ford Foundation and now President of
its offspring, The Fund for the Republic, has put himself on record as
taking that position, and he is not alone. The attitude of Dr. Johnson
in selecting his assistants in connection with the preparation of the
Encyclopedia of the Social Sciences, referred to elsewhere seems typical
of many of the leading characters in the social science feld.
Some foundations have prided themselves that they do not enquire

into the "politics" of those who receive grants or fellowships. They
say they would not, of course, take on an avowed or proven, present
Communist, but they do not seem concerned, however leftist the
political or social bias of the prospective recipient ofpublic money bytheir grace may be, short of actual, present, proven Communist mem-
berslup. To some this position may seem sound-that a "scientist"
should not be condemned or discriminated against unless heis estab-
lished as an enemy of our country. Certainly whether the recipient
is a Democrat or a Republican can make no possible difference. It
may not even matter that he is some variety of collectivist, provided
his political slant could make no material difference in the area in
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which he is to work. But we are concerned in this report almost ex-
clusively with the social sciences; in these, the political slant of a

grantee may haveenormous impact on his work. In dealing with
mathematics or physics, it may be utterly inconsequential that are-
searcher is a socialist: in the social sciences which so often have direct
or indirect political significance, the radical character of the researcher
may be all-important. Political conformity should not be the price of
foundation support. However, in projects o political significance, when
the radical onions of the applicant may affect his work foundation sup-
port should e denied. Nor is it uffcient for a foundation to take the
ponitin that it is not responsiblefor the results produced by a radical who
has received a grant in error or who has abused the confidence of thefounda-
tion. It is incumbent on the foundation, as a dispenser of public money,
to publicly disavow the radical relt promptly and without equivocation.
THE EXTENT OF SUBVERSIV QGANTs.
During the testimony of Professor Rowe of Yale, Mr. Hays of this

Committee pointed out that, in the caseofofne foundation, it had made
only forty grants to persons or organizations allegedly subversive, and
that this was but a small percentage of the total grants. Professor
Rowe answered that it seemed to him this was a mis-use of statistics.
His position was that it was the aggregate impact of the unfortunate
grants which was important, not their relative number. The Chair-
man then suggested that the number of grants did not tell the whole
story of Communist infiltration, whereupon the testimony continued:

Dr. Rowi'. Yes. Could I comment on that briefly, and make a few other
comments that are connected with this? I am fully in agreement with the notion
that-picking a figure out of the air-2 or 3 grants that are made to wrong people
can have a tremendous effect in undoing much of the good that is made by the
rest of the 40,000. Again it is not a matter of every grant being equal in signifi*
canoe. You can't evaluate them in terms of how many dollars were involved.
A small grant made to a person in a critical position where he i' going to make a
wrong move, and implement the matter, can negate hundreds and thousands of
grants made to people who are out on the fringes the outskirts of positions of
power and influence where the impact of everything they do that may be good
will not be directly felt inpolicy a eas.
Another interesting feature of that is that grants to organizations, it seems to

me, have to be vera carefully taken into account when you are talking about the
total number of grants. I don't quite understand here whether the grants to
organizations were included in this total figure.
The CRAIRMAYN. They were not. These are grants to individuals.
Dr. Rows. Of the grants to organizations I an only give you the best example

that I know of. Those that involved, for instance, the Institute of Pacific Relations.
I don't know what the sum total of themoney was. It came from Rockefeller and
Carnegie and from private contributions.
Mr. Wousra.. I believe it was something over $3 million.
Dr. RowE. $3 million. The grants to the Institute of Pacific Relations it

eems to me, helped to implement a lot of people who did 't, in my opinion,
have the best interests of the United States at heart. (Hearings, pp. 635, 536.)

Professor Rowe then proceeded with testimony which this Com-
mittee found to be of extreme importance:
Here I want to talk about another item. It seems to me we make a mistake

in talking about identifying Communists as grantees on.;the one hand, non-
Communists as grantees on the other hand. In much of the actiity that ha to
do with identification of Communist activity in1 the United States, it ha seemed
to me that we are going :off on the wrong track whin we limit ourselves to efforts to
identify overt Communists, or let us say oramnizatiojl Communists, people whoQ
carrtya card'or whogan be positiely identified ca inembes of an organization subject
to organized discipline. For every one of those that you'fail to identify, and it seems
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to me tie even fail to identify most of those, there are a thousand people who could
not possibly be identified as such, because they/ have never had any kind of organiza-
tional affliation, but among those people are many people who advance the interests
of world communism, in spite of the fact that they are not subject to discipline and
do not belong to any organic zation.
So here again I think your categories, statistically, have to be refined somewhat.

Here, of course, you get into this area of. opinion. What constitutes an individual
who is attempting to advance the interests of world communism?, ....

This is a very controversial subject, but if we are ever to deal with the problem
of. Communist influence in this country, or ever to deal with the problem of
preserving our security against the world Communist conspiracy, this is the
critical area. The people who can be trailed and tagged by the FBI are a very,
very small minority. They occupy a very powerful position and apotentially
important, one, but the people who do the important work are unidentifiable, and
if I were planning to infiltrate the United States, I would see to it that they were
unidentifiable.
Here it seems to me you have to set up an entirely different category than the

two categories of Conmunists on the one side, and other people on the other side.
(Hearings, p. 536.) [Emphasis supplied.]
To illustrate the necessity of making qualitative rather than quan-

titative judgments as to foundation grants, Professor Rowe discussed
the IPR situation as follows.:

* * * I would like to add 'this regarding the IPR' and regarding the problem
of Far: Eastern policy. You' remember 'some of my .earlier remarks'about'$h
state of Far Eastern studies in the United States 20 or 30'years ago, how I said
there was practically none of it; how some of the foundations started to finance
the building up and training of personnel. It seems tomie this kind of thing has
to be taken into account in evaluating foundation' grants, namely, th4t"the area
of ignorance in the United 'States about Far Eastern matters was'so great that
here was the strategic place in which to strike at the security of the United States
by people interested in imperilling our security and fostering the aims of world
communism. They would naturally; not pick the area in which we, have the
greatest intellectual capacities and in which, we have the greatest capacities for
defense. They would pick the area of greatest public ignorance, with the greatest
difficulty of defending against the tactics of their attack, and so these people
naturally poured into Far Eastern studies and exploited this area as the; area in
which they could promote the interests of world communism most successfully
in the general ignorance and blindness of the American people.,,....,

So that it is not only quantitative evaluation that counts; 'it is not only the
numbers of grants or the amounts of grants; it is the areas in jWhich the grants
are given that are significant. Here, you see, it seems to me, it takes a great deal
of subject matter know-how-quite apart from. dollars and cents--people and
their affiliations or lack thereof, to evaluate the impact on this.country of: anygiven foundation grant, I don't care whether, it is $50 or$5, million. It isaquali-
tative matter, not a quantitative matter. Here is where judgment comes in and
where the greatest possibility of disagreements and controversies lies. But where
it seems to me if you are going to do an evaluating job on foundation activities
you are going to have to make up your mind with the best help you can find just
what the meaning of the grants was. (Hearings, pp. 541, 542.)
SUBVERSIVES FED TO GOVERNMENT.
We have described briefly elsewhere the extent to which the gov-

ernment has come to rely upon foundations and foundation-supported
organizations to provide "social scientists" for research and m advi-
sory capacities. The whole subject deserves deep and careful study
and analysisPparticularly the part which these foundations and asso-
ciated. organizations have played in infiltrating government with sub-
versives. A shocking example of this was disclosed by the testimony
of Professor Kenneth Colegrove.

Professor Colegrove testified concerning the appointment of politi-
cal advisors to the occupation forces at the end of the second World
War. In 1945, as Secretary of the American Political Science Asso-
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ciation he submitted a list of names of experts for the Army of Occu-
pation in Japan and for that in Germany-a list of political scientists
who would be helpful to the government. While he did not put his
own name on the list, he was asked to become an adviser to General
MacArthur, and did subsequently occupy that position. (Hearings,
p. 560.)
What became of the list which Professor Colegrove had provided?

It was not accepted by the Pentagon. Another list was accepted
and, as Professor Colegrove testified:'

I was shocked when I 'sw the list, because there were none of the recommenda-
tions that we had made.:

I took that list over to.an 'old friend of mine who had served as Chief of. the
Far Eastern Division in OSS (Office of Strategic Services).,. His name is Charles
Burton Fahsia very outstanding specialist in Japan and a man of great integrity.
And I remember that ,harles Burtoni Fahs was astonished by the character'of the
names that had bereen,remmended.- .

We checked those names off. !Some of them oere known to us to be. Communists,
many of, them' pro-Commznists, or .felowt travelers.. They were extremely leftist.

I went back to the Pentagon to protest against a number of these people, and
to my aiaze'nieit tI found that'they had 'll been invited, and they had all accepted,and some of them were already on their' way to Japan. ,

I wanted to find out where the list came from, and I was told that'the list had come
from the Institute of Pacific Relations., [Emphasis supplied.] (Hearing, p. 561.)

Professor Colegrove testified later that another liit'had beei.supplied
by the American Council of Learned Societies and that thefinal selections
had been made from these two lists (the IPR and the American Council
of Learned Societies) and the list of ,the American Political Science
Association had been ignored. (Hearings, p. 580.)
'And so",

said Professor Colegrove,
"General FacArthur,;who had' very little control over' the personnel that was
sent to Japan at this time for civil affair, practically no control, had to receive a
large' group of very leftist and' some' of them communist advisers in the field of
politicalscienc'." (Heaing, p. '61i )"' ' .... ...
THE BASIC PROBLEM OF SUBVERSION.
Thereihave een very few.fond n which would consciously

make a grant to a kno Communist. In fact, with a few notable
and tragic exceptions such as the Institute of Paeific Relations, the
Marshall Foundation and the Garland Fund (these last two having
lost their tax;exemption and beihg now; extinct) we do.not know that
any large sums of foundation money have gone directly into Com-
munist channels. That is not the most serious problem which faces
those, foundation trustees who wish to do theirfull fiduciary duty to
the people whose money, in' the 'form of foundation trust funds, they
administer. The leakage, the substantial diversion.'offoundation fundsto subversive'purposes, comes clearly throighi the 'support of individuals
and efforts wLVch are contributive to Communist success though not
always easily so recognizable. .
Manyindividuals have permitted themselves to be seduced into the

supportofJCommunist front organizations athrougheglin gence and an
anxiety to join progressive" and "liberal" causes. S6, the founda-
tions have often, mi the social sciences, lent themselves to the support
of efforts "and causes' which. aken our society and create factors
of dissidenice and disorganization of Which7 the Com units are alert
to take advantage. We cannot too strongly state that this Committee

55647-.---14
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respects the true liberal and deems him as important to the proper political
functioning of our society as is the conservative. In using the term
"liberal" in quotes, we do so to indicate a type of leftist who is the un-
conscious helper of Communism. He may be, with the utmost earnest-
ness, a violent and inveterate opponent of Communism: but he travels
IN, if not UNDER the same direction. The term "fellow-traveller" is
perhaps too extreme. He may utterly reject revolution in favor of evolu-
tion, but the evolutionary change he seeks must be a quick one, and he
must hurry to aid in ushering it in. In his anxiety for the better world
of the future, he falls into the error of wishing to destroy before he knows
the significance of that with which he wishes to replace.

These political comments are to this Committee of grave importance in
relation to foundations. The evidence indicates that the foundations
dealing in the social sciences have become so enamoured of the idea that
foundations funds must be used for "risk capital" that they have all too
infrequently failed to measure the risk. The "risk capital" concept is
admirable in such areas as medicine and health and the physical sciences.
To apply it in areas where the security of the state is involved, and the
construction and manner of our society, converts it into "danger capital"
instead of "risk capital." It propels foundation executives into a con-
stant search for something new, a pathological scrutinizing of what we
have, on the premise that there must be something better. Much of what
we have is undoubtedly susceptible of improvement or even desirable
supplanting. But much that we have is, to the average American, sound
and inviolate. The tendency always to seek an improvement runs founda-
tion executives into the hazards of neglecting the study of what we have in
order to ascertain why it is so good and, rather, supporting change on the
premise that what we have must be wrong.

This premise leads to the support of the leftist, the man who does not
like what we have and wants to change it. What so few of the trustees
of the major foundations seem to realize is, as Harold Lord Varney
put it in his article in the American Mercury entitled The Egg-HeadClutch on the Foundations:
"The social sciences are the citadel of the 'egg-heads'. Once the foundation

millions begin to flow into these fields, queer' specimens with queer ideas begin
to come out from under the academic logs, and qualify for grants and fellowshipsand sinecures. The Left Wing boys constitute the largest segment of this zanyband."
We quote again from Mr. Hoover's speech n rendered on his 80th

birthday:
"Despite the clamor over ferreting out these persons, you must not be led into

the mistake that Moscow has closed down its recruiting offices for American
agents. Or that continued action of the F. B. I. and Congressional committees
is not equally imperative.

"I have little fear that these Communist agents can destroy the Republic if
we continue to ferret them out. Our greater concern should be the other varieties ofKarl Marx virus.
"Among them are the Socialists. They assert they would proceed only byConstitutional means.
"The, Socialists prowl on many fronts. They promote the centralized Federal

Government, with its huge bureaucracy. They drive to absorb the income of the
people by unnecessary government spending and exorbitant taxes. They have
pushed our government deep into enterprises which compete with the rights of
free men. These enterprises are endowed with exemption from control of state
and local governments. Congressional committees have listed hundreds of these
nNW York Te , August 11, 194.

,
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Federal activities. But only a drop of typhoid in a barrel of drinking water sickens
a whole viylage . ... ..'. ., ,

"Every step of these prgrams somewhere, somehow, stultifies the freedom, the
incentives, the courage and the creative impulses of our people.

"Beyond all this, there is proof in the world that the end result of socialism
can be bloody communism. In the Iron Curtain states it was the Socialist intellec-
tuals who weakened the freedom of men by destroying free enterprise. Thus they
furnished the boarding ladders by which the Communists captured the Ship of
State.. _ .....:.......

"One of the post-war cousins of socialism is the so-called 'Welfare State. This
poison gas is generated by the same sort of fuzzy-minded intellectuals Its slogan
is'vPlanned Economy.' The phrase itself was borrowed from totalitarian 'govern-
ments. The end ofit. would at least be a government wherein whatever is not
forbidden would be compulsory. .

"One of the annoyances of this cult itsfalse assumption that our nation has neverr
been heedfl of thetoelfare of our people. That we are our brother's keeper was rooted
in religious faith long before these fuzzy-minded men were born. Since the founda-
tion of the Republli we have recognied and practiced both private and govern-
mental responsibility for the unfortunate and the aged; for the education of our
youth and the health our people.

-Moreover, this cult has a host of gimmicks for giving away the people's
money. Among their ideas is that government should guarantee every citizen
security from the cradle to the grave.

"But it is solely the initiative and'the labor of the physically able in the prime
of life that can support the aged the ioung, the sick-and the bureaucracy. And
this active earning group requires the pressures of competition, the rewards of
enterprise and new adventure to keepit on thejob.

"Even if security from the cradle to the grave could eliminate the risks of life,
it would be a dead hand on the creative spirit of our people. Also, the judgment
of the Lord to Adam about sweat has not been repealed.
"When we flirt with the Delilah of security for our productive group we had

better watch out lest in our blindness we pull down the pillars of the temple of
free men. :
"The British under a Socialist government tried it. Its result was a level of

poverty which British Socialists sought to obscure with the term 'austerity.'
Britain is now:in retreat from it.
"Among the delusions offered us byl fuzzy-mindd people is that imaginary

creature, the Common Man. It is dinned into us that this is the Century of the
Common Man. The whole idea is another cousin of the Soviet proletariat. The
Uncommon Man is to be whittled down to size. It is the negation of individual-
dignity and a slogan of mediocrity and uniformity.
"The Common Man dogma may be of use as a vote-getting apparatus. It

supposedly proves the humility of demagogues. .
"The greatest strides of human progress have Come from uncommon men and

women. You' have perhaps heard of George Washington, Abraham Lincoln, or
Thomas Edison. They were humble in origin, but that was not their greatness,

"The humor of it is that when we get sick, we want an uncommon doctor.
When we go to war, we yearn for an uncommon general or admiral. When we
choose the President of a university, we want an uncommon educator.
"The imperative L e of this nation at alltimes is the leadership of the Uncom-

mon Men or Women. We need men and women who cannot be intimidated,who
are not concerned with applause meters, nor those who sell tomorrow for cheers
today.

"Such leaders are not to be made like queen bees. They must rise by their own
merits. America recognizes no frozen social stratifications which prevent this
free rise of every, individual. They rise by merit from our shops and farms.
They rise fromi the thirty-five million boys and girls in our schools and colleges.
That they have the determination to rise is the glorious promise of leadersip
among freer.men.',
"A nation is: strong or weak, it thives or perishes upon what it believes to be

true. If our youth is rightly instructed in the faith of our fathers; in the traditions
of our country;' in the dignity tf eah individual maithen our power will be
stronger than any.weapon ofAdestrution that.n a.nde .a,can ;i .:
"And now as~ to ths whole gamut ofSo.cilisti'. otion, I say to you the

neighborsof my chiidd, n andt addaug.hters of mynative state. God has
blessed us with. another wonderful wor-heritage. The great document of
heritaQe are not from Karl.Maw. iThey are the Bibl, DeclDaration of Independence



204 TAX-EXEMPT FOUNDATIONS

and the Constitution of the United States. Within them alone can the safeguards
of freedom survive. Safeguard the true spirit of these guarantees for your chil-
dren, that they may not become the prisoners of a hydraheaded socialism.

"If anyone rises to say that all this is reactionary, you may class him as either
fuzzy-minded or an ignorant enemy of free men." [Emphasis supplied.]
The evidence before us leads to the conclusion that conservative

causes, those which seek to support what we have, have received but
meager support from foundations operating in the social sciences;
overwhelmingly, the foundations have prompted and supported
ventures and individuals to the left. In a broad sense, and vitally so,
much of this leftist trend of the foundations in the social sciences has been
"subversive", in so far as it has worked to undermine some of our precious
institutions, and some of our basic moral and religious and political
principles.
The social scientist can fall readily into a close relationship with

Communism or socialism if he succumbs to what Professor Hobbs has
called "liberal scientism." Starting at page 145 of his Social Problems
and Scientism, Professor Hobbs says:
"One of the greatest windfalls which ever fell the way of the zealots of scientism

was the depression of the 1930's. HIow eagerly :they exploited this temporary
condition, and how reluctant,they are to recognize that it is long sincepast.
Particularly amusing was the exploitation of 'one-third of a nation.' .This phrase,
or a similar one, is to be found in practically every sociology textbook published
from 1937 to the present. The wide usage, and the unquestioning acceptance.of
such a phrase is another illustration of the double standard of evidence employed
by 'liberal' zealots of scientism. The phrase itself goes back at least to 1919,
when it was picked out of the air by a social worker to dramatize poor housing
among unskilled workers. It was then revived on'the basis of a study made in
the mid-thirties. This study was not even a study of income distribution, and
was full of misleading interpretations. Did the 'scientists' investigate it, and
point out the fallacies? Not at all. They were even more eager than politicians
to seize upon any data which seemed to give scientific support to their dramatiza-
tion of the failure of capitalism. They not only accepted the conclusions of one
of the loosest studies ever made, theyeven exaggerated them. They coupled
such coinlusio.ns with horrendous plaints abouttthe breakdown of the system, the
death of opportunities for youth, and the futility of efforts to improve one's
economic or social status. They were pathetically eager to seize 'this seeming
excuse to plead for ever-greater expansion of government..fe"When the depression.ended, the scientistic liberals were among the last' to
admiv it, and they still continue to present figures to 'prove' that a large percentage
of the people are in an 'underprivileged' category. Despite great increases in
wages-increases which far outstrip rises in prices--despite marked riarrowing of
the gap between upper and lower income groups, the theme continues to be
played. As a matter of fact, several of the textbooks appearing, during the
period of high wage levels following World War II contained figures which
proved' that there was a higher percentage of underprivileged than was'alleged to
exist during the depression] Governmental agencies have also contributed to-
ward fostering this delusion. The exaggerated and one-sided criticism of the
economic system is not confined to textbooks but is also expressed in many novels
and in some of the most popular non-fiction 'trade' books. One ofthe more
popular of these was Middletotn.

"Scientistic liberals make no serious effort to describe the economic system nor
to present an objective description of economic conditions. Their efforts are
devoted almost solely to criticism. This criticism paints a picture' of tragic con-
ditions which cai be remedied only by 'social planning.' The details of such
planning. are not described, nor are the ramifications admitted, buit almost 'in-
variably it is presented as a remedy. You will find 'social plainni'g"reoommiended
in a substantial majority of the modern textbooks in sociology, and I believe you
will also find it in other fields of social. science' It' is commonly recommended
even in the professional journals,'which are supposed to be much more scientific
and moderate than the texts. A study of articles'dealing with the topic of social
planning was made by a graduate student at the University of Pennsylvania,
Mr. Kenneth E. quthbertson. Mr. Cuthbertson analysed all such articles which
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appeared in Sociology and Social Research from 1930 to 1950. The conclusion he
reached wa: , , . .,

'

" 'There is' oily '6ne gneMlizition that can be made.' In all of the forty-seven
articlesiitudied,i not one raises the question of the desirability and necessity of
social planning. Without exception, every article is based on the assumption that
social planning;isne ary. ,

"Rec commendationi for 6ocial'planing are presented in a manner which gives
the iipressionrthat theyhMve a scientific basis where no scientific basis actually
exists.' The technique is one wherein one-sided criticism is levelled against the
economic system;iecpnomic conditions arising out of capitalism are assumed to
cause5 a wide varied y of mindildual, and s lal problems, and social planning s
presented as t'he ' medy., Of course,vitLas never beei,proved that economic
conditiois dio'i actually cause delihqi4ueny', marital imaldustMert'and the other
problems' which they are;supposed to cause, Nor, do the 'liberal', advocates of
social planning specify how the planning is to be scientifically accomplished or
how it will remedy the' conditions it is designed; to cure. As' with, most other
aspect 'of'sieticst bOrl progirazhs, social planning is offered as a4n amorphous
idealisi;t' OIn ; this level, titse' whoiu'etionri ciil'pahnihg cans be' die6onced as
reactionaries, ' ',vestd interest' groups,' aid enemies! of progress., .

" '!Libqrals' as. well as, Communists and Socialistsconsistently crprticizeprivate
enterprise and capitalism, The criticism is frequently one-sided and creates'a
very' unfavorable impression of what 'lis beien, by and large, a highly successful
economic system.T:he riticism'ishot confined to intervals 6f economic depres-
sionr, but continues unabated during prosperity such as no society in history has
yev,etwitnfessed, I is off sch, persisten$,i and varietyFthat it can, never be, satisfiedby any objective improvement in the system or jn economic conditions.
" tThsA 'fte'groiips st'ilarly'advocatesociallJplanning.; Te ;p6rogris and
techniques differ' in detail/.butiare siiiilar in p'rinciple; This similarity should
not serve as an excuse for silencing merited criticism of capitalism, nor for label-
ling all critics.as 'Communists'.or 'Socialists,' but it should be recognized.".
He says further, :at. p :160: ;: ,

"The line of liberal scientism parallels those of communism and socialism
thdrouh Iseveral Iimo6rtant areas. ' All :three; haVe a 'comin ri focus in economic
determinism- which cdntends''that 'economic inequalities are responsible for de-
iUnquent,, unhapRiless, marital;aladjustmeptt; ,ar, and, a variety opf. other
problems e,All three slat toward; an exaggerated and. onee-sided criticism' of the
econhomifd 'sstel 6of- captalish and private enterprise.'. All three cbntrapsi e their
exaggerated: ctritibisfin withn' idielis'ms: such' as 'cooperation'. and' 'seourifty' and
'democracy.' All three, but in varying :degrees, advocate governmental regula-
tion.,of economic processes in a program of 'social planning.' All three promote
political policies behind a facade of 'science' and 'democracy'. All three exploit
desire for' peade oandthe conditions, of war to promote their economic-political
programs, to disparage patriotism, and to promote internationalism. All three
emphasize differences between social classes and the extent of class conflict."
F6UND'A otiY* AWD' SUBVERSION'.
'Foundation ' pokjesnen have emphatically denied any support of

subive'rsion.f; a, inesihowever, whethier in suclj'denials they did
not mfimterpret tihe meaning of the term: "subversion" Their de-
ialsfWere justified inno ar as 'tney are related to the direct support
of CQmmumsmium, bu tiese spokesmen were well aware of the nature
f soiie ofthe evidencE produced before this-Codmmittee which showed

that foundations hadi frequently supported those who wish to under-
mine b'uru society. Their, deiials of subversion in relation to such
activities are withnoU tl.rient: .

:What does ihe ter "sub rwion" mean? : Incoitemporasry saageid
practice, it dbs not rei r 'to o6utrg1t revolution. but to a'promotion of
tendencies wiich lead, ththeir ine2itable consequences, to the destruction
of principles through perversion or alienation. Subversion, in modern
society, is not a sudden, cataclysmic explosion, but a gradual under-
mining, a persistent chipping away at foundations upon which beliefs
rest.
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By its very nature, successful subversion is difficult to detect.
It can easily be confused with honest, forthright criticism. / In our
free society outright and honest criticism is not only permissible but
immensely desirable. Individuals who engage openly in such criti-
cism, who criticize political institutions from a political perspective,
and economic institutions from an economic perspective, should be
given free rein and encouraged. The issues involved in permitting
open and honest criticism, however, differ vitally from the issues
raised by subversion promoted by foundations. Some of these vital
differences (which foundation spokesmen refused to acknowledge,
much less discuss, in their conscious misinterpretation of the term
"subversive") are these:

Fundamental to the entire concept of tax-exemption for
foundations is the principle that their grants are to be primarily
directed to strengthening the structure of the society which
creates them. Society does not grant tax exemption for.te privi-
lege of undermining it. Reasonable license is granted to satisfy
personal idiosyncrasies, with the result that there is much social
waste when grants serve no truly useful purpose to society. But
such tolerated waste is something far different from the impact
of grants made by foundations which tend to undermine our
society. Such grants violate the underlying, essential assump-
tion of the tax-exemption privilege, that the substantial weight
of foundation effort must operate to strengthen, improve and
promote the economic, political and moral pillars upon which
our society rests.

Despite vehement protestations to the contrary, abundant
evidence indicates that many of the social science projects
sponsored by foundations are neither in the form of open and
honest criticism, nor can they be interpreted as promoting the
welfare of our society-except as interpreted by those who wish
radically to change its form and nature.

In the modern usage of the term, "subversion", it is no exaggeration
to state that in the field of the social sciences many major. projects 'whick
have been most prominently sponsored by foundations have been sub-
versive.
Numerous examples of such foundation-sponsored projects, sub-

versive of American moral, political and economic principles, were
offered in testimony. Foundation spokesmen failed utterly to provide
any evidence that such heavily-financed and prominently-sponsored
projects were in any real sense balanced by projects which promoted
or strengthened the principles upon which our society rests. In this
sense, the weight of influence of foundation tax-exempt funds applied
in the social sciences has been oni the side of subversion.

Moreover, the subversive projects have been offered with spurious
claims to "science." With this false label they have been awarded a
privileged status. They have been offered as "scientific" and, there-
fore, beyond rebuttal. The impact of these subversive works has
been intensified manifold by the sponsorship of foundations.
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PART THREE

CONCLUDING OBSERVATIONS
XIII. SOME SUPPLEMENTAL COMMENTS

THE PROBLEaM OF FOUNDATION SURVIVAL..
A number of foundations have complained bitterly about a "second"

investigation, bemoaning the inconvenience of repeated inquiries.
Whatever the inconvenience this Committee urgently recommends a
continued inquiry. The fullest possible study is necessary adequately
to expose certain weaknesses and errors of operation, the failure to
recognize which might, some day, result in a growing movement to
destroy the foundation as an institution by wholly denying it tax
exemption.
There are many today who believe that foundations should not be

permitted. Among them are one group of advocates of "state plan-
ning," who take the position that all the functions now performed by
foundations should be in government control; that foundations pre-
vent the over-all coordinated planning in Washington which, they say,
should be our goal. Others feel that the privilege of giving away tP
public's money (tax-exempt money) should not be subject to the idio-
syncrasy of the donor or the disposition of a self-perpetuating group
of foundation managers. There are others who resent, on a simple
motivation of human envy, the presence of great sums of money segre-
gated to the directed desires of some person of great wealth.
None of these points of view are received sympatheticaly by this

Committee.
There is another group, however, which says that nothing would be

lost by abolishing foundations, except factors which are undesirable
or unpleasant. hat is, they say, a donor could still make all the
charitable donations he wished, by conferring his benefactions on exist-
ing institutions such 'as colleges and universities, hospitals, churches,
etc. He could still get the same tax benefit for himself and for his
estate, and save the equity control of a business for his family through
such transfers. He could give himself the same egotistical satisfac-
tion, if that is important to him, by attaching his name to a fund He
could even designate a purp for which a recipient college, for ex-
ample, must use his grant. He could even attach reasonable condi-
tions and restrictions to his gifts.

All that would thus be lost by abolishing foundations, say these
critics, would. be (1) the inability to use a foundation itself as a vehicle
for maintaining control or partial control of a business and (2) the
inability to insist upon the management of the fund through family
members or other self-perpetuating, designated persons. We would
thus still have the eqtivalent of foundations, but they'would be d
ministered by universities and other responsiblesinstitftiOtns instead of
by those appointed by a miscellaneously selected board of private
trustees and by "clearing houses."
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This argument cannot be lightly dismissed. Nor can it be defeated
by the insistence that foundation funds are most valuable as "risk
capital." If the risk capital theory is sound, would it not be a safer
"risk" to society to have such funds administered by responsible
university trustees? The delineation of scope of purpose in a deed
of gift could very easily warrantjthe taking of reasonable "risks."

) While we recognize the weight of these arguments, we do not support
the proposal thatfoundations be abolished or refused Federal tax exemp-
tion. One reason is that foundations are generally creatures of state
law and it does not seem to us that the Federal government should,
through the power of its taxing arm.virtually prevent the states from
retaining the foundation as a permissible institution if they wish to.
Another reason is that some foundations have accomplished so

much that is good. Institutions which are capable of doing for the
American, people the magnificent things which 'foundations have been
responsible for, in medicine, public health and elsewhere, indicate
that they should be saved if they can be. But the foundations cannot
rest on their beneficial accomplishments alone. Not only must their
balance sheets show a preponderance of good-that preponderance
must be truly overwhelming. That they have improved the public
health, for example, cannot offset that they have permitted themselves
to be used to undermine our society and some of our most precious
basic concepts and principles.

If they are to be permitted to continue and to wield the tremendous
power which they now exercise, it must be upon the basis of complete
public acceptance-because they will have committed mere venial
sins and not mortal ones'. ;For this reason we so strongly advocate
the most' complete possible airing of criticism and the most thorough
possible assembling of facts; In no other way can foundation trustees
come to realize the full degree of their responsibility, nor the extent of
the dangers which they must avoid to prevent foundation destruction.
THE PROPOSED CONTINUED INQUIRY.
Various suggestions have been made as to the proper or most

advisable vehicle for a continued inquiry. One is that a permanent
sub-committee of Ways and Means be created to, complete the investi-
gation and to act as a permanent "watch-dog." Another is that the
whole problem be turned over to the Joint Committee on Internal
Revenue Taxation. A third is that something in the nature of a
British "royal commission" be created. Whatever the means used,
we urge that, the investigation be retained under the control of the
legislative branch of the government where it belongs.
How should that continued inquiry be conducted? We have pointed

out that such an inquiry is primarily a matter of laborious research.
Facts are besu secured by this method, rather than through the
examination and cross-examination of a parade of witnesses.
Some foundation spokesmen have alluded to "Committee witnesses"

and "foundation witnesses" in connection with the current investi-
gation. There has been no such division of witnesses. All who came,
or were to come, before us were, or were to be, "Committee witnesses."
What these foundation spokesmen have attempted to do is give this
proceeding the character of a trial, rather than an investigation. It
has been no trial, and could not be.

208



TAX-EXEIMPT FOUNDATIONS

There has been a growing insistence on the part of some groups of
extreme "liberals" that Congressional investigations be changed in
character to approach very closely to trial practice. Such suggestions
fly in the very face of the nature of Congressional investigations and
seek to undermine the independence of the legislative arm of the
government by depriving it of the right to unhampered inquiry.The use of a trial method, with complaint, answer, reply, rebuttal
surrebuttal, etc., as to each issue, would mean utter confusion and
make of each investigation an endless "circus."

This Committee has been much maligned, in part by the press and
by foundation spokesmen, because it first placed critical witnesses on
the stand. This was done, with the unanimous approval of the full
Committee, in order to be utterly fair to the foundations by letting
them know, in advance of their.own expected appearances, the main
lines of inquiry which were to be followed. This was explained re-
peatedly by the Chairman and by Counsel, and appears in the record
again and again. In the face of these statements foundation spokes-
men, echoed by parts of the press inimical to this investigation for
whatever reasons of their own, have cried unfairly"
The insistence on something close to trial practice is illustrated

by a telegram from The Rockefeller. Foundation to the Committee
which says:
"We must assume that the Committee's decision [(to discontinue the hearings)]

means that it will not submit a report to the Congress containing any material
adverse to our foundation on which we are not fully heard." (Hearings, p. 1062.)
This statement is made as though this condition were advanced as a
matter of right. We reject it emphatically. We are not "trying".
the foundations; we are investigating them. To require us, in advance
of a report, to submit to a foundation every piece of evidence or com-
ment which our staff may have collected would be an absurdity,
hampering a committee such as this to the point of destroying its
effectiveness.

The Rockefeller Foundation statement goes even further than
demanding to see every piece of material which might be used in criti-
cism of it. It says: "We suggest that the Committee insure this
[refraining from unfairly injuring the foundations] by affording the
foundations an opportunity to be heard on the draft of any report
which the Committee proposes to submit." That is both intolerable
arrogance and an absurdity. Perhaps this will be added to the list of
things which the advanced "liberals" are asking of Congressional
procedure-that no Congressional committee be permitted to file any
report until all persons interested have had an opportunity to see it
in draft and comment upon it to the committees
Such procedure, aside from its interference with the independence

of Congress, would involve the endless protraction of investigations.
In our case, for example, there are some seven thousand foundations.
Does Mr. Rusk, who signed the Rockefeller statement, believe that
only The Rockefeller Foundation should have the right of examination?
Or does he believe all foundations should have that right? Does he
suggest they be called in one by one, or all in a group? The impossi-
bility of his suggestion is obvious enough. And how about the cost?
We have heard no foundation voice raised to assist this Committee
in securing adequate financing,
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THE ATTITUDE OF THE FOUNDATIONS.
United States News and World Report of October 22, 1954, page 104,

contains excerpts from an article in Harpers Magazine for February,
1936, concerning Congressional investigations, written by Supreme
Court Justice Hugo L. Black. Justice Black describes how pressure
against an investigation commences before the investigation even
begins.
"At the first suggestion of an investigation the ever-busy, ceaseless vigilant

Washington lobby sounds the alarm."
The instant a "resolution is offered, or even rumored, the call to arms is
sounded by the interest to be investigated."

"High-priced political lawyers swarm into the Capitol. Lobbyists descend
upon members. Telegrams of protest come from citizens back home protesting
against the suggested infamy."

Certain newspapers can generally be depended upon to raise a cry
against the proposed investigation. The opposition does not end
when a resolution passes; the next step is to try to influence appoint-
ments to the Committee. Finally, pressure is put upon the controlling
legislative Committee to restrict the activities of the investigating
committee by limiting its funds.

Justice Black's article is worth reading. It goes on to describe the
difficulties which confront Congressional investigations when they do
get under way.

Unfortunately this Committee concludes that some of the founda-
tions have followed the traditional course which Justice Black
described as taken by "the interest to be investigated." Nor have we
'been impressed with the general willingness of foundations to submit
their performance to public scrutiny.

This Committee can judge the attitude only of those foundations
with which it has had intimate contact. These, as well as the "clear-
ing house" organizations have been fully cooperative in supplying
information. Both groups, however, have demonstrated an intoler-
ance toward criticism. This unwillingness even to consider that they
might, in any respect, be guilty of serious error, we find distressing and
discouraging. We can only conclude that it emanates from a sense of
power and security, even vis-a-vis the Congress. Some of the founda-
tions have gone so far as to imply that it is an injustice for Congress
to investigate any complaint against them.
They have filled their statements with cliche material regarding the

desirability of "free speech", and "freedom of thought", and "aca-
demic freedom" as though they had a monopoly on the defense of
freedom and there were serious danger that Congress might unfairly
curtail it. A form. of arrogance and a pretension to superiority leads
them to believe that critics must, per se, be wrong. Foundations are
sacred cows. The men who run them are above being questioned.
This Committee, continues their general attitude, is bent upon the
destruction of the sacred right of foundations to do as they please;
it is full of malice; its staff is manned with incompetents who have
called in incompetents as witnesses; no one who criticizes a foundation
could be competent.
One gathers the impression from some of the filed statements that

the foundation officers who have signed them believe that they have a
vested and inalienable right to do as they please, aiT'1 thbt, iti an
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outrage that a Congressional Committee should dare to question any
of their actions. There fact is that they have a limited privilege-
limited by what, the public, may determine is for its own good; and
the public, in this sense *is represented by the Congress,

This Committee has even been attacked by foundations which it has
not investigated in any detail. Several such attacks, for example, have
been launched by the Anti-Defamation League of B'nai B'rith, one

appearing in its October, 1954, Bulletin, which begins by announcing-
before the completion. of our investigation, that it has failed. The
length article refers to the Committee members and staff as "actors"
in a "charade", and refers to the witnesses called by the Committee
as "a strange group." It is replete with vituperation and prejudges
in vicious manner before the publishing of a report upon which alone
any final judgment of this Committee's work could be made. The
concluding sentence of the article is:

"Its failure as a Congressional investigation is a great victory for the American
people."
There can be no possible'justification for such an attack by a tax
exempt organization in the course of a Congressional investigation.

This Committee is quite conscious of the possibility that it may
itself have erred in some facts or in some judgments. Unlike some
of the foundation-supported social scientists and some of the founda.
tion executives (to judge them from their own statements) we do not
consider outselves Olympian. It is partly for this reason that we
strongly recommend a completion of the project of an investigation
of foundations-so that all possible facts in the criticized areas may
be adduced which might be favorable to them. Based on an incom-
plete inquiry,aUl final conclusions are subjectto possible revision.
On the other hand, we are quite shocked that some of the foundations

have presumed to imply malice and an intention by this Committee
to do a biased and prejudiced job. We should like to print in full the
initial report prepared by Counsel to the Committee under date of
October 23, 1953 outlining his proposals for the conduct of the work.
It is a measured, objective and thoroughly unprejudiced document
running to 22 pages, the result of extremely careful thought; it formed
the basis upon which the Committee built its operations. We shall
quote merely part of it to indicate the attitude which this Committee
has had in its work.

"Control as a Basic Problem. This brings us to the basic control problem. We
would assume that'the Committee would be disposed to a minimum of Federal
control., The rights, duties and responsibilities of foundations are, in our opinion,
primarily matters of state law with which the Federal government should not
interfere unless grounds of national welfare, strong enough to induce an application
of a broad Federal constitutional theory, shouldappear. For'the'moment, then,
the only available mechanism of control available to the Congress is the tax law.
Congress has the clear right to place reasonable conditions upon the privilege of
tax. exemption. It has done so, as to income tax, gift tax and estate tax. If
amendments to these tax laws come to appear desirable it is the province of the
Committee on Ways and Means, as we understand it, to consider such amend-
ments, We conceive our function i part to be to produce the facts upon which
that' Committee may, if it choosess, act further; We 'deem it withii' ur province.
to state the facts which have appeared 'ollate' them, and suggest areas of con-
sideration for Wa;s and Means it the Committee finds this desirable.

.'!If acute or chronic foundation ailments should appear, the remedies may not,
mi every qase, be through legislation ,A disclosure of the ailments may, to some
exteit,' induce reform within't ailing foundation itself. And the very statement
of the facts may' induce the public ttep i ake an interest of a nature to bring about
reform through the force of public opinion."
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This measured language does not indicate an intention to "railroad"
the foundations or to impose restrictions on them which might, as
some of the foundations purport to fear, destroy their usefulness.
To quote once more from this initial and guiding report of Counsel:

"Starting with the premise that foundations are basically desirable, excessive
regulation, which would deprive them virtually of all freedom, might.well destroy
their character, their usefulness and their desirability. Therefore, regulatory
measures should be approached with great caution. We are not prepared at this
time even to suggest that further regulation is needed. It seems essential to us
that as scientific a collection and integration of facts as possible be accomplished
before anyone, whether in this Committee or outside, arrives at any precise
conclusions."

This is the spirit in which this Committee started its work and in
which it has continued through the preparation of this report.
XIV. SPECIAL RECOMMENDATIONS NOT FULLY COVERED IN THE

PREVIOUS TEXT

We shall not burden this already lengthy report with a repetition
of all the various observations, conclusions and recommendations
stated in its course. Because of the incompleteness of the inquiry,
we have been disinclined to arrive at many final and fixed recom-
mendations. We shall, however, discuss briefly some features of
foundation operation which seem to require additional or fresh
comment.
THE JURISDICTION OF WAYS AND MEANS.
Wherever suggestions are made herein for possible changes in the

tax laws, we are mindful of the superior jurisdiction of the Committee
on Ways and Means and respectfully offer such suggestions to that
Committee for its consideration.
REFORM FROM WITHIN THE FOUNDATIONS.

This Committee has never swerved.from the concept laid out in
the initial report of Counsel to it that whatever reform of foundation
procedure is necessary should, if possible, come from within the
foundations themselves; We are not overly encouraged, from the
content and import of the statements filed by some of the founda-
tions, and their general attitude, that much willingness exists among
executives of the foundations and of the associated organizations to
institute any reform whatsoever. A prerequisite to such reform
from the inside would lie in a recognition that it is needed. If these
foundations and organizations persist in their attitude that they are
sacrosanct, that they have not committed and cannot commit any
serious errors, and that they, therefore, need no reform whatsoever,
then Congressional action in various directions seems inevitably
necessary, even to the possible extent of a complete denial of tax
exemption.
LIMITATIONS ON OPERATING COSTS.

Suggestions have been made that the operating cost of foundations
is sometimes excessive, resulting in a waste of public funds. There
is much to this allegation, particularly in the case of heavily-staffed
foundations with complex machinery of operation, and those which
double overhead by using intermediary organizations to distribute
some of their funds. There seems to be no reasonable way, however,
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to control such, waste throughlany form of regulation. It is our
opinion that this is one of the areas in which reform from the inside
is the only kind possible. We urge foundations trustees to consider
it carefully.
OqLjECTINx , FOUNDATIONS.,-
,Special attention might be given to abuses by foundations used for

the;purpose of collecting money from the public.', These haVe been
extensively investigated in the State of New York and elsewhere, and
organizations like the National Better Business Bureau can supply
much, data concerning them. The chief complaint against many of
these' organizations is that their costs of operation often far exceed'the
net amount' available for' distribution to "charities." Legislation to
protect the public against abuses of foundations of this type is pos-
sible, perhaps in the form ofa liiitationbn a percentage of permittedoverhead! This' Coiiiittee has not had' tiihe,Bhowever, to study
this' specific problem nor did 'it feel it adiable to duplicate any of
the work done, forexampiile;'by the investigation in the State of New
York..':
WASTE IN GENERAL.
The evidence indicates that there is a good deal of, waste in the

selection of projects, particularly mass research 'projects in which
large sums are expended, and theservices of a substantial number of
researchers employed, when the end to be achieved does not measure
favorably against the aggregate expenditureof valuable manpower and
of money., This error seem to ius often to relate to an excessive
interest in empirical research. The services of ten or more researchers
might be used to assemble"facts" on some narrow subject when the
same money spent on this piece of. mass-fact-production could support
those ten or more men, each in valuable, independent research.i. It
would not be difficult, for example, to find a better use for $250,000
than .the' mass research on- the Taid Ping Rebellion concerning which
Professor 'Rowe testified. We urge foundation; trustees, who alone
can prevent such waste, to scrutinize carefully the proposed endf
objective of any suggested research project involving possible waste of
manpower and public funds. We suggest to them, further, that
'foundationmoney is prec6ius[; that the'caipacity to distributeit is not
a right but a privilege,' aprivilege granted by the people-that, 'there-
fore, wasteshould be avoided even more strictly than in the use of
one's personal funds.
DEFININNG. FOUNDATIONS. .....

In order that statistical material of great value may .be produced
byithe bureau of.Internal Reven.ee,and so that special rules might be
applied to foudaio(ndtons (d clearing hpise organizatios) as dis-
tinguished from the nuscellany,of organ zaions included within the
scope of'Sebti'on 101i(6)' (now 501 '(c) (3))of'tie Code, we suggest that
the Committee on Ways and Means consider a division of that section
into-two parts.' ;:

INTERNAL REVENUE SERVxICE MANPOWER.
It-is the opinion of this Committee that, although complete observa-

tion' of foundation activity by the, Internal Revenue Service ism-
possible, the subject is of sufficient social importance to warrant an
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increase in the manpower of the pertinent department of the Bureau
to enable it more closely to watch foundation activity.
FULL PUBLIC ACCEss TO FoRM 990A.
We consider it an absurdity that the public does not have open

access to the full reports filed by the foundations and known as Form
990A. Why any part of the activity or operation of a foundation,
a public body, should not be open to the public eye, we cannot
understand.
A "RULE AGAINST PERPETUITIz8"
Many have urged that a "rule against perpetuities" be applied to

foundations in the form of an aggregate limit on life of, say, from ten
to twenty-five years. We strongly support this proposal. It should
be applied primarily to foundations and other non-institutional
organizations whose sole or chief function is distributing grants. Some
operating research organizations might, possibly, be exempted from
the rule and classed with institutional organizations such as colleges,
universities, hospitals, churches, etc. And careful study may disclose
other types of foundations which might be excluded from the proposed
limitation on length of existence. It would not be easy to define
these classes or to draw the lines of demarcation; but the difficulty of
delineation should not prevent the undertaking.
Measures to forestall evasion would have to be considered. For

example, a foundation, shortly before its duration-expiration, might
pass its assets to another foundation created for the purpose or having
similar objectives and management. There are other problems re-
quiring difficult study. But it seems wise to proscribe perpetual
foundations of the general class. This would minimize the use of the
mechanism to enable a family to continue control of enterprises ad
infinitum: avoid the calcification which sometimes sets in on founda-
tions; and, among other desirable objectives, minimize the seriousness
of the danger that a foundation might, in some future period, pass into
the control of persons whose objectives differed materially from those
which the creator of the foundation intended.
ACCUMULATIONS.
Foundations may not accumulate income "unreasonably." The

pertinent provision of the tax law is analogous to Section 102 applying
to ordinary corporations, and has a sound principle behind it. Yet it
seems to us to sometimes work out unhappily. Foundations should
not be overly-pressed to distribute their income, lest they do so
casually or recklessly. We suggest, therefore, thatthis rule be
changed so that:

1. a foundation be given a period of two or three years Within
which to distribute each year's income, but that

2. within that period, all of that year's income be paid out.
If a "rule against perpetuities" were applied, our suggestion might be
that a foundation be given an even longer period of income accumu-
lation.
CAPITAL GAINES.
With the objective of preventing any accumulations (beyond the

limits discussed above), we suggest that capital gains be treated as
income. That is, all capital gains realized shouldbe subjected to the
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same rule as to accumulations, asthough,they were ordinary income.
Whetheror. not capital losses should be allowed as an offset for the
purpose of treating accumulations is debatable.,.
RESTRICTIONS :ON CORPORAIzON-CREAT'DPFOVNDATIONS. \'.
We have suggested that such; foundations require 'the thorough

study which we have not been able to give them. We are not in a
position to make final recommendations.. We do suggest that, while
such foundations seem entirely desirable,:they should be, subjected to
some restrictions which would prevent them from aggregating enor-
mous capital funds with which they could (1) exercise powerful control
of enterprises through, investment and (2) come to have a very strong
impact upon oursociety. One method might be to treat all donations
to such foundations as income for the purpose of compelling dis-
tributions and proscribing accumulations. That is, whatever rule is
applied, directed at the improper accumulation of income, should be
applied to a corporation's annual donations as though these were
income to the foundation.
NATIONAL INCORPORATION..

It has been suggested that foundations be either compelled or per-
mitted to incorporate under Federal law. We adopt neither sugges-
tion. 'This Committee does not advocate any unnecessary extension
of Federal jurisdiction, Federal incorporation would have the advan-
tage of permitting regulations to be enacted on a broader base than the
tax law. But we feel that the further centralization of government
function would be an unhappy invasion of states rights.
RETROACTlIVE Loss OF EXEMPTIONS.

This Committee has pointed out that, upon violation by a tax-
exempt organization of the rules of the tax law relating to subversion
and political activity, the only penalty is the future loss of income tax
exemption. (and -the correspondingrht of future donors to take tax
deductions for gifts or bequests). -We urgently recommend that means
be studied by which the initial gift tax and/or estate tax exemption
granted upon the creation of the organization, may be withdrawn and
the taxdue collected to the extent ofthe remaining assets of the organi-
zation. -It impresses us as absurd that, having been guilty, for ex-
ample, of subversive activity, a foundation whose funds were permitted
to be set aside because of tax exemption, can go right on expending its
capital for further subversion.
REMOVAL OP TRU Sr.
A sensible alternative to the imposition of the retroactive penalty

described above, would be the immediate removal .of the trustees or
directors. Thas isi primarily a matter of state law, and the Federal
government could not force such removal. It could, however, we be-
heve,irovide that the retroactive, penalty be assessed unless all the
trustees or directors forthwith resignHand arrangements are made for
the election of directors appointediy-a court or an agency of the state
of incorporation or of the situs of, the truth..
PUBLIC DIRzCTORS. .-,... ,...v.
They suggestion :has been made that, e foundation. hould, be

required to have, upon its board,. or as one ,of its trustee, a member
selected by a government. agency, perhapthe state government.
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The purpose of the suggestion is that the public would thus have? a
direct representative who could watch the operations of the foundation
and take whatever action he might deem necessary if he found a viola-
tion of good practice or. of law. The suggestion may have merit;
it may be well worth the consideration of the Committee on Ways and
Means.
REVOLVING DIREOTORATES.
Directed against the calcification rhich may set in upon a founda-

tion, the suggestion has been made that a director or trustee be per-
mitted to sit upon a board for only a reasonably limited number of
years, after which he would be ineligible for reelection. This suggestion
also seems to have considerable merit, and may be worth the attention
of Ways and Means.
SELECTION OF WORKING TRUSTREES.

Wee urge most strongly upon those who control the great foundations,
in particular, that they fill their boards with men who are willing to
take the time to do a full job of trust administration. This is meant
as no personal criticism of those many estimable men who sit upon
foundations boards. We have gone into this matter elsewherein this
report. The president of a great corporation cannot possibly give to
the management of a foundation the time which should be required.
Many of the weaknesses of foundation management might be avoided
if the trustees were selected from among men able and willing to give
a large amount of time to their work.
RELIEF FOR THE ALERT CITIZEN.
As it is obvious that the Internal Revenue Service cannot, except
at prohibitive cost, follow the activities of the individual foundations
to ascertain whether violations of ;lawe exist, this Committee' believes
that some additional method should be established to proect 'the
people against a misuse of the public funds which foundation money
representts. An interesting suggestion has been made, whichldeserves
careful study, that legal procedure should be available in the Federal
courts under which a citizen could bring a proceeding to compel the
Attorney General to take action against a foundation upon a showing,
to the satisfaction of a Federal judge, that a prima facie or probable
cause exists.
PROHIBITED ABUSES.--
The Internal Revenue Code specially taxes "unrelated income and

proscribes certain transactions and uses of fntidatiois. Among
them are the unreasonable accumulation of income and certain pro-
hibited transactions between the foundation and'itscreator or other
closely associated persons and corporations. Within the limitations
of time anld funds faced 'by this Comiittee it did nOt 'feel warranted
to enter this area of research which is, in any event, peculiarly the
province of the Committee of Ways and Means. Doubtless certain
defects in the existing' law- covering these areas need attention, but
these must be left to consideration by the controlling Committee.
FOUNDATIONS USED TO CONTROL ENTERPRISES. .i
One subject which does need careful consideration by the Congress

is the use now so frequently made of foundations to coiitrl businesses.
In an early section of this report we alluded to the extent to which
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foundations are being currently created i: order to solve estate and
business planning problems. We' mentioned also the possibility that1
so great a percentage of enterprises may, sonmedasy come into the'
hands of foundations that this very factiori itself may oblige legisla-
tive relief. We believe the Congress and the public should be sharply
aware of this factor of enterprise-control through foundations; it has
already had some effect on oureconomy. ,

There is nothing now in'the law prohibiting such control A donor
or testator can transfer tihe controlling: stock of an enterprise to a
foundation and it may hold it in perpetuity, its self-perpetuating
directors or trustees voting the stock as they please. It is conceivable
that certain situations of a special character might be attacked by
the Internal Revenue Service. For example, if the continued hold-
ing of one stock by a foundation seemed to prevent it from using
its funds to the best advantage in relation to its dedicated purposes,
it is possible that a court might cut off its tax exemption. But such
instances would have to be extreme and irrefutably clear to promise
relief. In the ordinary case, nothing will interfere with the continued
holding. By the same token,; foundations holding only a minority
percentage of the voting stock of a corporation can act in consort
with other stockholders, perhaps of one family, to become part of a

controlling group; there is nothing in the law to prevent this either.
To prevent a foundation from receiving any substantial part of the:

securities of an industrial enterprise would extremely limit the use of
the foundation mechanism for the solution of the problem of how to
meet the heavy death charges in estates whose assets consist chiefly.
of securities in a closely held enterprise. On the other hand, the
retention of a substantial holding in any enterprise may, in the long
run, operate against the general public interest, We are not absolute!
in our conclusion, but suggest to the Committee on. Ways and Means
that it consider the advisability of denying the tax exemption to
any foundation which holds more than five or ten per cent of its
capital in the securities of one enterprise-and, in the case of an
initial receipt of such securities, it might be well to give the foundation
a period of two to five years within which to bring its holdings down
to the prescribed maximum level.
AREA EXCLUSI1ONS. AND RESTRICTIONS.
We qualifiedly support the theory of the foundations that their.

capital and income is often wisely used-in "experimenting" in areas
which the government or other private philanthropic organizations
do not enter-we support this theory, however, only as to such area
where there is no grave risk to our body politic and to our form of
society. With this limitation, the theory of "risk capital" seems sound
and its observation accounts for many of the great boons to society
for which foundations have been responsible, particularly in medicine
and public health .

The question comes-should foundations be excluded from any
special fields, such as the social sciences? Some ask that they'be
restricted to certain limited fields, such as religion, medicine, public
health and.te physical; sciences. We do not support this theory.
yWe believe they should be: prohibited from using there funds for "sub-.
vysive" purposes:a.dfrom: al political se, and we shall discuss this
father. BeyoBendthat, we believe that foundations should have full:
freedom of selection of areas of operation.

65647--4--15
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In giving them this freedom, there is a great risk of waste. This
risk must be taken at the alternative cost ofsuch hampering of opera-
tions through controls as to make foundation independence a virtual
fiction. But we urge again that foundation trustees exercise great
care in avoiding waste.
TYPE EXCLUSIONS.
Suggestions have also been made that foundations be restricted in

various ways as to type of operation. These suggestions are of all
sorts, some of them conflicting:

That they should not be permitted to act as operating units.
That they should only be permitted to operate, and should

not be permitted merely to make grants;
That they should not be permitted to create subsidiaries, affili-

ates or progeny foundations or operating units;
That they. be permitted to make grants only to existing oper-

ating units of certain types, such as colleges, universities, hos-
pitals, churches, etc.
That they be denied the right, in the social sciences, to attach

any condition to a grant as to detail of operation, personnel, etc.;
That they be excluded from grants to other foundations,

including "intermediary" organizations;
and many others.

If any of these and similar suggestions are to' be considered, we
recommend that this be done only after a truly complete investigation
has been had; and then only, after the most careful study. It is
the general position of this Committee that no restraints should be
put upon the operation of foundations which do not seem inevitably
necessary for the protection of our society.
PROTECTION AGAINST INTERLOCK.
Many detailed suggestions have been made to prevent the growth

and even the continuance of the concentration of power to which we
have given considerable attention. These suggestions for the most
part, should also await the completed study and should be approached
with great care. Some of the intermediary organizations should per-
haps be continued, to go on with whatever valuable and safe activities
they now pursue; but efforts should be made to induce or prevent
them from acting in any coercive role, whether by intention or by
the very nature of the structure of the foundation world.
Some few suggestions are, however, worthy of'immediate consider-

ation. One is that no trustee, director or officer of any foundation or
intermediary organization be permitted to act as a trustee, director or
officer of another except where members of constituent societies may
be associated with a parent body.
Another is that the fullest democracy be imposed on the election

of members of such.associations of societies and similar organizations
to prevent the self-perpetuance which exists, for example, in the
Social Science Research Council.'
For the moment, we believe that the problem of "power" urgently

demands the attention of foundation trustees. In order to escape
an eventual substantial curtailment of foundation independence, trus'
tees will have to understand how powerful their' organizations' are
and how much care must be exercised so that no abuse of this 'oiowe'
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occurs. They must also understand the terrific social impact which
a concentration of foundation power entails and avoid, like; the plague,
operations or associations: which tend to coerce; or even carry the
propensity for coercing or in any way effecting, social controls, com-
pulsions toward uniformity or any form of pressure on society or on
those who are or are to become its intellectual leaders.
GREATER USE OF COLLEGES ANbSUZNIVzERsITItS.
Among other approaches to the solution of the problems raised by

a concentration ofpower, this Committee urges trustees of foundations
more frequently to use colleges and universities as media for research
operations, suggesting further that grants to such institutions be made
as free as possible of conditions and limitations.
THE ExCESS OF EMPIRICISM.
This Committee is entirely convinced'by the evidence that the

foundations have been"sold" by some social scientists and employee-
executives on the proposition that empirical and mass research in the
social sciences is far more important than theoretical and individual
research, and should be supported with overwhelming prepoidera.ice.We are conscious of the fact that Congress should hot attempt t'
exer the selection of methods o-research or thid
relative distributioA, of foundation funds over various types. Never-
theless, this Committee suggests that 'fourdatiohtrustees consider
carefully and objectiv'elyoubr conclusion, fr6mthie evidence, that an
overindulgence in empiricism has had results deleterious't our society;
particularly in subordinatiilg basic and fundaxiiental principles;
religious, ethical, moralaidlegal' In such consideration, we' as'
suggest, as we have previously m this report, that they consult not
alone with their professional employees who are the advocates of
overwhelming empiricism but.also with those scholars and students
who are critical of the preponderance.
POLITICAL USE AND- ;PROPAGANDA.

It is the opinion of this Committee that the wording of the tax law
regarding the prohibition of political activity of foundations should be
carefully re-examined. We recognize that it is 'extremely difficult to
draw the line between what should bepermissible and what should not.
Nevertheless, the present rule, as interpretedby the courts, permits
fartoo much license. While fUrtherr study m'ay :be indicated, 'e'are
inclined to support the suggestionthaft the limiting 6bnditions ofthe
present statute bedropped--those Which restricti t the prohibition of
political activity "to 'ifluece/ legig tion and those which cbnde'ihonly if asubstantiall"'part of thef f datis unds are so used
These restrictions make the entire prohibition meaningless. We
advocate the complete 'exclusion of political activity leaving it to the
courts toapply the maxim of de 'm;niAmi non cratlea.: Carefully
devised exceptions to this general prohibition against political activity
might be made in the case of certain special types of organizations
such as bar association s .. ... i '; :.. Whatever the difficulties which foundations may face in determine
when a proposed activity may have political implications, we cannot
see any reason why public funds should be used when'any politicalimpact may result,.
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LOBBYING.
An astonishing number of tax-exempt foundations are registered

as lobbyists in Washington. Under the present law, it seems clear
that lobbying in itself is not held to be political activity of a type
which might deprive a foundation of its tax exemption. Moreover,
registration may, in many instances, take place to protect the
foundation against a technical violation of the-law requiring registra-
tion, when the only_activity approaching true lobbying may consist
of merely keeping an eye on developing legislation in some special
field of interest. Nevertheless, there is evidence to indicate that
much true lobbying goes on. The whole area needs investigation.
Whether tax-exempt organizations should have the privilege of
lobbying is at least extremely doubtful.
SUBVERSION.
The prohibition against the use of foundation funds to support

subversion also needs wholesale revision. As the law stands it is
only the support of Communism and Fascism which is prohibited.
It may be that the adequate revision of the law regarding political
use would suffice, but it is clear to us that all support of socialism,
collectivism or any other form of society or government which is at
variance with the basic principles of ours should be proscribed.
This subject, too, requires considerable study. We well understand
that some research clearly not intended to have any political implica-
tion may, nevertheless, incidentally impinge on the political. We
also understand that the effect may relate to what is merely one facet
of an aggregate of collectivist thought. Yet we feel that the whole
field of the social sciences is of such a nature that "risk" is not. desir-
able. As much as we support taking "risks" in the physical sciences,
in medicine and public health and other areas, it is clear to us that
risks taken with our governmental, juridical or social system are
undesirable. If there is a burden placed on the foundations through
the difficulty of drawing a line between what is in the broad sense
"subversive" or "political" and what is not, it is better that the
foundations suffer this burden than that they take risks with our
happiness and safety.
FOREIGN USE OF FOUNDATION FUNDS.
In this area this Committee has not been able to do sufficient

study to come to a final evaluation. However, we offer this sugges-
tion tentatively and subject to further investigation of the extent
and significance of foreign grants and grants for foreign use-that such
grants be limited to ten per cent of the annual income of the founda-
tion or, if it is disbursing principal, ten per cent, in the aggregate,
of its principal fund. An exception should be made in the case of
religious organizations, such as foreign missions, and perhaps in some
other instances of peculiar and historic nature.
FURTHER AREAS O INVESTrIGATION.
We have limited ourselves in the scope of our inquiry, in order not

to scatter over the entire, gigantic field. We urge, however, that the
proposed continued inquiry cover those sections which we have per-
force omitted. Among them is that of organizations which have
religious names, or some connection with religion or a religious group;
which have'engaged in political activity. There is evidence that such
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groups exist in all three major sects. The right of a minister, priest
or rabbi to; engage in political activity is clear enough. When such
activity takes place however, under the shelter of a tax-exempt
organization which is not in itself a church, we question its per-
nmssibility.
There are some special types of tax-exempt organizations which

seem to us seriously to need investigation. Among them are the
cooperative organizations, some of which seem to engage in political
activity and even to promote a form of collectivism, Some labor and
union organizations also might be studied to see if they have not
crossed the border from privilege to license in matters political.
Among unions, for example, there is the basic question whether dues
payable by the members should be used for political purposes which
the members have not authorized.
There are some special foundations or similar organizations to

which we have been able to give insufficient'attention in some cases
and none in others. These should all be studied. Among those which
we have not heretofore mentioned (or mentioned only briefly) are
these:

The Public Administration Clearing House;
The National Citizens Commission for Public Schools;
The Advertising Council;
The Great Books Foundation;
The American Heritage Council;
The American Heritage Program of the National Library Associa-

tion;
The American Foundation for Political Education;
The American Friends Service Committee;
The Institute of International Education.

Another special group requiring study is the so-called "accrediting"organizations. These (apparently tax-exempt) organizations are extra-
governmental, yet they act, in effect, as comptrollers of education to a
considerable degree. For various reasons colleges, universities and
specialized schools and departments today require "accreditization",
that is, approval of one or more of these organizations which presume
to set standards. Some of these accrediting organizations are sup-
ported by foundations; through such support, they may well control
them. An incidental factor involved in this accrediting system im-
posed on American education is its often substantial expense to the
institutions themselves. The Committee is informed that some col-
leges are obliged, through this system, to pay as much as $20,000 per
year to enable them to stay in business. The standards set may per-
haps in every instance bebeyond criticism, yet the system in itself is
subject to question in so far as it imposes on institutions standards
set by private organizations not responsible to the people or to
government.
As we have been able to devote intensive study only to some of the

major foundations, we suggest that a selected number of the more
important foundations of what might be called the second rank in size
should be examined carefully. A study of these may produce type or
sampling material of great value in considering the over-all founda-
tion problems.
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We have been unable to do much concerning small foundations and
their problems and difficulties. Some of these involve matters which
should be primarily the concern of the of Internal Revenue Service,
but we have pointed out that its capacity for watching over the foun-
dation field to discover breaches of law and offensive practices is very
limited. A thorough study should, therefore, perhaps solicit from the
public complaints against smaller foundations, as well as large, in
order that studies may disclose what weaknesses exist in the operation
of these smaller organizations.

While this Committee has spent little time in investigating the
activities of foundations in the natural sciences on the ground that
their performance in this area has been subjected to very little criti-
cism, a continued inquiry might well give attention to this field in
relation to the problem of subversion. There is evidence that some
foundations and foundation-supported scientific enterprises have been
used by Communists, through a special form of infiltration which has
escaped the notice of those in control. Several important scientific
projects seem to have been so employed for Communist purposes.
They have become clearing centers for building up the reputation of
persons of hidden Communist persuasion and subsequently placing
these pseudo-scientists in situations where they are able to engage in
espionage. The process includes using the assistance of scientists who
are fellow-travellers or outright Communists to provide the material
which is then used by the infiltrate to establish his scientific reputation.
This is all done so adroitly that the foundations which support such
projects know nothing of it.

This Committee was fortunate in securing Mr. Rene A. Wormser,
of New York, as general counsel. In addition to his great ability he
brought to the Committee a wealth of training and experience in the
field of our inquiry. The Committee appreciates his devotion to the
task and the superior contribution he has made. The Committee
has relied heavily upon him in assembling and consolidating the
material embodied in this report. He and Mr. Arnold Koch, the
associate counsel, were able to associate themselves with the Com-
mittee only at considerable personal sacrifice.
The Committee has received material assistance from the Internal

Revenue Service which has been at all times cooperative, from the
Government Printing Office, the Library of Congress, and from the
Senate and House committees covering certain aspects of the subject
matter involved.
The Committee also desired to express its appreciation and give

recognition to the able and untiring work of the members of the staff.
The foregoing report is respectfully submitted, this 20th day of

December, 1954, on the affirmative votes of the following members:
B. CARROLL REECE, Chairman, Tennessee.
JBSSE P. WOLCOTT, Michigan.
ANGIER L. GOODWIN, Massachusetts.

Casting contrary votes were:
WAYNE L. HAYS, Ohio.
GRACIE PFOST, Idaho.



STATEMENT OF B. CARROLL REECE SUPPLEMENTAL TO
THE MAJORITY REPORT

In view of the decision of the ranking minority member of the
Committee to file a minority report, copies of which will not be made
available to the other members of the Committee until released to
the press, I feel it is desirable to include a brief summation of the
attempts to frustrate the work of the Committee for which the ranking
minority member has been responsible.

It was made clear at the outset that the inquiry was to be an objec-
tive study. In line with this purpose and after consultation by
Counsel with attorneys for some of the foundations, the Committee
decided to inform the foundations in advance of the main lines of
criticism into which inquiry would be made, giving sufficient support-
ing evidence so that they would know what to reply to in their own
testimony This decision was unanimous. It seemed the most fair
approach for the foundations.

In accordance with the unanimously agreed procedure, and also by
unanimous assent, Mr. Dodd, the Director of-Research, prepared an
initial report to the Committee which was read into the record at the
first two hearings. This report, representing his tentative personal
observations after initial studies had been made, was intended to indi-
cate the main lines of inquiry. His report stated:

"As this report will hereafter contain many statements which appear to be
conclusive, I emphasize here that each one of them must be understood to have
resulted from studies which were essentially exploratory. In no sense should they
be considered proved. I mention this in order to avoid the necessity of qualifying
each as made."

This statement could not be clearer. On the first day both the
Chairman and Counsel madethe purpose of the report utterly clear-
it was "to give the foundations an opportunity to know what most
important matters we want to go into in relation to them." During
the hearings this identification of Mr. Dodd's report was repeated
both by the Chairman and Counsel. Yet the ranking minority
member repeatedly asserted that the majority had arrived at pre-
judged decisions. Newspapers reported him as having said that this
was an "Alice-in-Wonderland" investigation in which a decision had
been made in advance of the trial of a case. The majority submits
that in taking this attitude the ranking minority member intended to
discredit and harass the investigation, and to impugn the good faith
of the majority and of the staff.
From the start, Mr. Hays has assumed an attitude of aggressive

suspicion and.insulting distrust of the majority members and the
staff. He has said frequently that he has known in advance what the
majority was going to decide. The shoe is, in fact, on the other foot.
Mr. Hays could not have made clearer, from the beginning of our
work, that he intended to frustrate the investigation to the limit of
his abilities, and to attempt wholly to "whitewash" the foundations.
The lines have not been drawn in this Committee on a political
arty basis. The opinions of the majority are not partyv-ine opinions.
They are not "Republican"' opinions, any more than the opinions of
the minority are "Democratic" opinions. Many Democrats voted
for the establishment of this Committee, and many Republicans
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voted against it. There is no party significance whatsoever in this
Committee's work, which crosses party lines, and I am confident
that our findings will find both supporters and opponents in both
parties.

Sixteen public hearings were held, in the course of which the
patient attempt was made by the Chairman to follow the procedure
unanimously agreed upon in advance: that the main lines of criticism
to be investigated were first to be aired, with sufficient evidence to
.show the reasonableness of investigating them, after which the
foundations were to be brought into the hearings to state their
positions.
The last public hearing was held on June 17th. Further public

hearings were discontinued by a resolution passed by the majority
at an executive meeting on July 2, 1954.
The reason for the cessation of hearings was that the attitude and

conduct of the ranking minority member had made it impossible to
conduct orderly hearings. Among the obstructive and harassing acts
of Mr. Hays--all of them during the public sessions--ere these:

He interrupted witnesses beyond all reason, attempting to
frighten witnesses and to disorganize both the initial presenta-
tions and orderly interrogation by others. In one session of 185
minutes he interrupted 246 times.
When, after harrowingly frequent interruptions by Mr. Hays,

great numbers of which were on extraneous matters, a rule was
passed by a majority that a witness was to be permitted to
finish his presentation before being questioned, Mr. Hays angrily
remarked that he would pay no attention to any such rule and
would interrupt whenever he pleased; and this he continued
to (1o.

His interruptions were very frequently intemperate, both in
tone and substance, and in purposeful disregard of parliamentary
procedure and the rules of the House.
He repeatedly, and from the rostrum, villified the staff and ac-

cused it of having prejudged the complaints against the founda-
tions.
He repeatedly, from the rostrum, vilified other members of the

Committee and questioned their good faith. He publicly accused
the Chairman of lying and being a coward; and accused Mr.
Goodwin of duplicity and of cowardice. The following excerpt
from the record of the hearings which I, as Chairman, had deleted
from the printed record in an effort to achieve harmony and to
maintain the dignity of the Committee and the House, is illus-
trative of the violent and abusive remarks of Mr. Hays.
The CHAIRMAN. Now, the gentleman from Ohio, I am sure is not going to

get anybody worked up or irritated here. If he has that in mind he might
just as well subside, because the Chairman for one has made up his mind
that he is not going to let any byplsy get him out of temper. That would
impair the usefulness of this committee.

Mr. HAYS. Let me say to the Chairman that I took his word and he as-
sured me his word was good, and if the time arose when I felt that we needed
somebody on the minority side that the Chairman would put somebody on.
The CHAIRMAN. The conversation was that if the gentleman from Ohio

and his colleague should finally decide to write a minority report, that a
member of the staff would be made available to cooperate with them on
that.

Mr. HAYS. No, that was not the Agreement, because I don't want any
member of this staff writing a minority report for me.
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The CHAIRMAN. I said cooperate.
Mr. HAYS. Or to cooperate either.
The CHAIRMAN. And assist. That was the conversation. I do not know

what the gentleman had in mind.
Mr. HAYS. I will say this to the gentleman, that out where I come from we

have a saying that if a man doublecrosses you once, that is his fault; if he
doublerosses- you twice, that is your fault; I just want you to know you
won't get the second opportunity.
The CHAIRMAN. Even that statement is not going to provoke the Chairman,

but there is no living man can justifiably say that this Chairman-that this
man who happens to be Chairman at this time-has ever doublecrossed
anybody or he had failed to keep his word.

Mr. HAYS. I am saying both.
The CHAIRMAN. That is all right.
Mr. HAYS. Is that clear enotigh? There is no inference there, is there?
The CHAIRMAN. That does not disturb me a particle.
Mr HAYS. I know. You are pretty hard to disturb. I thought they had

more guts in Tennessee.
The CHAIRMAN. You are not going to provoke me. You need not worry,

I have already made up my mind on that.

In an effort to discredit a staff witness, he employed quotations
from papal encyclicals, bringing in by inference a religious issue
where it had no bearing.
He cast aspersions on the character and record of a Catholic

nun, the daughter of Senator McCarran.
He repeatedly vilified and openly insulted witnesses appearing

before the Committee. In a letter dated May 30, 1954 Professor
Kenneth Colgrove noted that Mr. Hays had insulted, villified
and browbeat a witness "in the most brutal fashion." "On thirty
or more occasions" wrote Prof. Colgrove, "Congressman Hays de-
liberately insulted the witness, and on numerous occasions, he in-
ferred that he was a liar. Throughout three days, Congressman Hays
was allowed to interrupt the testimony with irrelevant questions and
to make distracting and insolent remarks. On the second day, even
after Congressman Hays promised to refrainfrom interruptions (see
page 638), he continued to interrupt and insult the witness without
rebuke from the Chairman. I doubt whether the entire history of
Congressional investigations will show more unfair or cowardly at-
tack upon a witness than the treatment accorded to Mr. Sargent.
Obviously no self-respecting scholar will care to testify before such a
Committee under such conditions.'
Mr. Hays referred in scurrilous terms to witnesses who had

been heard, using such expressions as suggesting that the Com-
mittee should have a psychiatrist present; referring to witnesses
as "crackpots"; asserting that they had been "dredged up" by
the majority or the staff; asserting that not one single fact had
been adduced by the testimony; etc. Among these witnesses
were professors of repute and eminence. In a letter to the Chair-
man dated June 21, 1954 Professor Hobbs referred to the conduct
of Mr. Hays and said that an atmosphere was created "of ear
among competent person who rmght otherwise question the omnis-
cience of the directors of those foundations. Witnesses are thereby
earnedd that no matter how objective their testimony, no matter how
legitimate their questions; their character will be smeared and their
testimony ridiculed. Such threats add 'substance to an existing
awareness that any pointed questioning of anti-intellectual or.

Note that the record will show that the Chairman used unlimited patience to try to Induce a reasonable
attitude on the part of Mr. Hays without converting the hearings Into an open brawl.



TAX-EXEMPT FOUNDATIONS

unscientific activities of these foundations will seriously handicap
or permanently destroy an academic career."

The first witness who might be called a spokesman for the founda-
tions was Mr. Pendleton Herring, President of the Social Science
Research Council. After Mr. Herring had stated what he wished,
and at great length, the Committee's Associate Counsel began cross-
examination, whereupon the ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee immediately made plain that he would not permit sequential,
orderly examination. Starting with an insult to the Associate Counsel,
he indicated by his conduct that he intended to frustrate the cross-
examination of foundation representatives by counsel and to prevent
the eliciting of any material unfavorable to the foundations. The
record of that last hearing on June 17th will show that a final incident
of interference by Mr. Hays with orderly procedure justified the
majority in concluding that no further hope existed of conducting
public hearings properly in view of Mr. Hays' intransigeance and
refusal to obey rules of decency and propriety.
Among the other difficulties for which the ranking minority mem-

ber was responsible was the loss, in the middle of its work, of two of
its ablest investigators, released at the insistence of the ranking mi-
nority member who indicated that he would otherwise oppose any
additional appropriation for the Committee. It was felt advisable to
comply with this demand rather than to risk the abandonment of the
investigation for lack of funds. The loss of the two investigators was
a severe one. Several extremely valuable projects which had been
started by the released investigators were left unfinished, and the re-
mainder of the staff could not add the completion of these studies to
their own heavy schedules. It is the belief of the undersigned that
the demand for the release of the two investigators was prompted by
their very evident ability and information.
One more comment upon the termination of the hearings. Some

of the foundation statements filed with the Committee have been
more than intemperate in castigating this Committee for ending the
hearings. The Ford Foundation, for example, said:
"We therefore regard the decision of the Committee to discontinue public

hearings and to limit the foundations' defense to written statements or closed
sessions as a puzzling and unexpected act of injustice."
The Carnegie Endowment for International Peace was even more

belligerent. It commenced its statement with an introductory para-
graph which is an affront to a committee of the Congress of the
United States. Other foundations approached this insolence in their
statements.
What impresses this Committee, in relation to these unwarranted

and intemperate remarks, is the fact that none of these foundations
interposed any objections to the harassments to which this Committee
was subjected in the course of its work. Indeed, some foundations
very obviously worked closely with the ranking minority member of
the Committee in his attempts to frustrate the investigation.

B. CARROLL REECE.
(Mr. Goodwin's added remarks were not received ih time to be in-

cluded in this printing of the report, but will be included when the
report is reprinted.)
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APPENDIX TO THE REPORT
Throughout the text of this report the names of certain individuals

or organizations appear in a distinctive kind of type. - This was in
order to identify them immediately as having been cited: by. the
Attorney General of the United States, or by various governmental
agencies for associations and affiliations of a questionable character.

All the material contained in this Appendix is taken, from the
public records, files and publications -of the House Committee on
Un-American Activities, and is arranged alphabetically in :this Appen-
dix for ready reference. In some cases the records are in narrative
form, and in others they are in columnar form. The latter identify
particular organizations indicating citation by one of the following:

(1) The Special Committee and/or Committee on Un-American;
Activities

(2)- The U. S. Attorney General
(3) Other government agencies, state or municipal, etc.

MORTIMER J. ADLER
It is noted that Ernie Adamson, Counsel, Committee on Un-

American Activities, addressed a letter to Prof. Mortimer J. Adler on
December 14, 1945, requesting a copy of a speech delivered by Pro-
fessor Adler in Cleveland, Ohio, October 29, 1945.
Under date of December 19, 1945, Professor Adler replied:
I do rot have a copy of the speech I delivered in Cleveland and elsewhere

because I spoke extemporaneously from manuscript notes, ,The content of the
lecture, however, was taken from my published book, How to Think. About War
and Peace, and the lecture said neither more nor less than that book said.

Briefly, the thesis of my lecture, as of my book, is that.world !peace depends on
world federal government; that world federal government requires the total
relinquishmerit and abolishment of the external sovereignty of the' United States
as well as that of all other presently existing sovereign nations; that this may sebemn
a high price to pay for peace :but that it is nevertheless the absolutely minimum
condition, without which we shall have another; 'world war in 'less than fifteeil
years. Since'I think that the atomic warfare which impends will be:absolutely;.
destructive of the civilization of the United States, whether we win or lose that
war, I feel that I am justified in strongly recommending action by the American
people to prevent that war-even if it means the loss of our national sovereignty.
ELEANOR COPENHAVER ANDERSON (MRS. SHERWOOD ANDERSON)

Organization and affiliation
Coordinating Committee to Lift

'the Embargo (1). 'Named as a
"Representative Individual" in

favor of lifting the Spanish em-
bargo.

Consumers National Federation
(1). Sponsor.

Conference on Constitutional:Lib-
erties in America (1) (2). Spon-

;'sor. ; :

Conference on Pan American De-
mocracy (1) (2). Sponsor

- Source
Booklet, "Those Americans Say:"

p. 10.

Pamplilet, 'The People vs.iH.
C. L.," Dec. 11-12, 1937, .2.i!

Program leaflet, "Call, to a Con-
ference on Constitutional Lib-
erties. in, America, June 7,
1940, p. 4.

Letterhead, Nov. 16, 1938.
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MRS. SHERWOOD ANDERSON
Organization and affiliation

Action Committee to Free Spain
Now (2). Signer of statement
protesting the ."delay in break-
ing diplomatic relations with
Franco Spain."

American Committee for Democ-
racy and Intellectual Freedom
(1). Sponsor of Citizens Rally,
Carnegie Hall, New York City,
April 13, 1940.

League of Women Shoppers (1).
Sponsor.

New Jersey League of Women
Shoppers. Sponsor.

National Council of American-
Soviet Friendship (1) (2). Spon-
sor and member of its Commit-
tee of Women.

Save the Voice of Freedom Com-
mittee ]Voice of Freedom Com-
mittee (2)j. A tea under spon-
sorship of the organization given
in her home.

Source

Daily Worker, June 17, 1946, p. 2.

Leaflet, "Citizens Rally * * ."

Letterhead, Apr. 19, 1940.

Letterhead, July 7, 1941.

"Call to a Conference on Women
of the U. S.A. and the U. S. S. R.
in the Post-War World," Nov.
18, 1944, New York City;
and, letterhead of the NCASF,
Committee of Women, Mar. 1,
1948.

Undated leaflet issued by the
Voice of Freedom Committee.

See Also: Public Hearings, Special Committee on 'Un-American
Activities,,vol. 4, page 2898; and, vol. 17, pages 10304, 10341, 10345-
10348. Public Hearings, Committee on Un-American Activities:
Testimony of Walter S. Steele, July 21, 1947, page 83. Hearings
Regarding Communist Infiltration of the Motion Picture Industry,
October, 1947, pages 536 and 537.
NORMAN ANGELL

Organization and affiliation
American League for Peace and
Democracy (1) (2). Contribu-
tor to "Fight."

"Soviet Russia Today" (1). Con-
tributor.

Source
Fight, July 1938, p. 7; Pamphlet,
"7% Million * *," P. 40.

Soviet Russia Today, Sept. 1936,
p. 17.

See Also: Public Hearings, Special Committee on Un-American
Activities, vol. 1, pages 617, 687, and 689; vol. 4, page 3074.
ROGER . N. BALDWIN ..

In Report No. 2 of the Special Committee on Un-American Activi-
ties, dated January 3, 1939, a chapter was devoted to the American
Civil Liberties Union. We find the following excerpt concerning it
which was taken from a report of the United Mine Workers, filed in
1924:

There are 200 organizations in the United States ativiely engaged in or sympa-
thetic with the Communist revolutionary movement as directed and conducted
by the Communist Party in America. * * * In virtually every instance, these
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organizations have direct contact,,through, the mechanism of inter-locking direc-
torates, with the central executive committee- of the Communist Party of America,
or with its "legal" branch, the Workers Paty'of America.

Illustrative of this arrangement' is 'the' executive committee;'aid the national
committee of the American Civil, Liberties Union, at New York, posing as the
champion of free speech. &nd civil liberties, but serving as a forerunner and trail
blazer for the active and insidious activities of the Communists * * * The
managing director is Roger Baldwin who served a term as a draft evader in the
Essex County jail in New Jersey in 1918 and 1919 (Report No. 2, pp. 82 and 83).

In Report No. 2290, the Special Committee to Investigate Com-
munist Activities in the United States stated the following:
The American Civil Liberties Union is closely affiliated with the Communist

movement in the United States; and fully 90 per cent of its efforts are on behalf
of Communists who have come into conflict with the law. * * .

Poger N. Baldwin, its guiding spirit, makes no attempt to hide his friendship'
for the Communists and their principles. He was formerly a member of the
I. W W. and served a term in prison as a draft dodger during the war. This is
the same Poger N. Baldwin that has recently issued a statement "that the next
session of Congress our job is to organize the opposition to the recommendations
of the congressional committee investigating communism."' In his testimony
before the committee he admitted having said at a dinner held in Chicago that
"The Fish Committee recommendations will be buried in the Senate." Testi-
fying on force and violence, murder, etc., the following is quoted:
"The CHAIRMAN. Does your organization uphold the right of a citizen or alien-

it does not make any difference which-to advocate murder?
"Mr. BALDWIN. Yes.
"The CHAIRMAN. Or assassination?
"Mr. BALDWIN. Yes.
"The CHAIRMAN. Does your organization uphold the right of an" American

citizen to advocate force and violence for the overthrow of the Government?
"Mr. BALDWIN. Certainly; iti so far as mere advocacy is concerned.
"The CHAIRMAN. Does it uphold the right of ah alien in this country to urge

the overthrow and advocate the overthrow of the Government by force and
violence?
"Mr. BAI,)WIN.. Precisely on the same basis as any citizen.
"The CHAIRMAN. You do uphold the right of an alien to advocate the over-

throw of the Government by force and violence?
"Mr. BALDWIN. Sure; certainly. It is the healthiest kind of thing for a coun-

try, of course, to have free speech-unlimited.
'The American Civil Liberties Union has received large sums from the Garland

Fund, of which Roger N. Baldwin is one of the directors." (Report issued Jaiuary
17, 1931; pp. 56 and 57.)
The American Fund for Public Service (Garland Fund), referred to

in the foregoing quotation, was established in 1922. "It was a major
source for the financing of Communist Party enterprises" (Special
Committee on Un-American Activities, report of March 29, 1944,
pp, 75 and 76).
Roger N. Baldwin was a member of the Executive Comn.mittee of

the A:merican Friehds of Spanish Democracy, as shown on letterheads
of that organization dated November 18, 1936, and February 21, 1938.
A letterhead of the RussiaRReconstruction Farms, Inc., lists the

name of Roger N. Baldwin as a mnermber of the Advisory Board of that
organization (letterhead dated March 20, 1926).
Mr. Baldwin sponsored the Mother Ella Bloor Birthday Banquet

in 1936 (Progrm, January 24, 1936, pp. 7 and 9); the celebration in
1937 -(Daily Worker, 'June 14, 1937, p. 8); and he sent greetings to
and sponsored the 75th birthday celebration (undated letterhead, and
Souvenir Book, p. 23).
Roger N. Baldwin was a member of the All-American Anti-

Imperialist League in 1928, as shown on a letterhead of that group,
dated April 11, 1928.
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Letterheads of the American Committee for Protection of Foreigi
Born, dated April 27, 1938, and January, 1940, list Roger Baldwin
as a member of the Advisory Committee of the organization. He
was also one of the sponsors of the Fourth Annual Conference of the
organization held in Washington, D. C., March 2 and 3, i940 (letter-
head of the Fourth Annual Conference).
An undated letterhead of the New York Tom Mooney Committee

listed Mr. Baldwin as a sponsor of the organization.
Labor Defender, a "Communist magazieineinits issue of July

1931 listed the name of Roger N. Baldwin as a member of the
Prisoner's Relief Fund of the International Labor Defense; he sent
greetings to the Third Biennial National Conference, as shown on
the printed program of that Conference.
Roger N. Baldwin was one of the sponsors of the North American

Committee to Aid Spanish Democracy (New Masses, September 28,
1937, p. 28).
A pamphlet entitled "Youngville, U. S. A.," lists Roger N. Baldwin

as a member of the National Advisory Committee of the American
Youth Congress (p. 62).
Roger N. Baldwin was a member of the Advisory Board of the

American Student Union, as shown in a pamphlet entitled "Presenting
the American Student Union." He was a speaker at the Fourth
National Convention of that group (The Student Almanac, 1939,
p. 32).
An undated letterhead of Frontier Films lists the name of Roger

Baldwin as a member of the Advisory Board of that group.
Roger Baldwin was a contributor to New Masses, issues of Novem-

ber 16, 1937, and May 13, 1941.
Roger Baldwin was a sponsor of the National Congress for Unem-

ployment and Social Insurance and signed the call to the Congress
("UTnemployment Insurance Review," Volume 1, 1935, p. 3; leaflet
"Call to a National Congress for Unemployment * * * ").
In a pamphlet entitled "The People vs. H. C. L.," December 11-12,

1937, p. 2, Roger Baldwin is listed as one of the sponsors of the
Consumers National Federation.
The "Struggle Against War" for June 1933, p. 2, listed Roger

Baldwin as a member of the American Committee for Struggle Against
War; the same publication in the August 1933, issue (p. 2), listed him
as a member of the Arrangements Committee for the United States
Congress Against War, under the auspices of the American Committee
for Struggle Against War; a letterhead of November 1, 1933, of the
United States Congress Against War also named him as a member of
the Arrangements Committee.
Roger Baldwin was a member of the National Executive Committee

of the American League Against War and Fascism (Fight magazine
for April 1934, p. 14; the "Call to the Second U. S. Congress Against
War and Fascism, September 28, 29. and 30, 1934, Chicago, Illinois,"
p. 2; and a letterhead of the organization dated August 22, 1935).
He spoke at a Legislative Conference of the group, as shown in the
Daily Worker (February 27, 1937); and sponsored a joint meeting
of the group with the American Friends of the Chinese People (Daily
Worker, September 24, 1937, p. 6).
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Aleaflet entitled "Call to Action American Congress for Peace andDemocracy January 6-8,$ 1939, Washington, D. C?' listed the name
of RogerBaldwin as!one of those who endorsed the Congress. He was
a member of the National Committeeof the American League for
Peace and Democracy (letterhead of July 12, 1939, and a pamphlet
entitled "7',' Millioni Spe/k for Peace"). He spoke at the United
Anti-Nazi Council of the American League for Peace and Democracy,
as reported in the Da/ly Worker of May 12, 1938, p. 2.
Mr. Baldwin contributed to the November 1933 and September

1937 issues of Fight magazine, official publication of the American
League Against War and Fascism.
The Daily Worker of September 24, 1940, p. 5, reported that Roger

Baldwin had signed a letter of the Communist Party and the American
Civil Liberties Union, demanding discharge of Communist Party
defendants in Fulton and Livingston counties.
The Worker (Sunday edition of the Daily Worker) dated October 30,

1949, p. 6, named Roger Baldwin as one of those who had "spoken out
against" the verdict handed down against the eleven Communist
leaders.
The New York Times of October 27, 1949,'p. 29, reported that

Roger Baldwin, director of the American Civil Liberties Union since
its inception in 1920, will resign January 1.

After leaving his administrative post with the union, Mr. Baldwin will devote
full time to specialized work in the field of international civil rights.
The article further stated that Mr. Baldwin would act for the

International League for the Rights of Man, "an affiliate of the
union."

It is noted in the "Korean Independence" of August 6, 1947, that
Roger N. Baldwin stated that-
Unless American policy undergoes a change in southern Korea we are probably
going to deliver another country into the waiting arms of the Soviet Union.

Roger Baldwin's name appeared on a partial list of signers on a
statement in behalf of Refugees Behind the Iron Curtain as shown
in the New York Times of October 20, 1949, p. 25.
The following appeared in the Harvard Class of 1905 Thirtieth

Anniversary Report, June, 1935, p. 7:
Roger Nash Baldwih writes "I have continued directing the unpopular fight

for the rights of agitation, as Director of the American Civil Liberties Union; on
the side engaging:n many efforts 't aid working class causes. I have been to
Europe several times, mostly in connection with international radical activities,
chiefly against war, fascism, and imperialism; and have traveled constantly in
the United States to areas of conflict over workers' rights to strike and organize.
Aside from social and' economic issues, I have been active inn the fight for the'
conservation of birds and animals and forests. My "chief aversion" is the system
of greed, private profit, privilege, and violence which makes up the control of the
world today, and which has brought it to the tragic crisis of unprecedented hunger
and unemployment. .I am opposed to the new deal because it strives to strengthen
and prolong.production for private profit. At bottom I am for conserving the
full powers of every person on earth by expanding them to their individual limits.
Therefore I am for socialism, disarmament, and ultimately for abolishing the
State itself as an instrument of violence and compulsion. I seek social ownership
of property, 'the abolitionof the propertied class and sole control by those'who
produce: wealth. ,Communism is the goal. It all sums up into one single purpose-
the, abolition of the system of dog-eat-dog under which we live, and the substitu-
tion by the most effective non-violence possible of a system of cooperative owner-
ship and use of all wealth."
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Cited organizations referred to herein: (1) Cited as a Commrinist
or Communist-front organization by the Committee on Un-American
Activities and/or the Special Committee on Un-American Activities;
(2) Cited by the United States Attorney General.
All-American Anti-Imperialist League (1) and (2)
American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born (1) and (2)
American Committee for Struggle Against War (1)
American Congress for Peace and Democracy (1)
American Friends for Spanish Democracy (1)
American Friends of the Chinese People (1)
American League Against War and Fascism (1) and (2)
American League for Peace and Democracy (1) and (2)
American Student Union (1)
American Youth Congress (1) and (2)
Consumers' National Federation (1)
Frontier Films (1)
International Labor Defense (1) and (2)
Labor Defender (1)
National Congress for Unemployment and Social Insurance (1)
New Masses (1) and (2)
New York Toni Mooney Committee (1)
North American Committee to Aid Spanish Democracy (1) and (2)
Russian Reconstruction Farms, Inc. (1)
United States Congress.Against War (1) and (2)
RUTH BENEDICT

Shortly after her death, Dr. Ruth Fulton Benedict was eulogized
by Peter Stone in an article written for the Daily Worker on October
13, 1948 (p. 7).
Ruth Benedict was co-author of a pamphlet entitled "The Races

of Mankind" which was the subject of an investigation by the House
Committee on Military Affairs in 1944, due to the fact that some
fifty-five thousand copies were purchased by the War Department for
distribution among students of the Army orientation course.

It is to be noted that the Communist publication, the Daily Worker,
condemned the War Department's ban on the use of the pamphlet;
an article which appeared on the editorial page of the March 8, 1944,
issue of the publication claimed that-
it is difficult to reconcile such an act with the cause for which we are fighting.
(See page 6.)
From the same issue (page 4), we find that-
The National CIO War Relief Committee will distribute the pamphlet * * to
members of the House and. Senate-.
and that-
The CIO Committee began distribution of this pamphlet to members of armed
forces following the USO board's decision, upholding Chester I. Barnard's in-
sistence that the popularly written pamphlet be banned from YMCA-sponsored
USO units.
On February 25, 1938, Miss Benedict made a speech in the Depart-

ment of Agriculture Auditorium, comparing American civilization
with primitive tribes. The following report is taken from "Agricul-
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ture Exchange," a Department of Agriculture employee magazine, for
March 3, 1938:
No primitive tribe has gone as far as we. All the people even be they slaves,

are takdn care of. Rich and poor eat of the same food. This is in contrast to
our own society where an employer may fire his employees without asIdning any
responsibility: for their further welfare or existence * * *. Siice no man can
have riches and its attendant power, suicide and murder are practically unknown.
Initiativei' not destroyed; it is developed through group tribal incentive toward
bigger projects.

According to :a news release of the National Federation for Consti-
tutional Liberties dated December 26, 1941, the'name of Ruth
Benedict appears as one of those who signed the release. The
National Feceration for * * has been cited as "one of the viciously
subversive organizations .of the Communist Party" (Special Com-
mittee'on Un-American Activities in reports of June 25, 1942; March
29, 1944; January 2, 1943); the Attorney General of the United States
cited the group as an organization "by which Communists attempt to
create sympathizers and supporters of their program"; and as sub-
versive and Communist. (Congressional Record, September 24, 1942,
page 7687; and press releases of December 4, 1947 and September 21,
1948; redesignated April 27, 1953.)

"In 1941, the Communists established a school in New York City
which was known as the School for Democracy (now merged with the
Workers School into the Jefferson School of Social Science)." (From
Report 1311 of the Special Committee * * * dated March 29, 1944.)
A brochure of the School for Democracy dated April 6, 1942, named
Miss Benedict as one of the lecturers; the catalogue of the School for-
January 1942 named her as Guest Lecturer.
Ruth Benedict was a member of the National Committee of the

American Committee for Democracy and Intellectual Freedom,
according to a letterhead of September 22, 1939; she was named as
a member of the New York Committee of the organization on a
letterhead dated December 1, 1939; she signed an appeal on behalf
of anti-fascist refugees trapped i nFrance, which was sent to Secretary
of State Cordell Hull by the organization, as reported in the Daily
Worker of July 22, 1940 (page 1, column 5); she signed an Open Letter
to Nicholas Murray Butler denouncing "pro war" policies, which
letter was sponsored by the organization (Daily Worker, October 7,.
1940, page 3).
The American Committee for Democracy and Intellectual Freedom

was cited as a Communist-front organization which defended Com-
munist teachers (reports of June 25, 1942, and March 29, 1944, by
the Special'Committee ** *).
A letterhead of the Council for Pan-American Democracy dated.

July 11, 1940 named Miss Benedict as one of the members of that
organization's Executive Committee- she signed an Open Letter to
the President of Brazil to save Luiz Carlos Prestes, a Brazilian Com-
munist leader, which letter was sponsored by the Council for Pan-
American Democracy (New Masses, December 3, 1940, page 28).
The Council for Pan-American Democracy (known also as the Con-

ference on Pan-American Democracy) was cited by the Special'Com-
mittee as a Communistf-ronit 'organization which defended Luiz
Carlos Prestes, Brazilian Communist leader and former member of

65847--54- 16
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the executive committee.of: the Communist International.(report of
March 29, 1944; also cited in report of June25, 1942); the Attorney
General cited the Council as subversive and Communist (press releases
of June 1 and September 21, i948; redesignated April 27, 1953).
Ruth Benedict was one of those who signed a telegram to President

Roosevelt and Attorney General Jackson on behalf of the Interna-
tional Fur and Leather Workers Union defendants, sponsored by the
New York Conference for Inalienable Rights (Daily Worker, Sep-
tember 17, 1940, pages 1 and 5). The New York Conference * * *
was cited as a Communist-front organization which called a conference
for February 14, 1941 in New York City "to attack anti-sabotage
legislation and the Rapp-Coudert Committee investigating subversive
activities in the New York public-school system." (Special Com-
mittee * * * in report dated March 29, 1944; the Special Committee
also cited the union referred to above as being strongly entrenched
with Communist leadership.)
A statement by Miss Benedict is included in the pamphlet, "We

Hold These Truths," prepared and published by the League of
American Writers. The Attorney General found that the League of
American Writers was founded in 1935 "under Communist auspices"
and "in 1939 * * * began openly to follow the Communist Party
line as dictated by the foreign policy of the Soviet Union." (Con-
gressional Record, September 24, 1942, pages 7685 and 7686.) The
Special Committee cited the League as a Communist-front organiza-
tion in three reports (January 3, 1940; June 25, 1942; and March 29,
1944).
According to a pamphlet entitled "7% Million * *," (page 19)

Ruth Benedict was a member of the Commission on Latin America
of the American League for Peace and Democracy, an organization
cited as subversive and Communist by the Attorney General (press
releases of June 1 and September 21, 1948); previously, the organiza-
tion had been cited as "designed to conceal Communist control, in
accordance with the new tactics of the Communist International"
(Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, pages 7683 and 7684).
The Special Committee * * * cited the organization as a Communist
front (reports of January 3, 1939; January 3, 1940; January 3, 1941;
June 25 1942; March 29, 1944).
The Iaily Worker of August 23, 1948 (page 7), reported that Ruth

Benedict was delegate to the Intellectuals World Congress for Peace;
she was identified as an anthropologist. The World Congress of
Intellectuals was held in Wroclaw, Poland on August 25-28, 1948
and was cited by the Committee on Un-American Activities as
follows:

This bitter hatred for all western culture and the attempt to divorce writers,
scientists, and artists from their own native land and win their allegiance for the
Soviet Union is the underlying aim and theme of these scientific and cultural
conferences for world. peace (House Report 1954, April 26, 1950, originally
released April 19, 1949.)
T. A. BISSON

Organization and affiliation Source
American Friends of the Chinese Letterhead, May 16, 1940.

People (1). Member, National
Advisory Board.
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Organization and affiliation
American. League for: Peace and
Democracy (1) and (2). Spon-
sor, "Boycott Japanese Goods
Conference."

American Student Union (1).
Convention speaker; Foreign
Policy Association.

Committee for a Democratic Far
Eastern Policy (2). Consult-
ant, "Far East Spotlight."
Member, Board of Directors;

Consultant.
ConsultantConsultant - --------------_

Committee for a Democratic Far
Eastern Policy (2) and Confer-
ence on American Policy in
China and the Far East (2).
Sponsor.

Friends of the Soviet Union (1)
and (2). Contributor, "Soviet
Russia Today".

National Conference on American
Policy in China and the Far
East (2). Co-chairman; for-
mer, Spec. advisor, Gov't. Sec-
tion GHQ, Supreme Command
Allied Powers, Japan.

National Chairman-_---

Open Letter for Closer Coopera-
tion with the Soviet Union (1).
Signer; Research Assoc., For-
eign Policy Association.

"Soviet Russia Today" (1). Con-
tributor.

Author of "Japan in China" re-
viewed by Anna Louise Strong:
"He talked with Mao Tsetung
and other Communist leaders
last summer."

Signed statement* in defense of
Chinese Communist armies
(*Note:: this statement imme-
diately preceded formation of
the Committee for a Demo-
cratic Far Eastei- Policy).

His books, "Japan s War Econ-
omy" and "American Policy in
the Far East, 1931-41" recom-
mended.

,-':: ' ; Source': :

"Daily'Worker," Jan. 11,
p. '22.

1938i

"The Student Anlmanac-1939"
for the 4th Annual National
Convention, Dec. 26-30, 1938,
p. 32.

"Far East Spotlight," March
1949 (inside front cover); "Far
East Spotlight," June 1949,
p. 2.

Letterhead, May 28, 1948.

Letterheads, 1946 and 1947.
"Daily Worker," Jan. 16, 1948,

p. 7.

"Soviet Russia Today," Novem-
ber 1938, p. 15.

"Daily Worker," Jan. 1, 1948,
p. 3.

"* * * Jan. 23-25, 1948, New
York City" Conf. Call.

"Soviet Russia Today," Septem-
ber 1939, p. 25.

"Soviet Russia Today," Novem-
ber 1940, p, 14.

"New Masses," June 14, 1938, p.
24.

"Daily Worker," Aug. 17, 1945,
p. 2.

"Spotlight on the Far East," Mar.
1947, p. 7.
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Organization and affiliation
Referred to as having played an

important role in enlightening
the American reading public on
the Far East.

His book, "Prospects for Democ-
racy in Japan" favorably re--
viewed by Philip 0. Keeney.

Wrote article of attack on Ameri-
can policy in Japan.

Photo_------- -----

Record given----- ----

Contract as visiting political sci-
ence lecturer at University of
California terminated; was a
witness before the Senate In-
ternal Security Subcommittee
in 1952.

PAUL BLANSHARD
Organization and affliation

American Student Union (1)
Member of the Sponsoring Com-
mittee of a dinner.

Consumers Union (1). Sponsor;
identified as Commissioner of
Accounts, New York City.

Source
"Daily Worker," Aug. 3, 1945,

p. 11.

"Far East Spotlight," Feb. 1950,
p. 13.

"Daily Worker," Apr. 5, 1948,
p. 8.

"Spotlight on the Far East;" Feb.
1948, p. 6.

Congressional Record, March 30,.
1950, pp. 4433-4470.

"Daily People's World," July 8..
1953, p. 6.

Source
Announcement, ."Are You an
Alumnus Without an Alma
Mater?" which appeared in
"The Student Advocate," pub-
lication of the American Stu-
dent Union issue of Feb. 1937,,
p. 2.

Undated circular, "New Masses,"
Mar. 2, 1937, p. 28.

BRUCE BLIVEN

Contributions by Bruce Bliven have appeared in the following
issues of "New Masses": January 2, 1934 (p. 22); December 21, 1937
(p. 20); March 15, 1938 (p. 19); April 5, 1938 (p. 21); and April 12,
1938 (p. 19).
In the report of March 29, 1944, the Special Committee on Un-

American Activities cited "New Masses" as the "nationally circulated
weekly journal of the Communist Party." The magazine was cited
also by the Attorney General of the United States as a "Communist
periodical" (Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, p. 7688).
Bruce Bliven, identified as an Editor of "New Republic" was a

member of the National Advisory Committee of the American Youth
Congress, as shown in the pamphlet, "Youngville, U. S. A.," (p, 62);
his name appeared on a letterhead of the American Youth Congress
(undated) among the members of the National Advisory Board. 'The
Student Advocate" for February 1937 (p. 2) listed Bruce Bliven as a
member of the Sponsoring Committee for an "Alumni Homecoming"
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dinner scheduled for March 21st in New York City, by the American
Student Union.
The American Youth Congress was cited by the Special Committee

on Un-American Activities as "one of the principal fronts of the
Communist Party" and "prominently identified with the'White House
picket:line * **under the immediate auspices bf the American Peace
Mobilization" (Report of June 25, 1942, p. 16; also cited in Reports
of January 3, 1939, January 3, 1941, and March 29, 1944). The
Attorney General of the United States cited the American Youth Con-
gress as having been formed in 1934 and "controlled by Communists
and manipulated by them to influence the thought of American
youth" (Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, p. 7685); it was
included in the Attorney General's lists of subversive and Communist
organizations furnished the Loyalty Review Board and released to
the press by the U. S. Civil Service Commission, December 4, 1947
and September 21, 1948. The organization was redesignated by the
Attorney General, April 27, 1953, pursuant to Executive Order No.
10450, and included on the April 1, 1954 consolidated list of organiza-
tions previously designated.
The American Student Union was cited as a Communist front

which was "the result of a united front gathering of young Socialists
and Communists" in 1937. The Young Communist League took
credit for creation of the American Student Union, and the Union
offered free trips to Russia. The Union claims to have led "as many
as 500,000 students out in annual April 22 strikes in the United
States." (Special Committee on Un-American Activities, Report of
January 3, 1939, p. 80; also cited in Reports of January 3, 1940,
June 25, 1942 and March 29, 1944.)
The "Daily Worker" of February 13, 1939 (p. 2) reported that

Bruce Bliven was a member of the Descendants of the American
Revolution; he was listed as a sponsor of the Descendants * * * on
the back page of a pamphlet entitled "Descendants of the American
Revolution."
The Special Committee on Un-American Activities cited the

Descendants of the American Revolution as-
a Communist-front organization set up as a radical imitation of the Daughters
of the: American Revolution. The Descendants have uniformly adhered to the
line of the Communist Party. * * * The educational director * * * is one
Howard Selsam, an instructor at the Communist Party's Workers School in
New York. (Report of June 25, 1942, pp. 18 and 19.)
"New Masses" for January 5, 1937 (p. 31) listed Bruce Bliven as a

member of the General Committee, American Friends of Spanish
Democracy, Medical Bureau. A letterhead of the American Friends
of Spanish Democracy dated February 21, 1938 listed him as a member
of the Committee,.and the "Daily Worker" of April 8, 1938 (p. 4)
reported that he signed a petition. of the American Friends * * * to
lift the arms embargo. The "Daily Worker" on February 27, 1937
(p. 2) reported that Mr. Bliven was a, tag day sponsor of the North
American Committee to Aid Spanish Democracy. He was listed in
the booklet, i"These Americans Say:" on pi 8, as one of the repre-
sentative individuals who advocated lifting the embargo on Spain;
the booklet was prepared and published by the Coordinating Com-
mittee to Lift the (Spanish) Embargo.
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The American Friends of Spanish Democracy was included in tie
following citation made by the Special Committee on Un-American
Activities in the Report of March 29, 1944 (p. 82):

In 1937-38, the Communist Party threw itself wholeheartedly into the canipaign
for the support of the Spanish Loyalist cause, recruiting men and organizing
multifarious so-called relief organizations * * * such as * * * American Friends
of Spanish Democracy. ::

In the same report (pp. 137 and 138), the Special Committee cited
the Coordinating Committee to Lift the (Spanish) Embargo as one of
a number of front organizations set up during the Spanish Civil
War by the Communist Party in the United States and through which
the party carried on a great deal of agitation. The North American
Committee to Aid Spanish Democracy was cited as a Communist
front by the Special Committee (Reports of January 3, 1940 and
March 29, 1944) and as Communist by the Attorney General of the
United States (press release of the U. S. Civil Service Commission,
April 27, 1949). This organization was redesignated by the Attorney
General, April 27, 1953, and included on the April 1, 1954 consolidated
list.
The "Daily Worker" of April 6, 1937 (p. 9) reported that Bruce

Bliven was a member of the Advisory Board of Frontier Films. His
name was carried on an October 3, 1936 letterhead among the members:
of the Non-Partisan Committee for the Re-election of Congressman
Vito Marcantonio. A letterhead of March 16, 1937 listed him among
the members of the National Peoples Committee Against Hearst.
Both Frontier Films and the Non-Partisan Committee for the

Re-election of Congressman Vito Marcantonio were cited as Com-
munist fronts in the report of the Special Committee on Un-American
Activities dated March 29, 1944.

In the June 25, 1942 report of the Special Committee on Un-
American Activities, the National Peoples Committee Against Hearst
was cited as a "subsidiary" organization of the American League for
Peace and Democracy. The Special Committee, in its' report of
January 3, 1939, cited the Anierican League as "the largest of 'the
Communist 'front' movements in the United States." The League
was cited also as a Communist front by the Attorney General (Con-
gressional Record, September 24, 1942, pp. 7683 and 7684) and was
later included on the Attorney General's lists of subversive and
Comnmunist organizations furnished the Loyalty Review Board (press
releases of June 1 and September 21, 1948). The organization was

redesignated by the Attorney General, April 27, 1953, pursuant to
Executive Order No. 10450, and included on the April 1,1954 con-.
solidated list.
A letterhead of the Conference on Pan-American Democracy dated

November 16, 1938 listed Bruce Bliven as a sponsor; he signed a Call'
of the Conference on Pan-American Democracy, as shown in "News
You Don't Get," November 15, 1938 (p. 3). Mr. Bliven signed a
cablesponsored by the Prestes Defense Committee, as reported in the
"Daily Worker" of February 13, 1937 (p. 2).
The Conference on Pan-American Democracy was cited as sub-

versive and Communist by the Attorney General in lists furnished
the Loyalty Review Board and released to' the press by the U. S.:
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Civil Service Commission, June 1 and September' 21i 1948. 'The'
organization was redesignated by the AttorneyGeneral, April 27,
1953, pursuant toExecutive ,Order No. 10450.:.The Special Comi-
mittee cited the Conference as a Communist front which defended
Carlos Luiz Prestes, a Brazilian Communistleaderi andi former mem-
ber of the executive committee of the "Communist International"
(Report,of.March 29, 1944,p161P and16n 14): The:Prestes Defense
Committee was/cited aasa'(ommunist organization'by the Special
Committee,in the report ofMarch 29, 1944:(p;, 112).

In a pamphlet entitled .'The People vs,H. C: L." dated December
11-12, 1937 (p. 2), Bruce Bliven was listed as a sponsor of the.Con-
sumers National Federation, cited as a Communist front by the
Special/ Committee in the Report of March 29, 1944.
A statement released by the International Juridical Association

was signed by Bruce Bliven, as reported in the "Daily Worker" of
July 25, 1936 (p. 2).
The Special Committee,, in its report of March 29, 1944 (p. 149),

cited the International Juridical Association as a. Communist front.
In Report 3123 of the Committee on Un-American Activities dated
September 21, 1950, it was cited as a Communist front which "ac-
tively defended Communists and consistently followed the Communist
Party line."
The "Daily Worker" of March 9, 1938 (p. 5) reported that Bruce

Bliven was a sponsor of a conference of the Book and Magazine
Guild, Local 18, United Office and Professional Workers of America.
In Report 1311 of March 29, 1944 (pp. 18 and 19), the Special Coom-
mittee cited the United Office and Professional Workers of:America
as one of the CIO unions in which the Committee found Communist
leadership entrenched. The Union was expelled from the CIO on
charges of. Communist domination by vote of the Executive Board,
February 15, 1950 (Press Release. of the. 12th !CIO Convention,
November 20-24, 1950).
During testimony before the Committee on Un-American Activities

in public hearings on July 13, 1949, Rabbi Benjamin Schultz stated
that Bruce Bliven was "not a Communist.' ("Communist Infiltra-
tion of Minority Groups," p. 437.) .......,

It is noted that a sworn affidavit of Bruce Bliven, member of the
editorial :board and, managing editor of the "New Republic," is found
on page 3092 of the.public hearings of the Special Committee "on
Un-American Activities in which Mr. Bliven denied that "New
Republic" was a Communist publication.
ROBERT BRADY

Organization and affiliation S..ourceei : ;
American League for Peace and Letterhead .iof. Baltimore; Divi-
Democracy (1) (2). Member, .sion, .ALPD, May 18; 1939;
National Committee, (shown as .letterhead,? ALPD, July i.2,
a Professor in California). , 1939; and pamphlet, "7% Mil-

-: ^ -^C*.. ..l '*- ;*; '' '; : lion". pa.e34 .
See Also: Public Hearings, Special Committee on Un-American

Activities, vol. 3, page 1988;, vol. 10, page 6278; Appendix V (1941),
pages 1661 and 1680.
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ROBERT A. BRADY
Organization and affiliation Source

Harry Bridges Defense Committee Letterhead, Aug. 24, 1939.
(1). Member, Northern Divi-
sion, California Sponsoring
Committee.

"Hollywood Quarterly" [published Hollywood Quarterly, April,
by Hollywood Writers Mobili- 1947, No. 3, Vol. 11, p. 225;
zation (2)]. Writer of article and, Screen Writer, July 1947,
(Professor, Univ. of Calif., Ber- p. 41.
keley; author of "The Spirit and
Structure of German Fascism").

Open Letter for Closer Coopera- "Soviet Russia Today," Sept.
tion with the Soviet Union (1). 1939, p. 25.
Signer (Prof. of Economics,
Univ. of Calif.).
See Also: House Report No. 2748, Special Committee on Un-

American Activities, Jan. 2, 1943, page 5. Hearings Regarding
Communist Espionage in the United States Government, Committee
on Un-American Activities, July-Sept. 1948, page 626.
THEODORE BRAMELD

Organization and affiliation
Signer of statement defending the

twelve Communist leaders.
Signer of appeal to President
Truman requesting amnesty for
leaders of the Communist Party
convicted under the Smith Act.

Signer of statement in defense of
the appointment of Simon W.
Gerson, a Communist, to the
staff of Stanley Isaacs.

American Committee for Protec-
tion of Foreign Born (1) and (2).
Signer of statement against de-
naturalization.

American League for Peace and
Democracy (1) and (2). Sup-
porter of the Boycott Japanese
Goods Conference.

Committee for Peaceful Alterna-
tives to the Atlantic Pact (1).
Signer of statement calling for
an international agreement to
ban the use of atomic.weapons.

Mid-Century Conference for Peace
(1). Sponsor of conference,
May 29 and 30, 1950, Chicago,
Ill.

Source
"Daily Worker," Feb.

p.-9.
"Daily Worker," Dec.

p. 4.

"Daily Worker," Feb.
p. 1.

"Daily Worker," Aug.
p. 5.

28, 1949,

10, 1952,

10, 1938,

10, 1950,

"Daily Worker," Jan. 11, 1938,
p. 2 and Jan. 25, 1938, p. 2.

Statement attached to press re-
lease of the organization dated
Dec. 14, 9949, p. 12.

Conference Program (reprinted
in report of the Committee on
Un-American Activities, on the
Communist Peace: Offensive,
Apr. 1, 1951, pp. 144-146).
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Organisation and affiliation
National Council of the Arts, Sci-

ences and Professions (1). Spon-
sor of the Cultural and Scientific
Conference for World Peace,
New York City, Mar. 25-27,
1949.
Sponsor of conference held

Oct. 9-10, 1948.

Signer of statement

National Council of the Arts, Sci-
ences and Professions (1).
Signer of "Resolution Against
Atomic Weapons".

Independent Citizens Committee
of the Arts, Sciences and Pro-
fessions (1). Initiating sponsor.

Non-Partisan Committee for the
Re-Election of Congressman
Vito Marcantonio (1). Member.

Refugee Scholarship and Peace
Campaign (1). Sponsor.

Signer-------------

Source
Conference Program.

Leaflet, "To Safeguard These
Rights : * * " published by
the Bureau of Academic Free-
dom of the Council.

Congressional Record, July 14,
1949, p. 9620.

Mimeographed list of signers at-
tached to a letterhead of July
28, 1950.

Letterhead of Minn.
dated Sept. 28, 1946.

Division

Letterhead dated Oct. 3, 1936.

Letterhead dated Aug. 3, 1939.

Brief on behalf of John Howard
Lawson and Dalton Trumbo
submitted by Cultural Workers
to the Supreme Court at the
October Term, 1949.

PEARL S. BUCK
Pearl S. Buck contributed a review of John Steinbeck's book, "The

Moon is Down," to the March 24, 1942 issue of "New Masses" (p. 23).
"New Masses" was cited by the Special Committee on Un-American
Activities as the-
nationally circulated weekly journal of the Communist Party * * * whose
ownership was vested in the American Fund for Public Service (from Report 1311
of the Special Committee dated March 29, 1944; also cited in Reports of January
3, 1939 and June 25, 1942).
It was cited as a "Communist periodical" by the Attorney General of
the United States (Congressional Record, September 24, 1942j p. 7688).
The April 1943 issue of "Soviet Russia Today" (p. 31) listed Pearl

S. Buck as a sponsor of the "Soviet Russia Today" dinner celebrating
the 25th Anniversary of the Red Army, February 22, (i943), Hotel
Commodore, New York City.. Jessica Smith, Editor of "Soviet
Russia Today,'" in a letter addressed "To Valentina Grizodubova,
Chairman of the Soviet Women'sAnti-Fascist Committee, and to all
Soviet Women" stated:

So as you hold your meetings throughout the Soviet Union on March Eighth
International Woman's Day, accept thsee messages as representing the new spirit
that now fills the women of America, * * * ("Soviet Russia Today," March
1942, pp. 10 and 11)
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in this connection the publication published the follwing message
attributed to Pearl Buck, writer, Nobel Prize Winner 1938: i
I send my personal congratulations to the brave Soviet women, who are anien-
couragement to all women. We look to Russia with fresh hope and new under-
standing. We work together not only for victory in war but,for a better world
to come..

It is noted that the west coast organ of the Communist Party, the
"Daily People's World" in the issue of March 9, 1942 (p. 5), pub-
lished the same statement by Mrs. Buck in an article entitled "Mes-
sages of Solidarity From U. S. to Women of the U. S. S. R."
The Special Committee on Un-American Activities, in its Report

of March 29, 1944, cited "Soviet Russia Today" as a Communist
front; the Committee on Un-American Activities cited it as a "Com-
munist-front publication" in Report 1953 of April 26, 1950, originally
released October 23, 1949 (p.108)..

Pearl Buck was one of the sponsors of the Congress of American-
Soviet Friendship, as shown in "Soviet Russia Today" for December
1942 (p. 42); a letterhead of the Congress dated October 27, 1942,
listed her as a patron of the group. The Congress of American-
Soviet Friendship was cited as a "Communist-front" organization by
the Special Committee + * * in its Report of March 29, 1944 (p. 94).
"New Masses" for April 7, 1942 .(p. 25, an advertisement) and the

"Sunday Worker" for March 22, 1942 (p. 8, an advertisement), named
Pearl S. Buck as a speaker at a meeting scheduled for April 8, (1942),
Manhattan Center, (New York City), under the auspices of the
Council on African Affairs. The United States Attorney General
included the Council on African Affairs on lists of subversive and
Communist organizations furnished the Loyalty Review Board and
released to the press by the U. S. Civil Service Commission, Decem-
ber 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948; the Council was redesignated by
the Attorney General pursuant to Executive Order 10450, April 27,
1953.
Mrs. Buck was named as a Representative Individual who advo-

cated lifting the embargo on arms to Spain, in a pamphlet entitled
"These Americans Say:" which was prepared and published by the
Coordinating Committee to Lift the (Spanish) Embargo. The Special
Committee * * *, in its Report of March 29, 1944, cited the Coordi-
nating Committee * * * as one of a number of front organizations,
set up during the Spanish Civil War by 'the Communist Party in the
United States and through which the party carried on a great deal of
agitation.

Pearl S. Buck was the author of "Talk About Russia With Masha
Scott," recommended by the Washington Cooperative Bookshop, as
shown in "Books on the USSR,". a selected bibliography by Bessie
Weissman, issued by the Washington Cooperative Bookshop (p. 20):
The Washington Cooperative Book Shop, under the name Thie Book Shop

Association, was incorporated in 'the District of Columbia in i1!938:; t*:*r
maintains a book shop and art gallery at 916 Seventeenth Street, Northwest;
Washington D C., where literature is sold and meetings and lectures held.
Evidence of' Communist :penetration or control is reflected' in' the following:
Among its stock''the establishment has offered prominently; .for sale books' and
literature identified with the Communist Party anid certain of 'its affiliates and
front organizations * * * certain of the officers and employees df'thie'bookshop,
including its manager and executive secretary, have been in close contact with
local officials of the Communist Party of the District of Columbia (United States
Attorney General, Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, page 7688).
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The Book Shop was included on the Attorney General's lists: of sub-

verSive and-Communist organizations furnished the Loyalty Review
Boad (press. releases of Dicember 4 1947 and September 21, 1948;
redesignated, A'ril 27, 1953, puru"ant to Executive Order i0450).
The Special Committee * * *, in the Report of March 29, 1944, cited
the Book Shop as a Communist front.

On: Januaty 15, 951, a letter fro Mrs. Buck appeared in the
Was'hington ":Evening Star" (p. A-10), in which she made the state-
ment.that "The Communists in China know how heartily I oppose
their creed.;" ..
"New Times" was cited by the Committee on Un-American Actii

ties as an "internationally circulated Conm unist publication" pub-
lished in Moscow. "Its purpose is obviously to guide the policy of
Communist Parties throughout the world." Its predecessors were the
War and the Working Classes, World News and Views, and Inprecorr
(Imprecorr). (Report 1920, May 11, 948, pp. 23, 25, and 43.)
N. Sergeyeva, writing in the "New Times" for August 29, 1951
(pp, 10-12) stated:
"Asia and America" is a subject very much in vogue in the American press.

One of.those who are racking their brains over the problem is the well-known
authoress Pearl S. Buck, who has the reputation of being an authority on China.
An article of hers that appeared in the Christian Century of June 27, is typical
of others. In order to acquaint our readers with her line of thought, we shall
reproduce the gist of her article in the form of a dialogue.
The article concluded with the following statement:

We' beg the reader to forgive us'for having expounded Pearl S. Buck's article
so freely. All the same, her trend of mind is very significant. She cannot help
seeing that American policy is a failure, and she ventures to say so more or less
coherently. She tries, it is tie 'to avoid drawing the conclusions, but at bottom
her remarks are a damning characterization of imperialist policy in Asia.
A review of Pearl Buck's book, "Kinfolk," published in 1949, is

found in the March 15, 1950 issue of "New Times" (pp. 27-32); ex-
cerpts from the review, written also by N. Sergeyeva, follow:,

"Kinfolk," the latest.in Pearl Buck's series of novels about modern China, is
a book that merits attention." In it this writer,' who is considered an expert on
Chinese life and customs, attempts to deal: with political, moral and psychological
problems of considerable interest at the present .time. * *
The daugher of an American missionary, and a' missionary herself, Pearl Buck

lived in China for many years. A writer of undoubtedd' ability,' she attracted
attention in the thirties by her books about the life of the 'Chinese people', and
especially.of .the Chinese peasants. Her prewar, novels * * * which were trans-
lated into Russian too, are widely known to the reading public..

However, there was always 6ne big failing in Pearl Buck's books. This was her
attempt to ignore the tremendous political and social changes taking place in
modern China. Mrs. Buck is not a progressive-minded individual. Her literary
ability and gift of observation sometimes get the better of her prepossessions, and
the truth of life prevails over her false political views. And so,' alien as she is to
the vanguard section of Chinese society, to the progressive forces of the people,
her books, particularly the earlier ones, were not without social significance.
They revealed the appalling poverty of the Chinese peasant, his want and land
hunger, the ruthless exploitation to which he was subjected, the. bestial visage of
militarism. She gave some lifelike portraits of ordinary Chinese folk, very
moving in their beauty and integrity of character. The finest traits of the Chinese
people were embodied in these toilers of the soil, and they stood out the more
saliently against'the background of the corrupt and decaying feudal system, the
brigan age of the militarists and'the rapacity of the comprador bourgeoisie.
But even in these early writings, Pearl Buck's presentation of Chinese realities

was very one-sided, precisely because she tried to shut out the class struggle and
China's political life from the reader's view. While her books could help the
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thoughtful reader to understand the causes of the Chinese popular revolution,
this was so against her intention. She: did not and would not understand the
essence of the profound processes taking place in the country. She.would not
speak of the development of the popular revolution. She would not see the events
that were impending in Chinina And;in the Chinese people's gretst.'iatfitibb
tion Pearl Buck was not on their side.

While carefully studying the manners, customs, traditions, and psychology
of the Chinese people, Mrs. Buck completely ignored their political aspirations
and political life. That was her political contribution to the effort of American
big business to subjugate Chiia.

In a China enveloped in the flames of civil war and waging a desperate, heroic
struggle against the foreign imperialists and the Chiang Kai-shek clique-a China
where new forms of social relations were being established under the guidance of
the Communist Party-Pearl Buck's characters lived in a seeming vacuum,
totally unaware of any of these events.

* * * In her political utterances and articles on world affairs, Pearl Buck
looks at China through the spectacles of U. S. aggressive imperialism. Even
today she seems to think that, provided dollars are handed out in sufficient
profusion, the march of history could be reversed and the old way of things
restored in China.
You will look in vain in Pearl Buck's novels for any mention of imperial-

ists. * * *
And in her latest book, written at the height of the people's victorious libera-

tion movement, Pearl Buck still clings to her false conceptions, and attempts, in
spite of everything, to wall herself off from politics and ignore the changes in
China. By doing such monstrous violence to realities, she courts-and achieves-
utter failure. Her literary ability and craftsmanship are powerless to save her.
Mrs. Buck's new novel sets the seal on her bankruptcy, as artist and as "expert
on China" alike.
On November 28, 1952, the "Daily People's World" (p. 6M)

carried an unsigned review of Miss Buck's "The Hidden Flower,"
which stated:

Miss Buck could have shown her characters putting up a real fight against
prejudice, living happily together and bringing up their babies, as thousands of
mixed couples do, even in the U. S. The assumption is such a happy ending
might have landed her in trouble with the House un-American committee.

RAYMOND LESLIE BUELL
Organization and affiliation Source

Coordinating Committee to Lift Booklet, "These Americans
the Embargo (1). His Indi- Say:," p. 4.
vidual Statement on lifting the
Spanish embargo appears in the
organization's booklet.

World Youth Congress (1). Daily Worker, Mar. 28, 1938,
Sponsor. p. 3.
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KENNE1TH BURKE
Ornidtion anadaffiliation

Committee of Professional Groups
for Earl'Browder and James W.
Ford, Communist candidates for
President 'and V-Presidebt (1).
Member,

Committee for Israel Amter's can-
didacy for President, N. Y. City
Board of Aldermen on Com-
munist party ticket. Member.
John Reed Club Writers School,
N. Y. City (1) (3). Lecturer.

Proposed national convention of
American revolutionary writers,
to be affiliated with Inter-
national Union of Revolutionary
writers "as was the John Reed
Club.'J Signer of Call.

Source
Letterhead, dated Sept. 22, 1936;

Diily Worker, Sept. 2, 1936.

Daily Worker, Oct. 21, 1936.

Testimony, Walter S.' Steele,
August 1938, Public Hearings,
Volume I, pp. 560-561.

.Same. 'Daily Worker, Jan. 18,
1935.

A Call was issued for a Congress of American revolutionary
writers to be held in New York City, May 1, 1935, with the
proposal-.

...,

that to this Congress shall be invited all writel s who have achieved
some standing in their respective fields; who have clearly indicated
their sympathy to the revolutionary cause; who do not need to be
convinced of the decay of capitalism, of the inevitability of revolution
* * * We believe such a Congress should create the League of American
Writers, affiliated with the International Union of Revolutionary
Writers.
This source named Kenneth Burke as one 'of those who
"have already responded to this call".

Congress of American Revolu-
tionary Writers (1) (2) (3).
Speaker at First, Second, and
Third Congress; Signer of Call
for Third Congress.

New Masses (1) (2) (3). Con-
tributor Reviewed Kenneth
Fearing's "Dead Reckoning."

Science and Society (1) (3). Con-
tributing Editor.

The Worker Sunday edition of the
Daily Worker (1) (3). Con-
tributor.

Daily Worker, Apr. 29, 1935;
Daily Worker, July 7 and 9,
1937; Program Direction, May-
June, 1939; Congressional Rec-
ord, Sept. 24, 1942, pp. 7685,
7686.

New Masses, June 15, 1937,
Oct. 5, 1937, Feb. - 8, 1939,
Feb. 21, 1939.

Science and Society, vol.. VIII
No. 2.

Issues of the Worker Dec. 21,
1931, Dec. 21, 1935.

The chief journalistic mouthpiece of the Communist Party * * *
founded in response to direct instructions 'from the Communist Inter-
national in Moscow..* * * No other .paper or publication of any kind
in all 'American 'history has ever been loaded with such a volume of sub-
versive, seditious, and treasonable utterance as has this organ of the
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American Communists. Special Committee, Report, March 29, 1944,
pp. 59, 60; Reports, January 3, 1939, p. 30; January 3, 1940, p. 7;
January 3, 1941, p. 14; and June 25, 1942, p. 4.

American Committee for Protec- Printed Program of 5thl National
tion of Foreign Born (1) (2) (3). Conference, Atlantic City. N.J.,
Sponsor. Mar. 29-30, 1941.

Book Union (2) (3). Member of Undated letterhead of Book
Advisory Council. Union, Inc.; Special Committee

Report, Mar. 29, 1944, p. 96.
EDWARD C. CARTER
A letterhead of the American Russian Institute, dated July 12, 1939,

named Edward C. Carter as a member of the Board'of Directors of
that organization; an invitation to dinner issued by the American
Russian Institute for October 19, 1944, and dedicated to American-
Soviet Post-War Relations, named him as'one of the sponsors and as
a member of the organization's Board of Directors.
The Attorney General of the United States cited the American

Russian Institute as Communist in letters released to the press April
27, 1949; redesignated pursuant to Executive Order 10450 in Con-
solidated List of April 1, 1954.
A letterhead of the Congress of American-Soviet Friendship, dated

October 27, 1942, contains the name of Edward 0. Carter in a list of
patrons of that congress, cited as a Communist-front organization by
the Special Committee on Un-American Activities in Report 1311 of
March 29, 1944.

It was reported in the Daily Worker of March 17, 1938 (p. 2) that
Edward C. Carter spoke at a meeting at Mecca Temple Auditorium
on "The Soviet Union and Present World Affairs." His photograph
appeared in the Daily Worker on November 8, 1941 (p. 5). -He was
identified. in this source as Chairmarn of the Board,, Russian War
Relief, Inc., and was being presented with a $5,000 check "to purchase
four portable X-ray machines and accessories." The Daily Worker
of June 28, 1945 (p. 4) reported that he had been invited to the
U. S. S. R. on relief problems.
The New York Times of July 3, 1944 reported that Edward C.

Carter, President, Russian War Relief, was invited to speak at an
annual convention of the International Workers Order, Carnegie Hall,
New York City.
The International Workers Order has been cited as "one of thie most

effective and closely knitted organizations among the Communist-
'front' movements". It has also been cited as "one of the strongest
Communist organizations." (Special Committee on Un-American
Activities in reports bf January 3, 1939; January 3, 1940; June 25,
1942; and March 29, 1944; and a report of the Committee on Un-
American Activities dated June 26, 1949, respectively.) The At-
torney General cited the International Workers Order as subversive
and Communist and as "one of the strongest Communist organiza-
tions" (press releases of December 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948;
also included in consolidated list of April 1, 1954; and the Congres-
sional Record of September 24, 1942, p. 7688 respectively).
Edward C. Carter contributed to Soviet Russia Today, as shown

in the May 1938 issue (page 10); he was named in the September 1941
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issue (pi 16),'as Chairmanedical Aid to Russia; he issued a state-
ment, published inSoiviet Russia Today (September 1941, p. 29),
in support of the:U S. S. R. Soviet Russis Today has been citedasas
Communist-front publication (Special iCommittee on Un-American
Activities, reports of June 25, 1942 and March 29, 1944; and the
Committee on Un-American Activities, report of October 23, 1949).
STUART CHASE,

Stuart Chase signed a letter of the American Friends of Spanish
Democracy' to the President as shown in the "Daily Worker" of
February7, 1938 (p. 4).

"In 1937-38, the Communist Party threw itself wholeheartedly
into the campaign for the support of the Spanish Loyalist" cause,'
recruiting men and organizing multifarious so-called- relief organiza-
tions * * such as * * American Friendsof Spanish Democracy."
(Special Committee on Un-American Activities, Report, March 29,
1944, p. 82.)
The Communist "Daily: Worker"' of January 21, 1938 (p. 2) named'

Stuart Chase: as a member of the Advisory Board of the organization
known as Descendants of the American Revolution; he was listed ini
the February 13, 1939' issue of that: newspaper (p. 2) as a 'member
of that organization; and a pamphlet entitled "Descendants of the
American Revolution7' named him as one of its sponsors.,
The Descendants of the American Revolution has been cited as a

"Communist' front organization set .up as a radical imitation of the
Daughters of ' the'"American Revolution. The Descendants have
uniformly,adheredtto the line of the Communist Party. * * * The
educational director * * * ,is one Howard Selsam, an instructor at
the Communist Party's Workers School in New York." i(Special
Committee' on Un-American Activities, Report No. 2277, dated June
25, 1942; pp. 18 and 19.) .

. he Russian Reconstruction Farms, Inc., was cited by the Special
Committee on Un-American Activities as a Communist enterprise
which was directed by Harold Ware, son of the well-known,Comrnu-nist, !Ella Reeve IBloor. It: received ,funds from the Garland Fund."
(Report No. 1311, dated March 29, 1944, p. 76.) On a letterhead of
the RussianP 6o'nsctionstin Fars, Inc., dated March 20,1926,.
Stuart Chase was listed as treasurer ofthe group.:
He was a sponsor of two organizations which were cited by. the'

Special Co'mmittee on Un-American Activiies in its Report No. 1311
of; March 29,':1944:. The, consumerss National. Federation, (from
pamphlet entitliei "The People vs. H. C,. L.", dated December 11-12'
1937); and the Public Use.of Arts Committe (as shown on an undated
letterhead of the group). ( ...

Stuart Chase was a member of the Reception Committee for, the
four Sovi.et flyer who flew 'the "Land of Soviets" from Moscow to,
New York in 1929; the reception was arranged under the auspices of
the Friends of the Soviet Union (see: pamphlet entitled, "Welcome,
'Land of SovieW1t ,, ;
The"Daily Wrker" of March 2, 1937 (p. 2) listed Stuart Chase as

a member of thee First .Amican Delegation the U. S. S. R. Stuart
Chase's activities i Moscow as a member of the unofficial American
labor delegation i 1927 are described in articles found in the "Daily
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People's World," April 3, 1953 (p. 7M) and the March 22, 1953 issue
of "The Worker" (p. 3). The March 8, 1937, issue of the "Daily
Worker" listed Stuart Chase as one of those who signed a "Call" for
the American Delegation to the U. S. S. R., sponsored by the Friends
of the Soviet Union.

Friends of the Soviet Union has been cited as "one of the most open
Communist fronts in the United States" whose purpose "is to propa-
gandize for and defend Russia and its system of government. * * *

(It) is a section of an international movement directed from Moscow."
The Friends admit that they "Penetrate our industrial sections."
(Special Committee on Un-American Activities, reports of January 3,
1939, January 3, 1940, June 25, 1942, and March 29, 1944.) Friends
of the Soviet Union was cited as subversive by the Attorney General
of the United States in letters to the Loyalty Review Board, released
December 4, 1947, June 1, and September 21, 1948. The organization
was redesignated by the Attorney General, April 27, 1953, and in-
cluded on the April 1, 1954 consolidated list of organizations previously
designated pursuant to Executive Order No. 10450.
During testimony of Benjamin Gitlow, former general secretary of

the Communist Party of the United States, before the Special Com-
mittee on Un-American Activities on September 11, 1939, the following
reference was made to Stuart Chase:
Then the party, upon instructions of the Communist International, started the

work of organizing what was to be known as an impartial delegation of American
trade unionists, who were not Communists, who would visit Soviet russia, travel
over the country, investigate conditions, and submit an impartial, unbiased
report to the American people on what were the actual conditions in Soviet
1Russia. And all this preliminary organization work and how to constitute the
committee and how to organize it, was done by the Communist Party in the
United States. And the money involved for expenses, that was first raised through
the furriers' union by having them take $500 out of their treasury, which was
later supplied by Moscow, because the traveling expenses and all of the expenses
involved ih the organization of the delegation was paid by Moscow, and when its
report was printed, the payment for printing the report also came from Moscow.

Following the above statement, the Honorable Joe Starnes requested
Mr. Gitlow to supply names of the members who went on that trip.
The name of Stuart Chase appeared on the list, identified as follows:

Director, Labor Bureau, Inc., and certified public accountant, Massachusetts
Institute of Technology and Harvard University, author, Tragedy of Waste, etc.
(See: Vol. 7, pp. 4699 and 4700, Public Hearings before the Special Committee
on Un-American Activities.)
The name of Stuart Chase appears in a list of sponsors of a Dinner-

Forum on "Europe Today," arranged under the auspices of the
American Committee to Save Refugees, the Exiled Writers Com-
mittee of the League of American Writers, and the United American
Spanish Aid Committee.
The American Committee to Save Refugees was cited as a Com-

munist front organization by the Special Committee on Un-American
Activities in its report of March 29, 1944.
The League of American Writers was cited as subversive and

Communist by the Attorney General in letters released June ,, 1948,
and September 21, 1948. The organization was redesignated April 27,
1953, and included on theApril 1,1954 consolidated list. The organi-
zation was cited previously by the Attorney General as "founded
under ConmuniSt aispices in 1935" (Congriessional Reco6d, Septe.mber'
24,1942, pp. 7685 and 7686). The SpecialCommittee on Un-American
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Activities, in its reports of January 3, 1940, June 25, 1942 and March
29, 1944 cited the League of American Writers as a Communist front
organization.
The United American Spanish Aid Committee was cited as Com-

munist by the Attorney General in a letter released July 25, 1949.
The organization was redesignated April 27, 1953, and included on the
April 1, 1954 consolidated list. The Special Committee on Un-
American Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 (pp. 82 and 138),cited the United American Spanish Aid Committee as a Communist
front organization.

According to an article which appeared in the "Daily Worker" of
February 13, 1937 (p. 2), Stuart Chase was one of those who signed the
cable which was sent to the President of Brazil by the PrestesDefense
Committee, "defending Luiz Carlos Prestes, leading Brazilian Com-
munist and former member of the executive committee of the Com-
munist International." (Cited by the Special Committee on Un-
American Activities in Report 1311 of March 29, 1944, p. 112.)Mr. Chase was shown in the October 1927 issue of "New Masses"
(p. 3) as Contributing Editor of that publication; in the January 1928
issue (p. 5) he was listed as a contributor.

"Probably no one who is acquainted even superficially with the
New Masses Magazine would deny that it is the weekly publicationof the Communist Party." (Report No. 2277 of June 25, 1942, bythe Special Committee on Un-American Activities.) The publicationwas cited several times in the Special Committee's report No. 1311
(pages 127, 139, 166, 75). The Attorney General cited the publica-tion as a "Communist periodical" (Congressional Record, September
24, 1942, p. 7688).

Another Communist magazine to which Stuart Chase contributed
was "The Liberator," cited by the Special Committee on Un-
American Activities in Report No. 2277 of June 25, 1942. (See:"The Liberator," June 1918, p. 24; July 1922, p. 11; and August1922, p. 23.)

Stuart Chase was the subject of an article by Ted Tinsley in the
March 14, 1952 issue of the "Daily People's World" (Magazine
Section, p. 2). The following is quoted from that article: "For a
time Stuart Chase was left of center. Now he chases from centerfield
to right, patting his glove and waiting to catch the next theory on the
fly."
EVANS CLARK

Organization and affiliation Source
Conference on Pan American De- Letterhead, Nov. 16, 1938; testi-
mocracy (1) (2). Sponsor. mony of Walter S. Steele,

public hearings, Committee on
Un-American Activities, July
21, 1947 p. 136.

Consumers National Federation "The People vs. H. C. L." a pam-
(1). Sponsor. phlet: p. 2, Dec. 11-12, 1937.

Russian Soviet Government Bu- "Revolutionary Radicalism,"
reau. Member of Staff. Part 1, Vol. 1, p. 655 (Report

of the Joint Legislative Com-
mittee' of the State of New'
York' Investigating Seditious

-Activities-1920).:56047----17
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HENRY STEELE COMMAGER
Organization and affilation
Committee of Welcome for the
"Red" Dean of Canterbury,
Very Reverend Hewlett John-
son, D. D., 1948. Dean John-
son was originally invited to
visit the U. S. by the National
Council of American-Soviet
Friendship, for a country-wide
tour under its auspices. (1) (2)
(3). Member.

Source
Daily Worker, Sept. 22, 1948.

Wrote article "Who is Loyal to America" for Harpers, September
1947, which was praised by Samuel Sillen in the Daily Worker of
September 4, 1947, who said:

Mr. Commager * * * writes in sharp warning and protest against the current
"lovalty" agitation in which he sees the reversal of the American heritage. The
article by this influential historian is one of the most important statements to
appear in an American publication this year.
Wrote in New York Times Magazine, Sunday, November 1950,

which was featured in an article in the Daily Worker of November 29,
1950, entitled "Leading Historian Warns: 'We Are Moving Away
From Americanism.' " Following are excerpts:

In the nation's embarking on "imperialistic adventures" and its attack on free-
dom of expression and association we are moving from "Americanism toward un-
Americanism," Henry Steele Commager, prominent Columbia University histo-
rian, declared Sunday in an article in the New York Times Magazine * * * "Not
only the McCarran Act, but a hundred state and local laws and ordinances testify
to our readiness to penalize dissent and nonconformity," he wrote, erroneously
attributing to the people the actions of the pro-fascist minority. Taking a crack
at the Attorney General's list and the McCarran Act, he said "we are no longer
willing to take our chances with voluntary organizations-those organizations
which from the days of the Mayflower Compact to the present have furnished the
real machinery of our democracy-but require that they be vacuum-cleaned in
advance * * *" He hit out at the persecution of progressive teachers and the
idea that Communists not be allowed to teach by declaring that "we demand that
they conform to a prearranged pattern." Closely connected with this attitude
toward war and peace, he said, is the deeply ingrained tradition of supremacy of
c vil over military authority. That principle, he suggested, has gone by the boards,
as witness supp ortfor MacArthur's "attempt to determine American policy
toward Formosa and-by implication--toward China."

AARON COPLAND
Organization and affiliation Source

All Eisler Program, Town Hall, Release dated Feb. 28, 1948.
February 28, 1948. Sponsor.

Aaron Copland signed a petition to the Attorney General
in behalf of Hans Eisler, a Communist, according to the
Daily Worker, December 17, 1947.

Signed a protest against a ban on a Communist speech,
according to Daily Worker, October 23, 1936.

Signed a statement to President Roosevelt, defending the
Communist Party, according to the Daily Worker, March
5, 1941.

American Committee for Democ- Attachment to letterhead of or-
racy and. Intellectual Freedom ganization, dated Jan. 17, 1940.
(2) (3). Signer of petition spon-
sored by organization.
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Organization and affiliation
American Committee for Protec-

tion of Foreign Born (1) (2) (3)
"one of the oldest auxiliaries of
Communist Party in the United
States." Sponsor, 5th Nat'l.
Conference, Atlantic City, N. J.,
March 1941.

N. Y. Committee for Protection
of Foreign Born (1) (2) (3).
Sponsor.

United Nations in America Din-
ner, sponsored by American
Committee (1) (2) (3). Sponsor.

American League Against War
and Fascism (1) (2) (3) later
again known as American
League for Peace and Democ-
racy (1) (2) (3). Judge of song
contest under auspices of N. Y.
City Division.

Artists Front to Win the War (2)
(3). Sponsor.

Citizens Committee for Harry
Bridges (1) (2) (3). Committee
member and/or sponsor.

Committee of Professional Groups
for Browder and Ford (1).
Member.

Coordinating Committee to Lift
the Embargo (1) (3). (Set up
during the Spanish Civil War by
the Communist Party.) Listed
as representative Booklet in-
dividual in.

American Music Alliance of
Friends of the Abraham Lincoln
Brigade (1) (3). Entertained
by Copland.

Frontier Films (1) (3). Member
of Advisory Board.

Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Com-
mittee (1) (2) (3). Sponsor of
"The Century of the Common
Man" dinner.

National Committee for Peoples
Rights (formerly known as the
National Committee for the De-
fense of Political Prisoners) (1)
(2) (3) "substantially equivalent
to International Labor Defense,
legal arm of the Communist
Party." Member.

Program.
Source

Letterhead, Jan. 2, 1941.

Invitation to dinner, Apr. 17,
1943.

New Masses, Nov. 16, 1937..

Program, Oct. 16, 1942, Daily
Worker, Oct. 7 1942.

Letterhead, dated Sept. 11, 1941.

Letterhead, dated Sept. 22, 1936,
Daily Worker, Sept. 2,1936.

"These Americans Sayl"

Daily Worker, Mar. 26, 1938.

Daily Worker, Apr. 6, 1937.

Leaflet "News You Don't Get"
dated Nov. 15, 1938. Letter-
head, Oct. 31, 1935.
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Organization and affiliation
National Council of American-

Soviet Friendship. Sponsor.

Signer statement calling for
conference with Soviet
Union, sponsored by NCA-
SF.

Signer of statement in praise
of Henry Wallace's open
letter to Stalin, in May
1948.

Signer, letter to Mayor of
Stalingrad, released by Na-
tional Council.

Musicians Committee of Na-
tional Council. Vice Chair-
man.

American-Soviet Cultural
Conference, November 18,
1945 (1) (2) (3). Speaker.

National Council of Arts, Sciences
and Professions (1). Signer,
letter in support of Henry A.
Wallace.
Speaker_--- ____-

Cultural and Scientific Conference
for World Peace (1). Sponsor
and speaker.

National Federation for Consti-
tutional Liberties (1) (2) (3).
Signer, appeal by NFCL for
"immediate dismissal of charges
against Sam Adams Darcy,
Communist leader * * *."

Signer, Open Letter to Presi-
dent of U. S., urging recon-
sideration of order deport-
ing Harry Bridges, spon-
sored by NFCL.

New Masses Benefit (1) (2) (3).
Entertainer.

Non-Partisan Committee for Re-
Election of Congressman Vito
Marcantonio (1) (3). Member.

Open Letter in Defense of Harry
Bridges (1). Signer.

Source
Call to the Congress of American-

Soviet Friendship, Nov. 6-8,
1943; letter dated Mar. 13,
1946; memorandum issued by
organization Mar. 18, 1946.

Daily Worker, June 21, 1948.

Pamphlet "How to End the Cold
War and Build the Peace,"
issued by National Council.

Soviet Russia Today, June 1943.

Report to members of NCA-SF
by Director, Mar. 7, 1945.

Testimony, Walter S. Steele,
Public Hearings, July 21, 1947.

Daily Worker, Oct. 19, 1948.

Daily Worker, Feb. 28, 1949.
Conference program, Daily
Worker Feb. 21, 1949, Mar.
13, 1949.

Daily Worker, Dec. 19, 1940.

Pamphlet, published by NFCL,
"600 Prominent Americans Ask
President to Rescind Biddle
Decision"; Letter referred to
fact it is equally essential that
the Attorney general's ill-ad-
vised, arbitrary and unwar-
ranted findings relative to the
Communist Party be re-
scinded."

New Masses, Feb. 1, 1938.

Letterhead, dated Oct. 3, 1936.

Daily Worker, July 19, 1942.
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Organization and affiliation . Source
Reichstag Fire Trial Anniversary Advertisement appearing in N. Y.

(1) (3). Signer of Declaration. Times, Dec. 22, 1943.
Schappes Defense Committee (1) Undated letterhead, and pamphl

(2) (3). Sponsor. let "In the Case of Morris U.
Schappes."

"The First of May". Composed Testimony of Hans Eisler, Sept.
and written By Copeland. 24, 25 and 26, 1947.

The dark epoch of fascism makes it clear to each honest artist that
close cooperation with the working masses is the only way leading to
creative art. Only in a revolutionary struggle will an artist find his
own individuality. * * * Similar developments can be observed in
America where the recognized composer, Aaron Copeland, has com-
posed a mass song "The First of May". * * evolutionary music
is now more powerful than ever. Its political and artistic importance
is growing daily.

In an interview with Eisler appearing in the Evening
Moscow June 27, 1935, he stated:

I Em extremely pleased to report a considerable shift to the left
among the American artistic intelligensia. I don't think it would be
an exaggeration to state that the best people in the musical world of
America (with very few exceptions) share at present extremely pro-
gressive ideas.

Their names? They are Aaron Copeland, * * *
American Council on Soviet Rela-

tions. Signer, Statement to the
President of the U. S. urging
declaration of war on Finland.

GEORGE S. COUNTS
George S. Counts was a sponsor of the National Congress for

Unemployment and Social Insurance, as shown on a list of members
of the New York City Sponsoring Committee dated December 12;
1934. The National Congress for Unemployment and Social Insur-
ance held January 5-7, 1935, in Washington, D. C., and headed by
Herbert Benjamin, a leading Communist, was cited as a Communist
front by the Special Committee on Un-American Activities in Report
1311 of March 29, 1944 (pp. 94 and 116).
A letterhead of the American League Against War and Fascism

dated August 22, 1935, listed George S. Counts as a member of the
National Executive Committee. The same information was shown
in the "Daily Worker" of August 17, 1934 and on the "Call to the
Second U. S. Congress Against War and Fascism September 28, 29
and 30, 1934, Chicago, Illinois" (p. 2). The U. S. Attorney General
cited the American League Against War and Fascism as subversive
and Communist in letters furnished the Loyalty Review Board and
released to the press by the U. S. Civil Service Commission, December
4, 1947, and September 21, 1948; it had been cited, previously, by the
Attorney General as a Communist front (Congressional Record,
September 24, 1942, p. 7683). The Special Committee on Un-
American Acitivities cited the American League Against War and
Fascism as "organized at the First United States Congress Against
War which was held in New York City, September 29 to October 1,
1933. Four years later at Pittsburgh, November 26-28, 1937, the
name of the organization was changed to the American League for
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Peace and Democracy. * * * It remained as completely under the
control of Communists when the name was changed as it had been
before." (Report 1311, March 29, 1944, p. 53; also cited in Reports,
January3, 1939; January 3, 1940; and June 25, 1942.)

George S. Counts was a member of the National Committee for the
Defense of Political Prisoners (letterhead, October 31, 1935) and a
member of the National Committee for People's Rights (letterhead,
July 13, 1938; "News You Don't Get," November 15, 1938).
The National Committee for the Defense of Political Prisoners,

"substantially equivalent to International Labor Defense, legal arm
of the Communist Party," changed its name "in January 1938 to
National Committee for People's Rights * * * no substantial change
was made in its set-up or functions." (U. S. Attorney General
Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, p. 7686.) The National
Committee for theDefense of Political Prisoners was cited as subversive
and Communist by the Attorney General in lists furnished the Loyalty
Review Board (press releases of December 4, 1947 and September 21,
1948). Both the National Committee for the Defense * * * and
the National Committee for People's Rights were cited as Communist
fronts by the Special Committee on Un-American Activities in Re-
ports of June 25, 1942 (pp. 20) and March 29, 1944 (p. 48 and 182).
The National Committee for People's Rights was cited by the Com-
mittee on Un-American Activities as being among a "maze of organi-
zations" which were "spawned for the alleged purpose of defending
civil liberties in general but actually intended to protect Communist
subversion from any penalties under the law" (Report 1115, September
2, 1947, p. 3).

In a pamphlet entitled "The People vs. H. C. L.," of December
11-12, 1937 (p. 2). George Counts was shown as a sponsor of the Con-
sumers National Federation which was cited as a Communist-front
organization by the Special Committee on Un-American Activities
in Report 1311, March 29, 1944 (p. 155).

George S. Counts was one of those who signed a petition of the
American Friends of Spanish Democracy to lift the arms embargo
("Daily Worker," April 8 1938, p. 4); he was one of the sponsors
of the Conference on Pan American Democracy, as shown on a letter-
head of that organization dated November 16, 1938. He was a
sponsor of a Citizens' Rally held under the auspices of the American
·Committee for Democracy and Intellectual Freedom, April 13, 1940
in New York City (leaflet, "Citizens Rally").
The American Friends of Spanish Democracy was cited as a Com-

munist front by 'the Special Committee on Un-American Activities
in Report 1311 of March 29, 1944.
* The Conference on Pan-American Democracy (known also as
Council for Pan American Democracy) has been cited as a Com-
munist front which defended Carlos Luiz Prestes, a Brazilian Com-
munist leader and former member of the executive committee of the
Communist International (Special Committee on Un-American
Activities in Report 2277, June 25, 1942 and Report 1311, March 29,
1944). It has also been cited as subversive and Communist by the
U. S. Attorney General (press releases of the U. S. Civil Service Com-
thission dated June 1 and September 21, 1948).
'The American Committee for Democracy and Intellectual Freedom
as'.cited as a Communist front which defended Communist teachers
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(Special Committee on Un-American Activities, Reports of June 26,
1942 and March 29, 1944).
George S. Counts was a member of the Advisory Board of the

American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born, as shown on
letterheads of the organization dated January 1940 and April 27,
1938 and on the "Call to the Third Annual Conference" of the group.
He was a sponsor of the American Committee for Protection of For-
eign Born, according to a letterhead announcing the fourth Annual
Conference which was held at the Hotel Annapolis, Washington,
D. C., March 2-3, 1940.

The American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born was cited
as "one of the oldest auxiliaries of the Communist Party in the
United States" in Report 1311 of the Special Committee on Un-
American Activities. It had previously been. cited by the Special Com-
mittee in Report 2277 of June 25, 1942. The American Committee
* * * has been cited as subversive and Communist by the U. S.
Attorney General in lists furnished the Loyalty Review Board (press
releases of June 1 and September 21, 1948).
A pamphlet entitled "Presenting the American Student Union"

(back cover) shows that George S, Counts was a member of the
Advisory Board of this organization, cited as a Communist front by
the Special Committee * * * in Reports of January 3, 1940; June 25,
1942; and March 29, 1944.
He was a member of the National Committee of the Student Con-

gress Against War, according to a pamphlet issued by the organiza-
tion, "Fight War" (p. 4):
During the Christmas holidays of 1932, the Student Congress Against War was

convened at the University of Chicago. This gathering was held at the direct
instigation of the (Amsterdam) World Congress Against War. The Chicago Con-
gress was completely controlled by the Communists of'the National Student
League. * * * The gathering ended its sessions by adopting the program of the
(Amsterdam) World Congress Against War which, is has been pointed out, called
for "the turning of imperialist war into civil war." For many years, the latter
slogan represented one of the chief objectives of the Communist movement
throughout the world. (Special Committee on Un-American activities, Report
1311, March 29, 1944, p. 119.)
George S. Counts was a sponsor of the New York Tom Mooney

Committee, as shown on an undated letterhead of the Committee.
For many years, the Communist Party organized widespread agitation around

the Mooney case, and drew its members and followers into the agitation (Eeport
1311, March 29, 1944, p. 154, Special Committee * * *).
A booklet entitled "These Americans Say:" (p. 8) listed George S.

Counts as a representative individual who advocated lifting the em-
bargo against Spain; the booklet was published by the Coordinating
Committee to Lift the Embargo, cited as one of a number of front
organizations set up during the Spanish Civil War by the Communist
Party (Report 1311 of the'Special Committee * * * pp. 137 and 138).

George S. Counts, identified as the editor of "Social Frontier,"
endorsed the Reorganization Plan of Commonwealth College, as shown
in "Fortnightly," August 15, 1937 (p. 3). Commonwealth College at
Mena, Arkansas, was cited as Communist by the U. S. Attorney
General in a list furnished the Loyalty Review Board (press releaseo(f-
April 27, 1949). The Special Committee * * * cited it as a "Corn.
munist enterprise" (Report of March 29, 1944, p. 76 and 167).
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In Public Hearings before the Special Committee oni Un-American
Activities, Mr. Walter S. Steele testified that Dr. George Counts was
one of those who headed the American Russian Institute, New York,
New York (Vol. I, p. 344). The American Russian Institute (New
York) was cited as Communist by the U. S. Attorney General in a list
furnished the Loyalty Review Board (press release of April 27, 1949).

Dr. George S. Counts, identified as Associate Director of the Inter-
national Institute of Teachers College, ColuInbia University, was the
chief speaker at the first membership mass meeting of the New York
branch of the Friends of the Soviet Union held in New York City,
April 11, 1930, as shown in the "Daily Worker" of April 8, 1930 (p. 1).
He spoke on "Educational and Social Planning in the Soviet Union."
In the same article it was reported that "Dr. Counts has just returned
from a 6,000 mile trip through the Soviet Union. He was a member
of the technical staff of the American trade union delegation that
visited the U. S S. R. in 1927."
The Friends of the Soviet Union, predecessor of the American

Council on Soviet Relations, was cited as Communist by the U. S.
Attorney General in lists furnished the Loyalty Review Board (press
releases of December 4, 1947, June 1, and September 21, 1948). The
Special Committee * * * cited the Friends of thb Soviet Union as
"one of the most open Communist fronts in the United States," whose
purpose "is to propagandize for and defend Russia and its system of
government." It "is a section of an international movement directed
from Moscow." The Friends admit "they penetrate our industrial
sections" (Report, January 3, 1939; also cited in Reports, January 3,
1940; June 25, 1942; and March 29, 1944).
In Public Hearings before the Special Committee on Un-American

Activities, September 11, 1939, Benjamin Gitlow, former General
Secretary of the Communist Party of the United States, submitted
the names of the members of the American Trade Union Delegation
to the Soviet Union in 1927. (See reference in first paragraph of this
page.) Mr. Gitlow gave the following testimony concerning the dele-
gation and listed "George S. Counts, Ph. D., professor of education,
Teachers' College; director of International Institute of Education"
as a member of the Technical and Advisory Staff of the delegation:

Mr. GITLOW. * * * In order to win the trade unions' support of Soviet Russia,
and particularly to mobilize them behind a campaign for recognition of Soviet
Russia, the Communist International instructed the American party to organize
a delegation of trade unionists who would be invited to visit the Soviet Union,
travel, and see for themselves, and draw up a report. The report should be used
for propaganda purposes among trade unionists, and the trade-union leaders,
who would be brought to Moscow, an effort would be made to win them over for
the campaign of recognition in support of the Soviet Union.

* * * * * * *

Then the party, upon instructions of the Communist International, started the
work of organizing what was to be known as an impartial delegation of American
trade unionists, who were not Communists, who would visit Soviet Russia, travel
over the country, investigate conditions,,and submit an impartial, unbiased report
to the American people on what were the actual conditions in Soviet Russia.
And all this preliminary organization Work and how to constitute the com-

mittee and how to organize it, was done by the Communist Party in the United
States. And the money involved for expenses, that was first raised through the
furriers' union by having them take $500 out of their treasury which was later
supplied by Moscow, because the traveling expenses and all of the expenses in-
volved in the organization of this delegation was paid by Moscow, and when its
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report was printed, the payment for printing the report also came from Moscow.
But Moscow paid about five times what it cost to print the report, and the rest
of the money went into the party treasury.

*f * , * * * . * *

Well, I can say that the delegation was split into three parts, and in 2 weeks'
time they had to cover thousands of miles. Every place where they stopped they-
were met by a reception committee. They were given banquets. They were
taken on sightseeing tours and they had no time to investigate actual conditions.
They had what you call one wild party from the day they landed in Russia to the
day they got out of Russia'
At the same time the technical staff surrounding the delegation, the staff of

economists, so-called, and experts, Wivho were supposed to advise the delegation' oh'
what they were seeing and to explain it to them-these people were all party
people. And these were the people who actually wrote the report and when they
wrote the report, their report first was O. K.'d by the Communist International
and later on the American Communist Party again went over the report with a
fine comb to see that nothing detrimental to Russia would slip into the report.
* * * (Public Hearings, Volume 7, pp. 4699-4701.)
On August 19, 1949, the Committee on Un-American Activities

issued the "Review of the Scientific and Cultural Conference for
World Peace," in which the conference which was arranged by the
National Council of the Arts, Sciences and Professions was cited as a
"gathering at the Waldorf-Astoria Hotel in New York City on March
25, 26 and 27, 1949," which "was actually a supermobilization of
the inveterate wheelhorses and supporters of the Communist Party
and its auxiliary organizations." The same Review (p. 13) contains
the following reference to Professor Counts:

In an open letter to the Conference signed by Prof. George S. Counts, of Teach-
ers' College, Columbia University, and Sidney Hook, well-known philosopher,
they pointed out the plight of culture under Soviet system represented by Fadayev
and his associates. We quote the letter in part:

"Over the last three decades the Soviet dictatorship 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 disappeared without a trace. Some we know are dead. Some are perhaps
dragging out their last days in a Siberian prison camp."

Addressing themselves to Dr. Harlow Shapley, the Conference chairmen, the
writers asked:
"when the delegate's 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 Pasternak, Babel, Ivan Katayev, Orlov and Pilnyak?"
The "Daily Worker" of January 6, 1953 (p. 5) published an editorial,

"Dr. Counts is Afraid," which stated:
Dr. GEORGE S. COUNTS, many of whose associates in the Liberal Party and the

labor movement are demanding clemency for Ethel and Julius Rosenberg, sought
to dissipate the growing movement against the planned cold-war twin-murder
with a redbaiting blast in yesterday's newspapers. Counts spoke for the
American Committee for Cultural Freedom, a misnamed group sponsored by the
U. S. State Department.
The Rosenbergs are, guilty, announced Counts,' because "the Daily Worker

didn't even bother to inform its readers that the trial was taking place." Are we
to believe that henceforth juries will adjudge guilt or innocence on the basis of
the Daily Worker's news selection? However, the record will reveal that the
Daily Worker did report the trial.

"This preeminent fact of guilt," Counts threatens "must be openly acknowl-
edged before any appeal for clemency can be regarded as having been made in
good faith." Here Counts repeats the Justice Department's immoral invitation
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to the Rosenbergs to become stool-pigeons. The Rosenbergs insist upon their
right to proclaim their innocence. And those who have read the record of the
case agree with them.

This gruesome effort of Counts to smother the Rosenberg clemency movement
with a blanket of redbaiting indicates the extent and the power of that move-
ment. * * *

MALCOLM COWLEY
Organization and affiliation

Communist Party Mass Meeting
(New York District). Speaker.

Call for support of Communist
Party National Elections and
its candidates, Foster and Ford.
Signer of Call and later state-
ment.

Protest Against Attack on Right
of Communist Party to Use
Ballot. Signer, Open Letter to
President.

League of Professional Groups for
Foster and Ford. Member.

Mother Ella Reeve Bloor 45th
Anniversary Banquet. Sponsor.

Mother Bloor Celebration Com-
mittee, honoring 75th birthday
in 1937. Ella Reeve Bloor was
a well-known Communist leader.
Sponsor.

Committee for I. Amster's Candi-
dacy. Amster was Communist
Party candidate for president
N. Y. City Board of Aldermen.
Member.

Letter upholding Simon W. Ger-
son, avowed Communist, as
confidential assistant to.
Borough president of Manhat-
tan (forced to resign in 1940)
(3). Signer.

American Committee for Democ-
racy and Intellectual Freedom
(1) (3). Signer,petitionattached
to letterhead Jan. 17, 1940.

American Committee for Struggle
Against War (1) (3). Chairman.

American League Against War
and Fascism (1) (2) (3). Mem-
ber, national committee.

Member, National executive
committee.

Member, editorial committee
of . "Fight"-official pub-
lic'tion of League.

Contributor --------

Source
Daily Worker, Apr. 7, 1933.

Daily Worker, Sept.
Daily Worker, Nov.

14, 1932;
6, 1933.

Daily Worker, July 23, 1940.

Culture and Crisis, p. 32.

Program, Jan. 24, 1936.

Undated letterhead.

Daily Worker, Oct. 21,
New Masses, Nov. 1938;
Worker, Nov. 3, 1936.

1936;
Daily

Daily Worker, Feb. 10, 1938.

"The Struggle Against War," June
1933.

Call to the Second U. S. Con-
gress against War and Fascism.,
Sept. 28, 29, and 30, 1934,
Chicago.

Letterhead, Aug. 22, 1935.

"Fight", January 1934.

December 1933, issue.
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Organization and affiliation
American League for Peace and
Democracy (successor to Amer-
ican League Against War and
Fascism) (1) (2) (3). Member
of Advisory Board-N. Y. City
Division.
Endorsed 5th N. Y. City Con-

ference.
Writers and Artists Committee of
American League (1) (2) (3).
Member.

American Friends of Spanish De-
mocracy (1) (3). Member of
General Committee.
Medical Bureau. Sponsor. -

Send-Off Dinner for Ambu-
lance Corps (given by
American Writers and Art-
ists Committee). Sponsor.

American Society for Technical
Aid to Spanish Democracy (1).
Member, Board of Directors.

North American Committee to Aid
Spanish Democracy (1) (2) (3).
Sponsor.

American Relief Ship for Spain (1)
(3). Sponsor.

Spanish Refugee Relief Campaign
(1) (3). Sponsor.

Conference on Pan American De-
mocracy (1) (2) (3). Signer of
"Call." Sponsor.

Source
Letterheads dated Sept. 22 and

26, 1938 and Mar. 21, 1939..

Daily Worker, Mar. 4, 1939.

Letterhead of American Leagui
Apr. 6, 1939.

New Masses, Jan. 5, 1937.

New Masses, Mar, 16, 1937.

New Masses, Jan. 26, Feb. 16;
1937.

New Masses, Sept. 28, 1937.

Letterhead, Sept. 3, 1938.

Pamphlet "Children in Concen.
tration Camps."

"News You Don't Get", Nov. 15,
1938. Letterhead dated Nov.
16, 1938.

Defended Carlos Luiz Prestes, Brazilian Communist
Leader, and former member of the executive committee of
the Communist International.

Descendants of the American Rev- Daily Worker, Feb. 13, 1939.
olution (1) (3). Member, Spon- Pamphlet issued by organiza4
sor. tion.

Set up as a radical imitation of tle Daughters of the Ameri-
can Revolution, which has uniformly adhered to the line of
the Communist Party ** * Special Committee Report,
June 25, 1942.

Friends of the Soviet Union Prede-
cessor of American Council on
Soviet Relations (1) (2) (3).
Endorsed National Committee.

Frontier Films (1) (3). Member
of Advisory Board.

Soviet Russia Today, December
1933.

Daily Worker, Apr. 6, 1937.
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Organization and affiliation
Golden Book of American Friend-

ship' with the Soviet Union
(1) (3). Signer.

Open Letter to American Liberals
(1) (3). Signer.

International Labor Defense Pris-
oners' Relief Fund (1) (2) (2)
(3). Member.

Signer of petition to Japanese
Ambassador issued by ILD.

Sponsor of Christmas Drive .-
Sponsor of Summer Milk Drive- -

Source
Soviet Russia Today, November

1937.

Soviet Russia Today, March
1937.

"Labor Defender", publication of
I. L. D., July 1931.

Daily Worker, Mar. 19, 1938.

"Equal Justice " publication of
ILD, November 1938.

"Equal Justice," publication of
ILD, June 1939.

Cited as the "legal arm of the Communist Party" by Attor-
ney General (Congressional Record, September 24, 1943,
p. 7686); redesignated by Attorney General April 1, 1954.

John Reed Clubs (1) (3). Member
National Committee for Defense

of Political Prisoners (1). (2) (3).
Member.

Predecessor of National Com-
mittee for Peoples Rights
(1) (2) (3). Member.

National Congress for Unemploy-
ment and Social Insurance (1)
(3). Signer of "Call"; Sponsor.

National People's Committee
Against Hearst (1) (3). (Sub-
sidiary of American League for
Peace and Democracy). Mem-
ber.

National Student League (1) (2)
(3). Signer of Call for Support.

Congress of American Revolution-
ary Writers (1). Signer of Call.

League of American Writers (1)
(2) (3). Member; 'Member of
Executive Committee; Vice
President.

Daily Worker, May 21, 1930.
Letterhead, dated Oct. 31, 1935.

Letterhead, dated July 13, 1938
"News You Don't Get", Nov.
15, 1938.

Unemployment Insurance Re-
view, Volume 1 (1935) p. 3;
Leaflet, "Call to a National
Congress for Unemployment
and Social Insurance," headed
by Herbert Benjamin, leading
Communist.

Letterhead, Mar. 16, 1937.

Daily Worker, Sept. 28, 1932.

Daily Vorker, Jan. 18, 1935.

Bulletin of League; Daily
Worker, Apr. 30, 1935; Letter-
heads, dated Dec. 29, 1938 and
July 7, 1939.
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Organization and affiliation
American Writers' Congress Spon-

sored by. League of American
Writers (1) (2) (3). Addressed
1st Congress "What the Revo-
lutionary Movement Can Give
to The Writer."
Elected delegate to Inter-

nationalCongressofWriters
in Madrid, June 20, 1937;
speaker at American
Writers' Congress, June
4-6, 1937; elected vice
president.

Signed call of 3rd American
Writers' Congress.

Chairman of arrangements
3rd American Writers' Con-
gress.

'* ; I.'*'a. , Source
Daily Worker, Apr. 29, 1935.

Daily Worker, June 8, 1937.

Direction, May-June 1939.

Program.

Speaker at general delegates Program, 3rd American Writers'
session of that congress. Congress.

Earl Browder, general secretary of the Communist Party was
a speaker at the second biennial American Writers Congress
in 1937, sponsored by the League of American Writers

Book Union (1) (3). Member, Book Union Bulletin, August
editorial Board. 1938.

International Publishers-Anni- Daily Worker, Dec. 18, 1934.
versary Reception of (1) (2) (3).

Attended dinner:
Daily Worker (1) (2) (3). Con- Issues of Apr. 6, 1933; Sept. 30,

tributor. 1933: Nov. 6. 1933; Dec. 21,

Soviet Russia Today (1) (3).
Member, editorial Board.

Contributing editor_----
Veterans of the Abraham Lincoln

Brigade (1) (2) (3). Signer,
protest .to President and At-
torney General against attacks
against Abraham Lincoln
Brigade.

Defense of Hans Eisler. Com-
municated with State Depart-
ment in behalf of Eisler.

1935. Photograph in issue of
Sept. 21, 1934. Reported as
a witness for Alger Hiss issue
of June 24, 1949.

Issues of December 1938, January
1939.

June 28, 1932.
Daily Worker, Feb. 21, 1940,

Testimony of George S. Messer-
smith (Hearings Regarding
Hans Eisler, pp. 127-129).
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Reference to Malcolm Cowley in "International Litera-
.ture, " .published by State Publishing House, Moscow,
Russia, official organ of International Union of Revolution-
ary Writers:
Two gatherings held in one evening in New York City were a clear

indication of the radicalization of the American Intellectuals as a
whole. About 2,000 professionals, artists, writers, and scientists gath-
ered as a public demonstration of the support of the American intel-
lectuals to the Communist candidates in the recent election. * * *
Malcom Cowley, literary editor of the New Republic, explainedhis reasons for acceptance of a revolutionary position: "It wasn't

the depression that got me," Cowley said. "It was the boom; I saw
my friends writing tripe demanded by the present order, stultified
and corrupted and unable to make real use of their talents. After
that I had to discover the reason for this state of affairs which comes
from the very nature of the ruling class that lives by exploitingeveryone else."
Organization and affiliation Source

New Republic. Editor. ---. Report of House Un-American
Activities Committee, No. 2277,
June 25, 1942; No. 2748, Jan.
2, 1943.

Our investigation has shown that a steady barrage against Congress
comes * * * from the New Republic, one of whose editors, Malcolm
Cowley, was recently forced out of an $8,000 Government job by the ex-
posure of his Communist activities * * *

Parenthetically, it may be said that Malcolm Cowley, one of the edi-
tors of the New Republic, published a volume of poetry in February of
this yvar in which volume he described enthusiastically the capture of
the Capitol in Washington by a revolutionary mob.
On January 15, 1942, the chairman of the committee, in a speech on

the floor of the House, called attention to the presence in the Office of
Facts and Figures, of one Malcolm Cowley, chief information analyst,
at a salary of $8,000 per annum. The chairman inserted in his speech
the record of Malcolm Cowley which showed 7.2 affiliations with the Com-
munist Party and its front organizations. Several weeks later, Mr. Cow-
ley resigned his position with the Federal Government.

LAUCHLIN CURBIE
On August 13, 1948, Lauchlin Currie appeared before the Committee

on. Un-American Activities at his request to answer false statements
and misleading suggestions which had been made concerning him in
prior testimony before this committee. His name was first brought
into the picture in testimony of Elizabeth Bentley, July 31, 1948
(p. 519), as follows:
Mr. STRIPLING. * * * Are there any other names, Miss Bentley, of the Sil-

vermaster group that you have not mentioned?
Miss BENTLEY. Just ofie. The man was not a Communist but he did give

information. Lauchlin Currie.
Mr. STRIPLING. What type of information did he give?
Miss BENTLEY. Well, being in the position he was in, he had inside information

-on Government policy.-
Mr. STRIPLING. Was he a secretary to the President of the United States?
Miss BENTLEY. I believe that was his title. I am not sure. * * *
Mr. STRIPLING. He was employed in the White House, was he not?
Miss BENTLEY. Yes.
Mr. STRIPLING. What information did he furnish? What type?
Miss BENTLEY. He furnished inside information on this Government's attitude

toward China, toward other governments. He once related to us the information
that the American Government was on the verge of breaking the Soviet code,
various things.
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Lauchlin Currie's testimony (mentioned above) is quoted, in part,as follows:
Mr. CURRIE. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, my name isLauchlin Currie; I reside at 165 Gaylor Road, Scarsdale, N. Y.

* * * *. * * *
First, some facts concerning my background and history. I was born in 1902in Nova Scotia, Canada. My father, a Canadian citizen, was of Scottish descent.My mother, nee Alice Eisenhauer, also a Canadian citizen, is of German descent.In 1911 and again in 1918 my family spent the year in the United States where·I attended school. I took my undergraduate university work at London Uni-versity and then came to Harvard in 1925 where I did my graduate work andreceived my Ph. D. and remained as a teacher of economics. Shortly after comingto Harvard I took out my first papers applying for United States citizenship.My naturalization was completed in 1934. While at Harvard I was offered aposition in the Treasury Department. In 1934 I accepted it and came to Wash-ington, where I worked under Mr. Marriner Eccles until he was made Chairmanof the Federal Peserve Board later in that year. I went with him to the Board asassistant director of research.
In 1939 I was appointed by President Poosevelt as Administrative Assistantto the President with special duties in the field of economics. I retained thatposition until 1945, during which time I was sent twice to China to confer withGeneralissimo Chiang-Kai-shek. During part of this period, in 1943-44, I con-currently held the office of Deputy Administrator of the Foreign Econonric Ad-ministration. In early 1945, on behalf of the Secretary of State, I headed a war-time trade and financial mission to Switzerland.
In 1945 I resigned from Government service to enter private business and I amnow president of Lauchlin Currie & Co., engaged in the export-import business,with offices at 565 Fifth Avenue, New York.
My name has been brought into the proceedings before this committee throughthe testimony of Miss Elizabeth Bentley and Mr. N. Gregory Silvcrmaster.Miss Bentley admitted to you that she had never met me and had never seen meand had never had any communication with me. The statements made by herabout me were, as noted by Congressman RIankin, heresay three times removed.I, on my part, wish to assert unequivocally that I never met, saw nor had anycommunication with Miss Bentley. The first time I ever heard her name waswhen I learned of the testimony which she gave the committee.
I understand that there is no accusation that I am or ever have been a Com-munist. Nevertheless, I welcome this opportunity to state again under oath,as I did before the Federal grand jury, convened in the Eastern District of NewYork to investigate the charges similar to those before this committee, that I amnot and never have been a Communist, 'a member of the Communist Party, abeliever in the tenets or doctrines of communism and that I have never beenaffiliated with any organization or group sympathetic with the doctrines ofcommunism or engaged in furthering that cause. I have never had any reasonto believe that any friends of mine or even acquaintances or associates wereCommunists. (Public Hearings, pages 852-853.)

ROBERT E. CUSHMAN
In the dissenting opinion of J. Edgerton in the "Decision of the

U. S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia in re Edward
Barsky et al., appellants v. United States of America, appellee"(March 18, 1948, p. 15), the following footnote appears:

Professor Cushman says: "The opprobrious epithet 'un-American' was appliedto all those who indulged in any open criticism of our existing institutions, our
so-called American way of life, or of Mr. Dies. * * * Good loyal American citi-zens who ought to know better were persuaded to give their support to the sup-pression of free speech and free press on the grotesque theory that they were
thereby showing their loyalty to the basic principles of American democracy.Bigotry was made not merely respectable but noble. By the skillful use of labels,or slogans. American public opinion was inoculated with the dangerous ideathat true Americanism consists in the stalwart defense of the status quo and the
suppression of those dangerous and disloyal people who are unpatriotic enoughto want to criticize it or suggest any change in it."
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Organization and affiliation
League of Workers Theaters of the

United States Workers' Theater
was official, later name changed
to The New Theatre (1) (3).
Contributing Editor.

New Theatre League. Sponsor,
Reunion Dance Apr. 18, 1941.

Moscow University Summer
School. Advisory Committee.

Cultural and Scientific Conference
for World Peace, New York
City, Mar. 25-27, 1949, under
auspices of National Council of
the Arts, Sciences, and Profes-
sions (1). Sponsor.

Daily Worker (1) (2) (3)------

VERA MICHELES DEAN
Organization and affiliation

Golden Book of American Friend-
ship with the Soviet Union (1).
Signer.

National Council of American-
Soviet Friendship (1) and (2).
Books by Mrs. Dean listed as
source material in the Bibliog-
raphy on the Soviet Union
issued by the Committee on
Education of the National
Council of American-Soviet
Friendship.

"The United States and Russia"
by Vera Dean reviewed.

Named as author of a favorable
survey on Bulgaria, Czecho-
slovakia and Poland.

Participated in International As-
sembly of Women held at Kort-
right, New York, October 21,
1946 "* * * apparently arranged
at the initiative of a group of
well-known American non-Com-
munist women. The Russians
were invited to send a delegation
but gave no answer. *** *ifty-
six nations were represented
by 150 foreign delegates and
fifty Americans. Following the
traditional 'boring from within'
tactics, foreign Communist
women delegates participated,
as wellUas outstanding pro-
Soviet Americans."

Source
Issues of January, 1934, May and
October 1934 of "New
Theatre."

Leaflet "Meet the P6ople of the
Progressive Theatre."

Testimony of Walter S. Steele,
Public Hearings, Aug. 17, 1938.

Conference "Call" and Program;
Daily Worker Feb. 21, 1949.

Photograph appeared Dec. 23,
1940.

Source
"Soviet Russia Today," Novem-

ber 1937, p. 79.

Testimony of Walter S. Steele,
Committee on Un-American
Activities, July 21, 1947, p. 63.

"New Masses,". Dec. 23, 1947,
p. 19.

"Daily Worker," May 3, 1948,
p. 8.

Committee on Un-American Ac-
tivities, Report of the Congress
of American Women, Oct. 23,
1949.
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AGNES DEMILLE
(1) indicates that the organization and/or publication has been

officially cited by the Special Committee and/or the Committee on
Un-American Activities; (2) indicates that it has been cited by the
Attorney General of the United States.

Organization and affiliation
National Council of American-

Soviet Friendship (1) and (2).
Chairman, Dance Committee.

Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee CoIn-
mittee (1) and (2). National
Sponsor, Spanish Refugee Ap-
peal of the JAFRC. Name
shown in these four sources as
Agnes George DeMille.

Independent Citizens' Committee
of the Arts, Sciences and Profes-
sions (1). Initiating sponsor.

Artists' Front to Win the War (1).
Sponsor.

Source
Report of the Director to Mem-

bers of National Council * * *
Also Walter S. Steele's testi-
mony before this committee
July 21, 1947, p. 66.

Letterhead of February 26, 1946;
letterhead of Feb. 3, 1948;
letterhead of Apr. 28, 1949;
and letterhead of May 18,
1951.

Letterhead of Nov. 26, 1946.

Program of the Artists' Front
* *, Oct. 16, 1942, p. 4.

RABBI DAVID DE SOLA POOL
(1) Cited by Special and/or Corn. on Un-American Activities; (2)

Cited by Attorney General of the United States.
Organization and affiliation

American Committee for Protec-
tion of Foreign Born (1).and (2).
Sponsor, National Conference
in Cleveland, Ohio, October 25-
26, 1947. Name shown in
source as Rev. David de Sola
Pool.

Sponsor__, .
Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Com-

mittee (1) and (2). National
Sponsor.

Greater New York Emergency
Conference on Inalienable
Rights (1). Panel speaker at
conference February 12, 1940.

American Committee for Yugo-
slav Relief (1) and (2). Mem-
ber, Sponsors Committee.
Endorsed appeal -- -----

Signed statement against the
Hobbs Bill.

Signed statement to President
Truman against "police state
bill" (McCarran Act). EcoDn
omist.

Source
'Program and call for the con-

ference.

Letterhead of Dec. 11-12, 1948.
Letterhead of Apr. 28, 1949.

Program of the conference.

Photostat of letterhead dated
Aug. 6, 1945.

Daily Worker, Apr. 26, 1947, p. 2.
Daily Worker, Jan. 30, 1950, p. 4.

Daily Worker, Sept. 21, 1950,
pp. 1 and 9.
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BERNARD DEVOTO
Joseph North wrote in the Daily Worker of December 29, 1949

(page 7), that "DeVoto has written some millions of words in his time,
but few had more point than those of his in Harper's recently which
drew instant fire from J. Edgar Hoover. As a nation, DeVoto said,
'we are dividing into the hunted and the hunters.' 'We know,' he
continued, 'that the thing stinks to heaven and that it is an avalanching
danger to our society.'" Mr. North further quoted Mr. DeVoto as
having concluded the FBI "has invaded areas of thought and behavior
which are entirely improper for it to enquire into" and "holds ideas
about what constitutes dangerous or subversive activity that are
unacceptable to our form of government."
DR. W. E. B. DuBois
The Worker (Sunday edition of the Communist publication, the

Daily Worker) on April 27, 1947 reported that-
almost 100 Negro leaders, headed by W. E. B. DuB3ois, Paul Robeson and Poscoe
Dunjee, last week called upon Piesident Truman "to repudiate decisively" steps
to "illegalize the Communist Party." * * * "As Negro Americans * * * we
cannot be unmindful that this proposal to outlaw the Communist Party comes
precisely when our Federal government professes grave concern over the demo-
cratic rights of peoples in far distant parts of the world." * * * (page 8 of The
Worker).

Dr. DuBois sponsored a statement attacking the arrest of Commu-
nist Party leaders (Daily Worker, August 23, 1948, page 3); he spon-
sored a "Statement by Negro Americans" on behalf of the Communist
leaders (The Worker of August 29, 1948, page 11); he filed a brief in
the Supreme Court on behalf of the twelve Communist leaders (Daily
Worker, January 9, 1949, page 3); he signed statements on behalf of
Communist leaders, as shown in the following sources: Daily Worker,
January 17, 1949 (page 3); February 28, 1949 (page 9); Daily People's
World, May 12, 1950 (page 12); Daily Worker September 19, 1950
(page 2); and in 1952, he signed an appeal to President Truman,
requesting amnesty for leaders of the Communist Party convicted
under the Smith Act (Daily Worker, December 10, 1952, page 4).
Dr. DuBois was one of the sponsors of the National Non-Partisan
Committee to Defend the Rights of the Twelve Communist leaders,
as shown on the back of their letterhead dated September 9, 1949.
A statement on behalf of Eugene Dennis, a Communist, contained

the signature of Dr. DuBois, identified as an educator (Daily Worker
of May 5, 1950, p. 2); he signed a telegram of the National Committee
to Win Amnesty for Smith Act Victims, greeting Eugene Dennis on
his 48th birthday (Daily Worker, August 11 1952, p. 3); Eugene
Dennis was formerly Secretary General of the Communist Party.
The Daily Worker of August 2, 1949 (p. 2), disclosed that Dr.

DuBois endorsed Benjamin J. Davis, Jr., well-known Communist
leader; he was IHoiorary Chairman of the Committee to Defend
V. J. Jerome, Chairman, Cultural Commission of the Commulist
Party, U. S. A. (letterhead dated June 24, 1952). A leaflet of the
Civil Rights Congress (dated March 20, 1947) named Dr. DuBois as
having defended Gerhart Eisler, Communist. He was one of the
sponsors of the Committee'to Defend Alexander Tractenberg, former
member of the National Committee of the Communist Party (Daily
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People's World of April 17, 1952, p. 7; and the Daily Worker of April
18, 1052, p. 6).
The Daily 'Worker of February 16, 1948 (page 16), reported that

some-
eighty leading New York civic leaders, trade unionists and professionals yesterday
joined Dr. William Jay Schieffelin, president emeritus of the Citizens Union, to
demand the prompt seating of Simon W. Gerson to the City Council seat made
vacant by the death of Councilman Peter V. Cacchione, Brooklyn Commu-
nist * * * The civic leaders' statement is directed to Mayor O'Dwyer arid City
Council majority leader Joseph T. Sharkey. It is a reprint of a letter to the New
York Times by Dr. Schieffelin in which he charges that the real reason for the
refusal to seat Gorman (sic. Gerson) is "the current anti-Communist hys-
teria." * * *
Dr. DuBois was named as having signed the statement. (See also
advertisement in New York Times of February 19, 1948, page 13.)

Dr. DuBois was a member of a committee formed to protest the
arrest of Pablo Neruda, Communist Chilean Senator and world famous
poet: he signed a statement of the organization in support of Neruda.
(Daily Worker of April 7, 1948, p. 13, and April 10, 1950, p. 2, re-
spectively.) He was sponsor of a reception and testimonial for Harry
Sacher, defense attorney for the Communist leaders (Daily Worker of
December 5, 1949, p. 2).
When Earl Browder (then general secretary, Communist Party)

was in Atlanta Penitentiary serving a sentence involving his fraudulent
passports, the Communist Party's front which agitated for his release
was known as the Citizens' Committee to Free Earl Browder (Special
Committee * * * in Report 1311 of March 29, 1944); the Attorney
'General of the United States had cited the Citizens' Committee as
Communist (Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, page 7687,
and'press'release of April 27, 1949). Dr. DuBois was a member of
-the Citizens' Committee * * * in 1942, as shown on their letterhead
'dated February 11, 1942; he sponsored a dinner of the group, according
to the Daily Worker of February 5, 1942, and signed the call to the
National Free Browder Congress, as shown in the Daily Worker of
February 25,. 1942, pages 1 and 4.
A 1950 letterhead of the American Committee for Protection of

Foreign Born carries the name of Dr. W. E. B. DuBois in a list of
sponsors of that organization;. the same information appears on an
undated letterhead of the group, distributing a speech of Abner Green
at the Conference of December 2-3, 1950; a letterhead of the Mid-
west Committee for Protection of Foreign Born dated April 30, 1951,
names him as a National Sponsor of the organization. He signed
the group's statement opposing the Hobbs Bill (Daily Worker, July 25,
1950, page 4); he signed their statement opposing denaturalization
(Daily Worker of August 10, 1950, p. 5); and signed a telegram
prepared and dispatched by the organization to the Attorney General
of the United States, protesting holding nine non-citizens without
bail under the McCarran Act (Daily Worker of November 24, 1952,
page 3).
The Special Committee cited the American Committee for Pro-

tection of Foreign Born as "one of, the oldest auxiliaries of the Com-
munist Party in the United States" (report of March 29, 1944; also
cited in report of June 25, 1942); the Attorney General cited the
organization as subversive and Communist (press releases of June 1
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and September 21, 1948, and it was redesignated on April 27, 1963,
pursuant to Executive Order 10450.

For years, the Conimunists have put forth the greatest efforts to capture
the entire American Labor Party throughout New York State. They succeeded
in capturing the Manhattan and Brooklyn sections of the American Labor Party
but outside of New York City, they have been unable to win control (Special
Committee's Report 1311 of Mlarch 29, 1944).

Dr. DuBois spoke at' a state conference of the American Labor
Party (Daily Worker of December 12, 1950, page 5); he spoke at a
dinner, April 18th, opening the presidential campaign in New York
City (Daily Worker of April 14, 1952, page 8, an advertisement;
and the Daily Worker of April 21, 1952, page 1); he spoke at an elec-
tion rally in Madison Square Garden, May 13th, held under the aus-
pices of the American Labor Party (Daily Worker of May 8, 1952,
page 8, an advertisement; and May 14, 1952, page 1); and he spoke
at an election rally in Madison Square Garden, October 27th (Daily
Worker of October 22, 1952, page 8, an advertisement; and October
29, 1952, page 2).
The Daily Worker of March 29, 1948 (page 7), named Dr. DuBois

as a member of the Executive Board and of the Policy Committee,
Council on African Affairs; he signed the Council's petition to the
United Nations as shown in the Daily Worker of June 5, 1950 (page
4); and drafted their statement against the policy of the United
States in Korea (Daily Worker of July 25, 1950, page 3); the
Attorney General cited the Council on African Affairs as subversive
and Communist (press releases of December 4, 1947 and September
21, 1948) and redesignated it on April 27, 1953 pursuant to Executive
Order 10450.
The Attorney General cited the Jefferson School of Social Science

as an "adjunct of the Communist Party" (press release of December
4, 1947); the Special Committee reported that "at the beginning of
the present year, the old Communist Party Workers School and the
School for Democracy were merged into the Jefferson School of
Social Science" (Report 1311 of March 29, 1944). .Dr. DuBois was
honored at the Jefferson School, as shown in the Daily Worker on
February 1, 1951 (page 2); it was announced in the Daily Worker
on January 2, 1952 (page 7), that Dr. DuBois was scheduled to con-
duct a seminar on "Background of African Liberation Struggles" at
the Jefferson School; the January 26, 1952 issue of the same publica-
tion (page 7), named him as a faculty member of that school.

In a report of the Special Committee, dated March 29, 1944, the
National Council of American-Soviet Friendship was cited as having
been, in recent months, the Communist Party's principal front for all
things Russian (report dated March 29, 1944); Dr. DuBois signed a
statement of the National Council in 1947 (Daily Worker, October 17,
1947, page 4); he signed the organization's statement protesting the
Iron Curtain, as reported in the Daily People's World on May 20,
1948 (page 5); he signed a statement of the Council, praising Henry
Wallace's Open Letter to Stalin in May 1948 (from a pamphlet en-
titled "How to End the Cold War and Build the Peace," page 9); he
signed their statement calling for a conference with the Soviet Union
(Daily Worker, June 21, 1948, page 3); he signed their Roll Call for
Peace (Daily Worker of August 31, 1948, page 5); he sent greetings
through the National Council on the Thirty-First Anniversary of the
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Russian Revolution (Dailry Workexr; November' 10, 1948, page 11);
he signed the Council's appeal to the United States Government to
end the cold war and arrange a conference with the Soviet Union
(leaflet entitled '"End the Cold War-Get T6gether for Peace," dated
December 1948); he spoke at the Congress on American-Soviet Rela-
tions, December 3-5, 1949, arranged by the National Council * * *
and signed the Council's letter to the American people, urging that a
unified democratic Germany be established (Daily People's World,
August 13, 1952, pages 4 and 6).
A letterhead of the Conference on Peaceful Alternatives to the At-

lantic Pact, dated August 21, 1949, lists the name of Dr. W. E. B.
DuBois as having signed an Open Letter of the organization, ad-
dressed to Senators and Congressmen, urging defeat of President Tru-
man's arms program;.he answered a questionnaire of the Committee
for a Democratic Far Eastern Policy in favor of recognition of the
Chinese Communist government, as shown in Far East Spotlight for
December 1949-January 1950 (page 23).
The Conference for Peaceful Alternatives * * * was cited as a

meeting called by the Daily Worker in July 1949, to be held in Wash-
ington, D. C., and as having been instigated by "Communists in the
United States (who) did their part in the Moscow campaign" (Com-
mittee on Un-American Activities in Report 378 on the Communist
"Peace" Offensive dated April 1, 1951). The Committee for a
Democratic Far Eastern Policy has been cited as Communist by the
Attorney General (press release of April 27, 1949).
A page of signatures from the Golden Book of American Friendship

with the Soviet Union, "sponsored by American Friends of the Soviet
Union, and signed by hundreds of thousands of Americans", was

published in the November 1937 issue of Soviet Russia Today (page
79); the Golden Book was to be presented to President Kalinin at
the Twentieth Anniversary Celebration. The page carried the title:
"I hereby inscribe my name in greeting to the people of the Soviet
Union on the 20th Anniversary of the establishment of the Soviet
Republic" and a fascimile of the name, W. E. B. DuBois, appeared
on that page.
The Golden Book * ** was cited as a "Communist enterprise"

signed by "hundreds of well-known Communists and fellow travelers"
(Special Committee on Un-American Activities in Report 1311 of
March 29, 1944).
A letterhead of the New York Committee to Win the Peace, dated

June 1, 1946, contains the name of W. E. B. DuBois in a list of New
York Committee Members. The National Committee to Win the
Peace, with which the New York Committee is affiliated, was cited
as subversive and Communist by the U. S. Attorney General (press
releases of December 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948) and it was
redesignated on April 27, 1953 pursuant to Executive Order 10450.

Dr. DuBois sponsored a petition of the American Council for a
Democratic Greece, as disclosed by the Daily People's World of
August 23, 1948 (page 2); he signed a statement of the same organi-
zation, condemning the Greek government, as reported in the Daily
Worker 'of September 2, 1948 (page 7). The American Council for
a Democratic Greece has been cited as subversive and Communist
an organization formerly known as the Greek-American Council
(U. S. Attorney General in press releases of June 1 and September 21,
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1948). The organization was redesignated by the Attorney General
on April 27, 1953 pursuant to Executive Order 10450.

Dr. DuBois was a sponsor of a conference of the National Council
of the Arts, Sciences and Professions, October 9-10, 1948, as shown
in a leaflet entitled "To Safeguard These Rights * * *," published
by the Bureau of Academic Freedom of the National Council; a let-
terhead of the National Council (received for files January 1949)
named him as a Member-at-Large of that organization; he was named
as Vice Chairman of the group on the leaflet, "Policy and Program
Adopted by the National Convention, 1950"; a letterhead of the same
organization's Southern California Chapter, dated April 24, 1950,lists him as a Member-at-Large of the National Council; he was
elected vice-Chairman of the group in 1950 (Daily Worker, May 1,
1950, page 12); a letterhead of the group dated July 28, 1950 named
him as a vice-Chairman of the group; he endorsed a conference on
equal rights for Negroes in the arts, sciences and professions, sponsored
by the New York Council of the Arts, * * * (Daily Worker, Novem-
ber 9, 1951, page 7); the call to the conference contained the same
information. A letterhead of the National Council, dated December
7, 1952, named him as Vice-Chairman.
The call to a Scientific and Cultural Conference for World Peace,issued by the National Council of the Arts, Sciences and Professions

for New York City, March 25-27, 1949, as well as the conference
program (page 12), and the Daily Worker of February 21, 1949 (page
9), named Dr. DuBois as one of the sponsors of that conference; he
was a member of the Program Committee of the Conference, HonoraryChairman of the panel at Cultural and Scientific Conference (program,
page 7), and spoke on "The Nature of Intellectual Freedom" at that
conference (page 78 of the edited report of the conference entitled
"Speaking for Peace.")
The National Council of the Arts, * * * was cited as a Communist-

front organization by the Committee on Un-American Activities in
its Review of the Scientific and Cultural Conference for World Peace,
released April 19, 1949; in the same review, the Scientific and Cultural
Conference was cited as a Communist front which "was actually a
supermobilization of the inveterate wheelhorses and supporters of the
Communist Party and its auxiliary organizations."
The Daily People's World of October 28, 1947 (page 4), named

Dr. DuBois as one of the sponsors of a National Conference of the
Civil Rights Congress in Chicago, November 21-23, 1947; he spon-
sored their Freedom Crusade (Daily Worker, December 15, 1948,
page 2); the Call to a Bill of Rights Conference, called by the Civil
Rights Congress for July 16-17, 1949 in New York City, named him
as one of the sponsors of that conference; the program of the National
Civil Rights Legislative Conference, January 18-19, 1949, called bythe Civil Rights Congress, lists him as one of the conference sponsors;he was chairman of a conference of the Congress, as reported in The
Worker of January 2, 1949 (page 5); Dr. DuBois was defended by the
Civil Rights Congress (Daily Worker, February 13, 1951, page 3); he
signed the organization's Open Letter to J. Howard McGrath, U. S.
Attorney General, on behalf of the four jailed trustees of the Bail
Fund of the Civil Rights Congress of New York (advertisement
"paid for by contributions of signers" which appeared in the EveningStar on October 30, 1951, page A-7); he participated in the organiza-
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tion's Sixth Anniversary Dinner in New York City, March 26, 1952
(Daily Worker, March 28, 1952, page 4).
The Civil Rights Congress was formed in 1946 as a merger of two

other Communist-front organizations, the International Labor Defense
and the National Federation for Constitutional Liberties; it is "dedi-
cated not to. the broader issues of civil liberties, but specifically to the
defense of individual Communists and the Communist Party" and
"controlled by individuals who are either members of the Communist
Party or openly loyal to it" (Report 1115 of the Committee on
Un-American Activities dated September 2, 1947); the Attorney
General cited the Congress as subversive and Communist (press
releases of December 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948) and it was
redesignated on April 27, 1953 pursuant to Executive Order 10450.

Dr. DuBois spoke in Washington, D. C., on May 9, 1947, under
the auspices of the Washington Book Shop, as shown by a leaflet
of the Book Shop, cited as subversive and Communist by the At-
torney General; it had previously been cited by the Attorney General
as follows: "Evidence of Communist penetration or control is re-
flected in the following: Among its stock the establishment has offered
prominently for sale books and literature identified with the Com-
munistParty and certain of its affiliates and frontorganizations * * *"
(press releases of December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948; and the
Congressional Record of September 24, 1942, page 7688, respectively).
The Special Committee cited the Washington Book Shop as a Com-
munist-front organization (report of March 29, i944).
The Workers Book Shop catalogue for 1948 (page 5), advertised

Dr. DuBois' "The World and Africa" for sale; the 1949-1950 catalogue
(page 11) advertised his "Black Folk Then and Now"; The Worker
for March 1, 1953 (page 16) carried an advertisement of Dr. DuBois'
books, "The Battle for Peace" and "Black Reconstruction" on sale
at the Workers Bookshop, New York City. The Workers Book-
shops are a chain of Communist bookshops which are official outlets
for Communist literature.
As shown on the following sources, Dr. Dubois was a member of

the Advisory Council of Soviet Russia Today: Letterhead of the pub-
lication dated September 8, 1947; a letterhead of September 30, 1947;
and an undated letterhead received April 1948. The Daily People's
World of November 6, 1952 (page 7), reported that Dr. DuBois had
written an article for the November issue of New World Review.
Soviet Russia Today has been cited as a Communist-front publication
by the Special Committee in reports of March 29, 1944, and June 25,
1942; the Committee on Un-American Activities also cited it as a
Communist-front publication in a report dated October 23, 1949.
Soviet Russia Today changed its name to New World Review, ef-
fective with the March 1951 issue.
The Daily Worker of July 6, 1951 (page 7), reported that Dr.

DuBois was author of the pamphlet, "I Take My Stand for Peace,"
published by the New Century Publishers, "official Communist
Party publishing house which has published the works of William Z.
Foster and Eugene Dennis, Communist Party chairman and execu-
tive secretary, respectively * * " (Committee on Un-American
Activities in its report of May 11, 1948),

In 1947, 1948 and 1950, Dr. DuBois was Contributing Editor oh
the staff of New Masses magazine (New Masses, July 22, 1947,
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page 2; Masses & Mainstream, March 1948, Vol. 1, No. 1; and issue
of August 1950, page 1); he contributed articles to the following issues
of New Masses and Masses & Mainstream: New Masses for Septem-
ber 10, 1946 (page 3) and June 10, 1947 (page 20); Masses & Main-
stream for April 1951 (pages 10-16); and February 1952 (pages 8-14).

In 1940, Dr. DuBois signed New Masses Letter to President
Roosevelt as shown in New Masses for April 2, 1940 (page 21); he
was honored at a dinner in New York City, January 14, 1946, arranged
by New Masses and at which awards were made for greater inter-
racial understanding (Daily Worker of January 7, 1946, page 11,
columns 1 and 2); he endorsed New Masses, as reported in the Daily
Worker of April 7, 1947 (page 11); he sponsored a plea for financial
support of New Masses, as disclosed in the issue of that publication
for April 8, 1947 (page 9); he received the New Masses award for
his contribution in promoting democracy and inter-racial unity at
the publication's Second Annual Awards Dinner (New Masses of
November 18, 1947, page 7); the February 1953 issue of Masses &
Mainstream carried a chapter from Dr. DuBois' book, "The Soul of
Black Folk," written fifty years ago (Daily Worker, February 23,
1953, page 7); he was author of "In Battle for Peace," described as
the story of his 83d birthday, and which was published by Masses &
Mainstream (The Daily Worker of June 18, 1952, page 7; Daily
People's World of September 17, 1952, page 7; the Daily Worker of
September 23, 1952, page 7; and The Worker of December 21, 1952,
page 7).
The Attorney General of the United States cited New Masses as a

"Communist periodical" (Congressional Record of September 24,
1942, page 7688); the Special Committee cited it as a "nationally
circulated weeldy journal of the Communist Party" (report of March
29, 1944; also cited in reports of January 3, 1939 and June 25, 1942).
Beginning with the March 1948 issue, New Masses and Mainstream
(Marxist quarterly) consolidated into what is now known as Masses
& Mainstream, with the announcement that "here, proudly, in pur-
pose even if not in identical form, is a magazine that combines and
carries forward the thirty-seven-year-old tradition of New Masses
and the more recent literary achievement of Mainstream. We have
regrouped our energies, not to retire from the battle but to wage it
with fresh resolution and confidence" (Masses & Mainstream for
March 1948, page 3).
A letterhead of the Committee to Secure Justice in the Rosenberg

Case, dated March 15, 1952, carries the name of Dr. W. E. B. DuBois
in a list of sponsors; he joined in a request of that Committee for a
new trial for Ethel and Julius Rosenberg (Daily Worker of June 1.2,
1952, page 6); he participated in a rally October 23 in New York City,
to demand clemency for the Rosenbergs (Daily Worker, October 27,
1952, page 8); he signed an amicus curiae brief presented to the
Supreme Court in Washington, D. C., urging a new trial for the
Rosenbergs (Daily Worker of November 10, 1952, page 3); and the
Daily People's World of November 13, 1952, page 8). He wrote an
article entitled "A Negro Leader's Plea to Save Rosenbergs" (The
Worker of November 16, 1952, page 3M); ard the Daily Worker of
January 21, 1953 (page 7),.reported that he had urged clemency for
the Rosenbergs.
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The Daily Worker of April 11, 1949 (page 5), reported that Dr.
DuBois was a member of the Sponsoring Committee of the World
Peace Congress in Paris; he was co-Chairman of the American Spon-
soring Committee of the Congress, as disclosed on a leaflet entitled
"World Congress for Peace, Pkris," April 20-23, 1949; he was proposed
as a candidate for the World Peace Prize, awarded by the World Peace
Congress (Daily People's World of December 7, 1951, page 4); he was
a meInber of the Executive Committee of the World Peace Congress
(Daily Worker of September 14, 1950, page 5); he was one of the
sponsors of the Second World Peace Congress in Sheffield, England
(Daily Worker of October 19, 1950, page 3); he was elected to the
Presiding Committee of the World Peace Congress (Daily Worker of
November 17, 1950, page 1): he was a member of the World Peace
Council of that Congress (Daily Worker of November 24, 1950, page
9); a mimeographed letter dated December 1, 1950, contains his name
in a list of sponsors of the American Sponsoring Committee for
Representation at the World Peace Congress.

Dr. DuBois was a member of the United States Sponsoring Com-
mittee of the American Intercontinental Peace Conference (Daily
Worker of December 28, 1951, page 2, and February 6, 1952, page 2);
the Peace Conference was called by the World Peace Council, formed
at the conclusion of the Second World Peace Congress in Warsaw;
he was awarded the International Peace Prize for "six world figures"
by the World Peace Council (Daily People's World of January 29,
1953, page 7; and The Worker of February 8, 1953, page 5).
The Daily Worker of June 20, 1950 (page 2), reported that Dr.

DuBois signed the World Peace Appeal; the same information appears
on an undated leaflet of the enterprise, received by this Committee
September 11, 1950. A mimeographed list of individuals who signed
the Stockholm World Appeal to Outlaw Atomic Weapons, received
for filing October 23, 1950, contains the name of Dr. DuBois. He
was Chairman of the Peace Information Center where the Stockholm
peace petition was made available (Daily Worker of May 25, 1950,
page 2; and August 16, 1950, page 5).
The World Peace Congress which was held in Paris, France, April

20-23, 1949, was cited as a Communist froit among the "peace"
conferences which "have been organized under Communist initiative
in various countries throughout the world as part of a campaign
against the North Atlantic Defense Pact" (Committee on Un-Ameri-
can Activities in reports of April 19, 1949; July 13, 1950; and April 1,
1951). The World Peace Council was formed at the conclusion of
the Second World Peace Congress in Warsaw and was "heralded by
the Moscow radio as the expression of the determination of the peoples
to take into their own hands the struggle for peace" (Committee on
Un-American Activities in a report dated April 1, 1951).
The World Peace Appeal was cited as a petition campaign launched

by the Permanent Committee of the World Peace Congress at its
meeting in Stockholm, March 16-19, 1950; it "received the enthusias-
tic approval of every section of the international Communist hier-
archy" and was "lauded in the Communist press, putting every
individual Communist on notice that he 'has the duty to rise to this
appeal' * * *" (Committee on Un-American Activities in its report
of April 1, 1951).
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The American Peace Crusade, organized in January 1951, was cited
as an organization which "the Communists established as a new instru-
ment for their 'peace' offensive in the United States" (Committee on
Un-American Activities in its reports of February 19, 1951 and April 1,
1951); Dr. DuBois was one of the sponsors of the Crusade (Daily
Worker of February 1, 1951, page 2); minutes of the Sponsors Meeting
which was held in Washington, D. C March 15, 1951 (page 4), named
him as one of the initiators of the Crusade and also as having been
proposed as Co-Chairman of that meeting; he was a sponsor of the
American People's Congress and Exposition for Peace which was held
in Chicago, June 29-July 1, 1951, called by the American Peace
Crusade to advance the theme of world peace (Daily Worker, April 22,
1951, page 2; May 1, 1951, page 11; the American Peace Crusader,
May 1951, pages 1 and 4; the Daily Worker of May 9, 1951, page 4;
Daily Worker of June 11, 1951, page 2; a leaflet of the Congress;
Daily Worker of July 1, 1951, page 3; a leaflet entitled "An Invitation
to American Labor to Participate in a Peace Congress * * *"; the
Call to the American People's Congress * * *"; the Daily Worker of
July 3, 1951, page 2). He signed a petition of the Crusade, calling
on President Truman and Congress to seek a big-power pact (Daily
Worker, February 1, 1952, page 1); he attended a meeting of Delegates
Assembly for Peace, called by the Crusade and held in Washington,
D. C., April 1 (Daily Worker, April 3, 1952, page 3); he was one of
the sponsors of a Peace Referendum jointly with the American Peace
Crusade to make the end of the Korean war a major issue in the 1952
election campaign (Daily People's World of August 25, 1952, page 8).

Dr. DuBois issued a statement on the death of Stalin which read
in part as follows: "Let all Negroes, Jews and foreign-born who have
suffered in America from prejudice and intolerance, remember Joseph
Stalin" (Daily Worker of March 9, 1953, page 3); the Daily Worker
of January 18, 1952 (page 8), reported that he had renewed his fight
for a passport in order to attend the American Intercontinental Peace
Conference in Rio de Janeiro; it was reported in the Washington
Evening Star on May 10, 1952 (page B-21), that Dr. DuBois was
refused admission to Canada to attend the Canadian Peace Congress
because he refused to undergo an examination by the Canadian
Immigration service. On September 14, 1952, the Worker (page M6),
reported that Dr. DuBois had experienced passport difficulties when
leaving the United States.
IRWIN EDMAN

Irwin Edman, educator, was one of the sponsors of the Cultural and
Scientific Conference for World Peace, arranged by the National
Council of the Arts, Sciences and Professions and held in New York
City, March 25-27, 1949. (See: Conference "Call"; Conference
Program, p. 12; and Daily Worker, February 21, 1949, p. 2.)
The Congressional Committee on Un-American Activities described

the Scientific and Cultural Conference as "actually a supormobiliza-
tion of the inveterate wheelhorses and supporters of the Communist
Party and its auxiliary organizations". (Review of Scientific and
Cultural Conference, dated April 19, 1949, p. 1.) The National
Council of the Arts, Sciences and Professions was cited as a Com-
munist-front organization in the Committee's report, page 2.
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The "Daily Worker", January 18,1939, page 7, named Irwin Edman
as a Committee Sponsor of the League of American Writers. The
U. S. Attorney General cited the League of American Writers as sub-
versive and Communist in his letters to the Loyalty Review Board
(released June 1, 1948 and September 21, 1948, also included in the
Consolidated list of April 1, 1954). It was cited as a "Communist
front" by the Special Committee * * * (Reports of Jan. 3,1940, p. 9;
June 25, 1942, p. 19; March 29, 1944, p. 48.) "The League of American
Writers, founded under Communist auspices in 1935 * * * in 1939
* * * began openly to follow the Communist Party line as dictated by
the foreign policy of the Soviet Union * * *. The overt activities of
the League of American Writers in the last 2 years leave little doubt of
its Communist control". (The U. S. Attorney General, Congressional
Record, Sept. 24, 1942, pp. 7685 and 7686.)
The booklet, "These Americans Say:" (p. 8) named Irwin Edman

as a representative individual of the Coordinating Committee to
Lift the Embargo.
The Special Committee on Un-American Activities cited the

Coordinating Committee to Lift the Spanish Embargo as "One of a
number of front organizations, set up during the Spanish Civil War
by the Communist Party in the United States and through which
the party carried on a great deal of agitation". (Report, March 29,
1944, pp. 137 and 138).
Irwin Edman was a member of the Committee of 102 Writers and

Artists which protested the arrest of Pablo Neruda, Communist
Chilean Senator and World famous poet. (Daily Worker, April 7,
1948, page 13).
The "Daily Worker", February 16, 1948 (p. 16) reported that

Professor Irwin Edman, Columbia University, signed a statement to
the Mayor and City Council in behalf of the Communist, Simon
Gerson. An advertisement in the New York "Times", February 19,
1948 (p. 13) named him as a supporter of the. Citizens Committee to
Defend Representative Government, supporting the seating of Gerson,
Communist.
CLARK M. EICHELBERGER

Clark M. Eichelberger was named in the New York Times (De-
cember 3, 1938), as a member of the Committee for Concerted Peace
Efforts; a letterhead of the same organization, dated September 21,
1938, contains the name of (lark M. Eichelberger as Acting Chair-
man of the group; on March 16, 1939, the New York Times (page 11),
disclosed that he was Chairman of the organization's Executive
Committee. He spoke at a meeting of the Massachusetts Committee
for Concerted Peace Efforts in Boston, as reported by the Daily
Worker on June 10, 1938 (page 2), and again on June 11, 1938 (page
2); he spoke at a public meeting in Carnegie Hall, February 13, 1939,
to "Revise the Neutrality Act," as shown on a leaflet advertising the
meeting which was held under the auspices of the Committee for
Concerted Peace Efforts

In a report by the Special Committee on Un-American Activities,
dated March 29, 1944, the Committee for Concerted Peace Efforts
was cited as an organization with the Same aims as the American
Congress for Peace and Democracy, a Communist front advocating
collective security prior to the signing of the Stalin-Hitler pact.
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In the same report, the Special Committee cited the Committee
for Peace Through World Cooperation as an organization with the
same aims as the American League for Peace and Democracy, a Com-
munist front which beat the drums for collective security against
Fascist aggressors in accordance with current Communist Party line.
Mr. Eichelberger was a member of the Committee for Peace * * *,
as shown on page 2 of the Daily Worker for March 23, 1938; the same
information appeared in New Masses for April 5, 1938 (page 27), in
connection with a rally held by the Committee for Peace * * * in
Madison Square Garden, April 4, 1938. He was named in the Daily
Worker of March 29, 1938 (page 4), as having endorsed the Con-
mittee for Peace through World Cooperation.

Fight magazine for April 1938 (page 57), named Clark M. Eichel-
berger as one of the sponsors of a meeting of the American League
for Peace and Democracy which was held in Madison Square Garden.
The Attorney General of the United States cited the American
League for Peace and Democracy as having been established "in an
effort to create public sentiment on behalf of a foreign policy adapted
to the interests of the Soviet Union"; and as being subversive and
Communist. (Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, pages 7683
and 7684; and press releases of June 1 and September 21, 1948,
respectively.) The Special Committee on Un-American Activities
cited the American League for * * * as "the largest of the Com-
munist 'front' movements in the United States" (reports of January
3, 1939 and March 29, 1944; also cited in reports of January 3, 1940;
January 3, 1941; June 25, 1942; and January 2, 1943).
The Attorney General also cited the American Youth CQngress

as having "originated in 1934 and * * * controlled by Communists
and manipulated by them to influence the thought of American
youth".; he also cited it as subversive and Communist. (Congres-
sional Record, September 24, 1942, page 7685; and press releases of
December 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948, respectively.) The Special
Committee cited the American Youth Congress as "one of the prin-
cipal fronts of the Communist Party" and prominently identified
with the "White House picket line" (reports of June 25, 1942; January
3, 1939; January 3, 1941; and March 29, 1944).

In a pamphlet entitled "Youngville, U. S. A.," published in 1937
by the American Youth Congress, it is noted that "the following men
and women, prominent in the political, social, cultural, educational and
religious life of the nation, are firm believers in the cardinal Youth
Congress idea-youth organization for mutual youth interest along
democratic lines. They subscribe to the Declaration of the Rights
of Youth adopted by the Congress and have consented to give some
of their valuable time and advice to the central organization of Young
America. * * * They are serving in their purely personal capacities
because they have a deep interest in American youth and have had
long experience with its problems. * * *" Included in the list of
members of the National Advisory Committee of the American Youth
Congress is the name of Clark M. Eichelberger, identified as Director,
League of Nations Association. (See page 63 of the pamphlet.) The
same information appears on the organization's letterhead concerning
their Fourth Annual Conference which was held in Milwaukee, Wis-
consin, Jtily 4, 1937.
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Mr, Eichelberger was one of the sponsors of the World Youth
Congress which was held in 1938 at Vassar College (Daily Worker
March 28, 1038, page 3); the Special Committee cited the World
Youth Congress as a "Communist conference" (reports of March
29 1944 and January 3, 1939).
The American Student Union was cited as a Communist front-

which was "the result of a united front gathering of young Socialists
and Communists" in 1937. The Young Communist League took
credit for creation of the organization. (Special Committee's reports
of January 3, 1939 January 3, 1940; June 25, 1942; and March 29,
1944.) Dr. Eichelberger spoke at the Fourth National Convention
of the American Student Union, December 26-30, 1938, as disclosed
in the Student Almanac for 1939 (a publication of the organization).
The Daily Worker of June 2, 1938 (page 5), reported that Clark M.

Eichelberger supported a meeting of the Medicsl Bureau and North
American Committee To Aid Spanish Democracy, one of the groups
organized during 1937 and 1938 when the Communist Party cam-
paigned for support of the Spanish Loyalist cause. (From a report
of the Special Committee dated March 29, 1944.)
On January 17, 1950, the New York Times (page 12), reported that

Clark M. Eichelberger was the fifty-fourth defense witness for Alger
Hiss, tried and convicted for perjury. The article stated that "Mr.
Eichelberger is a director of the American Association for the United
Nations and appeared for the defense without a subpoena. Mr.
Eichelberger testified that the reputation of Mr. Hiss for loyalty,
integrity and veracity was 'excellent'."

HENRY PRATT FAIRCHILD
The name of Henry Pratt Fairchild is found in this Committee's

Report No. 1954, "Review of the Scientific and Cultural Conference
for World Peace," April 19, 1949, in connection with officially-cited
organizations, on pages 2, 7, 9, 11, 18, 21-29, 31, 32, 35, 37, 38, 40,
42, 43, 46-56, 58 and 60; a copy of the report is enclosed for yuur
information. Further references to Prof. Fairchild are given below:
As shown by the "Daily People's World" of February 27, 1952 (page

2), Prof. Henry Pratt Fairchild was a sponsor of an emergency con-
ference dedicated to the defense of Communists arrested under the
Smith Act and scheduled to be held in New York on March 16; the
same information appeared in the "Daily Worker" on February 25,
1952 (page 1) and March 6, 1952 (page 8). A photostatic copy of an
undated letterhead of the Emergency Civil Liberties Committee,
which was received for files September 21, 1951, was signed by Henry
Pratt Fairchild; the letter announced the formation of the organiza-
tion to oppose the Smith Act. Prof. Fairchild was reported to be a
sponsor of a two-day conference and forum of the Emergency Civil
Liberties Committee on "The Bill of Rights-Sublime Risk of Free
Men," in New York City, January 30-31 ("Daily Worker" of January
20, 1953, page 3 and "Daily People's World" of January 22, 1953,
page 2). A letterhead of the National Committee to Wmn Amnesty
for the Smith Act Victims dated May 22, 1953 carried Prof. Fair-
child's name as a sponsor. He signed an appeal to President Truman
requesting amnesty for leaders of the Communist Party convicted
under the Smith Act, as shown by the "Daily Worker," December 10,
1952 (page 4).
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Prof. Fairchild was a signer of a statement calling for the end of the
war in Korea ("Daily Worker," May 21, 1951, page 1). He was a
signer of a statement for world peace submitted to the State Depart-
ment ("Daily Worker," November 19, 1951, page 1). According to
the "Daily Worker" of March 10, 1952 (page 1), Prof. Fairchild
signed an open letter to President Truman to halt the rearming of
Germany. He signed a letter to President Truman asking that he
act on germ warfare ("Daily People's World," June 9, 1952, age 6).
He was reported in the "Daily Worker" of March 5, 1951 (page 4)
to have signed. a letter to President Truman to recognize the seating of
the People's Republic of China in the United Nations.
The "Daily Worker" of February 1, 1951 (p. 2) listed Prof.

Henry Pratt Fairchild, New York University, as a sponsor of the
American Peace Crusade; he was listed as an initial sponsor on the
Crusade's letterheads of February 1951 and February 25, 1953. He
was a sponsor of the American People's Congress and Exposition for
Peace of the American Peace Crusade, according to the leaflet,
"American People's Congress * * * invites you to participate in a
National Peace Competition";"The Call to the American People's
Congress * * * ";and the baileyy Worker," June 11, 1951 (p. 2).
The American People's Congress and Exposition for Peace was held
in Chicago, 11., June 29, 30, and July 1, 1951. According to the
"Daily Worker," May 1, 1951 (p. 11), Professor Fairchild was a
sponsor of the American Peace Crusade's contest for songs, essays
and paintings advancing the theme of world peace.
The American Peace Crusade was cited by the Committee on Un-

Ameriean Activities as an organization which "the Communists
established" as "a new instrument for their 'peace' offensive in the
United States" (Report 378, on the Communist "Peace" Offensive,
April 25 1951, p. 51).
An advertisement ("Paid for by contributions of signers") in the

Washington "Evening Star," October 30 195'1 (p. A-7), named
Prof. Henry Pratt Fairchild as a signer of an "Open Letter to J.
Howard McGrath" in behalf of the four jailed trustees of the Bail
Fund of the Civil Rights Congress of New York.
The Civil Rights Congress was cited as subversive and Communist

by the United States Attorney General in letters furnished the Loy-
alty Review Board and released December 4, 1947, and September
21, 1948; it was redesignated by the Attorney General pursuant to
Executive Order 10450 of April 27, i953. This Committee, on Sep-tember 2, 1947, released a report on the Civil Rights Congress in
which it was cited as having been "dedicated not to the broader
issues of civil liberties, but specifically to the defense of individual
Communists and the Communist Party" and "controlled by individ-
uals who are either members of the Communist Party or openly
loyal to it" (Report No. 1115, p. 19).

Professor Fairchild was shown as a national sponsor of the Spanish
Refugee Appeal of the Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee on
letterheads of that organization dated May 18 1951 'and January 5,
1953. He signed a petition sent to President Truman by the Span-ish Refugee Appeal * * * "to bar military aid to or alliance with
fascist Spain" (mimeographed petition attached to letterhead of
May 18, 1951).
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The Special. Cmmittee on Un-American Activities cited the Joint
Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee as a Communist front in the report
of March 29, 1944 (page 174). The Attorney General cited the
organization as subversive and Communist (press releases of Decem-
ber 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948; redesignated pursuant to Exec-
utive Order 10450).
The "Daily Worker" of October 22, 1951 (page 8) reported that

Prof. Henry Pratt Fairchild would speak at a conference of the Na-
tional Council of American-Soviet Friendship on October 27 in New
York City. It was reported in the "Daily Worker" of November
5, 1951 (page 8) that he would speak at a USA-USSR world peace
rally to be held on November 15 in New York City by the National
Council * * * He was shown as Secretary of the National Council
of American-Soviet Friendship in the July 28, 1952 issue of the "Daily
Worker" (page 3).
The Special Committee * * *, in its report of March 29, 1944

(page 156), 6ited the National Council of American-Soviet Friendship
as "the Communist Party's principal front for all things Russian."
The Attorney General cited the National Council as subversive and
Communist (press releases of December 4, 1947 and September 21,
1948; redesignated pursuant to Executive Order 10450, April 27,
1953).
"We Join Black's Dissent," a reprint of an article from the "St.

Louis Post-Dispatch," June 20, 1951, by the National Council of
the Arts; Sciences and Professions, named Prof. Henry Pratt Fair-
child as a supporter of a rehearing of the case of the Communist
leaders before the Supreme Court. He was Chairman of the "Restore
Free Speech" rally held by the National Council, New York City,
July 25, 1951, as shown by the "Daily Worker," July 23, 1951 (page
3)'. He was listed as one who would speak at a meeting calling for the
right to advocate ponce which was to be held under auspices of the
National Council, New York City, September 28 1951, as shown
by the September 26, 1951 issue of the "Daily Worker" (page 8).
He signed the statement, "We Uphold the Right of All Citizens to
Speak for Peace * * *," as shown by the handbill, "Halt the De-
famers Who Call Peace Un-AmericanI" which announced the Sep-
tember 28 meeting of the National Council referred to above.

Prof. Fairchild was listed as a sponsor of a conference on Equal
Rights for Negroes in the Arts, Sciences and Professions which was to
be held in New York City on November 10 by the New York Council
of the National Council ("Daily Worker," November 1, 1951, page
7; November 9, 1951, page 7; and "A Call to a Conference on Equal
Rights * * *"). He took part in "A Tribute to Jo Davidson" held;
under auspices of the National Council * *, New York City, Janu-
ary 30, 1952 (handbill, "Memorial Meeting for Jo Davidson"). Iden-
tified as Secretary of the National Council * * *, Prof. Fairchild;
signed "An Appeal for Peace" to the President and Congress, accord-,
ing to the "Daily Worker," March 25, 1952 (page 2). He participated
in a meeting for Academic Freedom Against the Entertainment Black-
list held in New York City, October 10, 1952 by the National Council,
as advertised in the October 8, 1952 issue of the "Daily Worker'"
(page 6). A letterhead of the National Council (photostat dated
December 7, 1952) carries the name of Prof. Henry: Pratt Fairchild'
as Secretary of the group. The "Daily Worker" ofMarch 30, 1963'
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(page 6) reported that he served as Chairman of a clemency meeting
for the Rosenbergs held March 29, New York City, by the National
Council. ,

The "Daily Worker" of May 1, 1953 (page 2) reported that Prof.
Fairchild had been elected national chairman of the National Council
at a national convention which concluded its sessionsin New York City,

--April 26. A mimeographed handbill, "Free Cedric Belfrage," carried
his name as a speaker at a "Guardians of Liberty Rally," June 5,
New York City, sponsored by the National Council and the "National
Guardian"; the same information was revealed in the "Daily Worker"
on June 3, 1953 (page 8). Identified as Chairman of the National
Council, Prof. Fairchild was named as a speaker at a Peace Rally
of the organization held in New York City, September 27, 1953
("Daily Worker," September 15, 1953, page 6; September 21, 1953,
page 2; and September 29, 1953, page 3).
The Committee on Un-American Activities cited the National

Council of the Arts, Sciences and Professions as a Communist front
in the enclosed report.
The "Daily Worker" of June 20, 1950 (page 2) reported that Henry

Pratt Fairchild signed the World Peace Appeal; he was listed as an
endorser of the World Peace Appeal on an undated leaflet entitled
"Prominent Americans Call For * * " (received September 11, 1950).
He was shown as a sponsor of the World Congress for Peace, American
Sponsoring Committee, on a leaflet, "World Congress for Peace,
Paris " April 20-23, 1949, He was shown as a sponsor of the Ameri-
can Continental Congress for Peace in Mexico City, September 5-10,
1949, as shown on the "Call" to the Congress. He was a sponsor of
the U. S. Sponsoring Committee for Representation at the Congress
of the Peoples for Peace, Vienna a meeting of the World Peace Coun-
cil, as shown on a leaflet, "Let's Talk It Overl" and in the "Daily
Worker" (October 31, 1952, page 2) and "Daily People's World"
(November 5, 1952, page 2).
The World Peace Appeal was cited as a petition campaign launched

by the Permanent Committee of the World Peace Congress at its
meeting in Stockholm, March 16-19, 1950; as having "received the
enthusiastic approval of every section of the international Communist
hierarchy"; as having been lauded in the Communist press, putting
"every individual Communist on notice that he,'has the duty to rise
to this appeal' "; and as having "received the official endorsement
of the Supreme Soviet of the U. S . R., which has been echoed by the
governing bodies of every Communist satellite country, and by all
Communist Parties throughout the world." (Committee's Report
378, April 25, 1951, page 34.)
The Committee, in Report 378, April 25, 1951, cited the American

Continental Congress for Peace in Mexico City as "another phase in
the Communist 'peace' campaign, aimed at consolidating anti-Ameri-
cap forces throughout the Western Hemisphere."
The World Peace Congress (Paris, April 20-23, 1949) was cited by

this Committee as a Communist front among the " 'peace' con-
ferences" which "have been organized under Communist initiative in
various countries throughout the world as part of a campaign against
the North Atlantic Defense Pact." The World Peace Council was
cited as having been formed at the conclusion of the Second World
Peace Congress in Warsaw and which was heralded by the Moscow
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radio )ai.f!the: expression of.the d tminationofi thepeoples to take
into their own hands the strule:for peace.. i (Report 378, April 25,
195t, pa)ges16.;and 38, trespeCiely):t. ,1:.· ,,.*;;''¼.,·, ,- :~ !

The "Diaily Workei:ioftJ ly 9, 1952 (page 6) reported that Prof,
Henry Pratt iFasrchild siged ain open letter iof theirNational Com-
mitte, to Repeal the:McOran,-Act: thei)tteri was made to the
Platform, Committees of,the Republican and Democratic Parties and
urged tha.t they include,in the 1952 platfor4,fa plank' calling for
repeal of the;Mcarran Act.t Th.e same'joirasatioi also reeae
an open letter to :Members lof ethe.EightThird Coes .urging:
support of legilationl to repeal Ithe, McOarrt Act,,as ow on an
undated official letterhead, (received January193) which listed'HenryPrattE airchild.as having signed the letter (page 2). ,

.Prof. iFairchild was amongg ith guests who were present and intro-
duced at the 17th annual education conference of the Techers Union
of New York held March 28 at the Hotel Commodore ("Daily
Worker," March 30, 1953, pages 3 and 8)..
JAMES T. FARZtELL'
James T. Farrell contributed to the following: issues of the Daily

Worker: November 29, 1934, p. 5; May 3, 1935, p. 2; and December
21, 1935, p. 3,_ :This publication was cited, as the 'Official Commmnist
Party, U.'S..-A. organs' by the Committe'e on Un-American Activities
in Report No.,1920, May 1l, 1948, p. 44.
The "Call for Congress of American Revolutionary Writers on

May 1" listed James T. Farrell as one of the signers of the "Call?.
The same information was reported in the Daily Worker of January 18,1935 (p. 5) and 'was shown im material presentedto.the Special
Committee on,Un-American Activities .by Mr. Walter iS. Steele in
connection with. his public testimony before the Committee on
August 17, 1938 (Public Hearings, Vol, 1, page 561).; TheiCongress
of American Revolutionary Writers was cited as 'subversive and,
Communist by the Attorney General in letters to the Loyalty Review
Board released December 4, 1947 ,and September 21, 1948, and
included in consolidated list releasedA April 1, 1954.
The Daily Worker of April 29, 1936 (p. 1).reported that Jamei T.

Farrell participated in theFirst American Writers.Congress at Mecca
Temple New York, N. Y., Apiil 26-27, 19356. The Walter Steele
material referred to above (p. 562) shows that James' T, Farrell was
elected at that congress to the national council of tbe League of
American Writers. -This information was also reported in the Daily
Worker of Ap ril:30, 1935. , ,

The League of,,American Writers' was, cited as subversive and
Communist by the Attorey Genera inletters to the Loyalty Review
Board released June 1 and Sept. 21, 1948, and included in consolidated
list released April 1, 1954. The Attorney General (Cong. Record,
September 24, 1942, pp. 7685-6) stated the League was, "founded
under Communist auspices in1935:*i* j'min 19391'** *.beganopenly
to follow tbe:Communist Partylie a dictated bythe foreign policyofthe Sobvet Union. ,**·*. This organization was citedias,a Com-munist front by, the Special Committee on Un-American Activitii ,

Report of January3,3 1940 p.9.9 Acording to the March 29l; 1944,
Report (p. 82), of the Sp'ecal Committee on Ui-Am AricanAtiviti :Earl Browder, general secretary of the Communist Party, was a peaker
.

8647-64---1
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at the second biennial Ad*titi n Writers Congress in 1937; the Con-
gress was sponsored by the League of American Writers.

A letterhead of the National Committee for the Defense of Political
Prisoners dated October 31, 1935, carried the name of James T.
Farrell as a member of that organization. The National Committee
for * * * was cited as subversive and Communist by the Attorney
General in letters to the Loyalty Review Board released December
4, 1947, and September 21, 1948; also included in consolidated list
released April 1, 1954, and as "Substantially equivalent to Inter-
national Labor Defend, legal arm of the Communist Party * * *
(it) caters to financially aid socially prominent liberals * * *"
(Cong. Record, September 24, 1942, . 7686).
The December, 1930, issue of New Masses (which was cited by the

Attorney General as a "Communist periodical" Cong. Record, Sep-
tember 24, 1942, p. 7688) shows James T. Farrell as a contributor
(p 18), and the June 19, 1934, issue contains his contribution to
the New Masses Symposium (page 30).
James T. Farrell contributed to Partisan Review, publication of the

John Reed Clubs, as shown by the February-March, 1934 (p. 16) and
January-February, 1935 (p. 20) issues. The Special Committee
on * * * Report of March 29, 1944, p. 175, indicates these clubs
were "Named after the founder of the American Communist Party."
An undated letterhead of Book Union, Inc., lists James T. Fitrell

as a member of its advisory council. Writings by James T. Farrell
were included in the anthology, "Proletarian Literature in the United
States," Book Union's first book selection according to the undated
circular, "Triple Combination Offer." This circular also showed
that applications and payments were to be sent to New Masses and
that the "triple offer" consisted of a copy of "Proletarian Literature,"
a membership in Book Union, and a 12-weeks' subscription to New
Masses. The Special Committee on * * * in its March 29, 1944,
Report (p. 96) found Book Union to be "Distributors of Communist
literature."
The folder, "Mother Ella Reeve Bloor 45th Anniversary Banquet,"

January 24, 1936, lists James Farrell as a sponsor. "Mother Bloor"
was one of the outstanding women leaders of the Communist Party
in the United States.

Other references to James T. Farrell may be found in the following
publications of this Committee, copies of which are enclosed for your
use:
Hearings Regarding Communist Infiltration of Hollywood Motion-

Picture Industry-Part 3, May and June 1951, p. 596
Hearings Regarding Communist Infiltration of the Hollywood Motion-

Picture Industry-Part 8, May 1952, pp. 3482 and 3487
HOWARD FAST
The Committee's "Review of the Scientific and Cultural Con-

ferehce for World Peace," dated April 19, 1949 (p. 2), named Howard
Fast as one of the sponsors of the Conference which was arranged by
the National Council of the Arts, Sciences and Professions. The
same Review showed that Mr. Fast participated in the World Congress
of Intellectuals in Wroclaw (Breslau) Poland, August 25 to 28, 1948.
He was an, American Sponsor of the World Peace Congress held in
Paris, Aprit 20-23, 1949 (ibid.).
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The Scientific and Cultural Conference for World Peace was cited:
as a Communit-front organization whihe was "actually a super-
mobilization of the inveterate wheelhorses and supporters of the
Communist Party and its auxiliary organizations" (Review of the
Scientific and Cultural Conference, page 1); the National Council of
the Arts, * * * was also cited in the same Review as a Communist.
front organization,

* * * bitter hatred for all western culture and the attempt to divorce writers,
scientists, and artists from their own native land and win their allegiance for the
Soviet Union is the underlying aim and theme of these scientific and cultural
conferences for world peace.
The World Congress of Intellectuals was a forerunner of the

Scientific and Cultural Conference; The World Peace Congress in
Paris (April 20-23, 1949) was cited as a Communist front among the
"peace" conferences which "have been organized under Communist
initiative in various countries throughout the world as part of a
campaign against the North Atlantic Defense Pact." (rom the
Committee's Review of the Scientific and Cultural Conference.) A
copy of this report is enclosed; and your attention is called to pages
3, 9-11, 19, 20,22, 24 25, 27, 28, 31, 33-45, 47-51, 54-56, 58 and 60
which refer to Howard Fast.

In a report of this Committee, dated April 16, 1946, Howard Fast
was named as a member of the Executive Board of the Joint Anti-
Fascist Refugee Committee; while an officer, he was cited for contempt
of Congress for refusal to produce records of the organization as
subpoenaed by the Committee. The Washington "Post" of April 1,
1947 (p. 1), reported that he was indicted April 1 1947; atid was
convicted June 27, 1947 (Washington "Star" of June 28, 1947, pages
1 and 6). The District of Columbia Court sentenced Mr. Fast to
three months in jail and a $500 fine ("PM"'of July 17, 1947 page 5).
He appealed the decision but "on May 29, 1950, the Supreme Court
refused to review- the conviction for contempt of Congress of * * *
members of the Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee and on June.
7, 1950, they went to jail" (Annual'Report of the Committee for the
Year 1950, page 34).
The "Daily Worker" of September 1, 1950 (pages 2 and 9), reported

that Howard Fast. novelist, was released from Federal prison at Mill
Point, West Virginia, after completing three months sentence for
contempt of the House of Representatives.
The Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Conmmittee was cited as a Corm-,

munist-front organization by the Special Committee on Un-Americai
Activities, March 29, 1944 (page 174). On' December 4, 1947, aml
September 21, 1948, lists of organizations cited. by ,tie Attorney
General of the United States were released to the press by the U. .

Civil Service Commission; the Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee
was one of the organizations shown on the list as subversive ard
Communist and it was subsequently redesignated by the Attorney;
General on April 27, 1953 pursuant to Executive Order No'. 10450..
.Howard Fatst signed a statement of the Civil Rights CoaErew,

protesting the jailing of Communist leaders, as: shdownin the! "aily
Worker" of June 6, 1949 (p. 2); he spoke ata meeting of the ivit
Rights Congress in behalf of the Communist leader, aecorditgl to
the "D'aily Worker" of Jiune 8, 1949 (p/33); he, spoke agwn Abefobe tht
ame grouup; as reported in the "Daily Worker!" ortJune 28, 194 (P.9)i
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The Civil Rights Congress published Mr. Fast's book, "Peekafll
USA" as was shown in the "Daily Worker" on March 23, 1961 (p. 11);
and April 0O, 1951 (p, 11). The October 3, (1951) isUe of the same
publication reported that the Civil Rights Congress had published
the second in a series of "Crisis Papersrby Mr. Fast (p. 7).
In a pilgrimage of the Civil Rights Congress, on behalf of the Martins-

ville Seven, Howard Fast led the New York Council of the Artse
Sciences and Professions; the so-called "Martinsville seven" were
"Negro youth and men * * * charged with the rape of a white woman
in 19494 tried and convicted" ("Daily Worker" of January 29, 1951,
p. 1).
The Civil Rights Congress was "an organization formed i April

1946 as a merger of two other Communist-front organizations (Inter-
national Labor Defense and the National Federation for Cofmtitu-
tional Liberties); it was "dedicated not to the broader issues of. civil
liberties, but specifically to the defense of individual Communiste and
the Communist Party" and "controlled by individuals who are either
members of the Communist Party or openly loyal to it" (Committee
on Un-American Activities in Report 1115 of September 2, 1947).
The U. S. Attorney General cited the Civil Rights Congress as.sub-
versive and Communist (letters to the Loyalty Review Board, re-
leased to the press December 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948). The
organization was redesignated on April 27, 1953 pursuant to Executive
Order 10450.
The "Daily Worker" of September 12, 1949 (p. 4), reported that

Howard Fast spoke before the New York State Communist Party;
the "Daily Worker"'of January 18, 1950 (p. 11), reported that be was

Chairman of a meeting on the Soviet Communist Party resolutiops
on the arts.
The following statement by Mr. Fast appeared in the "Daily

Woker" on November 10, 1949 (p. 10):
In the Communist Party is enshrined the future and the hope of mankind * **

There is no nobler, no finer product of man's existence on this earth than the
Communist Party.
Howard Fast signed the World Peace Appeal, as shown in. the

"Daily Worker" of June 20, 1950 (p. 2). An interim statement by
the Committee on Un-American Activities, July 13, 1950, revealed
that "though labeled as a 'peace petition,' the document (World
Peace Appeal) is actually intended to be the entering wedge for a

campaign of civil disobedience and defiance of our Government,',in
the interests of the war effort of a foreign nation" (p. 3). WThe Comr
mittee on Un-American Activities again cited the World Peace Appeal
as a petition campaign launched by the Permanent Committee of the
World Peace Congress in a meeting at Stockholm, March 16-19, 1950,
(Report on the Communist "Peace". Offensive, April 25, 1951, p..
34); the report further stated that the Appeal "received the enthusi.
astic approval of every section of the international Communist
hierarchy" and as having been lauded in the Communist press,put-
ting "every individual Communist on notice that he 'has the duty to
rise to this appeal' "; and as having "received the official endorsement
6f thb Suipreme Soviet of the US.S., R.",,,
:The:Daily Workei" of April 6,1951 (p. 4), reported tth te State

Department had refused to rant Howard, Fast a passport to; rage,
Czechoslovakia, to 'attend theopening of his ;play,,'Thirty Pieces t
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Silver." The September 26, 1951 issue of the "Daily Worker" (p. 4),
reported that the State Departient had refused to grant him a pass-port to attend the second anniversary celebration of the Chmeie
People's Republic and that he claimed the Department of State was
making "him a sort of 'house prisoner within the continental border
of the United States."
The "Daily Worker" of February 25, 1953 (p. 7), reported that

a Czech translation of "Haym Solomon" by Howard Fast was in
publication according to a recent announcement in Prague.
Howard Fast was a signer of an appeal to President Truman re-

questing amnesty for leaders of the Communist Party convicted under
the Smith Act as shown by the December 10, 1952 issue of the "Daily
Worker" (p. 4).
The "Daily Worker" of September 10, 1952 (p. 8), reported that

Howard Fast was the American Labor Party Congressonal candidate
in the 23d Congressional District, New York. According to the
September 15 1952 issue of the "Daily Worker" (p. 3), Howard Fast,
American Labor Party candidate for Congress from the 23d Con-
gressional District in the Bronx, called on President Truman to order a
cease-fire in Korea. The Special Committee * *, in its report of
March 29, 1944 (p. 78), cited the American Labor Party as follows:
For years, the Communists have put forth the greatest efforts to capture the

entire American Labor Party throughout New York State. They succeededin
capturing the Manhattan and Brooklyn sections of the American Labor Party but
outside of New York City they have been unable to win control.
Howard Fast was a signer of an Open Letter of the American Peace

Crusade to the President demanding an immediate cease-fire in Korea
and that the prisoner issue be settled later ("Daily Worker," March
11 1953, p. 8). The Congressional Committeei'* *,inits statement
issued on the March of Treason, February 19, 1951,'nd House Report
No. 378, on the Communist "Peace" Offensive, April 25, 1951 (p.; 1),
cited the American Peace Crisade as an organization which'"the
Communists established" as "a new instrument for their 'eace'
offensive in the'United States" and which was heralded bythe '"DailyWorker" "with the usual bold headlines reserved for projects in' line
with the Communist objectives." On January 22, 1954 the United
States Attorney General cited the American Peace Crusade as dub-
versive and Communist, pursuant to Executive Order 10450. I i ;
The "Daily Woiker" of November 1i0, 1952 (p. 3) reported that

Howard Fast was a signer of an amicus curiae brief presented to the
Supreme Court, Washington, D. C., urging a new trial for Ethel arid
:Julius Roenberg. He participated in a mar h;to Sin Singinha demiion-
stration for the Rosenbergs ("Daily People's Worldt Decembet 2
1952i p. '1); and he wrote an article on his tfip to Sing Sing in'iehif
of ,the Rosenbergs ("Daily People's World,"t Decembet 31,>,:192,
p. 7). The "Daily Worker"'of January 21i 1963 (p; 7) reported that
Howard Fast was one of those who urged clemencyy or theRosentergr.
A letterhead of the Committee of Professional Groups f6rIBrtd*r

and Ford, dated September 22" 1936, listed lKennethiFe nigs a
member of that organization. Th (Conmittee of Profeesiona:(l ps
for Browder and lFord has bee oitedas' Cobinunita-front aii-
tion which operated when those two candidates were runmnn for
President and Vice President respectively on the Communist Party
ticket. (From Report 1311 o the Special Committee on Un-American
Activities dated March 29. 1944. na~Si nd 1Rfl
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The "Daily Worker" of May 21, 1930 reported that Kenneth Fear-
ing was a member of the John Reed Club; the same information is
found in the "New York Times" of May 19, 1930. He contributed
to the November-December 1934 (p. 54) and January-February 1935
(p. 29) issues of the Partisan Review, a publication of the John
Reed Club of New York.
The John Reed Clubs of tlhe United States were named after the

founder of the American Communist Party (report of, the Special
Committee * * * dated March 29, 1944, p. 175).
Kenneth Fearing contributed articles to the "Daily Worker" and

to its Sunday edition, "The Worker", as shown in the following issues
of that publication: August 27, 1934; July 23, 1935 (p. 5); December
24, 1931 (p. 3); December 21, 1935 (p. 3); and January 23, 1936 (p.
5). His photograph appeared in the issue of May 20, 1935 (p. 5).
The Daily Worker has been cited as the official organ of the Com-

munist Party, U. S. A., by the Committee on Un-American Activities
in Report No. 1920 of May 11, 1948 (page 44); also cited by the
Special Committee * * * in report dated March 29, 1944 (pages 59
and 60; also cited in reports of January 3, 1939, page 30; January 3,
1940, page 7; January 3, 1941, page 14; aid June 25, 1942, page 4).
New Masses magazine for September 1930 (page 3) named Kenneth

Fearing as one of its Contributing Editors; he contributed to the
following issues of the publication: September 1927 (pages 9 and 29);
January 28 (page 5); June 1928 (page 22); September 1930 (page 11);
September 6, 1938 (page 20); and November 8, 1938 (page 10). His
book of poetry, Stranger at Coney Island, was reviewed by Eda Lou
Walton in the January 1949 issue of Masses & Mainstream (pages
81-83).
The Special Committee * * * cited New Masses as a "nationally

circulated weekly journal of the Communist Party * * whose
ownership was vested in the American Fund for Public Service"
(report dated March 29, 1944, pages 48 and 75; also cited in reports of
January 3, 1939, page 80;and June 25, 1942, pages 4 and 21). The
Attorney General of the United States cited New Masses as a "Com-
munist periodical" (Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, page
7688).
The Bulletin of the League of American Writers (issue for the

Summer, 1938, page 4), named Kenneth.Fearing as one of the members
of the League; he signed the Call to the Third American Writers
Congress of the League, as shown in Direction for May-June 1939
(page 1).
The Attorney General cited the League of American Writers as

having been founded under Communist auspices in 1935 and "in
1939" it "began openly to follow the Communist Party line"; it was
subsequently cited as subversive and Communist. (Congressional
Record, September 24, 1942, pages 7680 and 7685, and press releases
on June 1 and September 21, 1948, respectively; also included in con-
solidated list dated April 1, 1954.)
The Special Committee * * * cited the league as a Communist-

front organization (report of January 3, 1940; also cited ia reports
of June 26, 1942, and March 29, 1944).
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Soviet Russia Today published (in the issue of September 1939,
page 25), the text of an Open Letter-
calling for greater unity of the anti-fascist forces and strengthening of the front
against aggression through closer cooperation with the Soviet Union, released on
August 14 by 400 leading Americans.
Kenneth Fearing, identified as a Poet, was one of the "400 leading
Americans" who signed,the letter which urged-
Americans of whatever political persuasion to stand firmly for close cooperation
in this sphere between the United States and Soviet P ussia, and to be on guard
against any and all attempts to prevent such cooperation ii this critical period
in the affairs of mankind.
The Open Letter described above was known as the Open Letter for

Closer Cooperation With the Soviet Union and was issued by "a group
of Communist Party stooges" (from Report of the Special Commit-
tee * * * dated June 25, 1942, page 21).
HAROLD GLASSER
Summarized from the Committee on Un-American Activities report,

"The Shameful Years", (House Report No. 1229, January 8, 1952,
pp. 58-61), as follows:

THE SILVERMASTER-PERLJO GROUPS

In order for their espionage apparatus to function as an over-all unit it was
necessary for the Russians to establish contact within the various departments
and bureaus of the United States Government. The success with which this was
accomplished was attested to in testimony given the Committee by Elizabeth
T. Bentley in July 1948.

Miss Bentley stated that for more than 11 years she had engaged in Communist
Party activity as well as Soviet espionage. In 1988 she became acquainted with
Jacob Golos, * * *

* * * She testified that under the direction of Golos, until his death in 1943,
she acted as courier and in a liaison capacity between individuals engaged in
Soviet espionage and Golos.
Even after Golos died in November 1943, she continued to act in the same

capacity under the direction of Earl Browder, then head of the Communist Party
U. S. A. This arrangement continued until late in 1944, * * *

* * * * * *

Miss Bentley has stated that all the individuals working in the apparatus were
under the direction of the NKVD. These espionage groups with which she was
working were composed primarily of individuals employed in the Government in
Washington, D. C. The head of the most important and active group with which
Miss Bentley had contact was Nathan Gregory Silvermaster. * * *

* * ,. * * * * *

The head of. another important' group coatot~d by EItgabeth Bentley was
Victor Perlo, then an employee of the War Production oard. She first met the
members of this group at the apartment of John Abt, then general counsel for
the Amalgamated Clothing Workers of America-CIO. Abt was later to figure
in the testimony of Whittaker Chambers as will be shown later in this report.

Another person mentioned by Bentley, who was to figure. in' the Chambers
testimony was Alger Hiss. Bentley stated that members of the Perlo group had
informed her that "Hiss" of the State Department had taken Harold Glasser of
the Treasury Department and two or three others, and had' turned them over
to the direct control of Soviet representatives operating iD this country.
The members of the Perlo group who were named by Mis Bentley were:.

* *. * * ,* $ * *

Harold laser, Tireasury Dtiartment; loaned to Government of Ecuador;
loaned to War Production Board; adviser on North African Affairs Conmminttee
in Algiers, NorthAfrica;;

*$ 0 * *
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Certain of these individuals have denied the allegations concerning themselves
either through a personal appearance before the committee or by communica-
tion with the committee.

* * * * *· *
Norman Bursler, * * *, Harold Glasser, * * *, have not appeared before the

committee to affirm or deny the charges made concerning them.
Other references to this matter may be found in the following

publications of the Committee on Un-American Activities:
Hearings Regarding Communist Espionage in the United States

Government, July-September 1948, pages: 515, 575, 592, 654,
686, 702, 821, 860, 885, 900, 902, 903, 910, 917, 921, 1273, 1350,
1351

Hearings Regarding Communism in the United States Government-
Part 1, April-June, 1950, and July-August, 1948, pages: 1727,
1739, 1748, 1751, 2933, and 2943

Annual Report for the Year 1950, page 9
Methods of Communist Infiltration in the United States Govern-

ment, May and June 1952, pages: 3406, 3407, 3412, and 3442
WALTER GELLHORN

Organization and affiliation
National Lawyers Guild (1).
Member of the Committee on
Administrative Law and Agen-
cies of the Guild; identified as
from New York City.
Member; identified with Co-
lumbia University, New
York City.

International Juridical Associa-
tion (1). Member, National
Committee.

Signer of Statement ---

National Emergency Conference
for Democratic Rights (1).
Member, Board of Sponsors.

Non-Partisan Committee for the
Reelection of Congressman Vito
Marcantonio (1). Member.

"Security, Loyalty, and Science"
by Dr. Walter Gellhorh re-
viewed.

MARTHA GRAAHAM

Source
July 1937 News-Letter, p. 2.

1939 Membership List.

Leaflet, "What is the I. J. A.?"

"Daily Worker," July 25, i936,
p. 2.

Press release dated Feb. 23, 1940.

Letterhead dated Oct. 3, 1936.

"Daily Worker," Nov. 23 1950
(.. 8), "Daily People's World"
Nov 28, 1950, p. 7and Feb.
6, i951, p. 9..

Organization and affiliation sourcee
American League for Peace and Letterhead, Apr. 6, 1939 (photo-
Democracy (1) and (2). Mem- stat).
ber, Theatre Arts Committee.

National Council of.AmericanSo- Report of the Director ,to the
ietFrientd8ip, (1) and (2)ie.. , MmbeNrs,:N S,' ar. 7,

Chairman, Dance Committee. 1945.
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Organisation and affiliation
Medical Bureau and North meri-
Can Committee to: Aid Spanish
Democracy (1). Sponsor.
Member, Theatre Arts Com-

mittee.
MORTIMER GRAVCs

Organisation and affiliation
Citizens' Committee to Free Earl
Browder (1) and (2). Sponsor
in Washington.

National Council of American-So-
viet Friendship (1) and (2).
Sponsor.

Member of Sponsoring Com-
mittee of the National
Council's Committee on
Education.

Open Letter for Closer Coopera-
tion with the Soviet Union (1).
Signer.

Washington Committee for Aid to
China (1). Chairman.

Spoke at meeting of the group
at the First Baptist Church,
Washington, D.C., Feb. 11,
1941.

American Russian Institute (2);
Member of Board of Directors
and sponsor of dinner dedicated
to American-Soviet Post-War
Relations, New York, N. Y.,
Oct. 19, 1944.

HORACE GREGORY
Organization and Affiliation

Communist Party (1) 'and (2).,
Signed Call' for support of the
Communist Party National
Elections and its candidates..
Member, Committee of Pro;

fessional Groups for (Earl)
Browder and' (Jas.) Ford,
candidates for President
and VicA President of the
United States on the Com-
munist Party ticket.

Source
Letterhead, Michigan Chapter,Feb. 2, 1939.

Letterhead, July 6, 1938.

Source
Advertisement in the Washing-

ton "Post," May 11, 1942, p. 9.

Letterhead dated March 13, 1946,
a memorandum of the organi-
zation issued March 18, 1946,and the "Call" to the Congress
of American-Sviet Friendship,Nov. 6-8, 1943, p. 4.

Bulletin of the Committee on
Education, June 1945, p. 22,
and the Proceedings of the
Conference on Education
About the Soviet Union, Oct.
14 1944, New York City (in-side back cover).

"Soviet Russia Today," Septem-
ber 1939, p. 25.

Leaflet, "China Aid News," June
1940; mimeographed form let-
ter dated Apr. 15, 1941.

Leaflet, "Stop Shipments to Ja-
pan,

Invitation to dinner.

Source
Daily Worker, Sept. 14, 1932,

p. 1, c. 2.

Daily Worker, Sept. 2,1936, p. 2;
letterhead: of Sept4i 22, 1936;,
pamphlet,. Culture and the;
Crisis, p. 32.
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Organization and affiliation
National Committee for People's

Rights (1) and (2). Member.

League of American Writers (1)
and (2). Member, National
Committee.

Congress of American Revolution-
ary Writers (2). Signed Call
to the congress.

New Masses (1) and (2). Con-
tributing Editor.

Contributed to the following_,

Golden Book of American Friend-
ship With the Soviet Union (1).
Signed the Golden Book.

Source
Letterhead of July 13, 1938; and

leaflet, "News You Don't
Get," dated Nov. 15, 1938,

Daily Worker, Apr. 30, 1935.

Daily Worker, Jan. 18, 1935,
p. 5.

New Masses, September 1930,
p. 3; December 1930, p. 3;
June 8,1937, p. 13; Sept. 7,
1937, p. 9; Sept. 14, 1937, p. 9;
Nov. 2, 1937, p. 13; Jan. 11,
1938, p. 25

New Masses, February 1928, p.
13; September 1928, p. 6;
Mar. 2, 1937, p. 23; Apr. 14,
1937, p. 8; Apr. 20, 1937; p. 25;
Aug. 3, 1937, p. 26; Oct. 12,
1937, p. 17; and Dec. 7, 1937,
p. 11.

Soviet Russia Today, November
1937, p. 79.

ALBERT GUERARD
According to the following sources, Prof. Albert L. Guerard was

a sponsor of the American Committee for Protection of ForeignBorn:
A letterhead of the organization dated December 11-12, 1948; an
undated letterhead received by this committee July 11, 1950; an
undated letterhead distributing a speech by Abner Green at a con-
ference held December 2-3, 1950; a 1950 letterhead; the Daily Worker
of April 4, 1951 (page 8); a letterhead of the Midwest Committee
for Protection of Foreign Born, dated April 30, 1951, which named
him as a National Sponsor of the organization; a photostatic copy
of an undated letterhead of the Twentieth Anniversary National
Conference which was held in Chicago, Illinois, December 8-9, 1951;
the Daily Worker of April 29, 1953 (page 6), in which source he was
identified with Brandeis University, Waltham, Mass., and which
source also gave the name as Prof. Albert Guerard, without a middle
initial; and Exhibit 52 of MP'thew Cvetic, presented during his
testimony before this committee.
The program and call to a National Conference of the American

Committee for Protection of Foreign Born in Cleveland, Ohio, October
25-26, 1947, named. Prof. Albert Guerard as one of the sponsors of
that conference; According to the Daily Worker of April 8, 1953
(page 2), Prof. Albert L. Guerard, Waltham, Mass., signed an Open
Letter of the American Committee * * *, addressed to the Congress
of the United States, calling for repeal of the Walter-McCarran Law.
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He was among the "one hundred and thirty" who "joined with the
American Commiiitee, * * in signing a scroll presented to tie
Rt.. Rev. Arthur W. Moulton"'(hotiorary chairman of the American
Committee) on his 80th birthday (Daily Worker of May 5 1953
page' 8).. He' was a sponsor of the National Conference to Repeal
the Wal'ter;McCaran Law and Defend Its Victims, called by the
American Co.miittee * * * for Chicago, Illinois, December 12-13,
1953 (Daily Worker of October 1, 1953, page 2).
The Attorney General of the United States cited the American

Committee for Protection of Foreign Born as subversive and Com-
munist (press releases of June 1 and September 21, 1948; consolidated
list released April 1, 954); the Special Committee on Un-American
Activities cited it as "o'ie of the oldest auxiliaries of the Communist
Party, in the United States' (report of March 29, 1944).

Prof. Albert L. 'uerard, identified with Stanford University, Calif.,
signed an appeal addressed 'to the President of the United States
requesting amnesty for leaders of the Communist Party convicted
under the Smith Act (Daily Worker, December 10, 1952, page 4).
An undated leaflet of the Citizens' Committee to Free Earl Browder

named Prof. Albert Guerard of Stanford University as having appealed
to the President of the United States "for justice in the Browder
case." The Attorney General cited the Citizens' Committee * * *
as Communist (Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, page 7687;
press release of April 27, 1949; and consolidated list of April 1, 1954);
the Special Committee * * *. cited the organization as a Communist
front (report of March 29, 1944.

Also cited in the report of the Special Committee * * * (dated March
29, 1944) was the National Free Browder Congress; Albert Guerard
signed the call to that congress, as reported. in the Daily Worker of
February 25, 1942 (pages 1 and 4).
- On September 11, 1942, the National Federation for Constitutional
Liberties published in pamphlet form, an Open Letter which the
organization had sponsored, signed by "600 Prominent Americans"
who asked the President of the United States to reconsider the order
of the Attorney General for deportation of Harry Bridges, Communist
Party member. The Open Letter further stated that "It is equally
essential that the Attorney General's ill-advised, arbitrary, and unwar-
ranted findings relative to the Communist Party be rescinded."
Among the "600 Prominent Americans" who signed the letter,

dated July 11, 1942 was Prof. Albert Guerard, Stanford University.
The same information appeared in the Daily Worker on July 19,
1942 (page 4).
The Daily Worker of November 25, 1953 (page 2), reported that

Prof. Albert L. Guerard, General Literature Emeritus, Stanford,
California, was one of 134 professionals who signed a statement on
behalf of the Jefferson School of Social Science; cited as "an adjunct
of the Communist Party" by the Attorney General (press release of,
December 4, 1947; and consolidated list released on April 1, 1954).
The Special Committee . . . also cited the School (report of March
29, 1944).
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JOHN HOUSEMAN
Organisation and affiliation Source
y Worker (1). Writerof article Daily Worker, Sept. 18, 1937, p.
L the theatre. 7.
nds of the Abraham Lincoln Letterhead, Sept. 13,1937; Infor-
rigade (1). Sponsor. mation submitted by WalterS.

Steele in connection with his
testimony given in public hear-'
ings before Special Committee
on Un-American Activities,
Aug. 17, 1938, p. 569; testi-
mony of Mr. Steele, Public
Hearings, July 21, 1947, p. 29.

National Sponsor------- Letterhead of Mar. 23, 1939,
introduced into Public Hear-
ings of the Special Committee
on Un-American Activities dur-
ing testimony of Mrs. Walter
Owens Selby, Apr. 12, 1940,
pp. 7728-7729.

ywood Independent Citizens Letterhead, Oct. 2, 1945.
Committee of the Arts, sciences
and Professions (1). Member,
Executive Council.

Hollywood Writers Mobilization
(2). Third Vice-Chairman, Ex-
ecutive Council.
Member, Advisory Committee
on Radio of the "Holly-
wood Quarterly" pub. by
Hollywood W riters Mobi-
lization.

Contributed to Hollywood
Quarterly.

Member of Panel on Propa-
ganda Analysis at the
Writers Congress held
October 1-3, 1943, under
auspices of H. W. M. and
University of California.

New Theatre League (1). Spon-
sor of drive to raise funds for
Artef Theatre. Artref Theatre
was described in this article as
"proudest and outstanding
member" of New Theatre
League.

Theatre Arts Committee (affiliated
with Medical Bureau and North
American Committee to Aid
Spanish Democracy-cited by
1; and American League for
Peace and Democracy, cited by
1 and 2. Member, Advisory
Council.

Letterhead, Oct. 10, 1945.

Hollywood Quarterly, April 1947,
No. 3, vol. II.

Hollywood Quarterly, January
1947, p. 161.

Program of the Writers Congress,
1943.

Daily Worker, Jan. 21, 1938, p. 9.

Undated letterhead.

Dail
on

Frie]
B]

Holl,
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Organization and affiliation Source
Wasreportedto filmindependently Daily Worker, Sept. 26, 1950, p.

a film on the Centralia mine 11.
disaster of 1947.

LANGSTON HUGHES
The Daily Worker of September 14, 1932, named Langston Hughes

as one of those who signed a "Call for support of the Commuinst
Party National Elections and its Candidates." The same publication
(in the issue of February 7, 1949, page 2) reported that "Langston
Hughes, Negro people's poet defends the Communist leaders on trial
and warns the Negro people that they too are being tried,in his column
in the current issue of the 'Chicago Defender'. " The article further
quoted Mr. Hughes as declaring that "If the 12 Communists are sent
to: jail, in a little while the.ywilI send Negroes to jail simply for being
Negroes and, to concentration camps just for;bein colored. ;

Langston Hughes contributed to the Communist Party Yearbook
of 1937 (page 79), which is entitled "Ohio Marches Toward Peace and
Progress." He contributed to the March, April and July (1925)
issues of the Workers Monthly, official organ of the Workers Party
(as the American section of the Communist International was known
at the time).

In sworn testimony of Dr. Theodore Graebner, Concordia Seminary,
St. Louis, Missouri, before the Special Committee on Un-American
Activities on December 9, 1938 (Volume 4, page 3008), we find the
following statement:

It is proper also that outside the state of Minnesota our people know that
Langston Hughes, the Communist Poet, wrote:

"Good Morning, Revolution:
You're the very best friend
I ever had.
We gonna' pal around together from now onl"

and more directly the Workers' Song
"Put one more S in the U. S. A.
To make it Soviet.
The U. S. A. when we take control
Will be U. S. S. A. then."

The following poem which was written by Langston Hughes wae
quoted by Mr. Steve Gadler of St. Paul, Minn, during his sworn
testimony before the ;Special Committee on Un-American Activities
(Volume 2,-page 1366):

Listein, hist, :
You did alright in your day, I rskioni-
But that days gone vow.
They, ghosted youup a swell story, too,OCalled it lBiDle-1TBititf''deadhd 0 *' ;'v':. '

The popes andithe prea&hers've i
Made too; ruchi qoney from it,;.
Kings, ',enera:s,;robbers, andkillers-
Even to the Ta'and th Cosace.

en to Rbckefellei'se church.v ', '

EB.en to the 'Satuirday Evening Post.
,o.. itnqn g/od, nQo,p ;/ ,, ;,

T3Ood'l.̂ Woe,'Wo;ut.I.
Christ Jesus,iord,Jehvb.. ,
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Beat it on away from here now.
Make way for a new guy with no religion at all-
A real guy named
Marx Communist, Lenin Peasant, Stalin Worker, ME-
I said, Mel
Go ahea' on now,
You're getting in the way of things, Lord.
And please take Saint Ghandi with you when you go
And Saint Pope Pius
And Saint Aimee McPherson,
And big black Saint Becton of the Consecrated Dime.
And step on the gas, Christi
Movel
Don't be so slow bout movin'l
The world is mine from now on-
And notoly's gonna sell ME
To a king, or a general,
Or a millionaire.

The Daily People's World of January 20, 1950 (page 2, Section 2),
published Hughes' Ballad of Lenin, part of which is as follows: j

Comrade Lenin of Russia
High in a marble tomb,
Move over, Comrade Lenin,
And give me room.
I am Ivan, the peasant,
Boots all muddy with soil
I fought with you, Comrade Lenin,
Now I have finished my toil.
* $ *

I am Chico, the Negro,
Cutting cane in the sun.
I lived for you, Comrade Lenin,
Now my work is done.
* * *

I am Chang from the foundries
On strike in the streets of Shanghai
For the sake of the Revolution
I fight, I starve, I die.
Comrade Lenin of Russia
Rises in the Marble tomb
On guard with the fighters forever-
The world is our room

In 1937 and 1938, "the Communist Party threw itself whole-
heartedly into a campaign in support of the Spanish Loyalist cause,
recruiting men and organizing multifarious so-called relief organiza-
tions" such as Friends of the Abraham Lincoln Brigade, Veterans of
the Abraham Lincoln Brigade, etc. (Report 1311 of the Special
Committee * * * dated March 29, 1944.)
Langston Hughes endorsed the drive of Friends of the Abraham

Lincoln Brigade to bring the wounded boys back home, as shown in
a circular entitled "and tell the folks that I'll be home if * * *" He
is listed as a sponsor of the organization on letterheads dated Pep-
tember 10 and 22, 1938. He has contributed to various issues of
"Volunteer for Liberty," official organ of Veterans of the Abraham
.incoln Brigade: September 0, 1937 (page 1); October 11, 1937 (page
16); November 15, 1937: (page 3); June 15, 1938 (page 15); January
17,1949 (Introduction in Bound Volume) ;and his photographIpeared
in the February 28, 1938 issue of the same publication. The Daily
Worker of February 15, 1949 (page 13), nlso reported that Mr. Hughes
had contributed to "Volunteer for Liberty."
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On two 'Occasions, Langstoi ughes sent' greeting' tt the Inter-
national Labor Defense, as shown in an official program of a conference
held in New: York, and^Equal :JUstice for June 1P39 (page 3). The
International Labor Defense has been cited as being "essentially tie
legal defense arm of the CommUnist'-Party of tflhe United States.'
It' is the Amerian section f Mi. O.: P. R., or Red International 'df
Labor Defense, ofte referred to as the Red International AiJ,'wItsinternational cotgresses meetint Moscow. (See reports of th6i special
Committee on Un-American Activities dated January , 1939 ;J.aneiay
3, 1940; 'June 25, 1l942; March 29, 1944;.) It ias again cited ebythe
Commit teej on6 Un-Amieriican.Actlvities o&n'Sptemiiber'r 2, 1947:in
Report 1i 15. -The Attorney General oft-he T.tited States cite('itte
group as the "legal arm of' theo:omniunist Party" (Congressional
Record, September 24, 1942, page7686,;'and as subversive and' Coim-
munist presss leases of June'1 and September 21, 1948; redesignated
April 27, 1952; aalso c dincluded nonsolidated list of April 1,1954).
Langston Hughes is reported t;ohaVe spoken before and entertained

an organization known as International Workers Orderi on several
-occasions. (See: Daily Worker for Marchi 1, 38, page 2; Marhi 4,
1938, page i0;' April 23, 1938, page 8; May 14, 1938, page 8t. He
dcntributed to the following issues of New Order, official publication
of the English:and- youth sections of:the 'International Workers
Order: June 1936 (page 8), and January 1937 (page;2).

The' International Workers Order was cited as' 'one of the most
effective and closely' knitted organiztions among the Communist
'front' movements. It claimsas membership of 50,000 bound together
through aiftisuraicesandsocial plan * * * Itf has contributed larg
sums of money to Communist Party campaigns, and* * * *regularly
sponsors Communist: Party, endorsed candidates for public office."
(Special Commiittee * * * in reports of January 3, i939:January'g
1940; June :25; 1942;afd March 29, 1944.) The Attorney general
of the United States hiS cited the group as Communist (Congressional
Rcord, September 24,1i942 pige 76r8; and press reloses df December
4,' 1947 and Sept4mber21,;:948 ;,i'edesignated 'Apil 27, 1943; also
included: irn co'nsolidtted hist of April 1, 1954)I.
The Bulletin of the League of Amierican Writers namedLa.ngstoiHughes a 'Vice Presidentof' the League; thesame" infor mationt is

revealed by a letterhead of the organization dated December 29, 1938,
and.iby another letterhead f July 7 -1939. The Daily Worker of
April 30, 1935. lists :lim as a member of thbe National Comnittee of
that organization.,:;Hri ed the' altothe 'eFourth Congres;of the
aranizationwhichh 'was'hld in'NeW York City, June 6-8, 1941 (New
Masses, April 22', 1941); in a pamphlet of the organization entitled
"We HRtIld Tliese Truths," he has contributed an-article concerning
anti-Smitism; he also signed a statemnient bf:te organization. on
behalf of tie second fiont (Daily Workeri, Spteiber 14, 1942).
The:League ofi Aerican Wrters 'wafoundd 'underCommunist

auspices ini1935 *Lt-* The overta tivities o the egue ii t:i lat
two years eliteltle doubt of its Comunhist control"' (the Artme'
General in Congresional Re'ord, Seember 24, 1942 page 78)i s
was cited asas a "C'niimuist-fntoiorganization, by th6 Specil Co,'.(
mittee * * * in the:'re3t:'J:nua3 1940;Ji ne 2i5,t9:;'
M 'clih 2:91i4i4.The L:eague !as Cited as ubyi Vei and'ConIm
muiitst thit AttOfiiY':O?'al (pr"irele* of Ju 1 and Septea

:2g5
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ber 21, 1948; redesignated April 27, 1953; also included in consolidated
list of April 1, 1954). ;
A leaflet of March 2,1944, lists Langston Hughes as a sponsor of the

American Youth for Democracy; he was listed in Spotlight of April
1944 as a. national Sponsor of that organization. American Youth for
Democracy was cited as "the new name under which the Young Com-
munist League operates and which also largely absorbed the American
Youth Congress." (Report 1311 of the Special. Committee on ,Un
American Activities dated March 29, 1944,) Attorney General of the
United States cited the group as subversive and Communist (press
releases of December 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948 redesignated
April 27, 1953; also included in consolidated list of April , 1954); the
organization was the subject of a separate report by the Committee on
Un-American Activities (April 17, 1947),:and was' called "a front
formed in October 1943 to succeed the Young Communist League and
for the purpose of exploiting to the advantage of a foreign power the
idealism, inexperience, and craving to join which is characteristic of
American college youth."

Letterheads dated February 26, 1946, and May 18, 1952, of the
Spanish Refugee Appeal of the Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee
list Langston Hughes as one of the national sponsors of that group.
Another letterhead of the organization, dated April 28 1949, lists him
as one of the sponsors of the group. The Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee
Appeal was cited by the Special Committee * * * as a Communllst-
front organization (report of March 29, 1944); it was also cited by the
Attorney General as subversive and Communist (press releases of
December 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948; redesignated April 27,
1953; also included in consolidated list of April 1, 1954).
Langston Hughes was one of the sponsors of the National Council of

American-Soviet Friendship, as shown on a memorandum issued by
the Council on March 18, 1946, and a Call to the Congress of American-
Soviet Friendship, Nov. 6-8, 1943. The National Council *,*t was
cited as subversive and Communist by the Attorney, General (press
releases of June 1 and September 21, 1948; redesignated April27 1953-;
also included in consolidated list of April 1 1954); it, was cited by the
Special Committee * *. * in a report dated March 29, 1944 as having
been, "in recent months, the Communist Party's principal front for
all things Russian." ; : I
The January 1943 Message of the National Feeratio for Consti-

tutional Liberties, addressed to. the House of Representtives of the
United States, was signed by Langston Hughes (froma leaflet attached
to an undated letterhead of.the group). The. National Fedeation
was cited as "one of the Communist Party's fronts set up uring the
period of the Soviet-Nazi Pact'" (report of the Spec.ial Comtte
dated June 25, 1942) the Attorney General cited it as;'par of what
Lenin, called the ,so;ar system, of organizations', o.st`nsily 'havg
no connection with;the Communist; Partby whichiConnists,at-
tempti to create sympathizers and supporters oftheir program * *
(Congressional Record, September 24,.1942,: page' 7687.) a.Ilt Was
subsequently cited by the ,.Attorney General.,a.; ubersive,:a
Communist (pre releaseofDecember 4, 1947;,,ed.es gt edjAp ,l
1953; included insconsolidated list ofApri. ,ls19i4,t i, '.:; i.

Langston flughes has contributed to Npw,, sse. mpgazmin,g er
a period of yersF:,ernary4 197.28 (pag183)); Pecerl.(.iQt
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·August 1931- (page 15);Feb.uary 1932 (pagel10); December, 15, 1936
;ai" 34); Jiijy1,'8 page 39) e er 28 '19 'a ,4iFbruiaty 15, 1944 '(pge o).6B'-. iisoied' pro'st,men"etin .6
behalf of I'osard F t,m`h`dM ew Y0.fk Cit der the auspe
of New. M-asse adMatireamgazies) shwiaW
meneit in there'pubOtintPiilPo:tforO,tb1. 16,17TM(page 5). He
contributed tto thei WmitelA6i* is-sue'f Mainst'th0e
Febtuary 1949:u of Mas:es & Mainstreaa(pas 53'ald '8)'"' 'According"t'ti6S'unday'Wo6rker of eJanayi2 48-i.'ae 3)t
the first issue of 'pisses. &mainstream appe darcli"i;48;ti's
article announceddthat'it was to be a-"n'drn:6iftly "cutu^al mgan^ "
and; a merger. of, the two magazines formerly: known as NewMass
and Mainstream.;: New Masses was cited as;aConinist peri dica
by the Attorney General (Congressioal Recod of September' 24,
1942? page 7688); it was also cited by the Spcial Committieeasthe6
nationalay circleted weeMy journal of the communist Party'.***,*
whoseownershipwas vestedminthe American Fund for Public Servicet
(RepSort 1311 of March 29, 1944);also cited i report of January 3,
·1939 and June 25, 1942 of ti e Speial ·C1ommittee. . ..?,

[ '.a'ng.ton Hugh'es was'one'of thle//sponsors of the Scientific and
Cultural Conferenc flor WWorla peace, hld in New Yorbk City, M,ar
25-27, 1949, underthe auspices of the National Council of tie Arts
Sciences'aid 'Piofeio6s :(frm the; Conference Progr, page 2'cnfernceCald ti . February21, ,page 9).The Scientific and Cultural Conference- * *, * was cited asas Com-
munistfrontwhich"wa Uactually a supermobiizationof the inveterate
wheelhorisei' nd siiupporters of the CommuniistParty and its;auxiliar
organizations!reportrt of April' 1, 1951 of the Committee on Un-
American Activities).j '-f ;, ; 5 ;, ; , ;-.Identified as a poet, Iangaton'Hughesof:New York City signed a
statement calling tori ntrioal agreeet to ban the use of atomic
weapons, asi shown: by a statement attachednto a press release of
December 14i1949 (page 12),. The sttement.was released by tie
Committee foriPeacefu Alternatives tothl Atlantic Pact which the
Committee on.Un-Amercan Activitiescit'edst haing been set up t
further te cause of "Communists in the United States doing their
part in the Moscowc:ampa'e' (repoPidtedApril226 195i) ,^i

The worksof, :LangstonHughes:h vbe e b r viewediby
ad/or adver; e4, in.theCon t nte. Daily Wokerastfollows ; ,June6 1949 (pageel:l:;i:e:orker6(Siday edition of

the DailyrWorKerD,iecen er4; 1942, page 8; FerTe ary:13,1"949
(page 13)jSeteptri1ember4 1949 (page12);ffiDaly Worker,Ail 2
1951 (pag7,;secsition 2);idJa-nuf ;1951,,pageli; 1' ' ri:.The foelowingboolk byanintonIugh ha e also beeti advertised
by thesWorkHBobk ,ShbpiMt,e1949,-I5 'a!ogui: fShakepeare
ii Hai " hflThelWeary Fi o onder"; "TheBig $e:!"No tWihitthout3I^.uge,::nddT'EiePt ;of£th' !Negro.; "'T h
Worker Book': o ffcarry allbosIii-i pamphlets re.comiede'

i'nl edThe.de.toBeaion C' , (bam icoverof the Guide)
I;'Wrteivsunmdert:titofthrf metal th ticanlik::,t ikiial',d tng*tia
an understanding o fthei" fundamentaltheoretical andd practia 1 .dtiontiao
the internationalaswsell a the American revolutionary movement.

547--.844--2
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The Honorable Albert W. Hawkes (Senator, New Jertey), included
in a speech delivered on the floor of the Senate, April 1 1948, a record
of Langston Hughes' Communist and Coimmunist-front activities
(Congressional Record, April 1, 1948, pages 4011-4012)'.
The West Coast Communist publication, the Daily People's

World for April 16, 1948 (page 5), reported that-
intimidation and hysteria which-caused cancellation of scheduled appearances
in six American cities within the past two months is no coincidence of reaction
as far as Langston Hughes is concerned.
In the same article, Hughes is quoted as having claimed:
I'm no radical on the platform. I read some of my poems, and answer a few
questions. And I happen to believe in a democracy where persons are treated
equally regardless of race or religion.
The article relates that--
Hughes has been speaking and writing for the last 15 years but finds the pattern
of reaction is stronger this year than ever before.

In the Annual Report of the Committee on Un-American Activities
for the Year 1951 (dated February 17, 1952), a chapter was devoted
to the Complicity of American Communists in the Destruction of
Freedom in the Far East; it was brought out that--,
Even more interesting was the identification,of American citizens who had con-
tributed greatly to the cause of world communism' and until this time had gone
undisclosed. This list of traitors to the United States arid the' rest of the free
world real's as follows: Agnes Smedley, Miyagi Yotoku, Willie Lehman, Albert
Edward Stewart, * * * Langston Hughes * * *. The list set forth above is
not by any means complete * * *" (See page 23 of the Annual- Report of 1951.)
During testimony of Manning Johnson before the Committee,

regarding Communist Activities in the New York Area, July 8,; 1953,
a photostatic copy of Fight magazine for December 1935 (page 2),
was received in evidence as Manning Johnson EXhibit No' 11' the
page referred to contained names of the members of the National
Executive Committee, American League Against War and Fascishi
and included Langston Hughes. (See Committee's Investigation of
Communist Activities in the * * * Part 7, page : 2173.) At this
point, Mr. Johnson was asked by Committee Counsel "how many of
these names he recognizes as people whomheknew to be mem bers of
the Communist Party," whereupon Mr. Johnson answered:
Dr. Harry F. Ward Earl' lrowder, :israel 'Amter, Max Bedaclt', Fr BedBieenkapp
Ella Reeve Bloor, Harry Bridges, Winifred Chappell,H; W. Li Dana, Margaret
Forsyth, Gilbert Green, Clarence Hatliaway;Ay, A. Heller, Donald HendersoniRoy Hudson, Langstonughes* * * * (Ibid., ge2174.),
The American League Against War and Fascism, referred to above,

has been officially cited by the Attorney:General of the United States
as a Communist organization (Congressional Retord, Septeihber 24,
1942, page 7683);and as siibversive' and Comuin ist (press releases of
December 4, 1947 arid September 21, 1948; designated April 27;
1953; also included in consolidated list of April 1, 1954); it was also
cited by the Special:Committee on' Un-American Activities as being
"completely under the control of Communists' (report of March 29.
1944; also cited in reports of January 3, 1939; January3, 1940, and
June 25, 1942).
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RoBET M'. EHtTCRNffs
Dr. Robert M. ,Hutchins, hncellor, University of Chicago, was

naied a a:meimberb f theCom.iisslon for Academic Freedom of the
National Couctiis f̂ thQ Arts, Sciences and Professions i the SeptemZ
ber 13, 194S ite' page 6) of the Cot unistiewsaer, Daily
Worker, He was'lit,dtas a spofisor of a conference' held bye thy
National Council of·the Arts,; Sciences and Professions, October 9- 0,
1948, i:n the leaflet, "To Safeguard These Rights '* *;." which was
published bVth'e Bureau on iAcacideic Freedom Of the National
Council of the Arts, Sciences and Professions.
The National Councl of the ArtS,$cienes and Profeions was cited

aS a Communist-front organic ation by the Committeeoin Un-American
Acttivities in House Report No.; 1954, April 26, 1950, pace 2.':

Dr. Robert Maynard HutinsH testified before the Seditious Actii-
ties Investigation ,Commissi;on State of Illinois, 1949 (Volume II,
;p. 17, of the Commission's report).
The Daily Worker of April 28, 1949, p. 9 featured an article by

·Guninar Leander entitled': "Chancellor utchins in the Witchhunter's
Den," parts; of which read as follows:

Sen. Paul Broyles-suddenly! foundrhi'self in the -efendintsa box during his
.own inquisition into suiberasive eitivities in Chicago colleges thisiwieek. Chancellor
Roert -'M. Hutchins 'of the' University; of Chiago,: leading an entourage of
distinguished witnesses, turned prosecutor in telling off BroBles that his task as a
legislator "is to eliminate those social and economic evils and those political
injustices which are the sourcesof discontent and disaffection,"

Hutchins turned the tide of the entire state witchhunt as he declared before the
'Illinois Subversive Activities Commission: , ; ,

"As is well 'known, 'there is a Communist Club among the students. oftlie
University (of Chicago). Elevenstudents belong to i.TheOClu has notsought,
to subvert the government of the state. Its members claim that they, are interested
in studying Communism, and some of them,; perhaps all ot. tiem, may be syym-
pathetictoward Communism. But thestudymmunismuitism is not a subversive
activity."
Dr. Hutchins' photograph 'accompanied the article.
The Daily People's World, ivest 'coast organ of thie Communist

Party, in its issue of April 17, 1950, page 2, reported the following:
Chancellor Robert' Hutchins, head of t4e Univerity bf Chicago, has informed

-the National Committee to Defeat the Mundt Bill he has filed a statement with
the. House Committee on Un-American' Activities denbuncinig the Mundt-Nixon
'bill as foolish, stupid and dangerous.

The Hutchins statementfollows:,
",I should like to be. recorded as' among the numerous citizens of all political

npiies .aiddall points d'f ,view who areU united in believiiig tthStteMundt-Pixon
blis foolish, stupid aHi' dangerous. I hopethat Cotgilswiidfplay itf intel

ligence, and its fiith in freedom and democracy by overwhelmingly defeating
-the measure." ;

The Daily Worker, June 25, 195-, p. 2., reported that Prfessor
Robert M. Hutchins, former Ohancellor of the University of Chicago
and niow aoiate director' of !the Ford Foundation, opposed the
Supreme Court decision upholding the conviction of the 11 Commu-
nist leaders. : : .
The Annual Report of the Committee on Un-American Activities

or the Year949.l (ous Re t1950 A 26 950) contained the
following comment on thesQ (pommunit lead&"i,(p([6):
On July 20, 1948, 12 lead W he Conrunistikl'-! VUnited8Stt"e

*wereindicted by a:Federal grwajury im Newr Yqrkonichacea of consiring to
teach and advocate the overthrow or destruction of the' Governtment of te
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United States by force and violence." Eleven of them were convicted-on those
charges in Federal court on October 14, 1949.
:On Noveniber 25, 1952, Dr. Hutchins appeared 'before th'e elect

Committee to Investigate Tax-Exempt Foundations and Comparable
Organizations (House of Representatives). The following is quoted
from his testimony (pp. 263-298 of the printed hearings):,
The CHAIRMAN. *, **'I had put in my handsome days ago a document which

consisted of evidence taken by a select committee set up by the Legislature of
Illinois investigating communism in certain' schools, and in the body of that
report I find testimony that you gave ** *'

* * * ' * * ' * *I *

I quote from what purports t have been your'testimony given in that investiga-tion, and here you are quoted to have said *- * *. . i. ,
"The fact that some Communists belong to, believe in or even dominate some

of the organizations to which some of our professors belong does not show that
these professors are engaged in subversive activities. All that such facts would
show would be that these professors believe in some of the objects of the organiza-
tion, and so forth."

* * ;* I am wondering if since 1949 your thinking has undergone any sort of a
change as regards what we: should do, in an endeavor to 'combat -the spread of
this Communist ideology in our own country? .* *

Mr. HUTCHINS. * * * My testimony in this case'was directed to the proposition
that members: of the faculty whom we knew, who had worked loyally? for the
university and for the country, many of whom had been cleared by Government
agencies were not disqualified to be members of the faculty by reason of member-
ship in tis organization * * *.

* * * .*. * *, * . ...

My view is, and has been, that it is necessary to resist the threat'of Communist
aggression by military"means, that without this we may be overwhelmed by the
tremendous masses of the RedArmy..

It is also' my impressiontht g withtatan withthis effort, whichis now consuiin
the greater part of the resources of this country, that are dedicated to govern-
mental purposes, along with this effort we must maintain and develop the basic
sources of our strength, and the basic sources of our strength ar hethe western
tradition of freedom, freedom of thought, freedom of discussion, and freedom
of association.
We have then, as we have. had for the last several years, the. very delicate

problem of balancing security and freedom. '

$** :*
The CHAIRMAN. Doctor, you were asked this question in this investigation:
"Do. you consider that the Communist Party in the United States comes

within the scope of a clear and present danger?"
You are charged with having answered:
"I don't think so."
Do you still adhere to that view? . .;,...
Mr. H ToeHNws. The Supreme Court has decided',i4 questionn, '

The CHAIRMAN. :I know,, but I am not talking about, tihe $upreme Court;
I am talking about your views now, The Supreme ,Cpourt is, not ru'/ning" 1he
(Ford) foundation; you are, so far as theeducFioroft d people
are concerned

Mr. HUTCrHIN. Well, you were asking me what my attitude toward the Ciom
munist Party would'be as'an officer of:the foundation? .. ,/ .i , i ,,'; i
, The CHAIRMAN. That is right., i ,, i. . ;'; , :( 1iii; '',t , l
.Mr, HUT<?HINS, Well, as an officer of the foundation, I would not support the

Communist,Party. What'the definition of "lear and present danger" is,I :am not
at all ure. * *'';'. ! I;

...
:,s. $*r."* * ..*:!* ;,

,,, As far, p ,I am qonoerned, the,Communist Party is a clear danger. Wheter i
is in this country an immediate danger so that ever' day we:should think that
here is something eall: dahgerous thit' i' goitg to overvhelnr:1ii.!'; do iot .likow
It:oertainlyirsdangerous. *** ..;, ' '

An irt !em'.theN6w York Timies (April 20; i950, p: 4) reported
tse xo1owing:
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A movement to set up at colleges throughout the country afund to assist an
University,of California faculty members discharged in the current loyalty oath
,coitroversy.w disclosedd today by Dr. Robert' M. Hutchinst chanUellor of the
[Univeraiti'y CIoffCicd la.;.:.I''

year8tosuon fuxirdr-. **i *.* ; * <* Li 1 ; ..;*a
The; money would1 be ued for assistance of niveraliforn faculty

members wh0oe :Income might be cut off and thus;would, Dr.,Hutchins said,
"'rei ve financial 'osidesrations from the decision to be: made by- the faculty
member" onh'sibscribing or refusing to subbribe' to' a declaration disavowing
Co unit affiliations. . ;

Such, a declaration-was tentatively prescribed by the Univerity of California:
regents: as acondition of employment a year ago. *.*
" (Dr. Hutchii s) said he considered the proposed oath discriminatory, unnecessary
.and a result of failure' tounderstand that "a university should beia center of
independe nt thought and criticism. '
He did not he added, consider Communist affiliations in themselves grounds

for exclusion fro teaching. * * *

ALVIN JOHNsON
Organization and affiliation

Amenrcan iends of Spanish
Demo l y' (1 ). . Siner f tte r
to. the Presid'ent identified' a
Director of the New School for
Social Research,

Spanish Refugee Relief Campaign
(1). Sponsor.

Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Com-
mittee (1) andU(2). Name ap-
peared on iviation to dinner on
'Thecenturyy:of the Common
Man;,'' hotel AIT, New York
*:,Cit, Qct.' 27, 1943,.

American Comwnuttee fot benoc-
racy and Intllectial Freedom
(). Sponisorof Citizens' Raly,
Carnegie Ha,- ew York City,-A.L«*iQ R"A*' :- ***''

Source'
"Daily Workeri" Feb.

p. 2.

Booklet, "Chiidren in
triatio'n Camps'.

Invitation to diner.

Leaflet announcing rally.y

Consumers Union (1). Sponsor - Undated cirlar; 'New Masses,"
;';-'.-'...' :,:: . .'"Mar. 2, i937, p. 28.

Non-P1artisan.Cimmittee for the Letterhead, Oct. 3, 1936.
Reeleotio Congressman Vito
Maroanist;).'M3ember '::

Public U of the Art Co tee dated:tletterhead.

Conference oi iialienable1 heldFeb. 12,'1940. '

(1),he.Sfcns
Wrote letter to Hanns Eisler on 'Testiinyi of Investigato Don_
June 20, 1938 in wiNoh p stated aldAppell of the,Comitte

;udice aLgain:Con ipt. l25,194 p.~~·"i~~~~' ·U~PP

16, 1938,

Concen-
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RUFUS M. JONES
A letterhead of Russian Reconstruction Farms' dated March 20

1926, lists one Rufus Jones (with no middle initial shown), as one:of
the members of the Advisory Board of that organization, cited by the
Special Committee on Un-American Activities' as a "Communist'
enterprisedirected by Harold Ware (son of the well-known Com-
munist Ella Reeve Bloor)" (Report 1311 of March 29, 1944, p. 76).

Dr. Rufus M. Jones, Chairman, Friends Service Committee, Phila-,
delphia, is listed as a member of the Editorial Board of the Protestant
Digest on a letterhead of that publication dated December 27, 1939;;
he was one of: the sponsors of the "Protestantism Answers Hate"
dinner-forum which was held under the auspices of the Protestant
Digest Association in New York City, February 25, 1941 (leaflet
announcing the forum). The "Protestant Digest" was cited by the:
Special Committee on * * *, as a "magazine which has faithfully
propagated the Communist Party line under the guise of being a
religious journal." ,

The Daily Worker of March 28, 1938 (p. 3), revealed that Rufus
M. Jones was one of the sponsors of-the World Youth Congress; as
shown in the Special Committee s Report 1311, dated'i March 29, 1944;,
the World Youth Congress was cited as a Communist conference held
in the summer of 1938 at Vassar College (also cited in report of
January 3, 1939).
The "Call" to the Congress of Youth, fifth national gathering of

the American Youth Congress in New York City, July 1-5, 1939,
contained the signature of Rufus M. Jones, as was shown on page 3
of the "Proceedings" of the Congress.'
The American Youth Congress 'originated in 1934 and * * * has

been controlled by Communists and manipulated bythem to'iniiuence
the thought of American youth" (The Attorney Geheral of theUnited
States, Congressional Record, Sept. 24, 19'42, p..7685). The organi-
zation was cited as subversive and Communist by the Attorney
General of the United States (press releases of December 4, 1947' nd
September 21, 1948; also included in consolidated.ist released Aprill,
1954); it was cited as a Communist-front organization in reports of
the Special Committee * * * dated January 3, 1939; January 3,
1941; June 25, 1942; and March 29, 1944.

Dr. Rufus M. Jones of the American Friends Serviee Committee'
was among those who signed a statement of the National Council of
American-Soviet Friendship, protesting the "IroniCurtain" '(Daily
People's World of May 20, 1948, p. 5); the National Council ** *
was cited as having been, "in recent months, the Conmunist Party's
principal front for all -things Russian." (See Report 1311 of'he:
Special Committee * * * dated. March 29, 1944). The Attorney;
General of the United States cited' the' National' Counicil * '* * as,
subversive and Communist (press releases of December 4, 1947'and
September 21, 1948; also included in consolidated list released April 1,.
1954).

Dr. Jones, of Haverfbrd, Pennsylvania, was one of the sponsors of
a Congress on Civil Rights, founding meeting of't'' Civil Rights
Congress, which was held in Detroit, Michigan, 2April27-28, 1946
(from the "Sumnmtons to a Congress on Civil Rights"). The Civil
Rights Congress was the subject of a special report by the Committee

302



TAX-EXEMT, F9ONDATIONS
:- I 17

on Un-American Activities, issued September 2, 1947, in which the
organization was{i` d as being "dedicated nv to tihe broader issues of
civil liberties bit specificlly to the defense of individual Coiunists
and the Communist Party" and conthilie1 by individualss who are
either members of the Communist Paity oripeny loyal t' it." The
Attorney General of the United States cited the Civil Rights Congress
and its various affiliates a subversivte and Cbnmununist letters td the
Loyalty Review Board, released to, the press December 4, 1947 and
September 21, 1948; also included in consolidated list released April
1, 1954).
The Call to a National Conferepce on American Policy in China and

the Far East, whichwYas'h6ld i New York City, Januar 23-25, 1948,
contained the hame of.Dr. Rufus M. Jones, HaveforddCllege, in the
list of sponsors of'that conference; he was named as a sponsor of the
same conference in the "Daily Worker" of 'anuary 1, 1948 (page 3),
being identified: in this source as leader of American Religious Society
of Friends.Ti e National Conference on 'American Policy* *' * (a
conference called by i'theCommittee for a D.emocratic Far Eastern
Policy), was cited as Communist by Attoirney General of the United
States in a list released to the press uly 25, 1949.
MArpTEW JOSEaH'SON:

Organtlii"on and atliation
Communist Party (1) and (2).

Signed call, for support of the
Communist tParty Natiod l Elec-
tions and its candidates.,

Communist .Party' (1) and , '(2).
Signed statement d ef e'nd ing
Communist Party; i. d. asist-
ran.

Communist Party (1) and (2).
Signed statement condemningg
"punitive measures directed
against the Communist Party";
i. d. as; his rian,

League of Professional Griups for
Foster and Ford (1) cited, as
Comlnittee 6f * * *. Member.

National Committee for the De-
fense of Political Prisoners (1)
and (2).M'6r,:

National Ee!rgency" Conference
for Demcratic,R tights (1).
Signed, Open :Le'te9rof organi-
zation.

National Committee for People's
Rights (1) and (2). Member.

Non-Partisan Coiimittee 'fr the
R:-election Congr a
Marcantomo; (1). Member,

Source
Daily Worker, Sept. 14,

c. 2.* i~ 11

1932,p 1,

Daily Worker, Apr. 16, 1947, p. 2.

The Sunday Worker, Apr. 20,
1947 p. 8.

Leaflet, "Culture and the Crisis,"
p. 32.

Letterhead, Oct. 31,1935.

Daily Worker, May
1 and 5.

13, 1940p pp.

Leaflet, "News You Don't Get,"
Nov. 15,1938.; Also-letterhead
dated July 13,1i938 .

Letterhead; Oci. 3, 1936.
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Organization and affiliation
Civil Rights Congress (1) and (2).
Signed statement defending
Communist Party; i. d. as his-
torian.

National Council of the Arts,
Sciences and Professions (1).
Signed statement in support of
Henry A. Wallace. i. d. as a
writer.

Sponsor of Cultural and Scien-
tific Conference for World
Peace, New York City,
March 25-27, 1949. i. d.
as a writer.

To speak at Writing & Pub-
lishing Forum of New York
Council of the Arts, Sciences
and Professions, March 1,
1953, at ASP Center.

American Committee for Democ-
racy and Intellectural Freedom
(1). Signed petition of organi-
zation.

New Masses (1) & (2). Illustrator-
Contributor_-------

Medical Bureau, American Friends
of Spanish Democracy (1).
Member, General Committee.

Golden Book of American Friend-
ship with the Soviet Union (1).
Signed Golden Book.

Open Letter for Closer Coopera-
tion with the Soviet Union (1).
Signed Open Letter.

Ameacan Friends of Spanish De-
mocracy (1). Member of Com-
mittee.

League of American Writers (1)
and (2). Member, Executive
Committee; Signed statement
of League.

Daily Worker (1). Contributor- -

Souree
Daily Worker, Apr. 16,'1947, p. 2.

Daily Worker, Oct. 19, 1948, p. 7.

Conference "Call." Also Daily
Worker, Feb. 21, 1949, p. 9.
Also conference program, p. 12.

Calendar of Events, February-
March 1953.

Mimeographed sheet, attached to
letterhead dated Jan. 17, 1940.

New Masses, May 1932, p. 6.
New Masses, Apr. 20, 1937, p. 16;
June 8, 1937, p. 22; Nov. 25,
1947, p. 15.

Letterhead Nov. 18, 1936; New
Masses, Jan. 5, 1937, p. 31.

Soviet Russia Today, November
1937, p. 79.

Soviet'Russia Today, September
1939, p. 25.

Letterhead, Feb. 21, 1938.

Daily Worker, Apr. 30, 1935.
Daily Worker, Sept. 14 1942
p. 7; and Daity People's World
Sept. 23, 1942, p. 5,

Daily Worker, Dec'. 24, 1931,
p. 3; Dec. 21, 1935, p. 3.

PROP. HORACE M. KALLEN
The "Daily Worker" of February 16 1938 (page. 2) listed the

name of Prof. Horace M. Kallen, New Achool fori Social Reseircqh,
among those who signed a letter to the' President tnd thie Foreign
Affairs Committee of both Houses of Ciigress "urging' that the
Neutrality Act be amended so as to render it inapplicable to Spain';
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;the ltter was sponsored by the American Frinds of Spanish Democ-
The Program of a Dinner-Forum on "Europe Today;" held in

New Yorl City, Ocitober 9, 1'941, under auspices of the American
Committee to Save Refugees, the Exiled Writers Committee of the
Leaguiof Ai fericant Witers, and the United American Spanish Aid
Comnmittei contains the name of Horace M. Kallen on the list of
the committee of sponsors.
As reported in the "Daily Worker" on February 21, 1940, Prof.

Horace M. fallen signed a letter to President Roosevelt and Attorney
General Jackson protesting, the attacks upon the Veterans of the
Abraham Lincoln Brigade.

"In 1937-38, the Communist Party threw itself wholeheartedly
into the campaign for'the support of the Spanish Loyalist cause,
recruiting men :and organizing multifarious so-called relief organ-
izitions'* **such as-.** * the Veterans of the Abraham Linc.lh
Brigade, United American Spanish Aid Committee, * * * erian
Friends o1f Spanish Democracy ** *i" (Report 1311 of the Special
Committee on Un-American Activities, March 29, 1944, page 82).
The Attorney General of the United States cited the United American
Spanish Aid Comimittee as Cbmmunisit in a list furnished the LoyaltyReview Board '(pfess release of the U. S. Civil Service Commission
dated July 25, 1949; redesinted pursuant to Executive Order
10450 of April 27, 1953). The Attorney General also cited the
Veterans of the Abraham Lincoln Brigade as Subversive and Com-
munist in lists to the Loyalty Review Board (press releases of Decem-
ber 4,- 1947 and September 21, 1948; redesignated pursuant to
Executive Order 10450).
:The American Committee to Save Refugees' and the League of

American Writkrs were cited as Communist fronts by the Special
Committee on Un-American Activities in the 'Report released March
:29, 1944. ; -..

. The 'Leagtie of American Writers, toiinded under Comimunist auspices in
1935 * * in 1939 * ** began: openly to follow the Communist Party line as
dictated by the foreign policy of the Soviet Union. * * * The overt activities
.of the League of American Writers in the last.2 years leave little doubt of its
Commuiist controll '(United States ' Attborney: General, Congressional Record,
September 24, 1942, pages 7685 and 7686).
The League was subsequently cited by the Attorney General as
subversive and Communist (press releases of June 1 and September
21 1948; redesignated pursuant to Executi'e Order 10450).
..in a.bMoklet, "These Americans iSay:" (page 9), prepared and
published by the Coordinfiting Oom Wi'tteeto Lift the Embargo,
Horace Kallen was listed among the' Representative'Individuals who
advocated lifting the Spanish embargo.; The Coordiinating om-
mittee * * '*t ascited by the Special Committee on Un-American
Activities as one of a number of front:organizations, set up during
the Spanish Civil War by the Communist Party in! the' United States
and through which the party carried on a great deal of agitation (Re-
port of March 29 -1944). .i / . ' '

,:irHoace M.Kailleii as:a member of the Advisoiy loard bfFFilm
Audiences for Democracy, asi shown in "Film Survey" for iJune 1939
:(p'ge4)Q ,hiWwwsl, shown totbe a,member dof the Advisory Bo frd'6f
Films for Democracy ("Films for Demwracy,'Aipril ,19, 'pag4 2).
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Film Audiences for Democracy and Films for Democracy were cited
as Communist fronts by the Special Committee * * * in the Report
of March 29, 1944.
A pamphlet, "The People vs. H. C. L.," dated December 11-12,

1937 (page 2), carried the name of Horace M. Kallen as a sponsor of
the Consumers National Federation which the Special Committee
* * * cited as a Communist front in the Report of March 29, 1944
(page 155).
Horace Kallon, Harvard, was shown to be a member of the Spon-

soring Committee for an "Alumni Homecoming" Dinner, under
auspices of the American Student Union, March 21, 1937, New York
City ("The Student Advocate, February 1937, page 2, and a leaflet,
"The American Student Union Invites You ** *".)
The Special Committee cited the American Student Union as a

Communist front which was "the result of a united front gathering
of young Socialists and Communists" in 1937. The Young Commu-
nist League took credit for creation of the American Student Union,
and the Union offered free trips to Russia. It claims to have led as
many as 500,000 students out in annual April 22 strikes in the United
States (Report of January 3, 1939, page 80).
The Program of the Greater New York Emergency Conference on

Inalienable Rights, dated February 12, 1940, listed Dr. Horace V.
Kallen as a sponsor of the Conference. The Special Committee cited
the Greater New York Emergency Conference * * * as a Communist
front which was succeeded by the National Federation for Constitu-
tional Liberties (Report of March 29, 1944); in a later report, this
Committee cited the Conference as among a "maze of organizations"
which were-
spawned for the alleged purpose of defending civil liberties in general but actually
intended to protect Communist subversion from any penalties under the law
(Report 1115, September 2, 1947, page 3).
An undated form letter of the New York Tom Mooney Committee

listed the name of H. M. Kallen as a sponsor. The New York Tom
Mooney Committee was cited as a Communist front by the Special
Committee * * *
For many years, the Communist Party organized widespread agitation around
the Mooney case, and drew its members and followers into the agitation (Report
of March 29, 1944).
GEORGE F. KENNAN

Organization and affliation
New World Review (1). Author

of book, "American Diplo-
macy-1900-1950," reviewed by
Jessica Smith in July issue.

Author of "American Diplo-
macy, 1900-1950, and the
Challenge of Soviet Power"
reviewed by Jessica Smith
in New World Review.

Attacked witchhunting of com-
munists.

Spoke on Communist China.
Name shown in this source as

George Frost Kennan.

Source
Daily People's World, June 23,

1952, p. 7.

New World Review, June 1952,
p. 59.

New York Times, May 28, 1950,
p. 17.

New York Times, May 9, 1950,
p. 16.
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'DR. WILLIAM KILPATRICK
Professor William H. Kilpatrick was one of the sponsors of the

American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born, as shown on a
letterhead of that organization, dated May 15, 1940; a letterhead of its
Fourth Annual Conference which was held in Washington, D. C.,
March 2-3, 1940; and a booklet published by the organization under
the title, "The Registration of Aliens." Prof. William H. Kilpatrick
of Columbia University was also a sponsor of the organization's
Fifth National Conference, as revealed by the program of the con-
ference which was held in Atlantic City, N. J., March 29, 1141.
The Attorney General of the United States cited the American

Committee for Protection of Foreign Born as subversive and Corm-
munist in letters furnished the Loyalty Review Board and released to
the press by the U. S. Civil Service Commission, June 1, 1948, and
September 21, 1948. The Special Committee on Un-American
Activities, in its report dated March 29, 1944 (p. 155), cited the
American Committee as "one of the oldest auxiliaries of the Com-
munist Party in the United States."
As shown on a program of the Greater New York Emergency

Conference on Inalienable Rights, February 12, 1940, Professor
William Kilpatrick was a member of the General Committee of that
conference. He signed the "Call for a National Emergency Confer-
ence, May 13-14 1939, Hotel Raleigh, Washington, D. C." Both
the "Legislative Letter" of the National Emergency Conference for
Democratic Rights (Volume 1, No. 4), dated February 15, 1940, and
a press release of the conference, dated February 23, 1940, show
Professor William H. Kilpatrick as a member of its Board of Sponsors.
The Greater New York Emergency Conference on Inalienable

Rights, the National Emergency Conference and the National Emer-
:gency Conference for Democratic Rights were cited as Communist
fronts by the Special Committee on Un-American Activities in Report
1311 of March 29, 1944. The Greater New York Emergency Con-
ference on Inalienable Rights was cited by the Qommittee on Un-
American Activities as among a "maze of organizations" which were-
spawned for the alleged purpose of defending civil liberties in general but actually
intended to protect Communist subversion from any penalties under the law

(Report No. 1115, September 2, 1947, page 3).
It will be remembered that during the days of the infamous Soviet-Nazi pact,

the Comiuniiits builtprotetive organizations known as the,I'iiindoTmercy.Conference, the National Erergency Conference for Democratic Tights, which
culminated in the National Federation for Constitutional Liberties.

(Congressional Committee on Un-American Activities, Report 115,
September 2, 1947, page 12.)
FREDA KIRCHWEY

Organization and Affiliation Sowrce
All-American Anti-Imperialist Lqtterhead, Apr. 11, 1928.

League (1) and (2). Member,
National Committee.

American Committee for Democ- Mimeographed sheet attached to
racy and Intellectual Freedom letterhead of Jau. 17, 1940.
(1). Signer of petition.
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Organization and affiliation
American Committee for Yugoslav

Relief (1) and (2). Member,
Sponsors Committee.
Endorsed appeal -----

American Friends of the Chinese
People (1). Member, National
Advisory Board.

American Friends of Spanish De-
mocracy (1). Member of Com-
mittee.

American Fund for Public Service
(1). Member, Board of Direc-
tors.

American Student Union (1).
Member, Advisory Board.

Committee for a Democratic Far
Eastern Policy (2). Member,
Board of Directors.

Coordinating Committee to Lift
the Embargo (1). Named as-
a "representative individual"
who advocated lifting the em-
bargo on the sale of arms to
Spam,

Descendants of the American
Revolution (1). Member, Ad-
visory Board.

Films for Democarcy (1). Mem-
ber, Advisory Board.

Film Audiences for Democracy
(1). Member, Advisory Board.

Greater New York Emergency
Conference on Inalienable
Rights (1). Sponsor.

League of Women Shoppers (1).-
Sponsor.

Sponsor, New Jersey League_-Sponsor, New York League-,-
National Emergency Conference

for Democratic Rights (1).
Member, Board of Sponsors.

Signer of Open Letter- -

National People's Committee
Against Hearst (1). Member.

National Federation for Consti-
tutional Liberties (1) and (2).
Signer of message.

Source.
Photostat of letterhead, Aug. 6,

1945.

Daily Worker, Apr. 26, 1947,
p. 2.

Letterhead, May 16, 1940.

Letterhead, Feb. 21, 1938; letter-
head, Nov. 18, 1936; "New
Masses," Jan. 5, 1937, p. 31.

Photostat of letterhead dated
Sept. 8, 1930.

Pamphlet, "Presenting the Amer-
ican Student Union," back
cover.

"Far East Spotlight," June 1948,
and a letterhead dated May
28, 1948; letterheads dated
1946 and 1947.

Booklet, "These Americans Say:'Lift the Embargo Against
Republican Spain'."

"Daily Worker," Jan. 21, 1938,
p. 2; a pamphlet, "Descend-
ants of the American Revolu-
tion,"-back cover.

April 1939 issue of "Films for
Democracy," p. 2.

"Film Survey," June 1939, p. 4.

Program of the Conference, Feb.
12, 1940.

Letterhead, Apr. 19, 1940, letter-
head, Oct. 7, 1935.

Letterhead, July 7, 1941.
Letterhead, Jan. 25, 1940 (photo-

stat).
Press Release, Feb. 23, 1940.

"Daily Worker," May 13,
pp. 1, 5.

Letterhead, Mar. 16, 1937.

1940,

Leaflet, attached to undated let-
terhead.
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Organszawion and affihi'ation -.
"NewMasses" (1)iand (2)). Ownei

Executive Board member.._-
Contributing Editor -

Contributor - -

North American Committee to Aid
-Spanish Democracy (1) and (2).
Sponsor. .

Schappes Defense Committee (1)
and (2). Signer of Open Letter
of the group to Governor Dewey
asking pardon for Morris U.
Schappes. ,

Union of Concerted Peace Efforts
(1). Siglier of manifesto.

"Woman ';oday" (1). Member,
Advisory Board.

Southern Conference for Human
Welfare (1). Member of a com-

t mittee.
Spanish Refugee Relief Campaign

' (1). Sponsor. ,

World Congress of Intellectuals
(1). American delegate.

Intervened for Hanns Eisler - -

Sponsor of banquet for Mother
Bloor, prominent Communist.

Urged clemency for Rosenbergs -

References-

.-. :;.'.!:',,f .Source ,.,,.,...

"NewwMasses,June 1928, p. 23.
."New Masses," Oct. 1927, p, 3.
'!New Masses," June 1928, p. 3.
"New Masses,' June. 6 1944, p.

21. .... ..

"New Masses," Oct. 5, 1937, p. 26.
.

New York "Times," Oct. 9, 1944,
p. 12.

"Daily Worker," Jan, 11,
. p.2,
"Woman Today," October

Letterhead, Dec. 5, 1946.

1938,
1936.

. Back cover of folder entitled
"Children in Concentration
Camps.".'

"Daily Worker," Aug. 23, 1948,
p-p. 7; Aug. 27, 1948, p. 4.
"Daily Worker," Sept. 26, 1947,

p. 12.:
Program, Jan. 24, 1936, p. 9.

_ Daily Worker," Jan. 21, 1953,
p. 7.

Congressional Record, June 23,
1942; June 10, 1946.

PHILIP KLEIN
A statement urging the President and Congress to defend the rights

of the Communist Party was siged by Philip Klein, New York, New
York, as shown in the "Daily Worker" of March 6,,1941 (p. 2).
A public statement sponsored by the American Committee to Save-

Refugees was signed by Philip L. Klein, as shown in "For the Rescue
of Refugees" by Lloyd Frankenberg, published by the organization.
Mr. Klein was listed among signers in the field of "Science and Educa-
tion." The American Committee to Save Refugees was cited as a
Communist front. in, Report 1311 of the Special Committee on Un-
American Activities: dated March 29, 1944;. - .

Professor Philip Klein was named as a sponsor of the Greater New
York Emergency Conference on Inalienable Rights in the program of.
the conference which was held February 12, 1940, He signed the
"Call" for the National Emergency Conference held at tEe Hotel
Raleigh, WashingtoinD. C., May 13 and 14, 1939; .An Open Letter
issued by the National Emergency Conference for Democratic Rights
was signed by Philip Klein, as shown in the "Daily Worker" of May
13, 1940 (pp. 1 and 5).
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The Greater New York Emergency Conference on Inalienable
Rights, the" Natinal Emergency Conference, and the National
Emergency Conference for Democratic Rights were cited as Com-
munist fronts in Report 1311 of the Special Committee on Un-Amer-
ican Activites dated March 29, 1944 and Report 1115 of the Com-
mittee on Un-American Activities dated September 2, 1947.

Dr. Philip Klein, New York School for Social Work, New York,.signed an appeal of the National Federation for Constitutional Liber-
ties for the dismissal of the charges against Sam Adams Darcy, a
Communist leader, as shown in the ".Daily Worker" of December 19,.1940-'(p. 5). An Open Letter of the National Federation for Con-
stitutional Liberties urging "reconsideration of the order of Attorne
General Biddle for Mr. Bridges' deportation" and that the "ill-
advised, arbitrary, and unwarranted findings relative to the Com-
munist Party be rescinded" was published in the "Daily Worker"
on July 19, 1942 (p. 4); the letter was later published in pamphletform by the National Federation * * * under the title "600 Promi-
nent Americans Ask President to Rescind Biddle Decision" (first
printing, September 11, 1942). Philip Klein, New York School of'
Social Work, was shown as a signer of the open letter in each source.
The National Federation for Constitutional Liberties was cited as:

subversive and Communist by the U. S. Attorney General in lists:
furhishei the' Loyalty Review Board and released to the press by their
U. S. Civil Service Commission, December 4, 1947 and September 21,
1948. The organization was redesignated by the Attorney General,
April 27, 1953, pursuant to Executive Order No. 10450, and included
on the April 1, 1954 consolidated list of organizations previouslydesignated pursuant to Executive Order No. 10450. It was "part
of what Lenin called the solar system of organizations, ostensibly
having no connection with the Communist Party, by which Commu-.
nists attempt to create sympathizers and supporters of their program"
(Attorney General, Congressional Record, September 24, 194?,
p. 7687). The Special Committee on Un-American Activities cited
the National Federation * * * as "one of the viciously subversive
organizations of the Communist Party" (Report of March 29, 1944,
p. 50); it was cited by the Committee on Un-American Activities as
"actually intended to protect Communist subversion from any penal-
ties under the law" (Report 1115, September 2, 1947, p. 3).

Dr. Philip Klein was listed as a sponsor of "Social Work Today"in the. December 1937 issue of the publication (p. 2); in the same issue
(p. 5), a portion of a chapter of a "forthcoming book" by Philip
Klein, New. York-School of Social Work, was published. Also in the
same issue (p. 16), he was named as one of the delegates who attended
a New York State Conference held by "Social Work Today"; a carica-
ture of him appeared in this connection. Philip Klein was listed as
a member of the Editorial Board and as a Cooperator-Sponsor in the
June-July 1940 issue of "Social Work Today" (p. 2); he was listed as.
a "Social Work Today" Cooperator for 1940 in the January 1941
issue of the publication (pp. 16-18). Philip Klein, instructor, New
York School of Social Work, was one of the signers of "Meeting Social
Need: A Program for Peace" of the "Social Work Today" National
Conference of Social Work, according to the June-July 1940 (p. 17)
issue of the publication.
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In Report 1311 of the Special Comrittee on Un-American Activities
dated March 29, 1944, "Social Work Today" was cited as "a Com-
munist magazinee.'

Professor Philip Klein was a sponsor of the Cultural and Scientific
Conference for'World Peace held iid New York VCitV, Mirch 25-27,1949, under the auspices of the National Council of'the Arts, Sciences
and Professions, as shown in the Conference "Call" and Conference
Program (p. 12). He signed a protest against the dismissal of Com-
munist teachers, issued by the National Council of the Arts, Sciences
and Profesions, as shown in an advertisement which appeared in
"The Nation," February 19, 1949 (p; 215).
The Cultural and Scientific Conference for World Peace was the

subject of a Review prepared and released by the Committee on Un-
American Activities, April 19, 1949, in which the conference was cited
as a "supermobilization of the inveterate wheelhorses and supporters
of the Communist Party and its auxiliary organizations." In the
same Review, the National Council of the Arts, Sciences and Profes-
sions was cited as a Communist front.
OTTO KLINEBERG
On March 5, 1941 (page 2), the Daily Worker featured in a full-

page spread, the names of several hundred persons who signed a
statement addressed to the President arid Congress of the United
States, defending the Communist Party against alleged persecution.
The statement called attention to "a matter of vital significance to
the future of our nation. It, is the attitude of our government toward
the Communist Party" and further urged all members of Congress
"to oppose any legislation, direct or indirect, that would take away
from Communists those constitutional guarantees which must be
kept open for all if in the future they are to be available for any."
The name of Prof. Otto Klineberg, New York City, appeared in the
list of persons who signed the statement.

Prof. Klineberg was one of the sponsors Iof a Citizens Rally April:
13, 1940, arranged by the American Committee for Democracy and
Intellectual Freedom in Carnegie Hall, New York City, as shown in a
leaflet announcing the rally. The American Committee for * * *
has been cited as a Communist-front group which defended Commu-
nist teachers (reports of the Special Committee on Un-American
Activities dated June 25, 1942 and March 29, 1944).
A letterhead of the American Committee for Protection of Foreign

Born, a booklet entitled "The Regist'ration of Aliens," and a letter-
head of their Fourth Annual Conference which was held March
2-3, 1940, contain the name of Otto Klineberg in lists of sponsors
of that organization. The program of the Fifth National Conference
of the group which was held in Atlantic City, N. J., March 29-30,
1941, named Prof. Klineberg as a panel speaker and as a sponsor
of the conference; he was identified in that source as a professor at
Columbia University.
The Attorney General of the United States cited the American

Committee for Protection of Foreign Born as subversive and Com-
munist (press releases of June 1 and September 21, 1948; redesignated
April 27, 1953). The Special Committee * * * cited the organiza-
tion as "one of the oldest auxiliaries of the Communist Party in the
United States" (report of March 29, 1944; also cited in report dated
June 25, 1942).
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Prof. Klineberg.was identified as a "representativeindividuall"who advocated lifting the embargo against Spain in a booklet ntit1ed
"These Americans Say: * *" (page 9), prepared andp'ublishel by
the Coordinating Committee to Lift the Embargo, cited as, one of'
number of front organizations which, was set up during the Spanish
Civil War by the Communist Party and through which the. party
carried on a great deal of agitation. (From a report of the Special
Committee * * * dated March 19, 1944.)

It was reported in New Masses of December 3, 1940 (page 28),
that Otto Klineberg had signed an Open Letter to save Luiz Carlos
Prestes which was sent by the Council for Pan American Democracy
to the President of Brazil. The Council (also known as Conference)
for Pan American Democracy was cited as a Communist-front, organ-
ization which defended Carlos Luiz Prestes, a Brazilian Communist
leader and former member of the executive committee of the Com-
munist International. (From the Special Committee's, report of
March 29, 1944; also cited in their report of June 25, 1942.) The
Attorney General cited the organization as subversive and Com-
munist (press releases of June 1 and September 21, 1948; redesignated
April 27, 1953).
The Daily Worker of May 13, 1940 (pages 1 and 5), reported that

Otto Klineberg had signed an Open Letter of the National EmergencyConference for Democratic Rights, cited as a Communist-front group
by the Special Committee * * * (report of March 29, 1944); in a
report of the Committee on Un-American Activities, released Sep-
tember 1, 1947, it was noted that-
during the days of the infamous Soviet-Nazi pact, the Communists built:protec-
tive organizations known as the National Emergency Conference, the National
Emergency Conference for Democratic Rights, which culminated in the National
Federation for Constitutional Liberties.

"Characteristics of the American Negro" and "Race Differences,"
written by Otto Klineberg, were advertised for sale by the Communist
Workers Book Shop in 1948 (pages 10 and 12 of the 1948 Catalogue,
respectively); both books were also advertised in their 1949-1950
Catalogue (pages 11 and 13).
HARRY LAIDLER

Organization and affiliation
America' Student Union (1).
Member of sponsoring commit-
tee of Alumni Homecoming din-
ner.

U. S. Congress Against War (1)
and (2). Member, Arrange-
ments Committee;. identified
as Director, League for Indus-
trial Democracy.

Consumers National Federation
(1). Sponsor.

Golden Book of American Friend-
ship with the Soviet Union (1).
Signer.

Source
Announcement in "The Student

Advocate," February 1937.

"The Struggle Against War,"
August 1933, p. 2;; Call to the
U. S. Congress Against War,"
Sept. 1-4, 1933, New York
City, p. 3.,

Pamphlet, "The People,vs.,
H. C. L., Dec. 11-12,1937, p. 3.

"Soviet Russia Today." Novem-
ber 1937, p. 79.
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- ', Orpamnsationand aliationet
Sent greetigs to Mther Ella
Reeve Bloor, well-known Com-
munist Party member, on the
occasion of her. seventy-fifth
birthday.

Open Road, Inc. ader of The
Intelligent Student's Tour of
Socialism; identified as Execu-
tive Director, League for Indus-
trial Democracy, and author of
numerous economic and social
studies.

Included in a list of"A Few of
the One Hundred and
Eighty-One Who Have Led
Groups Served by The
Open Road."

CORLISS LAMONT
F ..

So''So"ce: iSouvenir book containing greet-
ings p. 24,

Folder, "The Land of the ov-i
iets". which reveals that. The;
Open Road has "the technical
assistance in the U. S. S. i.
of Intourist (The Soviet State
Tourist Company) and with
the cultural assistance: of the
U. S. S.R. uSocietyfor Cultural
Relations With foreign Coun-
tries (Voks)."

Booklet, published in February
1937.

On March 5, 1941 (page 2) the Daily Worker featured in a full-page
spread the names of several hundred persons who defended the Com-
munist. Party against alleged persecution; the statement was addressed
to the President and the Congress of the United States and called
attention to "a matter of vital significance to the future of our na-
tion * * * the attitude of our government toward the Communist
Party * * *"- Corliss Lamont was named as one of those;who signed
the statement.
The Daily Worker of February 28, 1949 (page 9), reported that

Corliss Lament had signed a statement in defense of the twelve
leaders of. the Communist Party, eleven of whom were convicted
October 14, 1949, of conspiracy to teach and advocate the violent
overthrow of the United States Government (New York Times
October 15, 1949, page 5). An advertisement which appeared in the
Washington Post on May 24, 1950 (page 14), listed Mr. Lamont as
having signed a petition to the Supreme Court for a reconsideration of
its refusal to hear the appeal of the "Hollywood Ten".
On May 8, 1936, the Daily Worker (page 5), reported that Corliss

Lamont was chairman of a Symposium on John Reed; he was chairman
of a meeting held in New York City, October 20, 1940, to commemo-
rate the death of John Reed in Moscow, according to New Masses of
October 8, 1940 (page 2); reference to his being a speaker at this
meeting appeared in the Daily Workerof October 14, 1940 (page 7).
John Reed was founder of the American Communist Party.

According to the program of the banquetJanuary 24, 1936 (page 9),
Mr. Lamont' was a sponsor of the Mother Bloor Banquet held in
honor of Ella Reeve Bloorprominent Communist leader.

It was reported in the Daily Worker of April 28, 1938 (page 4),
that Mr. Iamont was oiie of the signers of the Statement by American
Progressives on the Moscow Trials,
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The Daily Worker of October 30, 1944 (page 8), reported that
Corliss Lamont spoke at the celebration of the Twenty-Seventh
Anniversary of the Soviet Union.

Soviet Russia Today for March 1937 (pages 14-15) and the Daily
Worker of February 9, 1937 (page 2), showed Mr. Lamont to be one
of those who signed an Open Letter to American Liberals; published
in March 1937 "by a group of well-known Communists and Communist
collaborators. * * *The letter was a defense of the Moscow purge
trials" (Special Committee on Un-American Activities in report
dated June 25, 1942, page 21).
According to Soviet Russia Today for September 1939 (page 25),

Corliss Lamont signed the Open Letter for Closer Cooperation with
the Soviet Union, cited by the Special Committee * * * as having
been issued by a group of "Communist Party stooges" (Report of
June 25, 1942, page 21).

Corliss Lamont signed an Open Letter in Defense of Harry Bridges,
according to the Daily Worker of July 19, 1942 (page 4). This
Open Letter was cited as a Communist front by the Special Com-
mittee * * * in its report of March 29, 1944 (pages 87, 112, 129,
and 166).
The Call to a National Congress for Unemployment and Social

Insurance (page 3), listed Mr. Lament as a sponsor of that congress
which was held January 5-7, 1935, in Washington, D. C., and cited
as a Communist front, headed by Herbert Benjamin, a leading Com-
munist (Special Committee * * * in report of March 29, 1944, pages
94 and 116).
A letterhead of the National People's Committee Against Hearst,

dated March 16, 1937, listed Corliss Lament as a member of the
National People's Committee. * * * In its report of June 25, 1942
(page 16), the Special Committee cited the National People's Com-
mittee as a "subsidiary" organization of the American League for
Peace and Democracy, which it described as the largest of the Com-
munist "front" movements in the United States.

According to the Daily Worker of July 23, 1934 (page 2), Corliss
Lamont was E. guarantor of loans to the Herndon Bail Fund of the
International Labor Defense. The Daily Worker of April 30, 1937
(page 3), named him as a trustee for Herndon bail under auspices of
the ILD. "The International Labor Defense * * * was part of an
international network of organizations for the defense of Communist
lawbreakers" (Committee on Un-American Activities in Report 1115
of September 2, 1947, pages 1 and 2). The Special Committee cited
the ILD as "the legal defense arm of the Communist Party of the
United States" (Reports of January 3, 1939; January 3, 1940; June
25, 1942; and March 29, 1944); it was cited by the Attorney General
of the United States as subversive and Communist (press releases of
June 1 and September 21, 1948; redesignated April 27, 1953; pre-
viously cited as the "legal arm of the Communist Party",.Congres-
sional Record, September 21, 1942, page 7686).

Corliss Lamont was a member of the Committee of the League of
American Writers, as reported in the Daily Worker of January 18,
1939 (page 7); he signed a statement of the. League in behalf of a
second front, according to the Daily Worker of September 14, 1942,
page 7, and the Daily People's World of September 23, 1942, page 5.
He signed the Call to the Fourth Congress of the Leagque. of Am.rican
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Writers, held June 6-8, 1941,' in New York: City (New Masses of
April 22; 1941, page 25, and a leaflet, "In Defense of Culture"). The
League was cited as subversive and. Communist by the Attorney
General and: as having been founded under Communist 'auspices in
1935, and in 1939 "began openly to follow the Communist3 Party line
as dictated by the foreign policy of the Soviet Union" (press releases
of June 1 and September 21, 1948; redesignated April 27, 1953; and
Congressional Record, September 24,' 1942, pages 7684 and 7686).
The League was also cited by the Special Committee in reports of
January 3, 1940; June 25, 1942; and March 29, 1944.

'Mr. Lamont was listed as a member of the Editorial Board of the
Book Union on an undated letterhead and in Book Union Bulletin for
August 1936 (page 1), and August i938 (page 1). Book Union was
cited by the Special Committee in a report dated March 29, 1944
(page 96).
Pamphlets entitled On Understanding Soviet Russia and Socialist

Planping in the Soviet Union written by Corliss Lamont, were listed
in the Guide to Readings on Communism, issued by the Workers Book
Shops (pages 14 and 15).

In an advertisement of the Workers Library Publishers which ap-
peared in The Communist International of April 1936 (inside back
cover), Religion in Soviet Russia; by Corliss Lamont was advertised.
A review of Soviet Russia and Religion by Corliss Lamont appeared
in The Communist International for August 1936 (page 1093).
The Workers Library Publishers was cited as an "official Commu-

nist Party publishing house" by the Special Committee in Report 1311
of March 29, 1944; also cited in report dated June 25, 1942; the Com-
mittee on Un-American Activities cited the group in Report 1920 of
May 11, 1948.

Soviet Russia and Religion, written by Mr. Lamont, was listed in
an undated catalogue of the International Publishers (page 61); Mr.
Lamont attended the tenth anniversary reception of International
Publishes, according to the Daily Worker of December 18, 1934
(page 5).
The Special Committee. * * reported that the Inte-rnational

Publishe -s was an "official publishing house of the COIPT m.wiis Party
in the Uaited States," and a medium through which! "'. -te)'3ve Soviet
propaganda is subsidized in the United States" (reports of January 3,
1940; June 25, 1942' and March 29, 1944). It was cited as "the Com-
munist Party's publishing house" by the Attorney General (Congres-
sional Record, September 24, 1942, page 7686; and the Committee on
Un-American Activities, Report 1920 of May 11, 1948).
A pamphlet entitled Soviet Russia and the Postwar World, written

by Mr. Lamont, was listed in New Century Publishers Catalog for
1946 (page 14). The Committee on Un-American Activities cited
New Century Publishers as-
an official Ccommunist Party publishing house which has published the works of
William Z. Foster and Eugene Dennis, Communist Party chairman and executive
secretary, respectively, as well as the theoretical magazine of the party known as
Political Affairs and the Constitution of the Communist Party, U. S. A. (Report
of May 11, 1948, pages 7 and 35).
The following issues of Soviet Russia Today contain contributions-

from' orliss Iamont: May 1935 (page 6); June 1935 (page 26)j
February 1936 (page 32); January 1938 (page 14); February 939
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(page 29); June 1939 (page 30); October 1939 (page 18); November
1939 (page 19); February 1940 (page 33); May 1940 (page 11); August
1940 (page 8); October 1940 (page 30), November 1940 (page 8);December 1940 (page 12); February 1941 (page 8); April 1941 (page
7); June'1941 (page 8); July 1941 (page 7); October 1941 (pager8)^
November 1941 (page 7); January 1942 (page 29); February 1942
(page 9); May 1942 (page 6); July 1942 (page 20); January 1943 (page
28); March 1943 (page 31); March 1947 (page 13); June 1947 (page 3);
September 1947 (page 22); November 1947 (page 8); and December
1947 (page 23). According to the Daily People's World of November
6, 1952 (page 7), he contributed to the November issue of New World
Review, successor to Soviet Russia Today.

Soviet Russia Today was cited -as a Communist-front publication
by the Special Committee in report dated March 29, 1944; also cited
in report of June 25, 1942. It was also cited by the Committee on
Un-American Activities in a report dated April 26, 1950 (page 108).

Corliss Lamont was listed as a member of the Editorial Council of
Soviet Russia Today in issues of January 1939 (page 3); January 1940
(page 3); and March 1942 (page 3). He was also shown as a member
of the Advisory Council of the same publication, on letterheads of
September 8, 1947; September 30, 1947; and an undated letterhead
(received in April 1948). In New Masses of February 27, 1934 (page
31), Corliss Lamont was named as chairman of a dinner-dance to be
held March 2, 1934 under the auspices of Soviet Russia Today. As
shown in Soviet Russia Today for September 1936 (page 3), he was a
lecturer of the Soviet Russia Today Lecture Bureau; he was one of the
sponsors of Soviet Russia Today Dinner celebrating the Twenty-Fifth
Anniversary of the Red Army, according to Soviet Russia Today,
April 1943 (page 31). It was reported in the Daily Worker of Novem-
ber 13, 1949 (page 4) that he was a contributor to the issue of Novem-
ber 1949 of Soviet Russia Today. Mr. Lamont's Peoples of the Soviet
Union was approved by the Soviet Russia Today Book Club, according
to The Worker for February 8, 1948 (p. 7, Southern Edition).

According to the Daily Worker of July 5, 1934 (page 5), Mr.
Larmont endorsed that newspaper; he protested an attack on the
publication, as shown in the issue of January 25, 1936 (page 2); he
contributed to the following issues of the paper: August 24, 1937
(page 7); December 24, 1931 (page 3); and December 21, 1935 (page
3). The Daily Worker has been cited as the official organ of the
Communist Party, U. S. A. (Report 1920 of the Committee on
Un-American Activities dated May 11, 1948.)
Mr. Lamont contributed to the following issues of New Masses:

February 1932 (page 26); April 1932 (page 18); August 20, 1935 (page
15); May 11, 1937 (page 25); November 2, 1937 (page 23); November
30, 1937 (page 19); July'26, 1938 (page 21); September 20, 1938 (page
19); November 14, 1939 (page 6); May 7, 1940 (page 4); May 28,
1940 (page 12); July 9, 1940 (page 10); July 16, 1940 (page 10);
July 23,1940 (page 1-3); October 8, 1940 (page 17); April 1, 1941
(page'26); June 17, 1941 (page 19); July 15, 1941 (page 12); November
11, 1941 (page 3); March 10, 1942 (page 21); June 22, 1943 (page 9);
February 1944 (page 29); March 7, 1944 (page 23); April 11, 1944
(page 24); May 2, 1944 (page 22). The book, USSR; a 'Concise
Handbook, to which Mr. Lamont contributed, was favorably reviewed
in New Masses of June 24, 1947 (page 22).
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The Special Committee on Un-American Activities cited New
Masses as the "nationally circulated weekly journal of the Commu-
nist Party" (Report of March 29, 1944; pages 48 and 75; reports of
January 3; 1939, page 80; June 25, 1942, pages 4 and 21). The
United States Attorney General cited it as a "Communist periodical"
(Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, page 7688)..
According to the Daily Worker of February 26, 1940 (page 4), he

attended the defense rally held by New Masses. It was shown in
New Masses of April 2, 1940 (page 21), that he was a member of the
initiating committee of New Masses Letter to the President, protest-
ing the questioning of its editors and employees by a Special Grand
Jury convened in Washington, D. C., to investigate "alleged military
espionage" and requesting that the President exert his influence to
"end this attack on freedom of the press"; New Masses of April 14,
1942 (page 25) named him as a sponsor of the "New Masses Anti-
Cliveden Rally" and a sponsor of the same rally; he sponsored a plea
for financial support of New Masses, according to the issue of April
8, 1947 (page 9).

Corliss Lamont was speaker at a meeting held under the auspices
of Friends of the Soviet Union, as shown in International Press Cor-
respondence, Volume 14, No. 11, February 23, 1934 (page 305). He
was shown to be a signer of a Manifesto issued by the organization in
International Press Correspondence, Volume 15, No. 50, November
2, 1935 (page 1443). Friends of the Soviet Union was later known
as American Friends of the Soviet Union. Corliss Lamont was re-
ported to be chairman of a meeting held by American Friends of the
Soviet Union (Daily Worker of January 29, 1938, page 8). The fol-
lowing issues of the Daily Worker named him as chairman of the
organization: February 2, 1938 (page 3); March 7, 1938 (page 1);
and May 14, 1938 (page 2). He was listed as chairman of the organi-
zation in New Masses, December 21, 1937 (page 8). It was reported
in Soviet Russia Today for June 1935 (page 30), that Corliss Lamont,
national chairman of Friends of the Soviet Union, was speaker at
a protest meeting held in Scranton, Pennsylvania, under auspices of
the group. A report of the Special Committee * * \* dated January
3, 1939 said:
The Friends of the Soviet Union is possibly one of the most open Communist
"fronts" in the United States. It is headed by the former Columbia University
professor, Corliss Lamont, son of the Wall Street banker, J. P. Morgan's partner.
Young Lamont has long been a close friend of the Communist regime and a
supporter of the system of government existing in Russia.
The Daily Worker of February 16, 1938 (page 2), listed Mr. Lamont

as a signer of a letter to the President, issued by American Friends of
Spanish Democracy. He was a member of the Executive Committee
of this organization, as shown by a letterhead dated February 21
1938. New Masses of January 5, 1937 named him as a member of
the General Committee, American Friends of Spanish Democracy,
Medical Bureau (page 31); a letterhead dated November 18, 1936
listed him as a member of the Executive Committee of the Medical
Bureau.
American Friends of Spanish Democracy was cited by the SpecialCommittee in its report of March 29, 1944 (page 82), as follows:

In 1937-1938, the Communist Party threw itself wholeheartedly into the cam-
paign for the support of the Spanish Loyalist oause, recruiting men and organizing
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multifarious so-called relief organizations * * * such as * * * American Friends
of Spanish Democracy.

Corliss Lamont was a participant in a Roundtable Conference, held
May 24-25, 1940, under auspices of the American Council on Soviet
Relations, as shown in the Summary of Proceedings, dated July 15,
1940. He was chairman at a rally held by the American Council on
Soviet Relations as shown in the Daily Worker of July 2, 1941 (pages
1 and 2); and was speaker under the auspices of the organization
(New Masses, November 11, 1941. page 31).
The American Council on Soviet Relations was cited as a Com-

munist-front organization by the Special Committee (report of March
29, 1944, page 174) and by the Attorney General (Congressional
Record, September 24, 1942, page 7688; letters to the Loyalty Review
Board, released June 1, 1948 and September 21, 1948).
A letterhead dated August 22, 1935, showed Corliss Lamont to be a

member of the National Executive Committee of the American League
Against War and Fascism. He contributed to the December 1933
issue (page 5) of Fight magazine, official organ of the American League
Against War and Facism.
The American League Against War and Fascism was organized at

the First United States Congress Against War which was held in
New York City, September 29 to October 1, 1933. Four years later,
the name of the organization was changed to the American League
for Peace and Democracy * * * "It remained as completely under
the control of Communists when the name was changed as it had been
before." (Special Committee * * * in report dated March 29, 1944;
also cited in reports of January 3, 1939; January 3, 1940; June 25
1942). The league was cited as Communist by the Attorney General
(in re Harry Bridges, May 28, 1942, page 10; Congressional Record,
September 24, 1942, page 7683; letters to the Loyalty Review Board
in 1947 and 1948).
Mr. Lamont was a member of the National Committee of the

Student Congress Against War, as shown in the pamphlet entitled
"Fight War" (page 4).
During the Christmas holidays of 1932, the Student Congress Against War
convened at the University of Chicago. This gathering was held at the direct
instigation of the (Amsterdam) World Congress Against War. The ChicagoCongress was completely controlled by the Communists of the National Student
League (Special Committee * * * in report of March 29, 1944).

According to "The Struggle Against War" for June 1933 (page 2),
Mr. Lamont was a member of the American Committee for Struggle
Against War which was cited as a Communist-front organization by
the Special Committee on Un-American Activities (report of March 29,
1944).

Corliss Lament was a member of the Committee of Sponsors for a
Dinner-Forum on "Europe Today" held October 9, 1941, under
auspices of the American Committee to Save Refugees, the Exiled
Writers Committee of the League of American Writers and the United
American Spanish Aid Committee, as shown by-the invitation to the
dinner-forum.
The American Committee to Save Refugees was cited as a Com-

munist front by the Special Committee * * * (report of March 29,
1944; citation of the League of American Writers appears on page 2
of this report). Citation of American Friends of Spanish Democracy
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(shown above) also applies to the United American Spanish Aid Com-
mittee. The Attorney General cited this organization as Communist
(press release of July 25, 1949).
According to the Catalogue and Program (January 1942), Mr.

Lament was a guest lecturer at the School for Democracy.
In 1941, the Communists established a school in New York City which was known
as the School for Democracy (now merged with the Workers School into the
Jefferson School of Social Science).
It was "established by Communist teachers ousted from the public
school system of New York City" (Special Committee * * * in report
of March 29, 1944).

It was reported in the Daily Worker of July 19, 1942 (page 4) that
Corliss Lamont signed an Open Letter of the National Federation for
Constitutional Liberties, denouncing the Attorney General's charges
against Harry Bridges and the Communist Party. A leaflet attached
to an undated letterhead showld him to be a signer of the organization's
January 1943 Message to the House of Representatives.
The Special Committee * * * cited the National Federation for

Constitutional Liberties as "one of the viciously subversive organiza-
tions of the Communist Party" (report of March 29, 1944; also cited
in reports of June 25, 1942; January 2, 1943). Report 1115 of the
Committee on Un-American Activities dated September 2, 1947
stated that the National Federation was "spawned for the alleged
purpose of defending civil liberties in general but actually intended
to protect Communist subversion from any penalties under the law."
It was cited by the Attorney General (Congressional Record, Sep-
tember 24, 1942, page 7687; and press releases of December 4, 1947
and September 21, 1948).

It was shown in the Certificate of Incorporation of the People's
Radio Foundation, November 27, 1944 (page 6) that Corliss Lamont,
450 Riverside Drive, New York, was a director. In a photostatic
copy of an application made by this same organization for a broad-
casting station construction permit, July 27, 1945, Corliss Lament
was named as a stockholder and director until the first annual meeting
,of stockholders (pages 13 and 26).

People's Radio :Foundation, Inc., was cited by the Attorney Gen-
·eral as subversive and Communist (press releases of December 4,
1947 and September 21, 1948).
According to the Daily Worker of April 22, 1947 (page 4), Corliss

Lamont signed a statement condemning the revocation of the charter
of the Queens College Chapter of the American Youth for Democracy.
In a letter to the Loyalty Review Board, Attorney General McGrath
stated that this was an organization for young Communists (letter
released August 30, 1950). The organization had been cited previ-
ously in 1947 and 1948, in letters from a former Attorney General 'to
the Loyalty Review Board. The Special Committee on Un-American
Activities cited the organization in its report of March 29, 1944 and
a citation also appeared in Report No. 271 of April 17, 1947 of the
Committee on Un-American Activities.

It was shown in a photostatic copy of the Certificate of Incorpora-
tion filed in New York State February 15, 1943, that Mr. Lamont
was a subscriber to this certificate, and director until the first annual
meeting of the National Council of American-Soviet Friendship, Inc.
He was shown to be chairman of the National Council of American.
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Soviet Friendship in the Daily Worker, October 25, 1943 (page 3)
and was so listed on letterheads of the group dated February 8, 1946
and March 13, 1946. He was shown as a member of the Board of
Directors of the National Council of American-Soviet Friendship on
letterheads dated January 23, 1948; April 30, 1949; January 10,
1950; and February 21, 1950. It was reported in the Daily Worker
of November 3, 1947 (page 5) that he spoke at a rally held at St.
Nicholas Arena, November 9, 1947, under the auspices of the National
Council. The Daily Worker of January 31, 1949 (page 5), also
named him as speaker at a meeting held under the auspices of that
organization. -He delivered an address at a rally held in Madison
Square Garden, New York City, May 29, 1946, under the auspices
of that organization, according to a pamphlet entitled "We have
seen America." He was chairman at the Assembly on American-
Soviet Relations held June 17, 1947, by the National Council of
American-Soviet Friendship, as reported in The Worker of June 15,
1947 (page 10). He spoke at the' Congress on American-Soviet
Relations held by this same group December 3-5, 1949, as shown
in the program.
Mr. Lamont was a member of the Sponsoring Committee of the

National Council of American-Soviet Friendship's Committee on
Education, according to the Bulletin of the committee issued June
1945 (page 22). He was one of the signers of a statement in praise of
Wallace's Open Letter to Stalin, which was circulated by the Council
in May 1948, according to a pamphlet entitled "How to End the Cold
War and Build the Peace" (page 9). He signed a statement of this
organization, as reported in the Daily Worker of February 17, 1949
(page 4). The Daily Worker of April 14, 1952 (page 8, an advertise-
.ment), announced that Dr. Lamont was to speak at a symposium
of the Council on The Future of Germany and World Peace, April
23, at the Yugoslav-American Home, New York City. The Daily
Worker of November 6, 1952 (page 8, an advertisement) and of
November 17, 1952 (page 8), named him as a speaker at a rally of
the Council November 13th in New York City, on USA-USSR
Cooperation for Peace.
The Special Committee on Un-American Activities reported that

the National Council of American-Soviet Friendship was the Com-
munist Party's principal front for all things Russian (report of March
29, 1944); the Attorney General cited it as subversive and Commun-
ist (press releases of December 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948;
redesignated April 27, 1953).
Mr. Lamont was named as Chairman of the Congress of American-

Soviet Friendship on a letterhead dated October 27, 1942. The
Congress was cited as a Communist-front organization by the Special
Committee in its report .of March 29, 1944.

According to the Daily People's World of May 15, 1952 (page 7)
and May 27, 1952 (page 3), Corliss Lament was named speaker for
the American Russian Institute at its Sixth Annual Banquet May 23,
in Los Angeles. It was reported in the Daily People's World of
May 26, 1952 (page 7) that he was to discuss the recent economic
conference in Moscow, May 27, for the American-Russian Institute.
The Attorney General cited this organization as Communist (press
release of April 27, 1949; redesignated April 27, 1953).
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Under auspices of the Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee,

Corliss Lamont was a member of the National Reception Committee
for Madame IreneJ'0iot-Currie, according to an invitation to a
dinner held in New Yorlk City, March 31, 1948; he signed an Open
Letter to the President on Franco Spain which letter was released
by 'te Spanish Refugee Appeal of the Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee
Committee, as shown on a mimeographed letter attached to a letter-
head of April 28 1949.
The Special Committee cited the Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Com-

mittee as a "Communist-front organization headed by Edward K.
Barsky" (report of March 29, 1944, page 174). It was cited as sub-
versive and Communist by the Attorney General (press releases of
December 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948; redesignated April
27, 1953).
As shown in the Conference call and the printed program (page 13),

Mr. Lamont was a sponsor of the Culitural and Scientific Conference
for World Peace which was held in New York City, March 25-27, 1949,
under the sponsorship of the National Council of the Arts, Sciences
and Professions; he was listed as having signed a statement of the
Council (Congressional Record, July 14, 1949, page 9620), and he
signed a Resolution Against Atomic Weapons, prepared and released
by the Council, according to a mimeographed list of signers of the
resolution attached to a letterhead of July 28, 1950. The following
issues of the Daily Worker named him as speaker at a mass meeting
of the Council in Carnegie Hall, March 10th: March 4, 1952 (page 3);
March 7, 1952 (page 8); March 10, 1952 (page 7); and March 12,
1952 (page 3).
The National Council of the Arts, Sciences and Professions was

cited as a Communist-front organization by the CQmmittee on Un-
American Activities (Report No. 1954 of April 26, 1950, originally
released April 19, 1949, page.2)..

According to the Daily Worker of July 25, 19.50 (page 4) 'Corliss
Lamont of New York signed a statement against the Hobbs Bill
(statement prepared and released by the American Committee for
Protection of Foreign Born). The Special Committee on Un-American
Activities cited the American Committee as "one of the oldest auxil-
iaries of the Communist Party in the United States" (Report dated
March 29, 1944; also cited in a report dated June 25, 1942). The
Attorney General cited the organization in. letters to the Loyalty
Review Board as subversive and Communist (press release of Septem-
ber 21, 1948; redesignated April 27, 1953).
Mr. Lamont was one of the sponsors of the American Continental

Congress for World Peace which was held September 5-10, 1949 as
shown in the call to that congress and the printed program which is
in Spanish (page 7). This congress was cited as "another phase in
the :Communist 'peace' campaign, aimed at consolidating anti-
American forces throughout the Western Hemisphere" (report on the
Communist "Peace" Offensive, April 1, 1951, page 21, by the
Committee on Un-American Activities)..

Encouraged by its success in drawing dupes into its campaign, the Committee
for Peaceful Alternatives to the Atlantic Pact launched a more ambitious project
under the high-sounding title of the Mid-Century Conference for Peace. This
was held at the St. James Methodist Church in Chicago on May 29 and 30, 1950.
* *** I plain terms, the conference was aimed at assembling as many gullible
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persons as possible under Communist direction and turning them' into a vast
sounding board for Communist propaganda. * * * The sponsors of the Mid-
Century Conference included a number of the usual supporters of Communist
fronts such as * * * Corliss Lamont * * * (Report on the Communist "Peace"
Offensive, pages 58 and 59).

In June 26, 1946, Corliss Lamont was cited for contempt of Congress
in the House of Representatives for refusal to supply information and
records of the National Council of American-Soviet Friendship
requested by this committee. (See: Washington Star. June 27, 1946.)
The Grand Jury did not indict him. However, Richard Morford,
executive director of the National Council * * *, who had custody
of the records, was cited at the same time for contempt of Cohgress
because of his refusal to produce records of the organization, as
subpoenaed by the Committee on Un-American Activities. He was
indicted and later convicted (Daily Worker, June 29, 1950, page 2),
and it was reported in the Daily Worker of August 30, 1950 (p. 3),
that he had begun his jail sentence.
The Daily Worker of June 10, 1952 (page 2), said:
Former Representative Vito Marcantonio, State Chairman of the American

Labor Party, announced today that at a meeting of the American Labor Party
State Executive Committee, held on June 3, the nomination of Corliss Lamont
as the ALP candidate for United States Senator from the State of New York was
unanimously recommended to all ALP clubs and to the ALP State convention,
which will take place August 28, 1952.

For years, the Communists have put forth the greatest efforts to capture the
entire American Labor Party throughout New York State. They succeeded in
capturing the Manhattan and Brooklyn sections.of the American Labor Party
but outside of New York City they have been unable to win control (Special
Committee on Un-Americaln Activities, Report dated March 29, 1944, page 78).
A pamphlet entitled "Are We Being Talked Into War?" which was

written by Dr. Corliss Lamont, was reviewed in the Daily People's
World of April 4, 1952 (page 6, magazine section), and it was de-
scribed therein as a pamphlet "that traces the development of the
propaganda drive for war against the Soviet Union." The review
said that-'
Dr. Lamont's well-documented little pamphlet shows just how the war makers
and war propagandists have tried to incite the people for war through the years
* * * In contrast, Lamont cited the "fundamental attitude" of the Soviet
Union as represented by the law passed by the Supreme Soviet in 1951 "outlawing
war propaganda through the USSR."
An article by Barbara Schaeffer in the Daily Worker of September.

14, 1952 (pages 3 and 6), said, in part:
The very term Iron Curtain was fashioned by that right hand man of Hitler,
Goebbels. The United States passport division has given meaning to the term
* * * Among those harassed when trying to leave the United States; * * *

Corliss Lamont, writer.
In speaking of Mr. Lamont's difficulties, the article stated that he-
Reported this spring to a meeting of the Emergency Civil Liberties Committee
that he had been asked for a "complete reorientation of his views" in order to get
a passport.

"Soviet Civilization" by Mr. Lamont was reviewed by Robert
Friedman in the Daily Worker of November 28, 1952 (page 7). The
article said:
A survey of the basic concepts of Soviet socialist society and an account of the
specific Soviet achievements in every field of endeavor, Dr. Lamont's book is the
work of an American patriot because it calmly, logically, factually destroys many
of the anti-Soviet misconceptions on which the whole fight-Russia propaganda is.
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predicated. Larnont concludes his book with the predicatlor that "theiobjeCtive
verdict of coming generations will be that the Soviet Russians, during their first
35 years, laid the foundations of a great new civilization of enduring achievement:
and high promise, ranking in world historical significance with the outstanding
civilizations of the past."
Mr. Friedman's review also appeared in the Daily People's World
December 15, 1952 (page 7).
OSCAR LANGE

Organization and affiliation
American Slav Congress (1) and

(2). Delegate to Third Ameri-
can Slav Congress, Manhattan
Center, New York City, Sep-
tember 20, 21, 22, 1946; speaker;
identified as Polish Ambassador
and later U. N. representative.

Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Com-
mittee (1) and (2). Speaker.

National Council of American-
Soviet Friendship (1) and (2).
Speaker at the George Washing-
ton's Birthday and Red Army
Day Celebration Dinner, Febru-
ary 21, 1946, New York City.

Sponsor of Chicago Council_-

Reference -----------

Reference-----------

Source
Committee on Un-American Ac-

tivities, Report on American
Slav Congress, June 26, 1949,
pp. 24, 95.

"Daily Worker," Apr. 1, 1949, p.
5; "The Worker," Mar. 20,
1949, p. 10; and a Postal Card,
"Caucus for Peace."

Press release dated Feb. 22, 1946.

Undated leaflet entitled "Speak-
ers on Russia," issued by the
Chicago Council in 1945 (p. 12).

Testimony of Dr. Robert May-
nard Hutchins before the Sedi-
tious Activities Investigation
Commission, State of Illinois,
1949 (vol. II, p. 25).

Washington "Star" of Nov. 29,
1949, p. B1.

OWEN LATTIMORE
A pamphlet entitled a Conference.on Democratic Rights named

Owen Lattimore as one of the sponsors of that conference which was
called by the Maryland Association for Democratic Rights (affiliated
with the National Emergency Conference for Democratic Rights) for
June 14-15, 1940. The Special Committee on Un-American Activities
cited the National Emergency Conference * * * as a Communist-
front organization in a report dated March 29, 1944.
Owen J. Lattimore was one of the speakers at a discussion meeting

in Washington, D. C., February. 11, 1941, held under the auspices of
the Washington Committee for Aid to China, as shown on a leaflet
entitled Stop Shipments to Japan; he was identified in this connection
as author of Inner Asian Frontiers of China and Director of the School
of International Affairs, Johns Hopkins Institute. The Washington
Committee for ** * was also cited by the Special Committee * * *
as a Communist-controlled organization (report dated March 29,
1944).
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The program of the Writers Congress which was held in 1943 under
the joint auspices of the University of California and the HollywoodWriters' Mobilization from October 1 to 3, named Owen Lattimore as
one of the speakers. The Attorney General of the United States cited
the Hollywood Writers Mobilization as subversive and Communist
(press releases of December 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948; redes-
ignated April 27, 1953).

Mr. Lattimore spoke at a meeting of the Washington Book Shop,
April 6, 1945, as shown on a mimeographed circular of the organiza-
tion, first cited by the Attorney General in 1942 as follows: "Evidence
of Communist penetration or control is reflected in the following:
Among its stock the establishment has offered prominently for sale
books and literature identified with the Communist Party * ** "
(Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, page 7688; subsequently
cited as subversive and Communist in press releases of December 4
1947 and September 21, 1948; redesignated April 27, 1953) the Special
Committee * * * cited the Washington Book Shop as a Communist-
front organization in its report of March 29, 1944; redesignated pur-
suant to Executive Order 10450 by the Attorney General, April 1, 1954.
The New York Times, in reviewing Mr. Lattimore's book, The

Situation in Asia, stated that "often he seems to feel that Russian
policy is sounder, more astute and/or more progressive than that
adopted by the U. S." (New York Times Book Review, April 10,
1949, page 5.)
Mr. Lattimore's Solution in Asia (Little, Brown), was recommended

by Spotlight on the Far East for March 1947 (page 7), official pub-
lication of the Committee for a Democratic Far Eastern Policy; it
was favorably reviewed by Harriet Moore for Soviet Russia Today
in the July 1945 issue (page 27).
The Committee for a Democratic Far Eastern Policy was cited by

the Attorney General as Communist (press release of April 27, 1949;
redesignated April 27, 1953; redesignated pursuant to Executive
Order 10450, April 1, 1954. Soviet Russia Today has been cited as
a Communist-front publication (Special Committee * * * in reports
of June 25, 1942 and March 29, 1944); subsequently cited by the
Committee on Un-American Activities as a Communist front pub-
lication (report of October 23, 1949, page 108).
Rob F. Hall, writer for the Communist Daily Worker, defended

Mr. Lattimore in an article which appeared in that publication on
April 3, 1950 (page 7); Mr. Hall quoted Mr. Lattimore with approval
in an article which appeared in the Daily Worker June 28, 1950
(page 7); Joseph Starobin reviewed Mr: Lattimore's book, The
Situation in Asia, for the Daily Worker of May 24, 1949 (page 8).
Mr. Lattimore was interviewed by the Daily Worker, as shown in
the issue of September 5; 1945 (page 8).
On May 3, 1950 (page 2), the Daily People's World defended

Mr. Lattimore; on May 4, 1950, the following editorial comment
appeared in the same. publication (pages 7 and 12): "The latest
example of the encroachment upon the rights of all is the hounding
of Owen Lattimore * * * this man, along with the Communists and
lust about everybody else in the world except a small gang of fanatics
in Washington, believes that Chiang Kai-shek is washed up." The
Daily People's World has been cited as "the official organ of the
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Communist Party on theWetst cost by the Special Committee *:,* *
(report of,March 29, 1944; also cited in report of January 3, 1941)i
Owen Lattimore was a witness in the State Department Ehmployee

Loyalty Investigation by a subcommittee of the Committee: on
Foreign Relations in the United States Senate, March-June 1950
(pages 417-486, 799-871, 873-921 of the hearings). A review of
charges made against Mr. Lattimore, a review of his testimony- and
conclusions of the subcommittee concerning the charges are shown
in Report No. 2108 of the Committee on Foreign Relations (pages
48-71, 160, and 161).
On December 17, 1952, the Washington Star reported (page A-3)

that "Qwen Lattimore, long center of stormy charges of Communist;
influence in the Government, will appear in court Friday to answer a
Federal grand jury indictment accusing him of perjury. The seven-
count indictment, handed down yesterday, charges the 52-year-oldl
specialist on Far Eastern affairs with lying under oath while testifyigbefore the Senate Internal Security subcommittee * * *" The same
informationwas reported by the Times-Herald and Washington Post
on December 17th (pages 1 of both publications). His photograph
appeared in the Star and the Post in this connection.

The. Worker (Sunday edition of the Daily Worker) reported on
September 14, 1952 (page M6) that Owen Lattimore, a Far East
expert, had experienced difficulties when trying to leave the United
States.
MAX LERNER
On June 2, 1949, the Daily Worker (p. 2) reported that Max

Lerner, identified as columnist for the New York Post, had asserted
that the trial against the leaders of the Communist Party "has no
bu'sihess being in court. I don't see how anyone with a rudiih*niary
knowledge of the history of Communist movements can! doubt'the
basic rightness of William Z. Foster's plea, in his long manifesto, that
violence cannot.be pinned on the American Communists and that
under American conditions the attempt to use it would be fantastic."
A "Statement of 450 leading figures in America, urging the Presi-

dent and Congress to uphold the Constitutional rights of the Com-
munist Party of the United States," was published in the Communist
"Daily Worker" on March 5, 1941 (p. 2, col. 4); the statement called
"attention (to) a matter of vital significance to the future of our
nation. It is the attitude of our government toward the Communist
Party * * *"' and urged "all members of Congress to oppose any
legislation direct or indirect, that would take away from Com-
munists those constitutional guarantees which must be kept open
for all if in the future they are to be available for any." Max Lerner
of Massachusetts was one of those who signed the statement,
Mr. Lerner was named in the "Daily Worker" of June 17, 1937

(p. 2) as having signed a statement, demanding pardon for German
Communists; on July 23, 1940 (p. 1) the "Daily Worker" reported
in an article datelined Washington, D. C., July 22, that "a strongly-
worded protest against the nation-wide attack on the right of the
Communist Party to use the' ballot was made here yesterday by 65
leading educators, writers, churchmen, lawyers, trade uniomsts and
civic leaders. The 65 liberals demanded that President Roosevelt
and Attorney General Robert Jackson take immediate action to
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safeguard the constitutional liberties of Communists." The.open
letter was made public by the National Chairman of the National
Emergency Conference for Democratic Rights, and was signed by
Max Lerner, identified with "The Nation."
The American League for Peace and Democracy, established in

1937, issued a statement on the international situation which appeared
in "New Masses" on March 15, 1938 (p.19), together with a list of
persons who signed the statement, including the name of Max Lerner.
The American League for Peace and Democracy was established

in the United States in 1937 as successor to the American League
against War and Fascism
in an effort to create public sentiment on behalf of a foreign policy adapted to the
interests of the Soviet Union. It was designed to conceal Communist control, in
accordance with the new tactics of the Communist International. (From the
Attorney General's citation which appeared in the Congressional Record of
September 24, 1942, pages 7683 and 7684.)
The Attorney General cited the American League * * * as subver-
sive and Communist (letters to the Loyalty Review Board, released
to the press June 1 and September 21, 1948; also included in con-
solidated list released April 1, 1954); the Special Committee cited
the American League as "the largest of the Communist 'front' move-
ments in the United States * * * (and) nothing more nor less than
a bold advocate of treason" (reports of January 3, 1939, and March
29, 1944; also cited in reports of January 3, 1940; January 3, 1941;
and June 25, 1942; and January 2, 1943).
Mr. Lerner was one of the sponsors of the American Congress for

Peace and Democracy which was held in Washington, D. C., January
6-8, 1939 ("Call") and at which time the American League for Peace
and Democracy was formed. The American Congress was cited
as "a Communist front advocating collective security against the
Fascist aggressors prior to the signing of the Stalin Hitler pact"
(Special Committee * * * in Report 1311 of March 29, 1944).
The American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born is "one

of the oldest auxiliaries of the Communist Party in the United States"
(reports of the Special Committee dated June 25, 1942, and March 29,
1944); it was cited as subversive and Communist by Attorney General
(press releases of June 1 and September 21, 1948; also included in
consolidated list released April 1, 1954. Max Lerner was one of the
sponsors of the Fourth Annual Conference of the organization, held
in Washington, D. C., March 2-3, 1940, as shown on a letterhead
of that conference; a letterhead of the group dated September 11,
1941, named him as one of the sponsors of the American Committee;
he was a sponsor of the organization's national "American All" week
which was celebrated October 21-28, 1941 (undated letterhead
announcing "American .All" week); he was a guest of honor at a
United Nations in America Dinner, arranged by. the organization in
New York City, April 17, 1943 (from the invitation to dinner).

Professor Max Lerner of Williams College was named in "The
Student Almanac," official publication of the American Student
Union, as a speaker at the Fourth National Convention of that organ-ization ("The Student Almanac" for 1939, page 32). The American
Student Union was cited as a Communist-front organization by the
Special Committee * * (reports of January 3, 1940, June 25, 1942;
and March 29, 1944).
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:;A leterhead of the;Conference on Pan Amerian Democracy, date
·Npeqbpr :6, 1938 , lists Max tLerner as one of the.;spsors of ti.t
organization, known also as the Council for Pan-American Democrac
.and, -ited as a Communist front by the Special Committee (reports of
June 25, 1942, and March 29, 1944). It was cited as subversive and
Communist by the Attorney General (press releases of June 1 and
September 21, 1948; also included in consolidated list released Aprilt,
1954),
.Max Lerner was a committee member of the Medical Burea,

American Friends of Spanish Democracy, as shown on a letterhead of
that organization dated November 18, 1936; he was a member of the
general committee of American Friends of Spanish Democracyi a:
shown in "New Masses" for January 5,1937 (p. 31), and a letterhead
of the group dated February 21, 1938; he was identified in a booklet
entitled "These Americans Say: * * *" as a representative individual
who advocated lifting the arms embargo against Loyalist Spain;,thebooklet was prepared and published by the Coordinating Committee
to Lift the (Spanish) Embargo.
American Friends of Spanish Democracy and the CoordinatingCommittee to Lift the (Spanish) Embargo were cited as among r

number of so-called relief groups set up by the Communist Party
when it was campaigning for the support of the Spanish Loyalist cause
in 1937 and 1938 (Report 1311 of the Special Committee dated March
29, 1944).
The "Daily Worker" of April 6, 1937 (p. 9) reported that Max

Lerner was a member of the Advisory Board of Frontier Films, an
organization cited as a Communist front by the Special Committee in
its report of March 29, 1944. He was among.,those who signed,:
petition in support of Simon W. Gerson, aCommunist, according to the
petition and list of persons who signed it, which was released by the
League of American Writers as it appeared in the "Daily 'Worker" of
March 10, 1938 (p. 1). The League of American Writers was cited as
a Communist front in three reports of the Special Committee * * *
(January 3, 1940, June 25, 1942; and March 29, 1944). The Attorney
General stated that the League was founded under Communist
auspices in 1935 and in 1939 began openly to "follow the Communist
Party line as dictated by.the foreign policy of the Soviet Union
(Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, pages 7685 and 7686).
The organization was cited by the Attorney General as subversive and
Communist in lists furnished the Loyalty Review Board (press re-
leases of June 1 and September 21, 1948; also included in consolidated
list released April 1, 1954).
A leaflet attached to a letterhead of the American Committee for

Democracy and Intellectual Freedom, dated January 17, 1940,
contains the name of.Max Lerner, identified as Professor,, Williams
College, in a list of individuals who signed a petition of the group.
The American Comittee * '* * has been cited as a Communist
front which defended Communist teachers '(reports:of the Special
Committee * * * dated June 25, 1942 and March 29, 1944). ;
The Communist-front enterprises, cited as such by the Speciil

Committee on Un-American Activities (report of March 29, 1944),
were the Golden Book of American Friendship with the Soviet Union
(reprinted in "Soviet Russia Today" for November 1937, page 79),
and the Open Letter for Closer Cooperation with the Soviet Union
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which was printed in "Soviet Russia Today" for September 1939
(pages 24-26); in both instances, Max Lerner was named as'having
signed.
The Special Committee on Un-American Activities cited both the

Non-Partisan Committee for the Reelectidon of Congressman'Vito
Marcantonio and the Prestes Defense Committee as Communiistfront
organizations; the latter group was further described as "defending
Luiz Carlos Prestes, leading Brazilian Communist and former member
of the executive committee of the Communist International" (Report
1311 of March 29, 1944); Max Lerner signed a cable which was sent
by the Prestes Defense Committee, as shown in the "Daily Worker"
of February 13, 1937 (p. 2); he was a member of the Non-Partisan
Committee for * * * as disclosed by an official letterhead of the
group dated October 3, 1936.
The National Emergency Conference for Democratic Rights was

another of the Communist fronts cited in Report 1311 of the Special
Committee * * * Professor Lerner was listed as a member of the
Board of Sponsors, National Emergency Conference for Democratic
Rights, according to a press release of February 23, 1940. He was
named by the "Daily Worker" of May 13, 1940 (pp. 1 and 5), as
having signed an Open Letter of the organization.
The pamphlet, "The People vs. H. C. L.," published by the' Con-

sumers National Federation, December 11-12, 1937 (page 3), reveals
that Max Lerner was a sponsor of that organization; on March 29,
1944, the Special Committee on Un-American Activities reported
that "the Consumers National Federation was a Communist Party
front which included a large number of party members and fellow
travelers as its sponsors,"
Mr. Lerner signed an Open Letter to New Masses, concerning the

American Committee for the Defense of Leon Trotsky, according to
the February 16, 1937, issue of "New Masses" (p. 2); his photograph
appeared in connection with his contribution to the July 13, 1943, issue
of "New Masses" (pp. 3 and 9). The Attorney General cited "New
Masses" as a "Communist periodical" (Congressional Record, Sep-
tember 24, 1942, p. 7688); the Special Committee on Un-American
Activities cited "New Masses" as a "nationally circulated weekly
journal of the Communist Party * * * whose ownership was vested
m the American Fund for Public Service." (See Report 1311 of
March 29, 1944, pages 48 and 75).

"Soviet Russia Today" for March 1937 (pp. 14-15) and the "Daily
Worker" of February 9, 1937 (p. 2) both named Max Lerner as having
signed an Open Letter to American Liberals, cited as a Communist-
front enterprise by the Special Committee in its report of June 25, 1942.
Mr. Lerner was a member of the Sponsors Committee of the United

Office and Professional Workers of America, Local 16, for the Fifth
Annual Stenographers' Ball, as shown on a letterhead of that organi-
zation dated February 1, 1940; the "Daily Worker" of March 9, 1938
(p. 5) named Max Lerner as a sponsor of the conference of the Book
and Magazine Guild, Local 18, United Office and Professional Workers
of America.
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The Special Committee on Un-American Activities cited .the United
Office and Professional Workers of America "as strongly entrenched
with Communist leadership" (reports of January 3, 1940 and March
29, 1944).
ALFRED BAKER LEWIS

Organization and ajilation Source
National Federation for Constitu- "Daily Worker," July 19, 1942,

tional Liberties (1) and (2). p. 4.
Signer of Open Letter sponsored
by the organization denouncingU. S. Attorney General Biddle's
charges against Harry Bridges
and the Communist Party.
See also: Vol. 17, public hearings, Special Committee on Un-Ameri-

can Activities, September-October 1944, pp. 10299, 10301, 10306,
10340, 10347, 10348; Report No. 2277, Special Committee * * * Sub-
versive Activities Aimed at Destroying Our Representative Form of
Government, June 25, 1942, pp. 11, 21.

See also: Congressional Record, June 23, 1942 and October 13, 1942.
A. A. LIVERIGHT

A. A. Liveright identified as executive director of the American
Council on Race Relations, was one of the sponsors of a congress on
Civil Rights, as shown on the "Urgent Summons to a Congress on
Civil Rights, Detroit, April 27-28, 1946," for the purpose of organiz-
ing "an offensive against the rising Fascist aggression in the United
t'Sitaes.. '.lTie Civil.Rights Congress has .been.T.ted as.subversive and
Communist -by the United States Attorney General (letters to the
Loyalty Review Board, released December 4, 1947, and September 21,
1948; redesignated April 27, 1953, pursuant to Executive Order 10450;
included in consolidated list of cited organizations April 1, 1954). In
Report No. 1115, September 2, 1947, pp. 2 and 19, the Committee on
Un-American Activities stated that the Civil Rights Congress was
"dedicated not to the broader issues of civil liberties, but specifically
to the defense of individual Communists and the Communist Party"
and "controlled by individuals who are either members of the Com-
munist Party or openly loyal to it."
The Communist Daily Worker of April 3,1950, p. 4 named Alex. A.

Liveright, American Council on Race Relations, Chicago, as one of
those who signed a Statement of the National Committee to Defeat
the Mundt Bill, cited as "a registered lobbying organization which
has carried out the objectives of the Communist Party in its fight
against anti-subversive legislation" (report of the Committee on
Un-American Activities released December 7, 1950).

In its issue of January 1941 (pp. 16-18), Social Work Today listed
A. A. Liveright, llifiois, among the "cooperators" for 1940, with a
contribution of $5. The issue of February 1942 (pp. 51-54) named
him as a "cooperator" for 1941. Social Work Today was cited by
the'Special Committee on Un-American Activities as a Communist
magazine (report' of March 29, 1944, p. 129).
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DR. ISADORE LUBIN
Organization and affiliation Source .-

Friends of the Soviet Union (1) "Daily Worker," Mar. 19, 1930,
and (2). Speaker, Washington, p. 2.
D.C.

Quotation: "One more depression "Washington Post", June 25,
in the United States, with its 1947, p. 2.
equivalent of low production
output and mass unemployment,
will be enough evidence to starv-
ing Europeans that the free en-
terprise system cannot meet
their needs for improved stand-
ards of living."
See also: Public Hearings, Special Committee on Un-American

Activities, Vol. 3, October-November 1938, pp. 2369; 2374.
ROBERT S. LYND
On December 14, 1939, "the day before the 148th Anniversary of

the Bill of Rights," a statement signed by "65 prominent citizens
was sent to the American press." The release stated that "'we
recognize particularly that serious efforts are being made to silence
and suppress the Communist Party. We regard as significant the
fact that precisely now Earl Browder, its General Secretary, has been
indicted on data which the government has evidently had for years.
We observe that a charge four years old has just now been revived
against another official of the Communist Party, Sam Adams Darcy.
Similarly, a minor technicality was invoked in order to rule all Com-
munist candidated off the New York City ballot. * * *" The state-
ment related that "we feel compelled to speak out sharply and boldly
.at this moment * * * When forces exist, as we believe they do now
exist, whose objectives effect * * * is the destruction of civil liber-
ties blindness to facts becomes dangerous, pious protestation of
liberalism, becomes mockery, and failure to speak out courageously
becomes criminal * * *" The statement was signed by Robert S.
Lynd, identified as a professor at Columbia University.

Professor Lynd was one of the sixteen "distinguished Americans"
who "denounced the trend toward disciplinary action against lawyers
who defend 'political minorities, racial minorities and labor organiza-
tions.' " The statement pointed out that such actions "may destroy
the right to fair trial and adequate legal counsel as guaranteed by
the Sixth Amendment to the American Constitution." The statement
was a defense of the five lawyers who defended the eleven leaders of
the Communist Party; the lawyers were cited for contempt by Judge
Medina. (From the Daily Worker of February 1, 1950, page 3.)
An invitation issued by the American Russian Institute to a dinner

dedicated to American-Soviet Post-War Relations, New York' City,
October 19, 1944, nalned Professsor Lynd as a member of that organi-
zati6n's Board of Directors. On December 12, 1947, the Daily Worker
reported that the Board of Superintendents were planning to eliminate
a course for teachers on culture in the Soviet Union which was spon-
sored by the American Russian Institute; the same article revealed
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that Prof. Robert Sb Lynd of Columbia University was a member of
the Board of Directors of the Institute.
The Call of the National Couneil ,of American-Soviet Friendship,

Inc., to a Congress to beheld November 6-8, 1943, a letterhead of the
National Council dated March 13, 1946, and a Memorandum issued
·by the Council March 18, 1946i named Prof. Lynd as one of the spon-
sors of the organization; he was a member of the Sponsoring Com-
mittee of the organizations' Committee on Education, as shown oh
the proceedings of a conference on Education About the Soviet Union,
October 14, 1944, in New York City; a bulletin issued by the Com-
mittee on EducationJune 1945 (page 22), also named him as a mem-
ber of the Sponsoring Committee * * * The New York Times of
May 19, 1943 (page 17-C), reported that he had signed the National
Council's Open Letter to the American People; he signed the organiza-
tion's Open Letter to the Mayor of Stalingrad, as revealed by Soviet
Russia Today for June 1943 (page 21); he signed the organization's
appeal to the United States Government to end the cold war and ar-
range for a conference with the Soviet Union (leaflet entitled "End the
Cold War-Get Together for Peace," p. 9); on February 17, 1949,
the Daily Worker named Prof. Lynd as having signed a statement
of the Council urging President Truman to have an interview with
Premier Stalin.
As shown in the November 1937 issue of Soviet Russia Today

(page 79), Robert S. Lynd was one of those who signed the Golden
Book of American i riendship with the Soviet Union, cited as a "Com-
munist enterprise" signed by "hundreds of well-known Communists
and fellow travelers" (Special Committee on Un-American Activities
in report of March 29, 1944).
The program of the Fifth National Conference of the American

Committee for Protection of Foreign Born which was held in Atlantic
City, New Jersey, March 29-30, 1941, named Prof. Lynd as one of
the sponsors of that organization; he was identified with Columbia
University. Prof. Lynd signed a statement of the Committee for
Peaceful Alternatives- to the Atlantic Pact, calling for International
Agreement to Ban Use of Atomic Weapons (statement attached to a
press release dated December 14, 1949, page 13).
A letterhead of the American Committee for Democracy and-

Intellectual Freedom dated December 1, 1939 named Robert S. Lynd
as a member of the New York Committee of that organization; he
signed a petition of the group, as shown in a mimeographed sheet
attached to a letterhead dated January 17, 1940; he was one of the
sponsors of a Citizens' Rally in New York City, April 13, 1940, held
under the auspices of the American Committee * * *, as shown on a
leaflet announcing the rally; he signed an appeal of the same organiza-
tion which was sent to Secretary Hull on behalf of anti-fascist refugees
trapped in France (Daily-Worker of July 22, 1940, page 1, column 5);
he also signed the organization's Open Letter to Nicholas Murray
Butler, president of Columbia University, denouncing his "pro-war"
stand (Daily Worker of October 7, 1940, page 3, October 12, 1940,
page 4; and New Masses October 15, 1940, page 17).

Robert S. Lynd signed the letter of the American Friends of Spanish
Democracy which was addressed to the President of the United States
(Daily Worker of February 7, 1938, page 4); and he also signed their
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petition to lift the arms embargo against Spain (Daily Worker? of
April 8, 1938, page 4).
A letter of the Veterans of the Abraham Lincoln Brigade, addressed

to the President and Attorney General of the United States was signed
by Prof. Lynd. The letter protested "attacks upon the Veterans of
the * * * and condemning the war hysteria now being whipped up
by the Roosevelt administration" (Daily Worker of February 21,
1940).
According to a mimeographed letter, attached to a letterhead of

the Spanish Refugee Appeal of the Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Com-
mittee, dated April 28, 1949, Robert S. Lynd signed an Open Letter
of the group which was addressed to the President of the United States;
he signed the organization's petition to the President "to bar military
aid to or alliance with fascist Spain" (mimeographed petition attached
to a letterhead dated May 18, 1951).
New Masses for December 3, 1940 (page 28), revealed that Robert

S. Lynd signed an Open Letter of the Council for Pan American
Democracy (also known as the Conference for * * * ), addressed to
the President of Brazil, urging him to save Luis Carlos Prestes.
Robert Lynd was a member of the Provisional Sponsoring Com-

mittee of the National Emergency Conference, as shown on a letter-
head of the organization dated May 19, 1939; he was a member of the
Board of Sponsors of the National Emergency Conference for Demo-
cratic Rights, as shown on the organization's Legislative Letter of
February 15, 1940 and a press release of February 23, 1940; he signed
the Group's Open Letter, as shown in the Daily Worker of May 13,
1940 (pages 1 and 5).
The Call to a Conference on Constitutional Liberties in America,

June 7, 1940, name'd:Rbert S. Lynd' as one of the sponsors of that
conference. The National Federation for Constitutional Liberties
was formed at this conference and later merged with the International
Labor Defense to formthe Civil Rights Congress. The Daily Worker
of December 29, 1948 (page 2), revealed that Prof. Lynd was one of the
sponsors of the Civil Rights Congress of New York State; he was
identified with Columbia University.

Prof. Lynd was one of the sponsors of a conference of the National
Council of the Arts, Sciences and Professions, October 9-10, 1948 as
shown in a pamphlet, "To Safeguard These Rights * * * " published
by the Bureau of Academic Freedom of the National Council * * *
he signed the organization's statement for negotiations with the
U.S. S. R., as reported in the Daily Worker of August 7, 1950 (page 8);
he was a sponsor of the Cultural and Scientific Conference for World
Peace, called by the National Council * * * in New York City,
March 25-27, 1949 (conference call and the program, page 13; also
the Daily Worker of February 21, 1949, page 2); he supported a re-
hearing of the case of the Communist leaders before the United States
Supreme Court, as shown in "We Join Black's Dissent," a reprint of
an article from the St. Louis Post-Dispatch of June 20, 1951, by the
National Council * * *
An undated letterhead of Frontier Films named Robert Lynd as a

member of the Advisory Board of the organization. He signed an
Open Letter of the League of American Writers, addressed to Secre-
tary Cordell Hull and the Pan-American Conference (Daily Worker,
July 31, 1940, page 7).
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"In March 1937, a group of well-known Communists and Commu-i
nist. collaborators published an Open Letter bearing the title, Open
Letter to American Liberals. The letterwas a defense of the Moscow
purge trials" (Special Committee on Un-American Activities in
reportofJunre 25: 1942). The Daily Worker of February 9, 1937
(page 2) and Soviet Russia Today for March. 1937, (pages 14-15),
revealed that Robert.S..Lynd of Columbia University signed 'the
Open Letter. to American Lberals .

On May 11, 1937, the Daily Worker reportedthat Robert Lynd
has signed a statement of the American League: Against War and.
Fascism, protesting Franco spies (page one of the Daily Worker);i.
he opposed an amendment barringAmerican Youth for Democracy
and declared,"''m glad the (Schiltz) amendment was stopped and
that I went on record against it" (Daily Worker, November 21, 1947,
p, 5); the amendment '"could have empowered college faculties to
outlaw so-called 'subversive' student groups.'.'
The Daily Worker of March 5, 1941 (page 4) reported that Prof.'

Lynd had signed a letter to the President of the United States, urging
him to recognize seating the People's 'Republic China in the United
Nations; he was a member of the Planning Committee of the National
Committee to Repeal,the McCarraaAct(letterhead of May 25, 1951);
a member of the National Committee (Daily Worker, May 14, 1951,
page'8); a sponsor of same group (Daily Worker of December 27,
1950, page 9); and he signed the National Committee's Open Letter
to the President, urging him to "call a halt to building of concentra-
tion camps in the United'States" (Daily Worker, January 28, 1952,
page 3).
The organizations, unions and publications referred to in this memo-

randum have been cited by (1) the Special Committee on Un-Ameri-
can Activities and/or the Committee on Un-American Activities; and
(2) the Attorney General of the United States, as follows:
American Committee for Democracy and Intellectual Freedom (1)
American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born (1) and (2)
American Friends of Spanish Democracy (1)
American League Against War and Fascism (1) and (2)
American Russian Institute (2)
Civil Rights Congress (1) and (2)
Committee for Peaceful Alternatives to the Atlantic Pact- (1)
Council for (or Conference on) Pan American Democracy (1) and (2)
Cultural and Scientific Conference for World Peace (1)
Daily Worker (1)
Frontier Films (1)
Golden. Book of American Friendship with the Soviet Union (1)
International Labor Defense (1) and (2)
League of American Writers (1) and (2)
National Council of American Soviet Friendship (1) and (2)
National Council of the Arts, Sciences and Professions (1)
National Federation for Constitutional Liberties (1) and (2)
Soviet Russia Today (1)
Spanish Refugee Appeal of the Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee

(1) and (2)
Veterans of the Abraham Lincoln Brigade (1) and (2)
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KENNETH MACGOWAN
A letterhead of the Hollywood Writers Mobilization dated October

10, 1945 listed Kenneth Macgowan among the members of the organi-
zation's Executive Council. He was listed as Editor of the "'olly-
wood Quarterly," publication of the Hollywood Writers Mobiliza-
tion, in the issue of April 1947.
On October 1-3, 1943, the Hollywood Writers Mobilization and the

University of California held a Writers Congress, the program of
which listed Kenneth Macgowan as a member of the Advisory Com-
mittee; a member of the Seminar on The Documentary Film; and a
member of the Committee of the Panel on Pan-American Affairs.
The Attorney General of the United States cited the Hollywood

Writers Mobilization as subversive and Communist in letters to the
Loyalty Review Board and released by the U. S. Civil Service Com-
mission, December 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948. The organiza-
tion was redesignated by the Attorney General, April 27, 1953, pur-
suant to Executive Order No. 10450, and included on the April 1,
1954 consolidated list of organizations previously designated.
Kenneth Macgowan was an instructor at the Peoples Educational

Center, as shown by the pamphlet for the Fall' Term 1946 (p. 14).
The School's Winter 1947 Catalogue listed him as a lecturer on pro-
duction in the course on Motion-Picture Direction and gave the follow-
ing biographical note: "Dramatic critic from 1910 to 1923; play pro-
ducer from 1923 to 1931; motion-picture producer since 1932 * * *
Head of theater arts department at U. C. L. A."
The Attorney General cited the People's Educational Center as

Communist and subversive in letters released June 1 and September
21, 1948. The organization was redesignated by the Attorney Gen-
eral, April 27, 1953, pursuant to Executive Order No. 10450, and
included on the April 1, 1954 consolidated list of organizations pre-
viously designated.
A letterhead of the Hollywood Independent Citizens Committee

of the Arts, Sciences and Professions listed Kenneth MacGowan as a
member of the Executive Council (letterhead dated October 2, 1945).
The Committee on Un-American Activities, in its Review of the.

Scientific and Cultural Conference for-World Peace, April 19, 1949
(p. 2), cited the Independent Citizens Committee of the Arts, Sciences
and Professions as a Communist-front organization.
An advertisement in the "Daily People's World," May 2, 1947

(p. 8), listed Kenneth MacGowan as a sponsor of the Los Angeles
Chapter of the Civil Rights Congress.
The Attorney General of the United States cited the Civil Rights.

Congress as subversive and Communist in letters released December
4, 1947 and September 21, 1948. The organization was redesignated
by the Attorney General, April 27, 1953, pursuant to Executive Order
No. 10450, and included on the April 1, 1954 consolidated list of or-
ganizations previously designated. The Committee on Un-American
Activities in its report of September 2, 1947 (pp. 2 and 19), cited the
Civil Rights Congress as an organization formed in April 1946 as a
merger of two other Communist-front organizations (International
Labor Defense and the National Federation for Constitutional Liber-
ties); "dedicated not to the broader issues of civil liberties, but specifi-
cally to the defense of individual Communists and the Communist
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Party" and "controlled by individuals who are either members of the
Communist Party or openly loyal to it."
ROBERT M. MACIVER

In a booklet entitled "Can You Name Them?" the name of Robert
M. Maclver, Professor of Sociology, Columbia University, is listed
on page 3 as one ofthe endorsers of the American Committee for
Democracy and Intellectual Freedom, cited by the Special Committee
on Un-American Activities as a Communist front which defended
Communist teachers (Reports of June 25, 1942 and March 29, 1944).
A leaflet published by the American Committee to Save Refugees

and entitled "For the Rescue of Refugees," contains the name of
Robert M. MacIver among the signers of a public statement of the
organization.
The American Committee to Save Refugees was cited as a Com-

munist front by the Special Committee on Un-American Activities
in Report 1311 of March 29, 1944 (pages 49, 112, 129, 133, 138, 167
and 180).

It was reported in the "Daily Worker" of April 8, 1938 (page 4)
that Prof. R. M. Maclver, Columbia University, was one of the
signers of a petition to lift the arms embargo which was sponsored
by the American Friends of Spanish Democracy.

In 1937-38, the Communist Party threw itself wholeheartedly into the cam-
paign for the support of the Spanish Loyalist cause, recruiting men and organizing
multifarious so-called relief organizations * * * such as * * * American Friends
of Spanish Democracy. (Special Committee on Un-American Activities, Report
1311, March 29, 1944, page 82.)

According to the Daily Worker of April 10, 1953, page 6, Dr.
Robert M. MacIver along with Prof. Robert S. Lynd, both identified
as being professors at Columbia University, presented a statement to
200 faculty members on April 6, 1953, in which they called the recent
stand of the Association of American Universities favoring "coopera-
tion" with the witchhunting committees "the most serious blow that
education has received."
ARCHIBALD MACLEISH
A letterhead of the American League for Peace and Democracy,

dated April 16, 1939, revealed that Mr. MacLeish was a member of
the Writers and Artists' Committee of that organization which was
cited as subversive and Communist by the U. S. Attorney General in
letters to the Loyalty Review Board, released to the press June 1 and
September 21, 1948.
The American League * * * was established in the United States

in 1937 as successor to the American League Against War and Fas-
cism-
in an effort to create public sentiment on behalf of a foreign policy adapted to
the interests of the Soviet Union * * * The American League * * * was de-
signed to conceal Communist control, in accordance with the new tactics of the
Communist International (U. S. Attorney General, Congressional Record, Sep-
tember 24, 1942, pages 7683 and 7684).
The American League was the-

largest of the Communist "front" movements in the United States; it was formerly
known as the' American League Against War and Fascism, and, at the time of its
inception, as the United States Congress Against War (Special Committee on
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Un-American Activities in reports of January 3, 1939 and March 29, 1944; also
cited in reports of January 3, 1940; January 3, 1941; June 25, 1942; and January
2, 1943).
Mr. MacLeish was chairman of the opening session of the American

Writers Congress, June 4-6, 1937, and also spoke before the Congress("Daily Worker" of June 5, 1937, pages 1 and 4); he was elected vice-
President of the organization during that Congress ("Daily Worker"
June 8, 1937, page 3).
The American Writers Congress was cited by the Special Com-

mittee on Un-American Activities as having been sponsored by the
League of American Writers; Earl Browder, general secretary of the
Communist Party, spoke at the second biennial American Writers
Congress in 1937. (From the Special Committee's report of March
29, 1944.)
The League of American Writers was cited as subversive and

Communist by the U. S. Attorney General (lists released to the press
June 1 and September 21, 1948); the "League * ** was founded
under Communist auspices in 1935 (and) in 1939 began openly to
follow the Communist Party line as dictated by the foreign policy
of the Soviet Union" (U. S. Attorney General, Congressional Record,
September 24, 1942, pages 7685 and 7686). The League was also
cited as a Communist-front organization by the Special Committee
on Un-American Activities (reports of January 3, 1940; June 25, 1942;
and March 29, 1944).

"The Bulletin" of the League of American Writers (page 7), named
Mr. MacLeish as a member of that group; he spoke at a meeting of
the League, as shown in "New Masses" of April 20; 1937 (page 32);
he was a member of the National Council of the League ("The Bulle-
tin," Summer 1938, page 2); and a committee sponsor of the League,
as shown in the "Daily Worker" of January 18, 1939 (page 7).
A pamphlet, "Youngville, U. S. A." (page 63), and an undated

official letterhead of the American Youth Congress, both list the name
of Archibald MacLeish as a member of the National Advisory Board
of that organization. The American Youth Congress was cited-as
subversive and Communist by the U. S. Attorney General (press
releases of December 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948). The Congress
"originated in 1934 and * * * has been controlled by Communists
and manipulated by them to influence the thought of American youth"
(U. S. Attorney General, Congressional Record, September 24, 1942,
page 7685; also cited in re Harry Bridges, May 28, 1942, page 10).
It was also cited as "one of the principal fronts of the Communist
Party" and "prominently identified with the White House picket
line * * * under the immediate auspices of the American Peace
Mobilization" (Special Committee on Un-American Activities in
its report of June 25, 1942;also cited in reports of January 3, 1939;
January 3, 1941; and March 29, 1944),
As shown in the "Daily Worker" of April 6, 1937 (page 9), Archibald

MacLeish was a member of the Advisory Board of Frontier Films,
cited as a Communist front organization by the Special Committee
in its'report of March 29, 1944.
A letterhead of the Independent Citizens Committee of the Arts,

Sciences and Professions, dated May 28, 1946, listed Archibald
MacLeish as vice-Chairman of that organization, cited as a Com-
munist-front group by the Committee on Un-American Act'-ities in
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its Review of the Scientific and Cultural Conference for World Peace,
March 26, 1950 (page 2); it was also cited ini the Committee's report
on the Communist "Peace" Offensive dated April 25, 1951 (pages
11 and 1.2).
Mr. MacLeish was a member of American Friends of Spanish

Democracy, as shdwni on a letterhead of that organization dated
November 18, 1936. He was one of the sponsors of Friends of the
Abraham Lincoln Brigade, as disclosed by a letterhead of that or-
ganization dated September 10, 1938. A- letterhead of -the Medical
Bureau and North American Committee to Aid Spanish Democracy,
dated July 6, 1938, named him as a member of the organizatin's
Writers and Artists Committee; he was named in the "DayilWorker"
of January 12,;1938 (page 7), 'as one of the sponsors of that organiza-
tion; the same information was shown in the pamphlet entitled "One
Year in Spain" (page 12), and in the "Daily Worker" of February27,1937 (page 2). He was one of the sponsor of "Tag Day," held in
New York City under the auspices of the North American Committee
to Aid Spanish Democracy, as shown in the "Daily Worker" of Febru-
ary 27, 1937 (page 2). :
During 1937 and 1938, the Communist Party campaigned for sup-

port of the Spanish Loyalist cause, recruiting men and setting up
so-called relief organizations such as American Friends' of Spanish
Democracy, Friends of the Abraham Lincoln Brigade, and the Medical
Bureau and North American Committee to Aid Spanish Democracy.
(From Report 1311 of the Special Committee * * * dated March 29,
1944.)
In a booklet entitled "These Americans Say: 'Lift the Embargo

Against Republican Spain,'" material for which was compiled and
published by -the Coordinating Committee to Lift the Embargo,
Archibald MacLeish, identified as a writer, was named as a "repre-
sentative individual" who advocated lifting the embargo on the sale
of arms to Spain. The. Coordinating Committee * * * was set up
during 'the Spanish Civil War by the Communist Party in the United
States, and was used by the Communist Party to carry on a great deal
of agitation. (Report 1311 of the Special Committee * * *)
The 'booklet, "Children in Concentration Camps" (on the back

cover), lists the name of Archibald MacLeish as one of the sponsors of
the Spanish Refugee Relief Campaign, publishers of the booklet; a
letterhead of the organization dated November 16, 1939, also named
him as national sponsor of the Medical Aid Division of the Spanish
Refugee Relief Campaign, cited by the Special Committee * * * as a
front organization of the Communist Party (report of January 3,
1940, page 9).
CAREY MCWILLIAMS

Organization and affiliation Source
Anne Kinney (aka Jane Howe) Executive hearings of the Corn-

testified that Carey McWilliams mittee on Un-American Activ-
was never a member of the Com- ities, released to the public in
munist Party. "Investigation of Communist

Activities in the Los Angeles
Area-Part 5," pp. 867-900.
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Organization and affiliation
Louis Budenz testified that Carey
McWilliams was a member of
the Communist Party.

Mr. McWilliams denied Mr.
Budcnz' charge and was quoted
as saying: "This statement is
categorically false. I have
never been a member of the
Communist Party."

City government of San Francisco,
California, cancelled permission
for the use of the War Memorial
building for a meeting at which
Carey McWilliams had been
scheduled to speak.

Speech by Mr. McWilliams in
Portland, Oregon, banned in
1950 after Capt. William
Browne, chief of detectives for
the Portland police department
and head of the American Le-
gion's subversive activities com-
mittee told the school authori-
ties that McWilliams was sub-
versive, citing the California
Tenney Committee report.

Opposed to loyalty oath_

Sent message of encouragement to
attorneys defending 14 persons
being tried under the Smith
Act.

Protested the decision of the Su-
preme Court upholding the con-
viction of 11 Communist leaders
under the Smith Act.

Signer of statement in behalf of
lawyers defending Communists.

Signer of statement asking parole
for Hollywood cases.

Source
Select Committee. to Investigate
Tax-Exempt Foundations and
Comparable Organizations
(House of Representatives),
Dec. 23i 1952, p. 721.

Washington "Post," Dec. 25,
1952, p. 25.

"Daily People's World," Oct. 14,
1952, p. 3.

"Daily People's World," Jan. 31,
1950, p. 2.

"Daily Workers," Sept. 28, 1950,
p. 4; "Daily People's World,"
Apr. 20, 1949, p. 3; May 17,
1950, p. 3; Aug. 30, 1950, p.
10; Nov. 22, 1950, p. 2; Jan.
18, 1951, p. 9.

"Daily People's World," June 10,
1952, p. 3.

"Daily People's World," June 28,
1951, p. 6.

"Daily Worker," Feb. 1, 1950,
p. 3.

"Daily Worker," Dec. 22, 1950,
p. 3.
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Organization and affiliation
Statements by Mr. McWilliams on
Communist cases have appeared
in the following.

Signer------------------

Signer of statement opposing
Mundt anti-Communist bill,

Source
"Daily Worker," Dec. 31, 1948,

p. 3; Feb. 28, 1949, p. 9;
June :10, :1949, p. 4; Oct.
19, 1949, p. 1l; Oct. 30, 1949,
p.6 (Southern edition of the
Sunday Worker); Narodna
Volya (Bulgarian language or-
gan of the Communist Party),
Mar. 25, 1949, p. 4.

Brief submitted in behalf of
John Howard Lawson: and
Dalton Trumbo in the Su-
preme- Court of the United
States, October 1949.

"Daily Worker," May 4, 1948,
p. 11; "Daily People's World,"
MaV 12.1948R n ...

'Civil Rights Congress (1) and (2). "Daily Worker," Feb. 28, 1947,
Signer of statement condemning p. 2.
persecution of Gerhart Eisler.

National Federation for Constitu- "The Worker," July 19, 1942,
tional Liberties (1) and (2). magazine sec., p. 4.
Signer of an open letter spon-
sored by group urging the Presi-
dent to reconsider the order of
the Attorney General for the de-
portation of Harry Bridges, and
to rescind the Attorney Gen-
eral's "ill-advised, arbitrary, and
unwarranted findings relative
to the Communist Party."

International Longshoremen's and "Daily People's World," Apr.
Warehousemen's Union (1). 18, 1950,.p. 10.
Chairman of meeting to hear
Harry Bridges and his code-
fendants.

International Longshoremen's and "Daily People's World," Oct.
Warehousemen's Union (1) 2, 1952, p. 3; see also "Daily
and Bridges, Robertson, Schmidt People's World," Oct. 14,1952,
Defense Committee (2). Chair- p. 2.
man of dinner in honor of Harry
Bridges, J. R. Robertson, and
Henry Schmidt.

Bridges, Robertson, Schmidt De- Printed program.
fense Committee (2). Partici-
pant at meeting and reception
in honor of Harry Bridges in
New York City, Dec. 10, 1952.

Signer of "strongly worded protest "Daily Worker," July 23, 1940,
against the nation-wide attack p. 1.
on the right of the Communist
Party to use tbe ballot * * *"
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Organization and affiliation
Open Letter to American Liberals

(1). Signer.
American Committee for Protec-

tion of Foreign Born (1) and (2).
Chairman.

Schneiderman-Darcy Defense
Committee (1) and (2). En-
dorser.

International Workers Order (1)
and (2). Endorser of meeting.

International Labor Defense (1)
and (2). Sent greetings.

National Federation for Constitu-
tional Liberties (1) and (2).
Vice chairman.

National Federation for Constitu-
tional Liberties (1) and (2).
Member, executive committee.

Signer of statement hailing
the War Department's or-
der on commissions for
Communists.

Signer of statement opposing
the use of injunctions in
labor disputes.

Civil Rights Congress (1) and (2).
Sponsor of Freedom Crusade.

National Lawyers Guild (1).
Member, Committee on Labor
Law and Social Legislation.

Associate editor of Lawyers
Guild Review.

Addressed luncheon meeting.
Spoke at banquet May 4 at

Hotel Commodore.
American Slav Congress (1) and

(2). Sponsor of testimonial
dinner, Oct. 12, 1947.

American Peace Crusade (1) and
(2). Member of council.

Source
"Soviet Russia Today,' March

1937, pp. 14, 15.
Booklet, "The Registration of

Aliens" (back cover); '"New
Masses," June 4, 1940, p. 2;
a letterhead dated June 11,
1940; "Daily Worker," Sept.
11, 1940, p. 3; Sept. 30, 1940,
p. 3; Oct. 5, 1940, p. 2; Oct. 8,
1940, p. 5.

Leaflet, Censored News.

Circular announcing public rally,
Apr. 28, 1940.

Program of Third Biennial Na-
tional Conference.

Pamphlet, National Federation
for Constitutional Liberties;
letterhead of Nov. 6, 1940;
program, "Call National Ac-
tion Conference for Civil
Rights."

Letterhead, July 3, 1942.

"Daily Worker," Mar. 18, 1945,
p. 2.

Advertisement "New York
Times," Apr. 1, 1946, p. 16.

"Daily Worker," Dec. 15, 1948,
p. 11.

News-Letter, July 1937, p. 2.

May-June 1948 issue of Lawyers
Guild Review, p. 422.

"Daily People's World," Oct. 27,
1953, p. 6.

"Daily Worker," May 6, 1954,
p. 3.

Invitation and program.

"New Masses," Aug. 6, 1940,
p. 23.

340



TAX-VXZMPI FOUNDATIONS

Organiation and affliation
American Peace Mobilization (1)
and (2). Member, National
Council. .

American Continental Congress
for Peace (1). Sponsor.

Committee for a Democratic Far
Eastern Policy (2). Sponsor.

National Council of the Arts,
Sciences and Professions (1).
Signer of statement.

Cultural and Scientific Conference
for World Peace (1). Sponsor.

Washington Book Shop Associa-
tion (1) and (2). Book, Facto-
ries in the Field listed as divi-
dend for members of association.
Southern California Country
by Mr. McWilliams, listed
as dividend.

Speaker ------------

"New Masses" (1) and (2). Con-
tributor.

"A Mask for Privilege" by
Mr. McWilliams, reviewed
favorably.

Workers Book Shop. Brothers
Under the Skin by Mr. McWil-
liams advertised and sold.

"Witch Hunt" by Mr. McWil-
liams reviewed favorably.

League of American Writers (1)
and (2). Signer of Call to the
Fourth American Writers Con-
gress.
Member of panel on minority
groups at: 1943 congress.

People's Institute of Applied
Religion (2). Member, Inteir-
national Board :and sponsor.

Spanish Refugee Relief Campaign
(1). Local sponsor. .

Source ,

"Daily Worker," Sept. 3, 1940,
p.- 4.

"Daily i pole's World;" Aug. 18,
1949, p. 2.

Letterheads dated 1946, 1947,
and 1948; "Daily People's
World," Feb. 26, 1946, p. 3.

Letterhead received January
1949.

"Daily Worker," Mar.: 2, 1949,
p. 12 and conference' program,
p. 15.

Bookplate, publication of group,
issue of December 1939, p. 19.

Bookshopper, May 23, 1946.

Leaflet dated Dec. 15, 1947.
"New Masses," June 4, 1940,

p. 9; July 16, 1940, p. 12;
Sept. 26, 1944, p. 32.

"Political Affairs," July 1948,
p. 668; "The Booksh0pper,"
July 1948, p. 4; "The Worker,"
Dec. 19, 1948, p. 10, magazine
section.

Workers Book Shop Catalog,
1948, p. 10; Catalog, 1949-50,
p. 11.

"Daily People's World," Dec. 7,
1950, p. 9; Jan. 15, 1951, p. 7;
"Daily Worker," Dec. 24, 1950,
p. 6, sec. 2.

Leaflet, "In Defense of Culture";
"New Masses," Apr. 22, 1941,
p. 25.

Program.
Letterhead, Jan. 1, 1948.

Undated letterhead.
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NORMAN MAILER
Organization and affiliation

National Council of the Arts,
Sciences and Professons (1).
Member.

Speaker, New York State
Council of the Arts,
Sciences.

Speaker at Academic Free-
dom Rally in behalf of dis-
missed teachers.

Signed statement in support
of Henry A. Wallace; i. d.
as author of "The Naked
and the Dead."

Sponsor, dinner held by org.
in honor of Henry A. Wal-
lace, Oct. 28, 1948, New
York City.

Signed Call Upon the Film
Industry to Revoke Black-
list; call issued by Theatre
Div. of the National Council.

Signed statement of org ---_-
Signed statement of org -----

Sponsor of conference; i. d.
as author.

Signed statement of org ----_
Speaker ---- ------

Speaker, Cultural and Scien-
tific Conference for World
Peace, New York City,
Mar. 25-27, 1949; i. d. as
author, "The Naked and
the Dead."

Sponsor, Cultural and Scien-
tific Conference.

Sponsor, Cultural and Scien-
tific Conference. * * * i.
d. as a writer.

Sponsor, Cultural and Scien-
tific Conference.

Spoke on "The Only Way for
Writers" at Cultural and
Scientific Conference.

Participated in Cultural and
Scientific Conference * * *;
biography.

Source
Daily Worker, Sept. 21, 1948,

p. 7.

Adv. in New York Star, Oct. 5,
1948, p. 6.

Adv. in New York Star, Oct. 8,
1948, p. 10.

Daily Worker, Oct. 19, 1948, p. 7.

Program dated Oct. 28, 1948.

Variety Dec. 1, 1948, p. 21 (an
advertisement).

Daily Worker, Dec. 29, 1948, p. 2.
New York Star, Jan. 4, 1949, p. 9

(an adv.).
Daily Worker, Jan. 10, 1949, p.

11.
Letterhead rec'd. Jan. 1949.
Daily People's World, July 26.

1949, p. 5.
Conference program, p. 8.

Conference program, p. 13.

Daily Worker, Feb. 21, 1949,
p. 9.

Conference "Call."

.Speaking of Peace, the edited
report of conference, p. 82.

Speaking of Peace, p. 141.
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:Organization and affiliation
Civil Rights Congress (1) and (2).

Sponsor of Freedom Crusade.
Sponsor, Freedom. Crusade;

protests indictment of 12
Communist leaders.

Sponsor, Freedom Crusade--

Sponsor, National Civil Rights
Legislative Conference;Jan.
18 and 19, 1949; i. d. from
New York City.

Masses & Mainstream (1).:Author
of "The Naked and the Dead,"
reviewed by CharlesIHumboldt.

Author of "The Naked and
the Dead," recommended
byThe Worker; photograph
appeared in connectionwith
article.

Author of "Naked and the
Dead" film adaptation by
War Dept.

Daily Worker (1). Author of
"Barbary Shore" (Rinehart);
critically reviewed by Robert
Friedman.

Daily People's World (1). Author
of "Barbary Shore"; reviewed
critically by Robt. Friedman.
Supported Simon Gerson, a
Communist.

Signed brief on behalf of John
Howard Lawson and Dal-
ton Trumbo submitted by
the Cultural Workers to the
Supreme Court of the U. S.,
Oct. 1949 Term.

Source
Daily Worker, Dec. 15,

p. 11.
Daily Worker, Dec. 3i,

p. 3.

1948,
1948,.

Program and Conference (Used as
Part of Cvetic Exhibit 52
during his- testimony before
this committee).

Leaflet of Freedom Crusade,
program and conference (Part.
of Cvetic Exhibit 52).

Masses & Mainstream, Aug. 1948,,
p. 70.

The Worker, December 19, 1948,,
p. 10, magazine section.

Daily Worker, May 26, 1950, p..
11.

Daily Worker, June 10, 1951, p..
7.

Daily People's World, June 15,.
1951, p. M6.

Daily Worker, Oct. 18, 1948, p. 4..
Brief.

ALBERT MALTZ
The Daily Worker of March 5, 1941, p. 2, reported that Albert

Maltz, Long Island, N. Y., was one of those who signed a statement
to the President defending the Communist Party,. The Daily
Worker of May 4, 1936,: p. 2, reported that -a play written by Mr.
Maltz was given for the benefitof the Communist Party. The Daily
Worker of July 21, 1940, p. 1, reported that "The Underground
Stream" by Albert Maltz, the story of a Communist organizer in the
Detroit automobile industry was to run inserialform in the publi-
cation. A book by Albert Maltz was advertised i'mthe May 1938
issue of the "Communist International."
The Daily Worker of April 28, 1938, p.. 4, reported that Albert

Maltz was one of the signers, of a statement by American Progressivea
on the Moscow trials.
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Albert Maltz was one of those who signed a statement urging the
dismissal of the charges against the Communist prisoners, as shown
by the Daily People's World of November 6, 1948 p. 3; and the
Daily Worker of January 17, 1949, p. 3, reported that he signed a
statement in behalf of the twelve Communist leaders. He was shown
as a sponsor of the National Non-Partisan Committee to Defend the
Rights of the Twelve Communist leaders (back of letterhead of
September 9, 1949), and he signed a statement of the Committee for
Free Political Advocacy, an organization which defended the twelve
Communist leaders (Narodna Volya, March 25, 1949, p. 4, and Daily
Worker, February 28, 1949, p. 9). The Daily Worker of May 16,
1952, p. 3, reported he was a sponsor of a conference scheduled for
June 14 at St. Nicholas Arena in New York City by the National
Conference to Win Amnesty for Smith Act Victims; he was shown as
a sponsor of the National Committee to Win Amnesty for the Smith
Act Victims on a letterhead of May 22, 1953, and signed a telegram
greeting Eugene Dennis on his 48th birthday, under auspices of that
Committee, as reported in the Daily Worker on August 11, 1952, p. 3.
According to the Daily Worker ofDecember 10, 1952, p. 4, he signed
an appeal to President Truman requesting amnesty for leaders of the
Communist Party convicted under the Smith Act. The Daily
People's World of July 24, 1953, p. 6, listed his name as having signed
an appeal for broad participation in the amnesty campaign launched
in behalf of individuals serving sentences under the Smith Act.
An undated leaflet of the American Committee for Protection of

Foreign Born listed Albert Maltz as a member of the Board of Direc-
tors of that organization. The Program and Call for the National
Conference of the American Committee for Protection of Foreign
Born held in Cleveland, Ohio, October 25 and 26, 1947, listed him as
a sponsor of the conference. He was shown to be a sponsor of the
American Committee on a photostatic copy of an undated letterhead
of the 20th Anniversary National Conference ** *, U. E. Hall,
Chicago,, Illinois (December 8-9, 1951).
The Daily Worker of June 17, 1949, p. 7, reported that Albert

Maltz spoke for the American Labor Party.
Albert Maltz contributed to the November 1933 issue of Fight, p. 8,

the publication of the American League Against War and Fascism.
Albert Maltz was a sponsor of a. testimonial dinner given by the

American Slav Congress, New York, N. Y., October 12, 1947, as
shown by the Invitation issued by the Congress and the Program of
the Dinner.
The Daily People's World of May 28, 1948, p. 3, reported that Albert

Maltz spoke for the American Youth for Democracy.
The Program of the Artists' Front to Win the War, dated October

16, 1942, p. 5, listed Albert Maltz as a sponsor of that organization.
Albert Maltz spoke at the California Labor School, according to the

July 22, 1948, issue of the Daily People's World, p. 5, and was the
guest of honor of the School, according to the April 7, 1949, issue of
the same publication, p. 5.
The Daily Worker of June 20, 1949, p. 5, reported that Albert Maltz

spoke for the Civil Rights Congress in behalf of the Communist
leaders. The Daily People's World of May2 1947, in an advertisement
on p. 8 listed Albert Maltz as a sponsor of the Los Angeles Chapter
of the Civil Rights Congress. He signed an Open Letter to J. Howard
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McGrath in'behalf of .theour jaiedtriutees of'the Bail Fund of thiE
Civil RightsCiongress of New York (advertisement inithe Washinlto
1Evening Star of October 30, 1951, p. A-7,'"paid for by contributions'
of signed)* -r;.

:
Albert Maltz:wa ai sp0nsori0f the Conference on: Constitton

Liberties in America, as sholii by the program leaflet of the.conferencedated June 7, 1940, p. 4. A letterhead'othe'Natibonal Federation for
Constitutional Liberties dated November6,1940, andthep-ogam
"4Call National Action Conference for Civil Rights" listed M. Mit
asia sponsor of the National Federation ,* * *. Hesigned statement
and messages of. the organization,' as shown by the 'booklet, '600'
Prominent Americans," p. 25; a news release of the organizationdated
December 26, 1941; a leaflet attached to an undated letterhead of the-
organization; the Daily Worker of July 19, 1942, p. 4; and the Daily
Worker of' December 19,940; p; 5. :

Albert Maltz contributed to the Daily Worker, as shown `by thee
December 24, 1931, p. 3, December 21, 1935, p. 3, and November 9,1947, pl. 8, issues of the publication. Equality issues of Februar
1940, p. 18, and June 1940, p. 35, listed Mr. Maltz as a contributor.:
He was listed as a member of the Editorial Council of Equality in the
July 1939, p. 2, June 1940, p. 3, and July 1940, p. 2, issues.
The Daily Worker of April 6, 1937, p. 9, listed Mr. Maltz as a staff

member of Frontier Films.'-
International Publishers listed Albert Maltz in a catalog p.! 14, as

one of the authors whose works they published, and the Daily Wokler
of March 1, 1950, p.-l, reported that the International Publishers had
published "The Citizen Writer'" by Mr; Maltz. .*t ;

. New Masses, August .27, 1940, p. 21, reported thi&t Alert Maltz
was a sponsor of the Plays for Children Contest of the Internatiinal
Workers Order, Junior Section. :Mr.. Maltz participated'in a:program
of the Jewish People's Fraternal Order of the Internatioona Workers
Order, as shown by the Daily People's World of September 5, 19477,
p. 5. Mr. Maltz: spoke at'a meeting of the IWO defending Lebho
Josephson, Eugene Dennis and Gerhart Eisler, C-ommunists as shown
in the Daily People's World of February 13, 1948, p3.3. The Daily
People's World of May 19, 1948,p; 5, reported that'le spkeat a
meeting of the Jewish People's Fraternal Order, IWO, Silver Lake
Lodge No.(488 *.' ., ,::, ,,

Albert ;Maltz'play"Rehearsal," was produced for the 'Jefferson
School of Social Science, according to the April 15, 1949, issue of the'
Daily Worker,-;p. 7. ;, - ;

Letterheads of the Spanish Refugee Appeal of the Joint! Anti'
Fascist Refugee Committee dated February 26, 1946,April 28, 1949,
and May 18, '1951, list Albert Maltz as a sponsor of the organization
He spoke for the organization, as shown by the Daily Worker, April
1, 1948,-p. 4; TheeWorker, October 31, 1947; and the Daily Worker
May 17, 1948, p. 2. A mimegrapied letter attached to a lttehe'ad
of the organization datedApril 28, 1949, listed'his name as a signer
of ain Open: Letter: to President Truman on Fanco Spain-in' 1951
he signed the organization's, petition to President TriumaIni ""b r
military aid to or alliance' with fascist -Spain" (mimeographed peti-
tion at;tachidi to :letterheid of May ':', 951t):'
The Daily Worker of April 29, 1935, pp. 1 andi2 reported that

Albert Maltz read "The Working Class Theatre" at the Anerican
55647--4-- 28
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Writers' Congress, Mecca Temple, New York, N. Y., April 26-27,
1935. "Direction," May-June, 1939, p. 1, listed Mr. Maltz as one
of those who signed the Call to the Third American Writers Congress,
and the Program of the Congress listed him as Co-Chairman of the
Arrangements Committee. A leaflet, "In Defense of Culture,"
listed his name as one of those who signed the Call to the 4th American
Writers Congress, New York, N. Y., June 6-8; 1941.
The Bulletin of the League of American Writers, p. 12, listed

Albert Maltz as a member of the National Board of the League; and
the Daily Worker of April 30, 1935, listed his name as a member of
the Executive Committee of the organization. New Masses, June 17,
1941, p. 9, and the Daily Worker of September 14, 1942, p. 7, listed
Mr. Maltz as Vice President of the League. Mr. Maltz contributed
to the pamphlet, "We Hold These Truths," p. 70, which was pub-
lished by the League; and the Daily Worker of March 26, 1938, p. 5,
reported that he was one of those who signed a telegram to Governor
Lehman which was sponsored by the League. Albert Maltz signed
the Call to the Fourth Congress, League of American Writers, June
6-8, 1941, according to New Masses, April 22, 1941, p. 25, and he was
one of those who signed a statement of the League in behalf of a
second front, as shown by the Daily Worker of September 14, 1942,
p. 7.
The League of Women Shoppers defended Albert Maltz, according

to the April 8, 1948, issue of the Daily Worker, p. 5.
Albert Maltz contributed to New Masses, issues of December 15,

1936, p. 37; January 26, 1937, p. 25; and August 17, 1937, p. 16.
He signed a letter to the President sent by New Masses, as shown by
the April 2, 1940, issue of that publication, p. 21; and he spoke at a
symposium, New Masses Theatre Night, May 26, 1941, Manhattan
Center, as shown by the May 27, 1941, issue of the periodical, p. 32.
The Daily Worker of April 7, 1947, p. 11, listed Albert Maltz as an
endorser of the New Masses; and the Daily Worker of October 6,
1947, p. 11; reported that he spoke at a meeting held under the joint
auspices of New Masses and Mainstream. An advertisement in
PM of October 16, 1947, p. 5, listed his name as a sponsor of a Protest
Meeting for Howard Fast held by Masses and Mainstream in New
York, N. Y., October 16, 1947. "The Journey of Simon McKeever"
by Mr. Maltz was reviewed by Phillip Bonosky in the June 1949
issue of Masses and Mainstream, p. 72. He sent congratulations to
Masses and Mainstream on its fifth anniversary (issue of March
1953, p. 54) and contributed an article to the November 1951 issue
of the publication, p. 42.

Albert Maltz was a sponsor of the National Conference on American
Policy in China and the Far East, as shown by the Call to the con-
ference which was held in- New York, N. Y., January 23-25, 1948.
The pamphlet, "How to End the Cold War and Build the Peace,"

p. 9, listed his name as one of those who signed a statement of the
National Council of American-Soviet Friendship in praise of Wal-
lace's open letter to Stalin, May 1948. The Daily People's World
of October 23, 1943, p. 3,-reported that he was on the motionspicture
committee to organize Hollywood participation in the local observance
of the Congress of American-Soviet Friendship, November 16, at
the Shrine Auditorium.
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A letterhead, which was received by the Committee in January1949, listed Albert Maltz as-a member-at-large of the National Counci

of theArts, Sciences and Professions; the same information was shown
on a letterhead of the organization's Southern California Chapter (a
photostat dated April 24,' 1950). Mr. Maltz' as shown to be a
member of the Board of Directors of the National Council * * *
letterheads of July 28, 1950, and December 7, 1952, and on a leaflet,
"Policy and Program Adopted by the National Convention 1950.'
An undated ballot of the Southern California Chapter of the National
Council (to be counted February 9,1951) listed his name as a member
of the organization's Film and Theater Division and as a candidate:
for Executive Board. The Daily Worker of April 11, 1951, p. 8,
reported that he was an honor guest at a meeting of the Nationd
Council. He signed a statement of the Council: attacking espionage
investigations, as shown by the Daily Worker of August 18, 1948,
p. 2; he signed the Council's statement protesting curbs on lawyers'
n political trials, as shown in the Daily Worker of March 10, 1952i'p. 3. A statement in support of Henry A. Wallace, sponsored by the
Council, was signed by Mr. Maltz, as shown in the Daily Worker of:
October 19, 1948, p. 7; and he was a sponsor of a dinner held by the
Council in honor of Henry A. Wallace, October 28, 1948, Hotel
Commodore, New York City, as shown on the Program.Mr. Maltz was a sponsor of the Cultural and Scientific Conference
for World Peace held under auspices of the National Council * * *
in New York, N. Y., March 25-27, 1949, as shown by the Conference
Program (p. 13) and the Conference Call.
Mr. Maltz spoke at a meeting of the National Lawyers Guild in

Washington, D. C., on "Legislative Investigation? or Thought
Control Agency?", October 20, 1947, p. 3.
New Theatre, May 1935, p. 8, listed Albert Maltz as a contributor

to that publication of the New Theatre League and New Dance
League. The New Theatre League produced "Black Pit" by Maltz.
as shown by the January 8, 1936, issue of the Daily Worker,. p. 3;
and the Daily Worker of June 10, 1938, p. 7, reported that Maltz was
the guest of the New Theatre League.

Albert Maltz was one of those who signed the Open Letter in
Defense of Harry Bridges, as shown by the Daily Worker. of July 19,
1942, p. 4; and he was a member of the International Board and a
sponsor of the People's Institute of Applied Religion, Inc., as shown:
by a letterhead dated January 1, 1948. Mr. Maltz issued a statement
in support of the USSR which appeared in the September 1941 issue.
of "Soviet Russia Today", p. 30; and he was one of those who signed
a statement in defense of the members of the National Board of the
Spanish Refugee Appeal, as shown by the Daily People's World, June
25, 1948, p. 5.

Albert Maltz was one of those-who signed a letter to Governor'
Thomas E. Dewey which was sponsored by the Schappes Defense
Committee, as shown by the New York Times of October9, 1944,
p. 12. He signed.'a letter to President Roosevelt protesting attacks.
on the Veterans of the Abraham Lincoln Brigade, as showvi by' the
Daily Worker of February 21, 1940; and he'was a'public sponsor'oofthe Veterans Against Discrimination of their Civil Rights Congress of
New York, as shown by a letterhead of that organization dated'MayF
11, 1946.



T4TAX-EXEMPT POUNDATION,

',"Way Things Are" by Albert Maltz was published by the New
Century Publishers, as shown by the 1946 catalogue (p. 30). The
Workers Bookshop advertises books by Albert Maltz, as shown by,
the advertisement of "The Journey of Simon McKeever" in the 1949-
1950 catalogue of the bookshop, p. 3; and that of "The Citizen Writer"
on a leaflet of the Annual Sale, Workers Bookshop, March 10 to April
1, 1950. "The' Citizen Writer" was published by International Pub-
llshers, as shown in the Daily Worker, issues of November 21, 1949,
p. 11, and March 1, 1950, p. 11. "The Journey of Simon McKeever"
was recommended by The Worker (issue of December 4, 1949, p. 8,
sec. 2, Southern Edition).

Albert Maltz testified in public hearings before the Committee on
Un-American Activities, October 21-30, 1947, as shown in the hearings
(p. 363). The Daily People's World of October 30, 1947, p. 1, reported
that Maltz was cited for contempt of Congress for refusing to answer
questions of the Committee. He was one of the persons cited for
contempt of Congress who agreed to waive a jury trial and abide by
the decision of the trial case, the Lawson-Trumbo case. The Wash-
ington Post of April 11, 1950, p. 1, reported that the Supreme Court
upheld the decision of the lower court and that Lawson and Trumbo
were sentenced to pay $1,000 fines and serve a year in jail. The Daily
Worker of April 4, 1951, p. 3, reported that Albert Maltz had been
released from the Federal prison at Mill Point, West Virginia, after
serving his sentence for contempt; he had started serving his term
June 29, 1950.

CITATIONS

(1) Cited by Committee and/or Special Committee on Un-American
Activities; (2) Cited by the United States Attorney General.
American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born (1) and (2)
American Labor Party (1)
American League Against War and Fascism (1) and (2)
American Slav Congress (1) and (2)
American Writers Congress (1)
American Youth for Democracy (1) and (2)
Artists Front to Win the War (1)
California Labor School (2)
Civil Rights Congress (1) and (2)
Conference on Constitutional Liberties in America (1) and (2)
Daily Worker (t)
Equality (1)
International Publishers (1)
International Workers Order (1) and (2)
Jefferson School of Social Science (1) and (2)
Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee (1) and (2)
League of American Writers (1) and (2)
League of Women Shoppers (1)
Masses and Mainstream (1)
National Conference on American Policy in China and the Far
East (2)

National Council of American-Soviet Friendship (1) and (2)
National Council of the Arts, Sciences and Professions (1)
National Federation for Constitutional Liberties (1) and (2)
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National Lawyers Guild (1)
New Century Publishers (1)
New Masses (1) and :(2)
New Theatre (1)
New Theatre League (1)
Open Letter in Defense of Harry Bridges (1)
People's Institute of Applied Religion, Inc. (2)
Schappes Defense Committee (1) and (2)::
Scientific and Cultural Conference for World Peace (1)
Veterans Against Discrimination of the Civil Rights Congress (2)
Veterans of the Abraham Lincoln Brigade (1) and (2)
PERRY MILLER

Organization and affiliation
Samuel Adams School for Social

Science (2).: Teacher of course
on "The Literature of Indus-
trialism"; biographical notes
shown on page 23 of source. i. d.
as Dr.
Member of Faculty-----

GARDNER MURPHY
Organization and affiliation

National Federation for Constitu-
tional Liberties (1) and (2).
Signed Press release.

American League for Peace and
Democracy (1) and (2). Mem-
ber of Psychologists Committee.

American Committee for Protec-
tion of Foreign Born (1) and (2).
Sponsor.

National Council of the Arts, Sci-
ences and Professions (1).
Sponsor, Cultural and Scientific
Conference for World Peace,
March 25-27, 1949. i. d. as Edu-
cator.

Greater New York Emergency
Conference on Inalienable
Rights (1). Sponsor.

Conference on Pan American De-
mocracy (1) and (2). Sponsor.

Source
Catalogue for Spring Term, 1947

(pp. 15 & 23); photostat; of
this used as Struik Exhibit 5,
July 24, 1951.

Testimony of Mr. Walter. S
Steele before this committee
July 21, 1947, p. 52.

Source
Press release dated Dec. 26, 1941.

Letterhead dated Apr. 6, 1939.

Letterhead of June 11, 1940
(written in Spanish); Program of
the Fifth National Conference,
Atlantic City, N. J. Mar. 29-
30, 1941; and a booklet entitled
"The Registration of Aliens."

Daily Worker, Feb. 21,1949, p. 2;
also conference program, p. 15,

Program of the conference, FebJ
12, 1940.

Letterhead, Nov. 16, 1938; signed
call to the conference as shown
in "News You Don't Get for
Nov. 15, 1938, p. 3.
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Organization and affiliation
Coordinating Committee to Lift

the Embargo (1). Representa-
tive Individual who advocated
lifting the arms embargo against
Spain.

Medical Bureau and North Ameri-
can Committee to Aid Spanish
Democracy (1). Psychologists'
Committee.

American Friends of Spanish De-
mocracy (1). Signed petition
to lift arms embargo.

Civil Rights Congress (1) and (2).
Signed an "Open Letter to J.
Howard McGrath" on behalf of
the four jailed Trustees of the
Bail Fund of the Civil Rights
Congress of New York., i. d. as
a teacher, New York.

HENRY MURRAY
Organization and affiliation

Daily Worker (1). Marched
in May Day Parade, Joliet,
Illinois.

National Council of the Arts,
Sciences and. Professions
(1). Sponsor, Cultural and
Scientific Conference for
World Peace, New York
City, March 25-27, 1949.
Name shown in this source
as Henry A. Murray.

Reported to be witness in behalf of
Alger Hiss. Name shown in
source as Dr. Henry A. Murray.
.Washington Times-Herald, Jan.
13, 1950, p. 5.

Source I.

Booklet entitled "These Ameri-
cans Say: * *" (p. 9).

Letterhead dated July 6, 1938.

Daily Worker, Apr. 8, 1938, p. 4

Advertisement ("paid for by con-
tributions of signers"), Eve-
ning Star, Oct. 30, 1951, p. A-7.

Source
Daily Worker, Apr. 28, 1924, p. 4.

Conference program, p. 15.

RAY NEWTON
"The Struggle Against War," August 1933 (p. 2) reported that

Ray Newton was a member of the Arrangements Committee for the
United States Congress Against War of the American Committee for
Struggle Against War. A letterhead of the United States Congress
Against War dated November 1, 1933 carried the name of Ray Newton
as a member of the Arrangements Committee.: The American Committee for Struggle Against War was cited as'a
Communist front which was formed in response to directives from a
World Congress Against War held in Amsterdam in August 1932 under
the auspices of the Communist International by the Special Committee
on Un-American Activities in its report dated March 29, 1944 (pp. 47
and 119). The Special Committee on Un-American Activities cited
the United States Congress Against War as "convened in St. Nicholas

850



T:AX-SXEMP FOUNDATIONS

Arena, New' York City, on0September 29, 1933 "*' * it was com-
pletely under the control of the Communist Party., :Earl Browder was
a leading figure in all its deliberations. In his report to the Com u-
nist International, Browder stated: 'The Congress from the beginning
was led by our party quite openly, (Special Committee on Un-
American Activities, Report, March 29, 1944, p. 19.) The Attorney
General of the United States cited the organization as follows: "The
American League Againt War and Fascism was formally organized
at the First United States Congress Against War anid Fascism held in
New York City, September 29 to October 1, 1933. * :* The program
of the first congress called for the end of the Roosevelt policies of
imperialism and for the support of the peace policiesof the Soviet
Union, for opposition to all attempts to weaken the Soviet Union.
* * * Subsequent congresses in 1934 and 1936 reflected" the same
program." (Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, p. 7683.)
MILTON MAYER

Material concerning Milton Mayer and the Great Blocks Founda-
tion was entered in Committee files at the request of the Honorable
Richard Nixon in a letter addressed to the Chairman, September 25,
1951. This material contains a letter addressed to Senator Nixon,
September 13 1951, by Charles F. Strubbe, Jr., President of the
Great Books Foundation, concerning Milton Mayer and the Founda-
tion. A copy of this letter and the letterhead on which it was
written is enclosed for your information. ,The reference in the letter to the " 'Syracuse story, in which Mr.
Mayer was accused of advocating 'tearing down the flag'" may be
found in the Congressional Record of March 6, 1947 (page 1720)i
where the Honorable Bertrand Gearhart read, an article from the
Syracuse (New York) Post Standard of February 16,, 1947. This
article reported that Milton Mayer, professor at the University of
Chicago, had addressed a meeting of One Worlders in Syracuse,
as follows:
We must haul down the American flag. And if I wanted to be vulgar and

shocking, I would go even further, and say haul it down. stamp onit, and spit on it.
Attached to Mr. Strubbe's letter is a photostatic copy of a letter

dated March 14, 1947, from District Attorney William H. Powers, to
the Assistant Counsel to the Governor of New York, which states:

* * * in connection with the complaint from Mr. Gridley'iAdanis of the United
States Flag Foundation, I wish to report' that an investigation :of this episode
indicates no crine' was committed or insiiltintended to the'flag.: The objectional
.remarks occurred ata Forulm held fon. february. 15, 1947, at the Ospdaga Hotel in
Syracuse, New York, as part of th prgrai ofhe Institite of Interiational
Relations, which is sponsored by the Americaan Friends Serivice committee' aiid
the Syracuse Peace Council . The subject of the Forum.was "world government,'!
a concept apparently opposed by Mr. Mayer. ;
The attention focused on his statement. illustrates the misundertafndingfthat

can arise when a questiQn is taken out of its context. , What Mr.' Mayer appear
ently meant was that the peis6ns' adv6cating worldd goeriimeit' wodldd 'hai
down the American Flag, etc."' which is obviously exactly contrary to advocating
such a practice..

Also attached to the file: are photostats of a certification of Mr.
Bower's sigilature by the Onondaga County Cletrk, May11, 1951,:.and
clippings of articles' reporting on Mr. Bower's investigation *hici
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appeared in the Syracuse Post-Standard on March 19, 1947, and the
Syracuse Herald-Journal of the same date.

In an article datelined Whittier, July 4, the Daily People's World
of July 5, 1950 (page 4), reported that-
the U. S. policy in Korea today "seems dangerously like'thettotalitarianism we
are supposed to He fighting,' Milton' Mayer told one of the final sessions of the
Institute of International Relations sponsored by ithe Quakers here * * *
Emphasizing that he was himself a rshirl anti-Communist, Mayer said he failed
to see how war in Korea was going to eliminate communism * * *"

REINHOLD NIEBUHR
A letterhead of the Fourth Annual Conference, American Coimmit-

tee for Protection of Foreign Born, held at the Hotei Annapolis in
Washington, D. C., March 2-3, 1940, showed Dr. Reinhold Niebuhr
to be one of the sponsors of that conference. The Aerican Commit-
tee for Protection of Foreign Born was cited as subversive and Com-
munist by the United States Attorney General in letters furnished
the Loyalty Review Board and released to the press by the U. S.
Civil Service Commission, June 1 and September 21, 1948; the organi-
zation was redesignated by the Attorney General pursuant to Execu-
tive Order 10450 of April 27, 1953. The Special Committee on Un-
American Activities cited the American Committee * * * as "one of
the oldest auxiliaries of the Communist Party in the United States"
(Report 1311 of March 29, 1944).
Dr. Niebuhr endorsed the American Congress for Peace and De-

mocracy, as shown on the "Call to Action" by the Congress for Janu-
ary 6-8, 1939, in Washington, D. C.; a letterhead of the American
League for Peace and Democracy, dated July 12, 1939, named him
as a member of the National Committee of that organization; the
"Daily Worker" of January 18, 1938 (page 2) reported that he was
one of those who signed a resolution urging passage of' the Anti-
Lynching Bill, which resolution was sponsored by the American League
for Peace and Democracy. Dr. Niebuhr was one of the sponsors of
the Boycott Japanese Goods Conference of the American League
* * *, as shown in the January 11, 1938 issue of the "Daily.Worker"
(page 2). It is also shown on a letterhead of the China Aid Council
of the League, dated May 18, 1938, that Dr. Niebuhr was a sponsor
of the Council. He was chairman of a Mass Reception at the opening
session of the United States Congress Against War, as shown on the
printed program of the Congress.
The American Congress for Peace and Democracy has been cited

as a Communist-front organization advocating collective security
against the Fascist aggressors prior to the signing of the Stalin-Hitler
pact; the American League for Peace and Demtocracy was formed at
this Congress.. (From, a report of the Special Committee * * *
dated March 29, 1944.)
The American League for Peace and Democracy was "established

in the United States in 1937 as successor to the American League
Against War and Fascism in an effort to create public sentiment on
behalf of a foreign policy adapted to the interests of the Soviet
Union * * * (It) was designed to conceal Communist control in'ac-
cordance with the new tactics of. the Communist International"
(United States Attorney General, Congressional Record, September
24, 1942, pages 7683 and 7684); ,he Attorney General included the
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American-1,eague :
i* * ,on ilistsr of subveiiive and Co'imiinist or-

anizations furnished thee Loyaltys Review Board (press releases o
June 1? and September 21, '1948) .and redesignted:it1pursuant' to
Executive Order 10450 of April 27,:1953. The! Special Committee
cited the American League as "the largestVof the Communist front'
movementsiin the United Staats?, (R ports of January 3,1939; March
29, 1944; January 3, 194p; January 3, 1941 Junme 26, 1942; and
January 2, 1943). The American? League AgaistaWiad Fascism
was formally organized at the First United States Congress Against
War and Fascism which was held in New York City, September 29-
October 1, 1933 (United States 'Attorney General, Congressional
Record, September 24, 1942, page 7683); the Special Commiitee cited
the United States'Congress Against War as "completely under the
control of the Communist Party" (Report of March 29, 1944).
A letterhead of the American Friends of Spanish'Democracy, dated

February 21, 1938, named Dr. Niebuhr as a member of the Executive
Committee of that organization, cited by the-Special Committee as
a Communist-front group (Report of March 29, 1944),.

Dr. Niebuhr was one of the sponsors of a mass rally of the American
Labor Party; as shown on a handbill entitled "Protest Brutal Nazi
Persecutions!" The Special Committee cited the American Labor
.Party as follows: "For years the Communists have put forth. the
greatest efforts to capture the entire American Labor Party through-
out New York State. They succeeded in capturing the Manhattan
and Brooklyn sections of the American Labor Party but outside of
New York City, they have been unable to win control" (Report of
March 29, 1944).-
A leaflet entitled "Presenting the American Student Union" named

Dr. Niebuhr as a member of the Advisory Board of the American
Student Union; he spoke at the Fourth National Convention of the
organization, asshownin the "Student Almanac" for 1939 (page 32)i
he was a member of the Sponsoring Committee of the "Alumni
Homecoming" dinner arranged by the American Student Union in
New York City, March 21, 1937, according to a photostat of a leaflet
announcing the dinner.
The American Student Union has been cited as a Communist-front

organization which was "the result of 'a united front gathering: of
young Socialists and Communists" in 1937; the Young Communist
League took credit for creation of the Union, and the Union offered
free trips to Russia; TheU Union, claims to have led as riiany as
500,000 students out in annual April 22 strikes in: the United States.
(From a Report of the Special Committee ** * dated January 3,
1939, page 80.)

Dr. Niebuhr was one of the sponsors of the Consumers National
Federation, as shown in the organization's pamphlet, "The People vs.
H. C. L." (page 3), dated December 11-12, 1937. The Consumers
National' Federiatioh was cited as a Communist-front organization in
Report 1311 of the Special Committee *', dated March 29,' 1944oIn a booklet: entitled "These Americans; Say: 'Lft the Embargo
Against

R
eputbiican Spain,' " 'mate ial for wjch wa omple4 andpuldihed i'bftey datiooi g CtooDttee,totift the pish)

Embargo, the ev. einhol Niebuhr was na e4 as "represe4ta-
tive", qlergy n whjody;Oat d lifting te emL''uOon, te: sale of
arms toSpain, "a well-nantbutt ragically mistaken effort to legislate
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neutrality." The Coordinating 'Committee to Lift the Embargo has
been cited as one of a number of front organizations; set up during the
Spanish Civil War by the Communist Party in the United States and
through which the party carried on a great deal of agitation, (From
the Special Committee's Report, of March 29, 1944.)
The organization, American Friends of the Chinese People, has been

cited as a Communist-front group by the Special Committee in its
Report of March 29, 1944; a letterhead of the organization, dated
May 16, 1940, carried the name of Reinhold Niebuhr in a list of
members of the National Advisory Board.
ERNEST MINOR PATTERSON

Organization and affiliation
American Committee for Democ-

racy and Intellectual Freedom
(1). Member, National Com-
mittee (shown as Ernest M.).
Member, Executive Commit-

tee (shown as Prof. Ernest
AM.; University of Pennsyl-
vania).

Signer of Open Letter to Nich-
olas Murray Butler de-
nouncing his "pro-war"
stand.

American Committee for Protec-
tion of Foreign Born (1) (2).
Sponsor.

New York Conference for Inalien-
able Rights (1). Signer of tele-
gram to President Roosevelt and
Attorney Gen.ral Jackson in be-
half of the International Fur
and Leather Workers Union de-
fendants.

Philadelphia Citizens Committee
to Free Earl Browder [Citizens
Committee to Free Earl Brow-
der (1) (2)]. Signer of Letter
to the President.

Source
Letterhead, Sept. 22, 1939.

Letterhead, Dec. 21, 1939.

Daily Worker, Oct. 7, 1940, p. 3.

Letterhead, June 11, 1940; Let-
terhead, Mar. 29, 1941; Pro-
gram, Fifth National Confer-
ence, Atlantic City, N. J., Mar.
29-30, 1941; and, booklet,
"The Registration of Aliens,"
back cover.

Daily Worker, sept. 17, 1940, pp.
1 and 5.

The Worker, Mar. 15, 1942, p. 4.

PAUL. RADIN
(1) Cited by Special and/or Committee on Un-American Activities;

(2) Cited by United States Attorney General.
Organization and affiliation

California Labor School (2). In-
structor; Member of faculty;
lecturer; biographical note.

Speaker; chairman at lecture -

Source
Yearbook and catalog, "Cali-

fornia Labor'School" 1948, pp.
21,38.

Daily People's World, Aug. 9t
1948, p. 5.
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Organization and affiliation
League of American Writers (1)
and (2). Member.

Open Letter for Closer Coopera-
tion with the Soviet Union (1).
Signed Open Letter.,

Science and Society (1). Con-
tributor.

Washington Book Shop (1) and
(2). Member; address shown as
1442 Fairmont Street, N. W.,
Washington, D. C.

Source .

The Bulletin, Summer, 1938, p. 4.

Soviet Russia Today, September
1939, p. 25.

New Masses, Apr. 27, 1937, p. 26.

Membership list on file with this
committee.

ELIZABETH F. READ
No Record; the following reference is to one Elizabeth Read.

Organization and afiliation. Source
American Youth Congress (1) (2). Program of American Youth Con-
Member of Continuations Com- gress, Aug. 15,16, and 17, 1934;
mittee (identified as from the p. 4.
National Student Federation of
America.)

ROBERT REDFIELD
The "Daily Worker" of June 10, 1938 (page 2) reported that

Robert Redfield endorsed an appeal of the American Friends of
Spanish Democracy to Congress to lift the Spanish embargo.

In 1937-38, the Communist Party threw itself wholeheartedly into the campaign
for the support of the Spanish Loyalist cause, recruiting men and organizing
multifarious so-called relief organizations * * * such as * * * American Friends
of Spanish Democracy. (Special Committee on Un-American Activities, Report;
March 29, 1944, p. 82.)

Professor Robert Redfield, Chicago, signed a statement of the
National Committee to Defeat the Mundt Bill as shown by the
April 3, 1950, issue of the "Daily Worker" (p. 4).
The Committee on Un-American Activities, in its report on the

National Committee to Defeat the Mundt Bill, January 2, 1951,
cited the group as "a registered lobbying organization which has
carried out the objectives of the Communist Party in its fight against
anti-subversive legislation."
The "Daily Worker" of July 9, 1952 (p. 6) listed Professor Robert

Redfield as having signed an open letter to the Platform Committees
of the Republican and Democratic Parties urging that they include
in their 1952 platforms "a plank calling for repeal of the iMcCarran
Act."
MRS. JACOB RIus

(1) Cited by Special and/or Committee on Un-American Activities;
(2) Cited by Attorney General of the United States.

Organizat.ondaffiliation Source
League of Wmen Shoppers (1). Sponsor- - Letterhead of Oct

,
.. .. ..V'.-, 7, 1935. .

See also: Hearings before Special Committee on UJn-American Ac-
tivities, pages 530 and 3071.
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PAUL ROBESON
* During the committee's hearings regarding Communist infiltration
of minority groups, July .14, 1949, Mr. Manning Johnson (member of
'the Communist Party for ten years) testified as follows concerning
Paul Robeson:

I shall never forget when I was called by Charles Dirba, secretary of the national
disciplinary commission of the party. Incidentallly, the national disciplinary
co mission is the American Soviet secret police agency in this country. I say
that without equivocation and without the slightest hesitation. Charles Dirba
was secretary of that commission, and Golos, the head of World Tourists, was
chairman.

Because I had insisted that Paul Robeson be called in to assist in our fight
against white chauvinism, Dirba said by making such requests I was doing irrep-
arable harm to the Communist, Party, because in the first place it was not Paul
Robeson's work, and that by the promiscuous use of Paul Robeson's name it
would beco'ne general knowledge that he was a member of the Communist Party,
and they could not afford to have such knowledge become general, because it
would endanger much work Paul Robeson was engaged in. I had to accept that
or accept expulsion from the party. (See: Hearings Regarding Communist In-
filtration of Minority Groups-Part 2, Testimony of Manning Johnson, pages
508 and 509.)
On February 19, 1951, this committee issued a Statement on The

March of Treason, a Study of the American "Peace" Crusade, in which
the following reference was made to Paul Robeson:
The American Peace Crusade is an organic part of the Communist peace of-

fensive now being waged, * * * as an effort to "disarm and defeat the United
States." Spearheading the Crusade are the following known members of th Com-
munist Party: Moscow-trained Ben Gold, also Howard Fast, Alex Sirota, Albert
Kahn, Maurice Travis, and Paul Robeson * * *. Once before, we witnessed
an American Peace Crusade. That was during the infamous pact between Adolph
Hitler and Joseph Stalin. At that time it was sponsored by the American Peace
Mobilization which picketed the White IHouse. Oddly enough, a number of signers
of the call for the coning Peace Pilgrimage were likewise supporters of the Aneri-
pan Peace Mobilization, namely Paul Robeson, * * * (See page 1 of the State-
ment.)

Paul Robeson's attitude toward the Soviet Union was reflected in
an article which he wrote for the magazine, Soviet Russia Today
(August 1936, page 13). Mr. Robeson stated that--
The Soviet Union is the only country I've ever been in, where I've felt com-
pletely at ease. I've lived in England and America and I've almost circled the
globe-but for myself, wife and son, the Soviet Union is our future home. For
a while, however, I wouldn't feel right going there to live. By singing its p ses
Wherever I go, I think I can be of the most value to it. It's too easy to go to the
Soviet Union, breathe free air, and live "happily ever afterwards."

During a visit to Moscow, he took occasion to visit a number of
Soviet workers' homes. One of them he visited was that of his
brother-in-law, John Goode, employed in Moscow as a mechanic
and busdriver. Mr. Robeson said that-
he lives in a comfortable airy apartment, plenty of sunlight, surrounded by a
number of other workers who had places of the same sort. I don't say every-
thing's perfect, but they're building, improving all the time.

In the Daily Worker of October 11, 1946 (page 11), it is shown that
when Mr. Robeson was questioned relative to his visits to the Soviet
Union and the schooling his son got there, he replied that "my son
head what I would call a very basic Soviet education." When asked
whether he was a Communist, Mr. Robeson answered that heo charac-
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terzes himselfa an,an anti-Fascist: and although he wasn't a member
of !the Communist Party, he would choose it over the Republicans"'
explaining that-,; ; ; '

in my association *ithtCommunists throughout the world, I have found them ti
be the first peopleto die, the first to sacrifice, and the first to understand fascism;
The New York Times reported on July 10, 1949 (page 3i), that-

the famous 'baritone (PaulRobioeon),; recently returned: from a trip through
Europe (and) ld the 300 Negro workerss in raio television' and t theatre
that they were deprived' of all rights' 'whereas inhab:itants of the' Sviet Union
andtthe "people's democracies" :in W'estern Europe "are in no danger of losing
any of ,their civil rights'" (and,further) predicted the death of American democracy.
if Negroes and "progressive" artists in this country did not unite with the twelve
indicted leaders of the Comnmunist Party to' overthrow the "guys who run thi
coilntry for bucks and foster' cold war hysteria:."
On various occasions, Mr. Robeson has defended the Communist

Party. On July 23, 1940, the Daily Worker reported that he had
signed an Open Letter to President Roosevelt, protesting against the
attack on the right of the Cominuniist Party to use the ballot. On
September 23,, 1940 the same publication revealed that he bad signed
a statement, urging ballot rights to Communists. The Communist
Party of New York wrote a statement to the President, defending the,
Party; the statement was signed by Paul Robeson and others, as
shown in the Daily Worker of March 5, 1941 (page 2). The same
publication (in the issue of April 22, 1947, page 5), named Mr. Robeson
among the one-hundred Negro leaders who called upon President
Truman and Congress "to repudiate decisively the fascist-like proposal
to illegalize the Communist Party."
The Daily Worker of April 21, 1947. (page 1), reported that when

asked if he was a Communist, Mr. Robeson replied that-
there are only two groups in the world today-fasdists and anti-fascists. The
Communists belong to the anti-fascist group and I label myself an anti-fascist,.
The Comnmunist Party is a legal one like the Republican or Democratic Partyand I could belong to either. I could just as well think of joining the Communist
Party as any other.
Mr. Robeson's defense of Communists and Communist candidates

is shown by the following: He filed a Supreme Court brief in behalf of
the twelve nCommunist leader§s:and his photograph appeared in the
Daily Worker on January 9, 1949 (page 3) in this connection. When.
some of the Communist Party leaders were arrested in 1948, Paul
Robeson sponsored a "Statement by Negro Americans" on behalf of,
these people (Daily Worker, August 23, 1948 page 3; August 29,
1948, page 11); on September 16, 1940, the baily Worker named
Paul Robeson as one of those who signed a statement by Negro
leaders, protesting attacks against Communist candidates.' A.meet-
ing was held in Madison Square Garden on'March 17, 1941, honoring
William Z'" Foster, national chairman of- the' Communist Party, on
his 60th birthday, on which occasion. Mr. Robeson sang (from the
Daily Worker of March ,19,1941, page 5).
.Paul Robeson was Chairman of the Committee for the reelection

of Benj. J Davis, a Communist Party. candidate, as shown: m the
Daily Worker of September 25, 1945, page 12; an advertisement irn
the Washington Post of November 4, 1946, named Mr. Robeson a,
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a member of the Citizens Committee: for Robert Thompson and
IBenjamin J. Davis who. were Communist Party candidates. The
Daily Worker also shows that Paul Robeson spoke at a dinner honor-;
ipg Benjamin Davis (see issue of October 20, 1947, page 7); he sup-
ported the defense of Gerhart Eisler and Leon Josephson, Communists
(Daily Worker, April 28, 1947, page 4). The Daily Worker of March
4, 1952 (page 3) and March 6, 1952 (page 1), reported that Paul
Robeson was one of those who signed a protest to Premier Plastires
of Greece against the execution of eight Greek Communists.
The pamphlet entitled "What is APM?" (page 12) contained the

name of Paul Robeson in a list of members of the National Council
of the American Peace Mobilization; he was vice-Chairman of this
organization, as shown in the Daily Worker of September 3, 1940
(page 4); he spoke at a mass meeting of the organization in Washing-
ton, D. C., September 13, 1940 (Daily Worker, September 13, 1940,
page 4; September 15, 1940, page 2).
The American Peace Mobilization was cited as "one of the most

seditious organizations which ever operated in the United States"
(Special Committee on Un-American Activities, Report 1311 of March
29, 1944; also cited in reports of June 25, 1942; January 2, 1943).
The Attorney General of the United States cited the organization as
having been-
formed in the summer of 1940 under the auspices of the Communist Party and
the Young Communist League as a "front" organization designed to mold Amer-
ican opinion against participation in the war against Germany (Congressional
Record, September 24, 1942, page 7684);
and as subversive and Communist (press releases of December 4,
1947 and September 21, 1948; also included in consolidated list of
April 1, 1954).

Paul Robeson was chairman of the Council on African Affairs, as
shown in the following sources: Letterhead of the organization dated
May 17, 1945; a leaflet entitled "What of Africa's Peace in Tomorrow's
World?"; a pamphlet entitled "Africa in the War"; another, "Seeing is
Believing-Here is the Truth About South Africa"; and "The Job
to be Done," a leaflet. The Council on African Affairs was cited as
subversive and Communist by the Attorney General (press releases of
December 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948; included in consolidated
list released April 1, 1954).

Letterheads of the Civil Rights Congress dated March 4 and May 7,
1948, and October 20, 1950, named Paul Robeson as Vice-Chairman
of the organization; the Daily Worker of January 18, 1949 (page 11)
also listed him as Vice-Chairman; he signed the call to the National
Conference of the Civil Rights Congress in Chicago, as shown in the
Daily Worker of October 21, 1947 (page 5); together with Eugene
Dennis (Communist Party member) Mr. Robeson spoke at a meeting
of the Civil Rights Congress (Daily Worker, November 5, 1947, page
5); he also spoke at the National Conference of the group in Chicago,
as shown in the Daily Worker of November 19, 1947 (page 6).
The Civil Rights Congress was formed by a merger of two other

Communist-front organizations, the International Labor Defense and,
the National Federation for Constitutional Liberties. It was
"dedicated * * * specifically to the defense of individual Com-
munists and the Communist Party" and "controlled by individuals
who are either members of the Communist Party or openly loyal to it"
(Committee on Un-American Activities in Report 1115 of September
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2, 1947)i;, the .AttWney Genieral cite4: the! Civil Rights. Congress as!
subversive and Communist' (press releases of December 4, 1947 and!
September 21, 1948; included in consolidated:list dated April. 1 954).

Ai 1947, catalogue of .the Winter Term, George Washington Carver
School listed Paul Robeson as a member of the Board of Directors of
the School which was cited aasn adjunct in New. York City of the
Communist Party (the Attorney General in press release of December
4, 1947; also included in consolidated list released April 1, 1964).

Letterheads of the Spanish Refugee. Appeal of; the Joint Anti-
Fascist Refugee Committee, dated- ebruary 26, 1946 and May 18,
1951, include the name of Paul Robeson in a list of national sponsors
of the organization. The Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee was
cited as a Communist-front organization headed by Edward K.
Barsky (Special Committee * * .* in Report of March 29, 1944).
The Attorney General cited it as subversive and Comnunist (press
releases of December 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948; included in
consolidated list of April 1, 1954). .;
The Daily Worker of April 19, 1947 (page 4), named Paul Robeson

as one of the sponsors of the May Day Committee of the Arts,
Sciences and Professions; he was a member of the same committee for
the May Day Parade (Daily Worker, April 28, 1947, page 3)'; and one
of the Marshals for the United May Day Parade (The Worker April
27, 1947, page 2). He was a sponsor of a conference in New York
City, March 24, 1951, held under the auspices of the Provisional
United Labor and People's Committee for May Day as shown by the
Call to a United Labor and People's Conference for May Day, 1951.
He participated in the May Day Parade in 1951 (Daily Worker,
May 2, 1951, page 9).
The May Day Parade has been cited as an annual mobilization in

New York City of Communist strength (Special Committee on
Un-American Activities in Report 1311 of March 29, 1944)..

Paul Robeson was one of the sponsors of a Win-the-Peace Confer-
ence held in the National Press Building, Washington, D. C.; April
5-7, 1948, as shown on the call to that conference; a summary of the
proceedings of the conference showed that Paul Robeson was elected
Co-Chairman, together with Col. Evans F. Carlson, of the National
Committee to Win the Peace. On June 13, 1936, Paul Robeson spoke
at the Win-the-Peace Rally to Stop World War III, sponsored by the
National Committee to Win the Peace (handbill of the rally). A
letterhead of the conference, dated February 28, 1946, and the Daily
Worker of May 9,1946 (page 3), name Paul Robeson as a sponsor and
Co-Chairman, respectively, of the Win-the-Peace Conference. He
was co-Chairman, New York, Committee to Win the Peace, as shown
on a letterhead dated June 1, 1946; and the call to a conference June
28-29, 1946.
The National Committee to Win the Peace was cited as subversive

and Communist by the Attorney General (press releases of December
4, 1947 and September 21, 1948; included in consolidated list released
April 1, 1954).

In a pamphlet entitled "For a New. Africa'," which contains the
proceedings of the Conference on- Africa, held in New York City,
April 14, 1944, Paul Robeson was named as Chairman of the National
Negro Congress; he alsoparticipated in the Cultural Conference of
the National Negro Congress (Daily Worker, March 14, 1947, page 11).
"The Communist-front movement in the United States among
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Negroes is known as the National Negro Congress" (from a report of
the Special Committee on Un-American Activities dated January' 3,
1939; also cited in reports of January 3, 1940; June 25, 1942- March
29,. 1944); the Attorney General cited the National 'Negro C5ongress
as "An important sector of the democratic front, sponsored and
supported by the Communist Party";and erandsubversi andCom-
munist. (Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, pages 7687 and
7688;. and press releases of December 4, 1947 and September 21, i948;
included in consolidated list released April 1, 1954).

Paul Robeson was a member of the Executive Board of the New
York Committee of the Southern Conference for Human Welfare,
as shown in an undated leaflet entitled "The' South is Closer Than
You Think" (received by this committee about February 1947);
he was one of the narrators in the attack by the Southern Conference
for Human Welfare on the Freedom Train (news release dated
November 15, 1947).
The Southern Conference for Human Welfare was cited as a Com-

munist-front organization "which seeks to attract southern liberals
on the basis of its seeming interest in the problems of the South"
although its "professed interest in southern welfare is simply an expe-
dient for -larger aims serving the Soviet Union and its subservient
Communist Party in the United States" (Committee on Un-American
Activities in Report dated June 12, 1947. The Special Com-
mittee * * * cited the group as a Communist-front which received
money from the Robert Marshall Foundation (report dated March
29, 1944).
A letterhead of the Congress of American-Soviet Friendship, dated

October 27, 1942, named Paul Robeson as one of the patrons of that
congress; he sang and spoke before the group at a meeting in New
York City, November 6-8, 1943 (pamphlet entitled "U.S. A.-
U. S. S. R." page 31). According to a letterhead and a memorandum
issued by the congress dated March 13, 1946 and March 18, 1946,
respectively, Paul Robeson was one of the sponsors of the National
Council of American-Soviet Friendship, Inc. A printed advertise-
ment announcing a Rally for Peace, sponsored by the group, appeared
in the Daily Worker of December 1, 1948 (page 6). Paul Robeson
was on the program, arranged by the National Council of American-
Soviet Friendship, which was held in Madison Square Garden Decein-
ber 13, 1948.

In a report dated March 29, 1944 by the Special Committee * * *
the National Council of American-Soviet Friendship as having been,
in recent months, the Communist Party's principal front for all things
Russian. The Attorney General cited the group as subversive and
Communist (press releases of December 4, 1947 and September 21,
1948; included in consolidated list released April 1, 1954).
The Worker of June 29, 1947 (page 5m), named Paul Robeson as

one of the members of the International Workers Order, cited as "one
of the most effective -and closely knitted organizations among the
Communist-front movements" by the Special Committee * *
(report of January 3, 1939; also cited in reports of March 29, 1944;
January 3, 1940; and June 25, 1942); the Attorney General cited the
International Workers Order as "one of the strongest ,Commuhist
organizations"' (Congressional Record; S.sAptAmber 24, "1942, page
76) a:nd, s vlluva.riv,» and. Ocmnumfnist.(presrreleases of December
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4; i947 and.September 21, i948; also included'iin' consolidated list
released April-.,1954) ;; i

Paul! Robeson washone of the 'cotributing editor of New Masses
as shown' in theissues of March, 14, 1944 acn April 30, 1946; he sighed
their letter to the President o thhe United States (New Masses, April
2 1940, page 21); and endorsed the publication, as shown in the Daily
Worker of October 10, 1944 (page 6). On January 14, 1946, Mr.
Robeson was honored at a dinner in New York;City for the purpose
of making awards to those who contributed; to greater intel-racial
understanding (Daily Worker, January 7, 1946, page 11); he received
New Masses' Second Annual Award for his contribution to promoting
democracy and inter-racial unity (New Masses, November 18, 1947,
page 7).
The Attorney General cited New Masses as a "Communist periodi-

cal" (Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, page 7688); and the
Special Committee : * * cited it as a "nationally circulated weekly
journal of the Communist Party"- (report dated March 29, 1944;
also cited in their reports of January 3, 1939 and June 25, 1942).
Beginning in March. 1948, New Masses and the Marxist quarterly.
known as Mainstream were consolidated into a publication known as
Masses & Mainstream; Paul Robeson remained as contributing editor
as shown in the March 1948 issue of Masses & Mainstream (Volume
1, No. 1).
The Daily Worker of February 4, 1952 pagee8, reported that Paul

Robeson was prohibited from leaving this country when he attempted
to enter Canada to speak at a convention of. the British Columbia
International Union ofMine, Mill and Smelter Workers.
As a welcome home rally for Paul Robeson in New York.City,

June 19 1949 (reported in The Worker of June 26, 1949, page 4, and
the Daily Worker of July 3, 1949, page 6m), arranged by theICouncil
on African Affairs, he was quoted in these sources as having made the
following statement: "Yes, I love the Soviet people more than any
other nation, because of their suffering: and sacrifices for us, the
Negro people, the progressive people, the people of the future in this
world." He pledged himself to "defend them (the Communists) as
they defended us, the Negro people. And I stand firm and immovable
by, the side of that great leader who has given his whole life in tlhe
struggle of the American working class-Bill Foster; by the side of
Gene Dennis; by the side of my friend Ben Davis; Johnny Gates;
Henry Winston; Gus Hall; Gil Green; Jack Stachel; Carl Winter;
Irving Potash; Bob Thompson; Johnny Williamson-twelve brave
fighters for myfreedom, Their struggle is our struggle.'" ;
Mr. Robeson was one of the sponsors of the Non-Partisan Committee

to Defend Communist'Leaders (Daily Worker, July 18, 1949, page 2);
and praised those. leaders in an article which appeared in the Daily
People's World of May 16, 1950 (page 11). In an article date-lined
Moscow,June 9, 1949 (see the Daily Worker of June 10, 1949, page 4)
Paul Robeson was quoted as having told the Soviet Academy of
Sciences that he would return soon to the United States to testify
at the New, York trial of Communist leaders. Identified as "one
of 'the most popular of foreign visitors attending a celebration in
honor of the poet, Alexander Pushkin," Robeson was quoted in; the
article as having told the goup that "we are fully resolved to struggle:
for peace and friendship together; * * * with you Soviet people
representing the hope of the whole world * * *"

§647-I4--24
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On August 4, 1950, the New York Times (page 1) reported that
the State Department had requested Paul Robeson to surrender his
passport. The Daily Worker of April 3, 1951 (page 2) reported that
on April 5, attorneys before a Federal District Judge would argue
for an order compelling the State Department to renew his passport.
According to the September 18, 1951 issue of that paper (page 1),
Paul Robeson was invited by the Chinese people to attend the Second
Anniversary of the People's Republic of China, but that the State
Department had denied him the right to leave the country. As shown
by the December 9, 1951 issue of The Worker (page 2), Mr. Robeson
applied to the State Department for a special passport to go to Paris
to present a genocide plea before the General Assembly of the UN.
He renewed his fight for a passport in order to attend the American
Intercontinental Peace Conference in Rio de Janeiro (Daily Worker,
January 18, 1952, page 8). He spoke by long-distance telephone to
Canadian unionists in Vancouver, British. Columbia, after his passport
was canceled, according to the Daily Worker of February 12, 1952
(page 2).
ESTHER ROTH

(1) Cited by Special and/or Committee on Un-American Activities;
(2) Cited by Attorney General of the United States.

Organization and affiliation Source
Hollywood Independent Citizens' Letterhead dated Dec. 10, 1946.
Committee of the Arts, Sci-
ences and Professions (1).
Member, Executive Council.
Name shown in this source as
Mrs. Esther Roth.
See also: Expose of the Communist Party of Western Pennsylvania

(based upon testimony of Matthew Cvetic undercover agent, Febru-
ary 21, 1950, pages 1202, 1318, and 1442). These are hearings of
the Committee on Un-American Activities.
Dr. HAROLD 0. RUGG
On November 22, 1938, Miss Alice Lee Jemison, Washington

representative of Joseph Bruner, national president of the American
Indian Federation, was a witness before the Special Committee on
Un-American Activities. In connection with this testimony. Miss
Jemison submitted a statement concerning Indian affairs m the
United States which was incorporated in the record. The following
reference to Dr. Harold Rugg is noted in this statement:

In 1935, the council of the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians conducted an
investigation into the new educational program which was put into operation at
Cherokee N. C. This was followed by individual investigations by Mr. and Mrs.
Fred B. Bauer, Federation members at Cherokee, by Mr. O. K. Chandler, then
Americanism chairman of the Federation, and by Mr. Frank Waldrop, a news-
paper man of Washington, D. C. in 1936. These investigations disclosed that:

* * * * * * *

That the books, "Introduction to American Civilization" and "Modern
History" by Harold Rugg, member of the Progressive Education Association,
were in use in the class rooms and that these books had been taken out of the
schools of the District of Columbia because of their radical teachings * * *
(Public Hearings, Volume 4, pages 2502-2503.)
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Reference to the RuggflTextbooks is also found in the testimony of
James .F O'Neil, vice-chairman of the National. Americanism Com-
mission of the American Legion, in public hearings before the Com-
mittee on Un-American Activities on March 27, 1947. The reference
appears as follows:

Mr. O'Neil. * * * I speak specifically of the Rugg textbooks. The Rugg
textbooks have been removed from the educational systems in many states.

Probably the outstanding instance waS in San Francisco, where the Legion
urged the removal of these textbooks from the schools because of their un-American
teachings and doctrine, and as a result a board was created by the San Francisco
Board of Education-an independent group. I don't recall the exact membership,
but I believe there was a representative of either the president or somebody in
the field of social sciences, from the University of Southern California, the Uni-
versity of California, and a third representative from some other institution.
They concurred with the American Legion in the removal and the elimination of
these textbooks from the schools.

* * * * * * *

Mr. BONNER. Just tell me a little something about these Rugg textbooks.
What did they comprise- * * *
.Mr. O'N1I L. * * * briefly, it was for a science of government that was totally

different from the American system of government-an undemocratic system of
government-in the social sciences * * *. (Hearings on H. R. 1884 and H. R.
2122, March 24-28, 1947, page 28.)

It is noted that on page 271 of Rugg's book, "The Great Tech-
nology," the following statement appears:
Thus through the schools of the world we shall disseminate a new conception

of government-one that will embrace all the collective activities of men; one that
will postulate the need for scientific control and operation of economic activities
in the interest of all people.

It is also noted that Washington, D. C. newspapers have reported
that Harold Rugg is author of textbooks rejected for use in the schools
of the District of Columbia. (See: "Evening Star," December 17,
1947, page B-l; "Times-Herald," February 1, 1948, page 4; and
"Times-Herald," December 26, 1948, page 2.)
ARTHUR SCHLESINGER, Jr.

..In "Who's Who in America" for 1936-1937, Arthur Meier
Schlesinger is shown to have two children, Arthur Meier and Thomas
Bancroft, and to have been professor of history at Harvard University
since 1925.
Arthur M. Schlesinger, Jr., is the author of an article entitled,

"The 1T. S. Communist Party," which was written exclusively for
"Life" magazine and published in the July 29, 1946 issue. The
following statement concerning the author accompanied the article:
The author of this article, Arthur M. Schlesinger, Jr. is only 28 years old but

is already recognized as unable American historian. His biography "The Age
of Jackson," won the 1946 Pulitzer Prize and he has been awarded a Guggenheim
Fellowship to write"The AgeA of Roosevelt." Last Spring he was named associate
professor of history at Harvardi lie is currently writing a series of articles for
"Fortune', wr6te this one especially for "Life."
An undated booklet entitled, "'Can You Name Them?" (page 3),

lists A. M. Schlesinger as having endorsed the American Committee
for Democracy anrd Intellectual Freedom, organized on Lincoln's
birthday in' 1939; he signed a petition of the same committee, as was
slown on a mimeographed sheet attached to a letterhead dated
January 17, i940.
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The American Committee for Democracy * * * was cited as ia
Communist-front organization which defended Communist teachers
(Special Committee on Un-American Activities in Reports of June 25,
1942 and March 29, 1944).

Prof. Arthur M. Schlesinger was named on a letterhead of the:
American Friends of Spanish Democracy, dated February 21, 1938,
as a member of that group; identified as a professor at Harvard
University, he signed a letter to President Roosevelt, urging that the
Neutrality Act be amended so as to render it inapplicable to Spain;the letter was prepared under the auspices of the American Friends
of Spanish Democracy. I information submitted by Mr. Walter
S. Steele, during public hearings before the Special Committee on
Un-American Activities, August 17, 1938 (page 569), it was disclosed
that Arthur M. Schlesinger was a member of the American Friends.
of Spanish Democracy.

During 1937 and 1938, the Communist Party campaigned for sup-
port of the Spanish Loyalist cause, recruiting men and organizing
so-called relief groups such as American Friends of Spanish Democracy.
(From a Report of the Special Committee on Un-American Activities
dated March 29, 1944.)

In the booklet, "600 Prominent Americans Ask President to
Rescind Biddle Decision" (regarding deportation of Harry Renton
Bridges), prepared and published by the National Federation for
Constitutional Liberties, September 11, 1942, A. M. Schlesinger was
named as one of those who signed an Open Letter of that organization.
The National Federation for Consitutional Liberties has been cited

by the Attorney General of the United States as subversive .and
Communist (press releases of December 4, 1947 and September 21,
1948; included in consolidated list released April 1, 1954); the Attorney
General had previously cited it as "part of what Lenin called the
solar system of organizations * * * by which Communists attempt
to create .sympathizers and supporters of their program" (Congres-
sional Record, September 24, 1942, page 7687). The Special Com-
mittee on Un-American Activities cited the National Federation
* * * as "one of the viciously subversive organizations of the Com-
munist Party" (Report of March 29, 1944; also reports of June 25,
1942 and January 2, 1943). The Committee on Un-American
Activities cited the National Federation * * * as "actually intended
to protect Communist subversion from any penalties under the law"
(report dated September 2, 1947).

Prof. A. M. Schlesinger, Harvard University, was a sponsor of the
Civil Rights Congress, as shown on the "Urgent Summons to a Con-
gress on Civil Rights" to be held in Detroit, Michigan, April 27 and
28, 1946. The Civil Rights Congress was formed in April 1S46 as
a merger of two other 'Communist-front organizations, International
Labor Defense and the National Federation for Constitutional Liber-
ties; it was "dedicated not to the broader issues of civil liberties, but
specifically to the defense of individual Communists and the Com-
munist Party" and "controlled by individuals who are either members
of the Communist Party or openly loyal to it" (Report No. 1115 of
September 2, 1947); the Attorney General cited the Civil Rights
Congress as subversive and Communist (press releases Of December
4, 1947 and September 21, 1948; included in consolidated list released
April 1, 1954).
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A statement by Arthur Schlesinger, Jr., was published in the Book
Review Section of the New York limes, December 11, 1949 (page 3),
as follows:

I happen to believe that the Communist Party should be granted freedom of
political action and that Communists should be allowed to teach in universities
so long as they do not disqualify themselves by intellectual distortions in the
classroom * * *

GILBERT SELDES
Organization and affiliation Source

People's Educational Center (2). Photostatic copy of the clipping
Sponsor, "Fun For The People," from Daily People's World,
a show at Wilshire-Ebell Thea- May 10, 1946, p. 5.
tre, May 21, 1946.

Writers Congress (Cited by 1 as Program of the congress, 1943.
American Writers Congress).
Member, Seminar on Radio
Television.

Reichstag Fire Trial Anniversary Full-page advertisement in New
Committee (1). Signed Decla- York Times, Dec. 22, 1943,
ration of the organization honor- p. 40.
ing Georgi Dimitrov.

KARL SHAPIRO
Organization and affiliation Source

National Committee to Defeat the Committee's report on the
Mundt Bill (1). Sponsor, National Committee to Defeat
National Committee * * *; the Mundt Bill, Dec. 7, 1950,
i. d. as Prof., Baltimore, Md. p. 12.

Opposed Ober anti-Communist Daily Worker, Mar. 13, 1949,
bill. i. d. as poet laureate of p. 2.
Maryland..

Initiated referendum campaign of Daily Worker, Apr. 13, 1949,
Maryland Citizens Committee p. 5.
Against Ober: anti-Communist
law. i. d. as poet.

Endorsed Referendumn of Citizens Letterhead, Oct. 14, 1950.
Committee against. Ober Law.
i. d. as Assistant Prof.

Member of Citizens Committee Leaflet, "Civil Liberties in Mary-
Against the Ober Law. i. d. as land Are at Stakel"
Assistant Prof.

ME1YER SHAPIRO.P
Organization and affiliation Source

Communist Party. Signed state- Daily Worker, Nov. 6,1933, p. 2.
ment of League of Professional' .
Groups in support of Communist
Party Elections. Name shown

- in this source as.Meyer Schatpiro.
See also: Hearings before the Special Committee on UnTr-Amenicin

Actiitiesi Volume 1, pages 547 and '561..
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ERNEST J. SIMMONS
A Communist periodical, New Masses (February 2, 1937, p 28),

named Ernest J. Simmons as chairman of a symposium under the
auspices of the American Russian Institute. He was a speaker for
that organization, according to the Communist Daily Worker, Febru-
ary 6, 1937, p. 7, and May 20, 1947, p. 2. The Daily Worker of
December 12, 1947, p. 3, said: "The Board of Superintendents yester-
day announced it intended to eliminate a course for teachers on cul-
ture in the Soviet Union. The course, for which teachers received
credit, was sponsored by the American-Russian Institute. * * *
Chairman of the Institute is Prof. Ernest J. Simmons of Columbia
University." The American Russian Institute was cited as Communist
by the U. S. Attorney General in a letter to the Loyalty Review Board
released April 27, 1949. He redesignated the organization pursuant to
Executive Order 10450, April 27, 1953, and included it on the con-
solidated list of cited organizations April 1, 1954.

Soviet Russia Today (cited by the Committee on Un-American
Activities as a Communist-front publication-Report No. 1953,
April 26, 1950, p. 108) published, in its issue of September 1939,
p. 24, the text of an Open Letter for Closer Cooperation with the
Soviet Union. Professor Ernest J. Simmons, Assistant Professor of
English Literature, Harvard University, was listed as a signer of the
letter, p. 25. According to the Daily Worker of February 10, 1933;
p. 4, Ernest J. Simmons contributed an article to the February issue
of Soviet Russia Today.
The Summary of Proceedings of a Roundtable Conference held by

the American Council on Soviet Relations, May 24-25, 1940, listed
Prof. Ernest Simmons as a participant. The Council was cited as
subversive and Communist by the Attorney General, il letters re-
leased to the press in 1948. His citation of the organization also
appeared in the Congressional Record of September 24, 1942, p. 7688.
He redesignated the organization pursuant to Executive Order 10450,
April 27, 1953, and named it on the consolidated list of April 1, 1954.
The Special Committee on Un-American Activities cited the organiza-
tion in its report of March 29, 1944, p. 174.
A Bulletin of the Committee on Education of the National Council

of American-Soviet Friendship (June 1945, p. 22), listed Ernest J.
Simmons as a member of the Sponsoring Committee. That organiza-
tion was cited as subversive and Communist by the Attorney General
in his letters to the Loyalty Review Board released in 1947 and 1948.
He redesignated the organization April 27, 1953, and named it on the
consolidated list of April 1, 1954. The Special Committee on Un..
American Activities cited the Council in its report of March 29, 1944,
p. 156.
The Bulletin of the League of American 'Writers (Summer 1938

p. 4) listed Ernest J. Simmons as a member. The League was cited
as subversive and Communist by the U. S. Attorney General in
letters to the Loyalty Review Board released in 1948, and was re-
designated April 27, 1953. The League was also named on the con-
solidated list of April 1, 1954. It was cited by the Special Committee
on Un-American Activities in reports of January 3,1940, p. 9; Juno
25, 1942, p. 19; March 29, 1944, p. 48.
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A Message to the House' of Representatives, January 1943, spon-
sored by the National Federation for Constitutional Liberties, listed
among the signers Ernest J. Simmons Professor of Comparative
Literature, author, Cornell University, Ithaca, N. Y. The Federation
was cited as subversive and Communist by the Attorney General in
letters to the Loyalty Review Board released in 1947 and 1948, and
in the Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, p. 7687; redesignated
April 27, 1953; consolidated list of April 1, 1954. The Special Com-
mittee oh Un-American Activities cited the Federation as "one of the
viciously subversive organizations of the Communist Party" (report
of March 29, 1944, p. 50).
The Daily Worker of October 19, 1948, p. 7, reported that the

National Council of the Arts, Sciences and Professions had issued a
statement that 500 leaders in the arts, sciences, and professions had
joined in support of Henry A. Wallace. Professor Ernest J. Simmons
was listed among the supporters. The National Council has been
cited by the Committee on Un-American Activities as a Communist
front (Report No. 1954, p. 2).
New Masses, October 28, 1941, p. 23, contained an article by

Ernest J. Simmons; "Soviet Scholarship and Tolstoy." "USSR: A
Concise Handbook," edited by Ernest J. Simmons, was reviewed in
New Masses for June 24, 1947, p. 22. New Masses was cited as a
Communistsperiodical by the Attorney General (Congressional Record,
September 24, 1942, p. 7688) and by the Special Committee on Un-
American Activities (report of March 29, 1944, pp. 48 and 75).
A "Peace Ballot" issued by "The Yanks Are Not Coming Com-

mittee" listed Prof. Ernest J. Simmons, Harvard, as a member of the
"Peace Ballot Commission." The Special Committee on Un-American
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944, pp. 17, 95, and 100, stated
that the Communist Party was "the principal agent" in "the Yanks
Are Not Coming movement."
The 1948 Catalog (p. 5) of the Workers Book Shop listed "U. S. S. R.

Foreign Policy," by Ernest, J. Simmons. "The Workers Book Shop
* * * is headquarters of a chain of:Communist bookshops, which are
the official outlets for Cormnunist literature and at which tickets for
Communist Party and front functions customarily are sold" (Hearings
Regarding the Communiist Infiltration of the Motion Picture Industry,
Committee on Un-American Actitieits, 1947, p. 375).

"Books on the U. S. S. R." (a selected bibliography by Bessie
Weissman and issued by the Washington Cooperative Bookshop),
pp. 27 and 28, recommended the following books by Ernest J. Simmons:
"Dostoevski," "Puslhkin," and "An Outiline of Modern Russian
Literature." The Washington Cooperative Bookshop was cited as
subversive and Communist by the Attorney General, in letters to the
Loyalty Review Board, released in 1947 and 1948. He redesignated
the organization April 27, 1953, and named it on the consolidated list
of April 1, 1954. The organization was also cited by the Special Com-
mittee on Un-American Activities (report of March 29, 1944, p. 150).
A book by Professor Simmons-"Problems of Leadership and Con-

trol in Soviet Literature"-is referred to in the Communist Daily
People's World of May 26, 1949, p. 5.
An article, "The Kremlin Prepares a New Party Line," by Ernest

J. Simmons, appeared in the magazine section of the January 8, 1950,
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issue of The New York Times, p. 13. The following is quoted from
the article:
An examination of the Soviet newspaper and periodical press from a time

shortly after the end of the war shows a pretty constant pattern of action and
ideological propagandizing which. merits the most careful consideration as a
possible harbinger of the shape of things to come.

Like clever dramatists the Soviets often reveal actions before the motives
which govern them. Strange as it may seem, in a dictatorship it is frequently
necessary, as in our own country, to prepare public opinion for significant future
policy, and this policy in turn may well be connected with international develop-
ments since the end of the war which could hardly have been anticipated by
the Soviets or explained by Marxian dialectics. In the ideological battle that
now rages between the two worlds the Soviets must regain the initiative or lose
further ground. So some important change in policy would seem to be inevitable.
Two distinct lines of development emerge from this press campaign. One

is the purge-it might be better to say the purification-of intellectuals, which
has been gathering momentum ever since 1946. The second is the steady cam-
paign to promote the conviction that the transition from socialism to communism
is now a realizable objective in the Soviet Union. At first glance there might
not seem to be any connection between these two, developments. However, each
is worth exploring precisely from the point of view that they are connected and
are both part of a single, unified drive toward a future transformation of Soviet
policy of momentous concern to the world.

* * * In turn the musicians, artists and architects have been fried in deep
fat; then the economists, philosophers, statisticians, mathematicians, biologists,
lawyers and astronomers; then the literary critics, teachers of literature and
finally teachers, scholars and educators in general. * * *
The extent of the drive indicates clearly that a party directive from on high is

being rigorously executed * * *
When asked why the Russians had been so successful in the war, a, character

in a recent Soviet novel replied: "Because they have not only a state, but a
state plus an idea." And the whole vast Soviet propaganda machine has been
selling that "idea" to the world with amazing success for over thirty years. Of
late, however, the "idea" has been encountering formidable opposition, especially
in the West, and the Soviets have evinced a tendency to support the "idea"
with elements of power. But they fully realize, in the present international
power structure, that their greatest hope in this struggle is their ideological
appeal and not military aggressiveness.
To be sure, it is commonly felt that the present growing opposition to the idea

of Soviet; communism has not been an ideological one, but a political, economic
and military one * * *. In fact, it is often said that America and the West have
no ideology to answer the ideology of communism on a world plane, This is
partly true, for America has failed, except in a negative sense, to combine ideologi-
cal leadership with its policy to contain Soviet communism.
However, it is also true that all these political, economic and military actions

of the United States and the West carry with them the clear implication of
ideological opposition **...

In this ideological struggle of two worlds it is essential, from the Soviet point
of view, that international communism should offer a fresh and inspiring appeal
to the allegiance of all peoples. Hence a declaration at the next All-Union Party
Congress that the people of the Soviet tinion would soon enjoy the benefits of
communism-a reward formerly imagined as realizable, only in the very distant
future-would obviously be designed to provide a tremendous propaganda
impetus to international communism, and at the same time would reassert the
prominent position of the Soviet people and their party in the battle for the
minds of men.
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HILDA SMITH
Organization and afliation

American League for Peace and
Democracy (1) (2). Member,
Washington Branch (address
shown as: 505 18th St., NW.,
Washington, D. C.>.

HIILDA K. SMITH.
Organization and affiliation

"New Pioneer" (1). Contributor_-
HILDA W. SMITH'

Organization and affiliation
Washington Book Shop (1) (2).
Member (address shown as:
1457 Belmont St., NW., Wash-
ington, D. C.).

HILDA SMITH

oiurce
.Membership liist--reprinted in

Public Hearmgs, Special Com-
mittee on Uri-American Activ-
ities, vol. 10,page 6404.

Source
New Pioneer, March 1932, p. 12.

Source
Membership list in

files (1941).
Committee

Organization and affiliation' Source
See also: Public Hearings, Special Committee on
Activities; vol. 1, pages 565 and 703.

Un-American

GEORGE HENRY SOULE, JR.
Organization and affiliation Source

No references were found to George Henry Soule Jr.; but the follow-
ing appears under the name:

,GEORGE SOUIE
Organization and affiliation Source

American Friends of Spanish De- New Masses, Jan. 5, 1937,
mocracy, Medical Bureau (1).
Member, Ge'neral Committee.

American Friends.of Spanish De- Daily Worker, Feb. 16, 1938
mocracy (1). Signer of Letter
to the President (editor, The
New Republic).
Member, Executive Commit- Letterhead, Feb. 21, 1938.

tee.
Signer of Petition to lift the Daily Worker, Apr.. 8, 1938
arms embargo.

American Friends of the Soviet Daily'Worker, Jan. 29, 1938
Union (1) (2). Speaker. and Feb. 2, 198; p. 2.-

American Youth Congress (1) (2). Pamphlet, "Youngville, 1
Member, National Advisory A.," p. 64.
Board.

Signer of Call to Congress of Proceedings of the Congress
Youth, 5th national gather- 1-5, 1939, p,2.
ing of thesAYO,' in New. -
York City (editor, The New

t.* Republic). .' ' ' ' **; -

Conference on Pan-American De- "News You Don't Get,"
mocracy (1) (2). Signer of Call 15, 1938, p. 3.
to the Conference.
Sponsor----- ----- Letterhead, Nov. 16, 1938.

p. 3i.

I, p. 2.

, P. 4.

,p.

U.

8,
S.

, July

Nov.
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Organization and affiliation
Council for Pan American Democ-

racy (1) (2). Vice-Chairman.
Signer of Open Letter to the

President of Brazil to Save
Luiz Carlos Prestes.

Vice-Chairman; member, Ex-
ecutive Committee.

Consumers National Federation
(1). Sponsor.

Coordinating Committee to Lift
the Embargo (1). Listed as
one of the representative indi-
viduals in favor of lifting the
Spanish embargo (writer).

Descendants of the American Rev-
olution (1). Sponsor; and,
member of Advisory Board.
Member-------_--

First Congress of the Mexican and
Spanish American People of the
United States (1). Signer of
Call to the congress to be held
in Albuquerque, N. Mex. (editor,
The New Republic).

Frontier Films (1). Member, Ad-
visory Board.

International Juridical Associa-
tion (1). Signer of statement.

Signer of report on mutiny
laws prepared under super-
vision of the I. J. A. at the
request of International
Labor Defense (1) (2).

International Publishers (1) (2).
Writer of introduction to pam-
phlet by V. Chemadanov of the
Young Communist League of
the Soviet Union, published by
International Publishers.

League of American Writers
(1) (2). Signer of "A Manifesto
and a Call" to the National
Writers Congress, New York
City, June 4, 5 and.6, 1937.

Signer of statement___---

Signer of Petition in support
of Gerson.

Source
Letterhead, July 11, 1940.

New Masses, Dec. 3, 1940, p. 28.

Pamphlet, "Economic Trends
and the New Deal in the
Caribbean," pub. by the organ-
ization, 1942.

Pamphlet, "The People vs.
H. C. L.," Dec. 11-12, 1937,
p. 3.

Booklet, "These Americans Say,"
p. 9.

Daily Worker, Jan. 21, 1938,
p. 2.

Daily Worker, Feb. 13,.1939, p. 2.
Mimeographed press release on

the congress, Mar. 24, 25, 26,
1939.

Daily Worker, Apr. 6, 1937, p. 9.

Daily Worker, July 25, 1936,
p. 2.

I. J. A. Monthly Bulletin, Vol. 5,
No. 2, Aug. 1936; and Labor
Defender Sept. 1936, p. 15.

Daily Worker, Apr. 30, 1936,
p. 5.

New Masses, May 6, 1937, p. 25.

Daily Worker, Sept. 1, 1936,
p. 4.

Daily Worker, Mar. 10, 1938,
p. 1.
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Organization and affiliation
Medical Bureau American Friends

of Spanish Democracy (1).
Member Executive Committee.

National Committee for People's
Rights (1) (2). Member.

Source
Letterhead, Nov. 18, 1936.

Letterhead, July 13, 1938; and
"News You Don't Get," Nov.
1S.F 1 .Q28

National Emergency Conference Press Release, Feb. 23, 1940.
for Democratic Rights (1).
Member, Board of Sponsors.

"New Masses" (1) (2). Signer of New Masses, Apr. 2, 1940, p. 21.
New Masses Letter to the Presi-
dent (editor TheNew Republic).

North American Committee to Daily Worker, Feb. 27, 1937,
Aid Spanish Democracy (1) (2). p. 2.
Sponsor of organization's Tag
Day, in New York City.

"Soviet Russia Today" (1). Con- Soviet Russia Today, Sept. 1936,
tributor. p. 29.

United Office and Professional Daily Worker, Mar. 9, 1938,
Workers of America (1). Spon- p. 5.
sor of conference of the Book
and Magazine Guild, Local 18,
UOPWA.
Member, sponsors committee Letterhead, Feb. 1, 1940.

of UOPWA Local 16's 5th
Annual Stenographers' Ball.

See also: Public Hearings, Special Committee on Un-American
Activities, Vol. 1, pages 377, 565, 566, 568, 691, 694, 702,
703, and 876; Vol. 3, pages 2167 and 2169; Vol. 17, pages
10300, 10302, 10305, 10306, 10340, 10341-10347, and
10349.

MARK STARR
Organization and affiliation

Commonwealth College (1) and
(2). Endorsed reorganization
plan of college; identified as Ed-
ucational Director, Interna-
tional Ladies Garment Workers
Union.

Consumers National Federation
(1). Sponsor.

Film Audiences for Democracy (1).
Member, Executive Committee.

Films for Democracy (1). Mem-
ber, Executive Committee.

Source
"Fortnightly " publication of
Commonwealth College, Aug.
15, 1937 issue, p. 3.

Pamphlet, "The People vs.
H. C. L.," Dec. 11-12, 1937,
p. 3.

"Film Survey," June 1939, p. 4.

"Films for Democracy," April
1939, p. 2.
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BERNHARD J. STERN
The following reference to Bernhard Stern is from the testimony of

Granville Hicks, public hearings, Committee on Un-American Activ-
ities, February 26, 1953 (pp. 96-97):

Mr. TAVENNER. When did you become a member of the Communist Party?
Mr. HICKS. In the winter of 1934-35.
Mr. TAVENNER. And how long did you remain a member?
Mr. HICKS. Until September 1939.

Mr. T ENNER.ho ked you to become a member of the P
Mr. TAVENNER. Who asked you to become a member of the Party?
Mr. HICKS. Bernhard Stern.
Mr. TAVENNER. Bernhard Stern. How was he employed?
Mr. HICKs. He was employed in some capacity at Columbia University. I

don't know what his rank was.
Mr. TAVENNER. Was he a teacher?
Mr. HICKS. Yes. I think so.
Mr. TAVENNER. Tell the committee the circumstances under which he asked

you to become a party member.
Mr. HICKS. I was living-I was not living in New York at that time. I wa

living in Troy. As I remember, he wrote and asked me if I would have a meal
with him the next time I came to the city. I did so. We had dinner together
and he simply asked me if I didn't feel I was now ready to join the party; and
after we discussed it a little while I said that I did feel so.

Mr. TAVENNER. Were you then assigned to a special group or any particular
group of the Communist Party?

Mr. HICKS. Well he took me to the group to which he belonged.
Mr. TAVENNER. Then you became a member of the same group or unit of

which he was a member?
Mr. HICKS. That is true; which was a group of professional people, writers

mostly, in New York City.
In public hearings before the Special Committee on Un-American

Activities on September 13, 1939, Alexander Trachtenberg, a member
of the Communist Party and its National Committee since 1921,
Secretary and Treasurer of International Publishers, and Chairman
of the Literature Department of the Communist Party, gave the
following testimony concerning Bernhard J. Stern:

Mr. MATTHEWS. Have you published any pamphlets or books by Bernhard J.
Stern?

Mr. TRACHTENBERG. No; I have not. Oh, pamphlets? Yes, I have.
.* * * * * ,* *

Mr. MATTHEWS. Have you ever published a pamphlet by a man called Bennett
Stevens?

Mr. TRACIHTENBERG. Bennett Stevens? Yes; that is right.
Mr. MATTHEWS. And also by Bernhard Stern? You stated a while ago that

you had published pamphlets by Bernhard Stern.
Mr. TRAOHTENBERG. Edited; yes.
Mr. MATTHEWS. And do you not know that Bernhard Stern and Bennett

Stevens are the same person?
Mr. TRACHTENBERG. What is the name of the pamphlet? It must be many

years ago.
Mr. MATTHEWS. Have you met both Bernhard Stern and Bennett Stevens?
Mr. TRACHTENBERG. Oh, there are many authors who write under pseudonyms.
Mr. MATTHEWS. Have you met Bernhard Stern, whose pamphlets you have

published?
Mr. TRACHTENBERG. Yes.
Mr.' MATTHEWS. And have you met Bennett Stevens?
Mr. TRACHTENBERG. Yes; that is the pen name of Bernhard Stern. That is

correct. That must have been about 12 years ago that I published those. I have
no record before me. You have all these records there, you see.

Mr. MATTHEWS. And you know that Bernhard Stern is a professor at Columbia
University, do you not?

Mr. TRACHTENBERG. I think he is teaching there; yes. (Public Hearings,
pages 4928-4929.)
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. The following, reference to Bernhard J. Stern appears on page 1623'
of 'Appendx V to the Public Hearings of the Special Committee on.
Un-American Actvtiviies:

* * * Charlotte Todes, also a Communist Party functionary and wife of
Bernhard J. Stern who was a Columnbia University professor using the alias of
Bennett Stevens.,
Your attention is called to the following pages of the "Review of

the Scientific and Cultural Conference for World Peace," a copy of
which is enclosed: *

6, 7, 9,'18 '21, 22, 24, 28, 31, 32, 34, 35, 37, 38, 40, 41,
45, 49, 52, 54, 56, 57, 60.

Subsequent to the above information oir files disclose the following:He signed a statement against denaturalization, which was spon-sored by the American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born,
according to the Daily Worker, August 30, 1950, page 5. This
source identified him as a professor at Columbia University.'iHe
signed an Open Letter to the American People in opposition to the.Hobbs Bill, H R. 10, which was sponsored by the American Com-
mittee * * * (Daily Worker, July 25, 1950 p. 4). He was a Spon-
sor of the National Conference to Defend the Rights of ForeignBorn Americans, Detroit, Michigan, IDecember 13 and '14, 1952, as
shown by a Press Release regarding the conference and the "Call and'
Program" of the conference. According to the Daily Worker of
April 29, 1953 '(page 6), Prof. Bernhard Stemn was on a list of spon-
:sors of the American Committee for Protection of Foreig Born for
1953. He was a sponsor of the National Conference to Repeal theWalter-Mc(arran Law and Defend'Its Victims, to be held December
12 and 13, 1953, Chicago, Ill., as shown by the Daily Worker, October
1, 1953; page 2, and tie Callanid Program of the conference.
The American Committee' for Protection of Foreign Born was

cited as subversive andf Comrmunist .by the AttorneyrGieneral of the
United States in letters to the Loyalty Review Board, released June
1 and September 21; 1948. The organization was redesignated by
the Attoiney General, April 27, 1953, pursuant to ExecutiVe Order
No.. 10450, and included on the April 1,. 1954;osolidated list of
organizations peviousy designated pursuant to Executive; Order No.
10450. -The Special Cooimitt:6 on Un-American Activtives in its
report of March 29 '1944 (p. 155), cited the Americancommittee for
Protection of Foreign' Born as "onl feof oldest auxilia ies of the
'Communist Party in the United States.". '

The Call t6 a Bill of Rights Coiference, New York City, July:16
and 17, 1949;named Bernhard J.i Ste, Columbia Universit,' as a
sponsor. Eli'abeth Gurley Flynn, member of theNati6nal Committe'of the Communist Party_.m writing about the conference for hercol-
umn in the "Daily Worker't(July 25' 1949, p. 8)' stated that one of
the highlights of the conference was te fightIfor tite 12 defendants'iu
the current CommuniStcases. She reported that seven of the defeiid,
ants we prepseint and participated atvely. The New York "'Tiies"
(July 18, 1949, p. 13) reprted tht "thetwa nty resolutiosiladoptedunaXniodsly by the two-day conferei:ce registered opposition to the
conspiracy trial of the eleven Communist1iersistl , e Preiddetial
*We do not hive an available copy of th "ReHer of th Sclentific aid!OtMdturil Cotnferenbr oro ld

Pace," If you Vish, tosee them reofersos you xsy oomR to thePublctio 8Servticeo tthe 0omitR c,
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loyalty order * * * deportation for political belief * * * among
others. The Conference also called for an end to the investigation by
the Federal Bureau of Investigation into political, rather than crim-
inal, activities."

Dr. Bernhard J. Stern, New York, signed an Open Letter to Presi-
dent Truman on Franco Spain, which was sponsored by the Spanish
Refugee Appeal of the Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee, accord-
ing to a mimeographed letter attached to a letterhead of the organ-;
ization, dated April 28, 1949.
The Attorney General cited the Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Com-

mittee as Subversive and Communist in letters released December 4,
1947 and September 21, 1948. The organization was redesignated
by the Attorney General, April 27,1953, and included on the April 1,
1954 consolidated list. The Special Committee on Un-American
Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944 (page 174), cited the Joint
Anti-Fascist Refugee C:mmittee as a "Communist-front organization."
He was a sponsor of the National Conference on American Policy

in China and the Far East, as shown by a Conference Call, * *

January 23-25, 1948, New York City."
The Attorney General cited the National Conference on American

Policy in China and the Far East as Communist and "a conference
called by the Committee for a Democratic Far Eastern Policy" in a
letter released July 25, 1949. The organization was redesignated
April 27, 1953, and included in the April 1, 1954 consolidated list.
A mimeographed list of signers of the "Resolution Against Atomic

Weapons," which was sponsored by the National Council of the
Arts, Sciences and Professions, contained the name of Bernhard J.;
Stern, New York. The list of signers was attached to a letterhead
dated July 28, 1950. The letterhead also named him as a member of
the Board of Directors. He was shown as a member of the Board
of Directors of the organization on a letterhead dated December 7,
1952 (photostat). The "Daily Worker" of March 10, 1952 (p. 3)
listed Dr. Bernhard Stern as a signer of a statement of the National
Council of the Arts, Sciences and Professions protesting curbs on
lawyers in political trials.
The Committee on Un-American Activities, in its report, Review

of the Scientific and Cultural Conference for World Peace, arranged
by the National Council of the Arts, Sciences and Professions, released
April 19, 1949 (p. 2), cited the National Council * * * as a Commu-
nist front organization.
Bernhard J. Stern, Columbia UniYersity, New York, was one of the

endorsers of the World Peace Appeal, as shown by an undated leaflet,
Prominent Americans Call for * * *" (leaflet received September 11,
1950).
The Committee on Un-American Activities, in its report on the

Communist "Peace" Offensive, April 1,1951 (p. 34), cited the World
Peace Appeal as a petition campaign launched by the Permanent
Committee of the World Peace Congress at its meeting in Stockholm,
March 16-19, 1950; as having "received the enthusiastic approval
of every section of the international Communist hierarchy"; as havingbeen lauded in the Communist press, putting "every individual Com-
munist on notice that he 'has the duty to rise to this appeal "; and
ao having "received the official endorsement of the Supreme Soviet
of the U. S..S. R., which has been echoed by the governing bodies
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of every Communist satellite country, and by all Communist Parties
throughout;the world" .

The 'Times Herald" of March 28, 1963 (p. 2) reported that Bern-
hard J. Stern, alleged to have used the name of Bennett Stevens in
writings or for Communistpurposes, denied he is now a Communist
before the Senate Investigating Committee; but refused to say whetherhe ever had been an active member of the Communist Party.
MAXWELL STEWART

Organization and affiliation
American Committee for Democ-

racy and Intellectual Freedom
(1). Signer of petition.

American Committee for Protec-
tion of Foreign Born (1) and (2).
Sponsor.

Signer of Statement for Amer-
ican People, and endorsing
the Campaign for American
Citizenship and Citizenship
Rights.

American Council on Soviet Rela-
tions (1) and (2). Participant,
Roundtable Conference, May
24-25, 1940.

American Committee to Save Ref-
ugees (1). Sponsor of Dinner-
Forum on "Europe Today,"
held at Biltmore Hotel, tew
York, Oct. 9, 1941, under joint
auspices ACSR, Exiled Writers
Committee of League of Ameri-
can Writers and United Ameri-
can Spanish Aid Committee.

American Friends of Spanish De-
mocracy, Medical Bureau (1).General Committee, Member.
Member, Executive Commit-

tee.
American Friends of Spanish De-
mocracy (1). Signer of letter to
President.
Member, Executive Commit-

tee.
American Friends of the Chinese.

People. (1). Speaker, Mass
Meeting.
Speaker -- ....

Signer, Letter pledging sup-
port to China.

Contributing Editor, "China
Today" (official publication
of American Friends * * *).

Source
Mimeographed sheet attached to
letterhead, Jan. 17,.1940.
Letterhead, 4th Annual Confer-

ence, Hotel Annapolis, Wash-
ington, D. C., Mar. 2-3, 1940.

"Daily Worker," Oct. 28, 1940,
p. 3.

Summary of Proceedings,
15, 1940.

July

?Program of Dinner-Forum.

"New Masses," Jan. 5, 1937, p.
31.

Letterhead, Nov. 18, 1936.

"Daily Worker," Feb. 16, 1938,
p. 2.

Letterhead, Feb. 21, 1938.

"Help Chinal" (Handbill).

"Daily Worker," Feb. 2, 1938, p.
8.

"Daily Worker," July 16, 1940,
p., 4.od . 938, P 2,

"China Today," Feb. 1938, p. 2.
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Organization and affliation
American League Against War
and Fascism (1) and (2). Mem-
ber, National Committee.

Member, National Executive
Committee.

American League for Peace and
Democracy (1) and (2). Urges
support of Tag Week drive.

Signer of resolution (urging
passage of Anti-Lynching
Bill).

China Aid Council of American
League for Peace and Democ-
racy (1) and (2). Sponsor of
Easter Drive.

China Aid Council (1). Sponsor--
American Youth Congress (1)

and (2). Member, National
Advisory Board.

Book Union (1). Member, Ad-
visory Council.

Committee for a Democratic Far
Eastern Policy (2). Consultant.

Sponsor, Conference on China
and the Far East, San
Francisco (called by Na-
tional Committee to Win
the Peace and Committee
for a Democratic Far East-
ern Policy).

Committee for a Democratic Far
Eastern Policy (2). Honored.
Answered questionnaire is-

sued by organization in
favor of recognition of Chi-
nese Communiist Gov't.
(Contributing editor, The
Nation; editor, Public Af-
fairs Pamphlets).

Committee for a Democratic Far
Eastern Policy (2). Signer of
statement for recognition of
Communist China.

Conference on Pan American
Democracy (1) and (2). Sponsor.

Signer of Call --------

Council for Pan American De-
mocracy (1) and (2). Signer of
Open Letter to President of
Brazil to Save Luis Carlos
Prestes.

Source
"Call to the Second U. S. Con-

gress Against War and Fas-
cism," Sept. 28, 29, and 30,
1934, Chicago, Ill., p. 2.

Letterhead, Aug. 22, 1935;
"Fight" Dec. 1935, p. 2.

"Daily Worker," Apr. 16, 1938,
p. 2.

"Daily Worker," Jan. 18, 1938,
p. 3.

"Daily Worker," Apr. 8, 1938,
p. 2.

Letterhead, May 18, 1938.
"Youngville, U. S. A.," p. 64.

Undated Folder.

Letterheads, 1946 and 1947; let-
terhead, May 28, 1948.

Call to the Conference, Oct.
18--20, 1946;. letterhead, Sept.
19, 1946.

"Spotlight on the Far East,"
Nov. 1947, p. 2.

Far East Spotlight, Dec. 1949-
Jan. 1950, p. 23.

"Daily Worker," Jan. 16, 1950,
p. 4.

Letterhead, Nov. 16, 1938.

News You Don't Get, Nov. 15,
1938, p. 3.

"New Masses," Dec. 3, 1940, p.
28.
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Organization and affiliation
Coordinating Committee to Lift

the Embargo (1). Representa-
tive Individual.

Fight (1). Contributor------
Friends of the Soviet Union (1)
and (2). Endorser.

Greater New York Emergency
Conference on Inalienable
Rights (1). Sponsor.

Labor Research Association (1)
and (2). Contributor.i

League of American Writers (1)
and (2). Member, Committee
of Sponsors, Dinner-Forum on
"Europe Today" held by Exiled
Writers Comm. of Law., Ameri-
can Committee to Save Refu-
gees; United American Spanish
Aid Comm.

Mother Bloor Banquet. Sponsor-
National Committee for People's

Rights (1) and (2). Member.
National Committee for the De-

fense of Political Prisoners (1)
and (2). Member.

National Committee to Win the
Peace (2). Sponsor, Conference
on China and the Far East, San
Francisco (called by the Na-
tional Committee to Win the
Peace and Committee for a
Democratic Far Eastern Policy).

National Council of American-
Soviet Friendship (1) and (2).
Sponsor.

National Emergency Conference
(1). Sponsor.

National Emergency Conference
for Democratic Rights (1).
Member, Board of Sponsors.

National People's Committee
Against Hearst (1). Member.

New Masses (1) and (2). Con-
tributor.
Member, Initiating Commit-

tee, New Masses Letter to
President, and signer of
same.

Non-Partisan Committee for the
Reelection of Vito Marcantonio
(1). Member.

Source
Booklet, "These Americans Say:"

p. 9.
"Fight," June 1934, p. 2.
"Soviet Russia Today," Decem-
ber 1933, p. 17.

Program of Conference, Feb. 12,
1940.

"Daily Worker," June 8, 1936,
p. 5.

Program of Dinner-Forum.

Program, Jan. 24, 1936, p. 9.
Letterhead, July 13, 1938; News
You Don't Get, Nov. 15, 1938.

Letterhead, Oct. 31, 1935.

Call to the Conference Oct.
18-20, 1946; letterhead, Sept.
19, 1946.

Letterhead, Mar. 13, 1946; Mern-
orandum issued by the Council
Mar. 18, 1946.

Call to Conference, held at Hotel
Raleigh, Washington, D. C.,
May 13 and 14, 1939, p. 3.

Letterhead Feb. 15, 1940; Press
Release, Feb. 23, 1940.

Letterhead, Mar. 16, 1937.

"New Masses," August 1929,
p. 15; Aug. 8, 1939, p. 24.

"New Masses," Apr. 2, 1940,
p. 21.

Letterhead, Oct. 3, 1936.

55647-54--- 25
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Organization and affiliation
North American Committee to Aid

Spanish Democracy (1) and (2).
Speaker; Philadelphia.

Open Letter for Closer Coopera-
.tion with the Soviet Union (1).
Signer.

Open Letter I.) Am
(1). Signer.

"Soviet Russia
Contributor.

erican Liberals

Today" (1).

"Soviet Russia Today" (1).
Member, Editorial Council.

United American Spanish Aid
Committee (l)-and (2). Mem-
ber, Committee of Sponsors,
Dinner-Forum on "Europe To-
day," held at Biltmore Hotel,
New York City, Oct. 9, 1941,
under auspices of United Amer-
ican Spanish Air Committee;
American Committee to Save
Refugees, Exiled Writers Com-
mittee of League of American
Writers.

Meeting to Greet Soviet Constitu-
tion; sponsor.

Signed letter protesting ban on
Communists in American Civil
Liberties Union.

Editor, Moscow News-----

Taught in the Moscow Institute__

Committee for Peaceful Alterna-
tives to the- antic Pact. (1).
Signer of statement calling for
International Agreement to Ban
Use of Atomic Weapons; author,
Annandale, N. J.

'Source
"Daily Worker," Apr. 9, 1937;

p. 2.

"Soviet Russia Today," Sep-
tember 1939, p. 28.

"Daily Worker," Feb. 9, 1937,
p. 2; "Soviet Russia Today,"
March 1937, pp. 14-15.

"Soviet Russia Today," Jan-
uary 1936, p. 12; "Daily Work-
er," June 11, 1937, p. 7;
"Soviet Russia Today," June
1939, p. 35; November 1939,
p. 13;April 1940 p. 9.

"Soviet Russia Today," January
1939, p. 3; January 1940, p. 3;
March 1942, p. 3.

Program of Dinner-Forum.

"Daily Worker," Nov.
p. 5..

"Daily Worker," Mar.
p. 4.

30, 1936,
19, 1940,

"Daily Worker," June 28, 1934,.
p. 3.

Testimony of Stuart Lillico, pub-
lic hearings, Committee on.
Un-American Activities, Nov.
22, 1938, p. 2512; testimony of
Jack B. Tenney, public hear-.
ings Committee on Un-Ameri-
can Activities, March 1947, p..
247.

'Statement attached to Press Re-
lease of Dec. 14, 1949, p. 11.
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Organization and affiliation
Labor Research 'Association (1)
and (2). Contributor.

Sponsor, meeting to greet Soviet
Constitution; NYC.

Signer, Open Letter to New Masses
concerning "American Commit-
tee for the Defense of Leon Trot-
sky."

Speaker at Student Strike, Phila-
delphia,

Signer, statement b American
Progressives on te Moscow
Trials.

Signed telegram sent to Peru to
release political prisoners.

Reviews "USSR Foreign Policy,
Collection of Litvinov's
Speeches," with approval.

Signed letter protesting ban on
Communists in American Civil
Liberties Union.

Statement: "Of course we should
recognize the new gov't of
China; recognition provides a
means of dealing with it; other-
wise we are terribly handi-
capped-viz. the Ward Case.
Recogition has nothing to do
with approval or disapproval.";
Contributing editor, The Na-
tion; editor, Public Affairs
Pamphlets.

Condemns South Korean adminis-
tration; quoted with approval.

Record given---------

. Source
"Daily Worker," June 8, 1936,

"Daily Worker,". Nov. 30, 1936,
p.5.

"New Masses," Feb. 16, 1937,
p. 2.

"Daily Worker," Apr.
p. 5.

"Daily Worker," Apr.
p. 4.

"New Masses," Dec.
p. 20.

"New Masses," Aug.
p. 24.

"Daily Worker," Mar.
p. 4.

24, 1937,
28, 1938,

6, 1938,
8, 1939,

19, 1940,

Far East Spotlight, December
1949-January 1950, p. 23.

"Daily People's World," Oct. 6,
1950, p. 4.

Congressional Record, Feb. 7,
1950, p. A941.

JACOB VINER
There are only two references in committee files to Jacob Viner.

See Hearings of the Special Committee on Un-American Activities,
page 2374; also Hearings of the Committee on Un-American Activities
Regarding Communism in the United States Government, Part I,
April 25, 1950, page 1727.
J. RAYMOND WALSH

Organization and affiliation
American Committee for Protec-

tion of Foreign Born (1) and (2).
Sponsor (Identified with Hobart
College).

Source
Program, Fifth National Con-

ference, Atlantic City, N. J.,
Mar. 29-30, 1941.
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Organization and affiliation
American Council on Soviet Rela-

tions (1) and (2). Signer of
open letter to the Pres. of the
U. S. urging a declaration of war
on the Finnish government in
the interests of a speedy victory
by the U. N. over Nazi Ger-
many and its Fascist allies.
(Iden. with Williams College).

American Slav Congress'(1) and
(2). Dinner Chairman and
Sponsor of Testimonial Dinner,
Iotel Pennsylvania, N. Y. C.,
Oct. 12, 1947.

American Student Union (1).
Convention Speaker.

Committee for a Democratic Far
Eastern Policy (2). Member,
Board of Directors.

Council for Pan American De-
mocracy (1) and (2). Member,
Executive Committee.

"Daily Worker" (1). Photo------

League of American Writers (1)
and (2). Member (N. Y. C.)

National Council of the Arts,
Sciences and Professions (1).
Sponsor, Cultural and Scientific
Conference for World Peace, N.
Y. C., March 25-27, 1949.

Signer of statement attacking
espionage investigation.

National Emergency Conference
(1). Signer of Call.

National Emergency Conference
for Democratic Rights (1).
Member, Executive Committee.

Open Letter for Closer Coopera-
tion with the Soviet Union (1).
Signer.

Southern Conference for Human
Welfare (1). Speaker.

Source
Official folder of the organization.

Program of Dinner, p. 2.

"The Student Almanac-1939"
for the Fourth Annual Na-
tional Convention, Dec. 26-
30, 1938,'p. 32.

Letterhead, May 28, 1948; letter-
heads of 1946 and 1947; Far
East Spotlight, June 1948;
Information Bulletin, August
1946.

Letterhead, July 18, 1940; pam-
phlet, "Economic Trends and
the New Deal in the Carib-
bean," published by Council,
1942.

"Daily Worker," Dec. 7, 1936,
p. 3.

Bulletin of the League of Ameri-
can Writers, Summer, 1938, p.
4.

Conference Program, p. 15.

"Daily Worker," Aug. 18, 1948,
p. 2.

Call for a National Emergency
Conference, Washington, D. C.,
May 13-14, 1939.

Press Releases, Feb. 23, 1940;
Feb. 15, 1940.

"Soviet Russia Today," Sept.
1939, pp. 24, 25, 28.

News Release, Washington Coln-
mittee, Apr. 7, 1947.
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Organization and affiliation Source
Win-the-Peace Conference, Wash., Summary of Proceedings, p. 5.
D. C., April 5-7, 1946 (formed
National Committee to Win the
Peace 2). Chairman, Saturday
Afternoon Session.

Signer of statement attacking "Daily Worker," May 4, 1948,
Mundt anti-Communist bill. p. 11.

Opposed to Mundt-Nixon bill ..- "Daily Worker," June 13, 1949,
p. 3.

Dies Committee Press Releases Congressional Record, June 11,
and Speeches. 1946, p. 6824.

GENE WELTFISH
Gene Weltfish, President of the Congress of American Women,

New York, spoke at a meeting of the American Committee for the
Protection of Foreign Born ("Daily People's World," November 10,
1947, p. 2); she signed a letter of the group, attacking deportation of
Communists ("Daily Worker," March 4, 1948, p. 2); she signed this
organization's statement against denaturalization as shown in the
"Daily Worker" of August 10, 1950, page 5. She was named as a
sponsor of the American Committee * * * in the following sources:
Undated letterhead (received for files, July 11, 1950); a 1950 letter-
head; and undated letterhead (distributing a speech of Abner Green
at the conference of December 2-3, 1950;) a book of coupons issued
by them; a letterhead of the Midwest Committee, April 30, 1951;
and the "Daily Worker" of April 4, 1951, p. 8. The "Daily Worker"
of August 24, 1951 (page 6) reported that Prof. Gene Woltfish, sponsor
of the American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born, was one
of those who signed an open letter to President Truman protesting
the jailing of Abnor Green, secretary of the organization.
The United States Attorney General cited the American Committee

for Protection of Foreign Born as subversive and Communist in lists
released June 1, 1948, and September 21, 1948. It was also cited as
"one of the oldest auxiliaries of the Communist Party in the United
States" by the Special Committee (Report March 29, 1944, page 155.

Dr. Gene Weltfish, anthropologist and author, was reported as
being a sponsor of the American Continental Congress for Peace in
the "Daily Worker" of July 29, 1949 (page 5). The Committee on
Un-American Activities in its report on the Communist "Peace"
Offensive, April 25, 1951 (page 21), cited the American Continental
Congress for Peace as "another phase in the Communist 'peace'
campaign, aimed at consolidating anti-American forces throughout
the Western Hemisphere."

Dr. Weltfish was a member of the Board of Directors of the Ameri-
can Council for a Democratic Greece as shown by a press release of
March 17? 1948. This group was cited as subversive and Communist,
the organization formerly was known as the Greek-American Council,
by the U. S. Attorney General (letters to the Loyalty Review Board,
June 1, 1948, and September 31, 1948).
The "Daily Worker" of March 15, 1951 (page 8) reported that Dr.

Gene Weltfish was a sponsor of the American Peace Crusade. She
was-a sponsor of the American People's Congress and Exposition for
Peace held under the auspices of the American eace Crusade, Chicago,
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Illinois, June 29, 30, and July 1, 1951, as shown by "The Call to the
American People's Congress * *" and a leaflet, "American People's
Congress * * * invites you to participate in a National Peace Com-
petition" * * * June 29 1951. The "Daily Worker" of May 1, 1951
(page 11) reported that she was a sponsor of a contest for songs, essays
and paintings advancing the theme of world peace, held under auspices
of the American Peace Crusade.
The Committee on Un-American Activities in its report on the

Communist "Peace" Offensive, April 25, 1951 (page 51) and in its
statement issued on the March of Treason, February 19 ,1951, cited
the American Peace Crusade as an organization which "the Comrn
munists Established" as a "new instrument for their 'peace' offensive
in the United States" and which was heralded by the "Daily Worker"
"with the usual bold headlines reserved for projects in line with the
Communist objectives."
A "Program of Testimonial Dinner" which was held at the Hotel

Pennsylvania, New York, on October 12, 1947, page 2, named her as
one of.the sponsors of a dinner given by the American Slav Congress.
The Fall, 1948 issue of the "Slavic-Anmerican" (page 18) named Gene
Weltfish as a speaker at a meeting of the Congress. The American
Slav Congress was cited as subversive and Communist by the U. S.
Attorney General in lists furnished the Loyalty Review Board, which
were released to the press on June 1, 1948 and September 21, 1948.
The American Slav Congress was the subject of a report of the

Committee on Un-American Activities, released June 26, 1949, in
which it was cited as-
a Moscow-inspired and directed federation of Communist-dominated organiza-
tions seeking by methods of propaganda and pressure to subvert the 10,000,000
people in this country of Slavic birth or descent. (page 1)

Dr. Weltfish was a speaker or reporter at a Conference to Safeguard
the Welfare of Our Children and Our Homes, held under auspices of
the American Women for Peace, March 22 at the Pythian, 135 W.
70th Street, New York, N. Y., as reported by the April 6, 1952 issue
of the "Daily. Worker" (page 8, magazine section). The Committee,
in its report on the Communist "Peace" Offensive; cited the American
Women for Peace as-
an advance wave to establish a beachhead for other left-wing organizations
scheduled to descend on Washington in observance of a Communist-declared
"Peace Week."
She was named as a sponsor of the American Youth for'Democracy

as shown by a "Program of dinner on first anniversary of the American
Youth for Democracy" (dated October' 16, 1944). The, Special
Committee * * * cited this group as "the new name under which
the Young Communist League operates and which also largely ab-
sorbed the American Youth Congress." (Report, March 29, 1944,
page 102). The Committee also cited this organization as-
a front formed in October 1943 to succeed the Young Communist League and for
the purpose of exploiting to the advantage of a foreign power the idealism, inex-
perience; and craving to join which is characteristic of American college youth.
Its "high-sounding slogans" cover "a determined effort to disaffect our youth and
to turn them against religion, the American home, against the college authorities,
and against the American government itself." (Report No. 271, April 17, 1947.)
The U. S. Attorney General also cited it as subversive and Communist in lists
of December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948.
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Dr. Gene Weltfish was a speaker at a mass rallyto protest lynching
which was held under the auspices of the Civil Rights Congress
August 28; 1946, New York, N. Y., as show by the handbill, "Lynch
Terror Stalks America."' She signed a statement of the group in
defense of Gerhart Eisler ("Daily Worker," February 28 1947, p. 2;
she was a panel participant at the conference of the Civil Rights
Congress of New York, October 11, 1947 ("Program of Conference");
a sponsor of the National Conference of the group which was held in
Chicago on November 21-23, 1947 (Program, "Let Freedom Ring,;"
and "Daily People's World," October 28, 1947, p. 4); sponsor of the
group's National Civil Rights Legislative Conference, January 18
and 19, 1949 (Leaflet, "Freedom Crusade," program of conference);
and an additional sponsor of the Bill of Rights Conference," New
York City, July 16-17, 1949, p. 6; she signed an Open Letter to
Congress urging defeat of the Mundt Bill; signed a statement of the
Congress protesting indictment and arrest of Communist Party,leaders ("Daily Worker," August 3, 1948, p. 2); member of their
delegation in behalf of Communist leaders ("Daily Worker," January
25, 1949, page 10); signed an open letter to J. Howard McGrath on
behalf of the four jailed Trustees of the Bail Fund of the Civil Rights'
Congress as shown by an advertisement ("paid for by contributions.
of signers"), in the October 30, 1951 issue of the "Evening Star"
(page A-7). The "Daily Worker" of November 12, 1951 (pa$e 18)
reported that she was to speak at a memorial meeting protesting an
act of genocide which was to be held under auspices of the Congress.
She spoke at an anniversary dinner of the group on March 26, 1952-
as reported by the March 26, 1952 issue of the "Daily Worker"
(page 3).T: e Committee on Un-American Activities cited the Civil Rights
Congress as-
an organization formed in April 1946 as a merger of two other Communist-front
organizations (International Labor Defense and the National Federation for,
Constitutional Liberties) "dedicated not to the broader issues of civil liberties
but specifically to the defense of individual Communists and the Comnmunist
Party" and "controlled by individuals who are either members of the Communist.
Party or openly loyal to it." (Report No. 1115, September 2, 1947, pp. 2 and 19).
The U. S. Attorney General cited the group as "subversive and

Communist" in lists furnished the Loyalty Review Board (press
releases, December 4, 1947) and September'21, 1948).

Letterheads of 1946, 1947, July 11, 1947, and May 28, 1948, named
her as one of the sponsors of the Committee for a Democratic Far
Eastern Policy. As shown by the pamphlet, "What Price Philippine'
Independence" by George Phillips (pages 30-32), Gene Weltfish was
one of those who signed an Open Letter to President Truman, released
on October 7, 1946, under auspices of the Committee for a Democratic
* * * cited as "Communist" by the U. S. Attorney General (press
release of April 27, 1949). She was a sponsor of the National Confer-'
ence on American Policy on China and the Far East, as shown by the
Conference Call "* * * Jan. 23-25, 1948, New York City." This
conference was called by the Committee for a Democratic Far East-
ern Policy and was cited as "Communist" by the U. S. Attorney
General (press release of July 25 1949).
Gene Weltfish was President of "Woman Power," published monthly

by the Congress of American Women,'55 W. Forty-second Street, New
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York, N. Y., as shown in testimony of Walter S. Steele. (Public Hear-
ingsi July 21, 1947, p. 35.) She was also the President of the Congess
of American Women as shown by a letterhead of February 25, 1949,
and by a bulletin of the group (page 2). A leaflet, "What is the Con-
gress of American Women?" listed Dr. Weltfish as vice-chairman of
the Continuing Committee of the Congress of American Women. A
report of Gene Weltfish of the Congress of American Women to the
June 1946 Executive Committee meeting of the International Demo-
cratic Women's Federation in Paris, France, appeared in "Soviet
Women," July-August 1946 (p. 4). According to the "Daily Worker"
of February 11, 1948, p. 10, she is a member of the Executive Com-
mittee of the Women's International Democratic Federation.
The Congress of American Women was the subject of a report by

the Committee on Un-American Activities, released October 23, 1949,
in which it stated that-
The Congress of American Women is an affiliate of the Women's International
Democratic Federation, which was founded and supported at all times by the
international Communist movement. The purpose of these organizations is not
to deal primarily with women's problems, as such, but rather to serve as a special-
ized arm of Soviet political warfare in the current "peace" campaign tb disarm and
demobilize the United States and democratic nations generally, in order to render
them helpless in the face of the Communist drive for world conquest.

This organization was also cited as "subversive" and "Communist"
by the U. S. Attorney General in lists furnished the Loyalty Review
Board (press releases dated June 1, 1948, and September 21, 1948).

Dr. Gene Weltfish was one of the signers of a petition to President
Truman "to bar military aid to or alliance with fascist Spain" released
under auspices of the Spanish Refugee Appeal of the Joint Anti-
Fascist Refugee Committee as shown by a mimeographed petition,
attached to a letterhead of May 18, 1951. The U. S. Attorney
General cited the Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee as "subver-
sive and Communist" (see letters of December 4, 1947 and September
21, 1948). .The Special Committee in its report dated March 29,
1944 (page 174), cited the Joint Anti-Fascist * * * as a "Com-
munist-front organization headed by Edward K. Barsky."
One of the most important "cultural" events of the year for the

Reds was the celebration in honor of "Mother" Ella Reeve Bloor on
the occasion of her eighty-fifth birthday anniversary. Gene Weltfish
was one of the sponsors of this banquet, as shown in the "Daily
Worker" of June 11, 1947 (page 5).

Dr. Gene Weltfish, anthropologist, was listed among those who sent
greetings to women of the Soviet Union, under the auspices of the
National Council of American-Soviet Friendship ("Daily Worker,"
March 8, 1949, page 7). She was an endorser of this organization
as shown by the program, "Congress on American-Soviet Relations,"
December 3-5, 1949. The U. S. Attorney General cited the National
Council ** * as "subversive and Communist" in letters of Decem-
ber 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948. The Special Committee on
Un-American Activities, in its report dated March 29, 1944 (page 156)
cited the National Council of American-Soviet Friendship as "the
Communist Party's principal front for all things Russian."
A pamphlet, "Seeing is Believing,". (dated 1947) listed her as a

Council Member of the Council on African Affairs, Inc. An undated
pamphlet named her as a conference participant of the Council
(Pamphlet, "For a New Africa," page 37). The "Daily Worker" of
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April 26,, 1947 (pagi12)' reported that she signed a statement, spon-
sored by the Council: She was a member of the Executive Board
of this group, according to the "Daily Worker" of March 29, 1948
page 7. The Council on African Affais was cited as subversive and
Communist (U. S. Attorney General's letters to.the Loyalty Review
Board, December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948).
A pamphlet, "For a New Africa," named Gene Weltfish as an indi-

vidual participant of the Conference on Africa held in New York on
April 14,1944 under the sponsorship of the National Negro Congress.
The Special Committee inits.Report of January 3, 1939 (page 81)
stated that-
the Communist-front movement in the United States among Negroes is known
as the National Negro Congress.
The U. S. Attorney General stated that-

Commencing with the formation of the National Negro Congress in 1936, Coim-
munist Party functionaries and "fellow travelers" have figured prominently in the
leadership and affairs of the Congress + * * according to A. Phillip Randolph,
John P. Davis, secretary of the congress, has admitted that the Comnmunist Party
contributed $100 a month to its support. * * * (Congressional Record, Sep-
tember 24, 1942, pp. 7687 and 7688).

This group was also cited by the U. S. Attorney General (press
releases of the U. S. Civil Service Commission, dated December 4,
1947, and September 21, 1948).
The "Daily Worker" of September 20, 1947 (page 8) and the

"Worker" for September 28, 1947 (page 10) named Dr. Weltfish as a
speaker for the Veterans of the Abraham Lincoln Brigade. The
January 15, 1948 (page 5) issue of this.paper listed her as a participant
in the picket line against Franco, which was sponsored by the Veterans
of the Abraham Lincoln Brigade. The Special Committee * * * in
its report of March 29, 1944 (page 82) stated that-
In 1937-38, the Communist Party threw itself wholeheartedly into the campaign
for the support of the Spanish Loyalist cause, recruiting men and organizing
multifarious so-called relief organizations.
Among these was the Veterans of the Abraham Lincoln Brigade.

The U. S. Attorney General cited this group as "subversive and
Communist" in lists to the Loyalty Review Board, released December
4, 1947 and September 21, 1948.

Letterheads of September 8, 1947, September 30, 1947, and an
undated letterhead (received for files, April 1948) have named Gene
Weltfish as a member of the Advisory Council of "Soviet Russia
Today" which was cited as a "Communist front" by the Special
Committee on Un-American Activities in its Report of March 29,
1944 (page 167) and Report of June 25, 1942 (page 21).,
According to the Conference Program (page 15)(Gone Weltfish

was one of the sponsors of the Cultural and Scientific Conference for
World Peace, which was arranged by the National Council of the
Arts, Sciences and Professions and held in New York City on March
25, 26, and 27, 1949. She participated in this conference by speaking
on "Fascism, Colonialism and World Peace" as shown by the edited
report of the Conference, "Speaking of Peace" (pages 72 and 143).
She was a sponsor of a conference held by the National Council
* * * on October 9-10, 1948, as shown by a leaflet, "To Safeguard
TheseRights * * *", published by the Bureau on Academic Freedom
of the National Council. She was also a signer of a statement spon-
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. sored by this organization, as shown by the Congressional 'Reorid
YofJuly 14, 1949 (page 9620). She was a sponsor of the World Con-
,gress for Peace (American Sponsoring Committee) as shown by the
leaflet, "World Congress for Peace, Paris" April 20, 21, 22, 23, .1949.:

In its report of April 9, 1949, the Committee on Un-American
Activities cited .the Scientific and Cultural Conference for World
Peace as a-
*gathering at the Waldorf-Astoria Hotel in New York City on March 2$, 26, and
27, 1949, which was actually'a supermobilization of the inveterate wheelhoises
and supporters of.the Communist Party and its auxiliary organizations.

This group prepared "the way for the coming World Peace Con-
,gress to be held in Paris on April 20 to 23, 1949, with similar aims
in view on a world scale and under similar Communist auspices
(page 1). The National.Council of the Arts, Sciences and Professions
was cited as a "Communist-front organization" on page 2 of the
.same report.

The "Daily Worker" of February 16, 1949 (page 2) and February
20, 1949 (page 10) named Gene Weltfish as one of those persons
protesting the procedure in Communist trials. She was one of those
who signed a telegram in behalf of Robert Thompson, Communist,
as shown by the "Daily Worker" of November 30, 1948 (page 11),
and was also a member of a delegation in behalf of Robert Thompson
("Daily Worker," December 15, 1948; page 1). She was a sponsor of
the National Non-Partisan Committee to Defend the Rights of the
12 Communist leaders, as shown by the reverse side of a letterhead
dated September 9, 1949. Robert Thompson was one of the eleven
Communist leaders who were convicted on October 14, 1949 of con-
spiracy to teach and advocate the violent overthrow of the United
States Government ("New York Times," October 15, 1949 page 5).
Gene Weltfish was a signer of a brief submitted in behalf of John

Howard Lawson and Dalton Trumbo, October 1949, by the Cultural
Workers in. the Supreme Court of the United States, October Term,
1949. The following reference to John Howard Lawson, Dalton
.Trumbo and certain other individuals appears in the Report of the
'Committee on Un-American Activities, dated December 31, 1948,
page 9:

Each of these witnesses refused to affirm or deny membership in the Communist
Party * * * In each case the committee presented voluminous evidence to show
affiliations with communist organizations and a copy of the witness' Communist
Party registration card.
Lawson and Trumbo were convicted of contempt of Congress and

,sentenced to one year in jail and fined $1,000 each ("Washington
Times Herald," May 30, 1950, page 1). They began serving their
sentence on June 11, 1950 ("New York Times," June 11, 1950, page
3).

According to the "Daily Worker" of April 10, 1950 (page 2) Gene
Weltfish was a signer of a statement in support of Pablo Neruda, a
'Chilean Communist. -The "Worker" of'October 26, 1947 (page 7)
named Dr. Weltfish as an active supporter of Ada B. Jackson, an
American Labor Party candidate.

For years, the Communists have put forth the greatest efforts to capture the
entire American Labor Party throughout New York State. They succeeded in
capturing the Manhattan and Brooklyn sections of the American Labor Party
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but outside of- New York City they have been unable to win control.;. (Special
Committee.on Un-American Activities, Report 1311 March 29, 1944, page 78;)

Dr. Gene Weltfish was a sponsor of a conferencecalled by the Pro-
visional Committee for & United Labor and People's May Day which
was organized to "set up May Day Committees" and "to assure the
broadest participation m the May Day Demonstration" ("Daily
Worker,' March 14, 1949, page 8). "The May Day Parade mi New
York City is an annual mobilization of Communist strength.;
(Special Committee on Un-American Activities, Report 1311, March
29, 1944, page 179.)
An undated leaflet, "Prominent Anericans Call For * * * (re-

ceived for files, Septexmbier .lt, 1950)' named Prof. Gene Weltfish as
an endorser of the World Peace. Appeal.

Tihe text of the peacee petition" as adopted in Stockholm on March 15-19,
1950, by the so-called World Peace Congress at the third session of its Permanent
Committee is announced to the world iti the March 24, 1950, issue of 'for a
Lasting Peace, For a People!s Democracy," official, organ .of.the: general, staff
of the International Communist conspiracy, the Information Bureau of the Com-
munist and Workers Parties (Cominform). In conformity with this directive
the Communist'Party, USA, formulated its own "peace plan" in,the "Worker'
for June 1, 1950, Calling for a "Nation-wide drive for millions of signatures,"
every Communist is notified that he "has the duty t itor ise thappeal." On
'June 20, 1950 the "peace petition" received the official stamp of approval from
the Supreme Soviet of the U.S. S. R. (The Communist "Peace Petition.Cam-
paign," Interim Statement of the Committee on Un-American Activities, released
July 13, 1950.)

Dr. Weltfish was one of the sponsors of the Committee to Secure
Justice in the R'osenberg Case, as shown on a letterhead of the group
dated June 5, 192;the "Daily Worker" of October 15, 1952 (page 3)'
reported that she,'had protested the death sentence against Ethel and
Julius Rosenberg she'was one of the individuals who signed an amicus
curiae brief submitted to the U. S. Supreme Court, urgig a new trial
for Ethel and Julius Rosenberg; Dr. Weltfish was identified in this
source as an anthropologist at Columbia Univerity. The "Daily
Worker" of January 21, 1953 (page 7), also reported that Dr. Weltfish
urged clemency for the Rosenbergs, sentenced to death after their
conviction in March 1951, of conspiring with a Soviet official to send
atomic secrets to Russia between 1944 and 1950.
ALEXANDER WERTH
A review of "The Year of Stalingrad," by Alexander Werth, appears

in "Soviet Russia Today," June 1947 (p. 23). "Soviet Russia Today"
has been cited by the Committee on Un-Ainerican Activities 'as a

Communist-front publication. (Special Committee on Un-American
Activities, Report, March 29, 1944, p. 167; June 25, 1942, p. 21-
Congressional Committee on Un-American Activities, House Report
No. 1953, April 26, 1950, p. 108). The reviewer, Isidor Schneider:
states that the task of the book "is to make clear the full significance
of the year of the decisive battle which changed the course of the
Second World War-and of modem history."
A booklet, "Poland Today," by Alexander Werth, published in

1948 by the Polish Research and Information Service, contains the
following statements:

And. it must be said' that Polish Communists give the. impression of being
Poles first and foremost, Communists only next, and Pro-Rissians last and
sometimes not at all. Many say that they want Poland to acquire certain but
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by no means all of the features of Soviet economy. A large number of Poles are
attracted to the P. P. R. (Communist Party) because it has the best organizingbrains at its head * * *

Soviet Communism is totally unacceptable to the Polish people, and the
Polish Communists know it as well as anybody. But there are certain features
of Soviet organization and economy which they-and not only they-consider
valuable in the process of rebuilding Poland * * * (p. 7).

* * * The Russians in general are not liked, and the "Russian occupation" of
1944- 45 has left some bad memories; discipline among some of the Russian troops,
especially after victory, went to pieces completely. A growing number of Poles,
however, are beginning to realize that it was the Russians, after all who drove
the Germans out of Pqland, and the fact that "they did not stay on, is also putto their credit (p. 14).
"Moscow War Dairy," by Alexander Werth, was recommended bythe Washington Cooperative Bookshop, in "Books on the U.S.S.R.,"

a selected bibliography by Bessie Weissman, p. 30. The Congressional
Record of September 24, 1942 (p. 7688) contained a statement by the
U. S. Attorney General, from which the following is quoted:
The Washington Cooperative Book Shop, under the name, "The Book ShopAssociation," was incorporated in the District of Columbia in 1938. * * *
Evidence of Communist penetration or control is reflected in the following:Among its stock the establishment has offered prominently for sale books and

literature identified with the Communist Party and certain of its affiliates and
front organizations * * * certain of the officers and employees of the book shop,including its manager and executive secretary, have been in close contact with
local officials of the Communist Party of the District of Columbia.
The Attorney General also cited the organization as subversive and

Communist in his letters to the Loyalty Review Board, in 1947 and
1948.1 The organization was redesignated by the Attorney General,
April 27 1953, pursuant to Executive Order No. 10450, and included on
the April 1, 1954, consolidated list of organizations previously desig-
nated pursuant to Executive Order No. 10450. The Special Com-
mittee on Un-American Activities cited the organization as a Com-
munist front in its Report, March 29, 1944 (p. 150).

Alexander Werth was quoted with approval by Joseph Starobin in
the "Daily Worker" of December 21, 1949 (p. 6).
Joseph Clark, in his "Daily Worker" column of January 30, 1950

(p. 6), said:
Alexander Werth writes from Czechoslovakia in The Nation (Jan. 7): "It seems

important to explode another favorite myth of our anti-Communist propagan-
dists-that Czechoslovakia is being "mercilessly exploited" by the Soviet Union.
It is not. The clear purpose of Soviet policy is to make Czechoslovakia economi-
cally an outstanding success."
.An article headed "British Writer Refutes Lies about Soviet

'Forced Labor' "appears on pages 3 and 11 of the "Daily Worker"
of February 16, 1949. The following is quoted from the article:

U. S. charges of "forced labor" in the Soviet Union, often exploded as deliberate
lies in the past, are based on a recent book by David J. Dallin, which has been
exposed are (sic) a series of lies and distortions by leading British and American
correspondents in the Soviet Union.
* * * His book, Forced Labor in the Soviet Union, was riddled by the noted

British correspondent Alexander Werth some months ago in the British publica-
tion New Statesmen and Nation. Werth, who was a correspondent in the Soviet
Union for seven years, cited two places named by Dallin as "forced labor camps,"which he visited and found to be thriving cities.

In his "Daily Worker" column of January 16, 1950, Joseph Clark
quotes from an article by Alexander Werth in the January 2 issue of
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'"The Nation." The article praised the Communist regime in
Czechoslovakia.
An article headed "Anti-Soviet Slander Exposed as Forgery"

appears in the "Daily Worker" of February 23, 1949 (p. 6). The
following is quoted from the article:

"There are no limits to the methods of anti-Soviet propaganda, and in some
countries of western Europe it has become the business not only of the great
smagnates-such as for example the great organization behind the distribution of
Kravohenko's book-but also of all kinds of scum who in normal times would be
selling copies, pornographic pictures and other profitable rubbish."

This is the verdict given by the well-known British journalist Alexander Wertb
in a statement published in Rude Pravo * * *

Werth described * * * a characteristic method of those who trade in
what he calls "that highly profitable commodity-anti-Soviet propaganda and
slander" * * *.

According to the "Daily Worker" of November 2, 1952 (p. 7),
Alexander Werth was a signer of the World Peace Appeal.
The Committee on Un-American Activities, in its report on the

Communist "Peace" Offensive, April 1, 1951 (p. 34), cited the World
Peace Appeal as a petition campaign launched by the Permanent
Committee of the World Peace Congress at its meeting in Stockholm,
March 16-19, 1950; as having "received the enthusiastic approval of
every section of the international Communist hierarchy"; as having
been lauded in the Communist press, putting "every individual Com-
munist on notice that he 'has the duty to rise to this appeal' "; and as
having "received the official endorsement of the Supreme Soviet of
the U. S. S. R., which has been echoed by the governing bodies of
every Communist satellite country, and by all Communist Parties
throughout the world."
TENNESSEE WJlILIA MS

Organization and affiliation Source
Sent greetings to Moscow Art Daily Worker, Nov.l, 1948, p.

Theater. 13.
Author of "Streetcar Named De- Daily Worker, Dec. 8, 1947, p.

sire," praised in Daily Worker. 13.
See also: Public hearings of this committee regarding Communist

Infiltration of Hollywood Motion-Picture Industry-Part 2, April
and May 1951, pp. 331, 2413.

DR. WILLIAM CARLOS WILLIAMS
The following information from the public records, files and publica-

tions of this committee concerning Dr. William Carlos Williams should
not be construed as representing results of an investigation by or find-
ings of the committee. It should be noted that the subject individual
is not necessarily a Communist, a Communist sympathizer, or a fellow-
traveler, unless so indicated.
On March 5, 1941 (page 2) the Daily Worker featured in a full-page

spread the names of several hundred persons who defended the Com-
munist Party against alleged persecution. The statement called at-
tention to "a matter of vital significance to the future of our nation.
It is the attitude of our government toward the Communist Party
** *." The name of William Carlos Williams of Rutherford, New
Jersey, appeared in the list of persons who signed that statement.
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Dr. Williams was one of those who signed. an Opein. Letter of the
National Federation for Constitutional Liberties, addressed to the
President of. the United States, urging reconsideration of the order of
Attorney General Francis Biddle for deportation of Harry Bridges.
The Open Letter was published in pamphlet form, September 11, 1942,
by the National Federation * * *, under the title "600 Prominent
Americains Ask President to Rescind Biddle Decision"; Dr. Williams
was identified in this source as being from Rutherford, New Jersey.
The Daily Worker of July 19, 1942 (page 4), also reported that William
Carlos. Williams had signed an Open Letter on behalf of Mr. Bridges.
The Attorney General has cited the National Federation for'

Constitutional Liberties as "part of what Lenin called the solar system
of organizations, ostensibly having no connection with the Coomr,
munist Party, by which Communists attempt to create sympathizers
and supporters of their program * * *." (Congressioxial Record,
September 24, 1942, page 7687); the Attorney General also cited the
organization as subversive and Communist (press releases of Decem-
ber 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948; included in consolidated list
released April 1, 1954); the Special Committee on Uh-American
Activities found that "there can be no reasonable doubt about the
fact that the National Federation * **is one of the viciously
subversive organizations of the Communist Party" (reports of March
29, 1944; June 25, 1942; and 'January 2, 1943). It was cited as
having been formed for the "alleged purpose of defending civil lib-'
erties in general but actually intended to protect Communist sub-
version from any penalties under the law" (Committee on Un-
American Activities in Report 1115 of September 2, 1947). Harry
Bridges was a Communist Party member and leader of the San
Francisco general strike of 1934 which was planned by the Communist
Party (see Report of the Special Committee * * * dated March 29,
1944, pages 90-97).
·The printed program of the Fifth National Conference of the

American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born which was held
in Atlantic City, N. J., March 29-30, 1'941, contained the name of
William Carlos Williams in a list of sponsors of that conference.
The American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born has been
cited as "one of the oldest auxiliaries of the Communist Party in
the United States" (Special Committee on Un-American Activities
in a report dated March 29, 1944; also cited in report of June 25,
1942),; the Attorney General cited the organization as subversive
and Coimmunist (press releases of June 1 and September 21, 1948;
included on consolidated'list released April 1, 1954).
The American Committee for Democracy and Intellectual Freedom

has been cited as "a Conimunist front which defended Communist
teachers" (Special Committee * * * in reports of June 25, 1942 and
March 29, 1944); William Carlos Williams was one of those who
signed the organization's petition, as was shown on a mimeographed
sheet attached to the group's letterhead of January 17, 1940; in this
source he was identified as an author.

Dr. Williams signed a statement of the American League for Peace
and Democracy, according to New Masses for March 15, 1938 (page
19); he signed a letter of the American Friends of Spanish Democracy,
addressed to the President of the United States (Daily Worker, Feb-
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ruary 7, 1938; page 4); he signed an Open -Letter for Closer Coo.pera
tion with the Soviet -Union which was printed in;S6vietiRussia Today
for September 1939 .(page 28)," in which source e was identified' as.
a writer; he signed the Golden Book of American Friendship With the
Soviet Union, as revealed in Soviet Russia Today for November 1937
(page 79); and signed the Call 'to the Third American Writers Congress,
as reported in Direction for May-June 1939. (pagel1)
The American League for ;.Peace and Democracy was established

"in an effort to create public sentiment on behalf of a foreign policyadapted to. the interests of the Soviet Union" (Attorney General,
Congressional Record, September 24, 1942; pages 7683 and 7684);
the organization was also cited by the Attorney General in press re-
leases of June 1 and September 21, 1948; included in consolidated list
released April, 1954. The Special Committee ' * * cited it.as"the largest of the Communist 'front' movements: in the United
States" (reports of January 3, 1939; March 29, 1944; January 3, 1940;i
January 3, 1941; June 25, 1942; and January 2, 1943).:.
American Friends of Spanish Democracy was one of the' organiza-

tions formed during 1937 and .1938, when the Communist Pary, was
campaigning for support of the Spanish Loyalist cause (from the Spe-
cial Committee's report of March 29, 1944). The Special Committee
reported on June 25; 1942, that the Open Letter for Closer Cooperation
with the Soviet' Union was issued by "a group of Communist Party
stooges." The Golden Book of American Friendsiip with the Soviet
Union was a "Communist enterprise" signed by "hundreds" of "well-
known 'Communists'and fellow-travelers" (Special Committee * * *
in its report of March 29, 1944);
The American Writers Congress was sponsored' by the League of

American Writers, cited as' subversive and Communist by the At-
torney' General (press releases of June 1 and Septemnber 21; 1948;
included in consolidated list released April 1, 1954); it was founded
'-under Communist auspices" in 1935 and in 1939 it began openly to.
follow the Communist Party line as dictated by the foreign policy of
the Soviet Union" (Attorney General, Congressional Record, Septem-
ber 24, 1942, pages 7685 and 7686); and was cited as a Communist-
front organization by the Special Committee (reports of January 3,
1940; June 25, 1942; and March 29, 1944).
The Daily Worker of April 11, 1951 (page 8), reported that Dr.

William Carlos Williams, poet, would speak at a meeting sponsored
by the National Council of the Arts, Sciences and Professions, on'
behalf of John Howard Lawson, Dalton Trumbo, and Albert Maltz;
the same publication, in the issue of April 16, 1951 (page 4), announced
that Dr. Williams had been unable to appear at the meeting, because
of illness but that he had initiated a letter appealing for parole of
the so-called "Hollywood Ten"; he signed a statement on behalf of
the "Hollywood Ten", as reported in the Daily Worker on May 12,
1950 (page 3); he signed a petition to the Supreme Court of the United
States for a Reconsideration of its Refusal to Hear the Appeal of.the
Hollywood Ten, as shown in an advertisement inserted in the Wash-
ington Post on May 24, 1950 (page 14), in which source he was
identified as a poet.

Dr. Williams supported the National Council's effort to secure a
rehearing of the case of Communist leaders before the Supreme Court
of the United States, as shown in "We Join Black's Dissent", a
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reprint of an article from the St. Louis Post-Dispatch of June 20, 1951,
by the National Council * * *. The Committee on Un-American
Activities cited the National Council of the Arts, Sciences and Profes-
sions as a Communist-front organization (Review of the Scientific and
Cultural Conference for World Peace, arranged by the National
Council of the Arts, Sciences and Professions, released April 19, 1949).
During the Special Committee's investigation in 1939, they un-

earthed the fact that "Earl Browder, general secretary of the Com-
munist Party in the United States, had obtained a false American
passport in the course of his conspiratorial activities * * *. Browder
was tried and convicted on charges in connection with this fraudulent
passport. His sentence was a four-year term in Atlanta Federal
Penitentiary. During his incarceration in Atlanta, the Communists
and their sympathizers all over the United States carried on an
intensive campaign in which they pictured Browder as a victim of
capitalist persecution. The principal Communist organization which
conducted this campaign was known as the Citizens Committee to
Free Earl Browder".
A letterhead of the Citizens Committee to * * , dated April 2,1942,

named William Carlos Williams as one of the "prominent Americans
who favor Presidential clemency for the release of Earl Browder".
An undated leaflet of the same organization which was an appeal to
President Roosevelt "for justice in the Browder case" named Dr.
Williams, author, Collected Poems, as one of those who made the
appeal.
Under the title of "Letters from Readers", featured in New Masses

for December 1930 (page 22), William Carlos Williams, Rutherford,
New Jersey, contributed the following:

I like the John Reed number * * *. I feel in a false position. How can I
be a Communist, being what I am. Poetry is the thing which has the hardest
hold on me in my daily experiences. But I cannot, without an impossible wrench
of my understanding, turn it into a force directed toward one end, Vote the
Communist Ticket, or work for the world revolution. There are too many
difficulties, unresolved difficulties in my way. I can however see the monumental
blockwit of social injustices surrounding me on every side. But why they arise,
God only knows. But in any case they are there and I would give my life freely
if I could right them. But who the hell wants my life? Nobody as far as I can
see. They don't even want my verse, which is of more importance. I'm for
you. I'll help as I can. I'd like to see you live. And here's to the liht, from
wherever it may come.

Mr. Williams contributed to New Masses for November 23, 1937
(page 17), and reviewed "The Spider and the Clock", by S. Funaroff
(International Publishers), in the August 16, 1938, issue of the same
publication (pages 23-25). Under the heading, "Some Additional
Views", which appeared in New Masses for August 17, 1943 (page
22), William Carlos Williams, poet and novelist, expressed his views
as follows:

Replying to your question, Can Communists and non-Communists unite?
No, not in the same nation, that's why we have nations. But if you'll put your
question, Can a Conmmunist nation unite with a non-Communist nation? Cer-
tainly and why not? We aren't afraid of them and they're not afraid of us. In
fact, we seem to like them, individually, and many of us admire their intellectual
make-up. They-sceem-rleaner than the swine we are used to fighting to keep
our nation halfway honest and anti-thug.

It is going to be some laugh when the war is over and we've beat the mirror-
writing we are so practically familiar with under a different name at our own
doorsteps-it's going to be some fun if Russia or the Russian system, now on a
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bris of friehip!witb .uS,.begins to be a brilliant, ad overwhelming success
from a business standpoint. Nobody ever thought of that. Oh boyl Is it
going to be fun to watch the subtle change that will come over the local fascist.
Man to man, does any one think that a hard boiled American businessman is so
stupid that he won't shift his political complexion if there's money in it? You've
got to ask me a harder one than that.

(Note: Words italicized above were shown in italics in original
source.)
EDMUND WILSON

Organization and affiliation
Communist Party (1) and (2).

Signed Call for Support of the
Communist Party National
Election and its candidates.
Member, League of Profes-

sional Groups for Foster
and Ford, C. P. candidates
for President and Vice Pres-
ident of the U. S., respec-
tively.

The Liberator (1). Contributor;
name shown m all of these
sources as Edmund Wilson, Jr.

New Masses (1) and (2). Con-
tributing Editor; name shown
as Edmond Wilson, Jr.

Contributor--------

Source
Daily Worker, Sept.

1, c. 2.
14, 1932, p.

Pamphlet, "Culture and the Cri-
sis," p. 32.

The Liberator, April 1920, p. 38;
June 1920, p. 27; May 1921, p.
25; September 1921, p. 13;
February 1922, p. 12.

New Masses, October 1927, p. 3;

New Masses, April 1932, p.
and September 1932, p. 9.

7;

See also: Hearings of Special Committee on Un-American Activities,
pages 380, 509, 557, 559, 566, and 703.

ORGANIZATIONS

AMERICAN STUDENT UNION
The American Student Union was cited as a Communist-front

organization by the Special Committee on Un-American Activities
in Reports dated January 3, 1939; January 3, 1940; June 25, 1942;
and March 29, 1944.
As a section of the World Student Association for Peace, Freedom and Culture,

the American Student Union is the result of a united front gathering of young
Socialists and Communists. It was formerly known as the Student Lergue for
Industrial Democracy and the National Student League. The latter was the
American section of. the Proletarian Youth League of Moscow. Out of the coali-
tion convention, which was held at Columbus, Ohio, in 1937, came the American
Student Union. The united front was heralded in Moscow as "one of its (Corn
munism's) greatest triumphs."
The American Student Union claims to have led as many as 500,000 students

out in annual April 22 student strikes in the United States * * * It announced
that it set up the "front" movement, the United Student Peace Committee in
1938, which has brought into its front 17 national youth organizations. * * *
The Young Communist League takes credit for the creation of the American

Student Union, since it was its organization, the National Student League,
which issued the call and organized the convention which was held in Coltimbus.

In an advertisement which appeared in a Communist journal, New Masses,
the Union offered free trips to Russia. In 1938 it issued a call for a "closed shop
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on the campus," urging a united front, between its local college groups and certain
teachers' and professional groups * * * It claims credit for perfecting,a united
front of Communist and Socialist students in Europe (Report of the Special
Committee * * * dated January 3, 1939, page 80).
In the' Report on American Youth for Democracy, issued by the

Committee on Un-American Activities April 17, 1947, the American
Student Union was cited as a Communist-dominated organization
(page 16).
Mr. Walter S. Steele, in his testimony in public hearings before the

Special Committee on Un-American Activities, August 17, 1938, gave
information concerning the American Student Union (pages 582 and
584), from which the following is quoted:
The membership of the American Student Union is approximately 30,000. It

is a section of the World Student Union, now the World Student Association for
Peace, Freedom and Culture. Its organ is the Student Advocate.
The American Section (World Student Association for Peace, Freedom and

Culture) was organized at a joint meeting of the (Communist) National Student
League and the (Socialist) Student League for Industrial Democracy, held in the
Young Women's Christian Association at Columbus, Ohio, December 28-29, 1938.
Their report of this congress stated that nearly 500 delegates from 113 schools
and colleges in the United States were present. The Communist unit had in-
veigled the Socialist youth into participating in the congress, usurped the leader-
ship .of the organization, and have used it as an adjunct to the Young Communist
movement all during its short life * * *

In a report to Moscow, the Communists refer to the American Student Union
as one.of its greatest triumphs in the- United States * * * The April 24, 1938
issue of the Sunday Worker published an article which stated that the Young
Communist League created the American Student Union and is the main inspira--
tion behind the student peace activities that rocked America on April 27, 1937

On February 4, 1938 (Daily Worker, page 6), the American Student Union
thanked the official organ for the fine publicity and support it gave the union's
Vassar convention * * *
The following is from the testimony of William-Nowell, public

hearings before the Special Committee on Un-American Activities,
November 30, 1939 (pages 6994 6995):

I am discussing now the general policy and my knowledge of the fact that the
American Students Union was a part of the youth and is a part of the youth
program of the Communist Party, that is, the Young Communist League, which
received instructions to strive to organize such a body. They succeeded. As
I say, the policy was based upon utilizing the discontent of students, based
.upon the belief that along with depressed conditions and the fact that students
who are reasonably enlightened, that is, they have some theoretical and political
understandings, since they are students, and are studying, could be and can be
easily politicalized. Therefore, the program, that is, the approach to the organ-
ization of these students was based upon these facts. That is, the league spon-
sored it, because of the lack of opportunity, which is true to a certain extent, and
the fact that they are in the league tells that they are or would be, and that they
are easily politicalized * * *

AMERICAN YOUTH CONGRESS
The American Youth Congress was cited as subversive and Com-

munist by former Attorney General Tom Clark in letters to the
Loyalty Review Board, released to the press December 4, 1947, and
September 21, 1948.

"It originated in 1934 and * * * has been controlled by Commu-
nists and manipulated by them to influence the thought of American
youth," according to former Attorney General Francis Biddle
(Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, p. 7685; also cited in re
Harry Bridges, May 28, 1942, p. 10).
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The Special Committei, on UnAmerican. Activities, in its report

dated; June 25, 1942; described the American Youth Congress as
follows:
-The American Youth Congress was prominently identified with the White
House picket line which, under!the immediate auspices of the American Peace
Mobilization, opposed every measure' of national defense up until the very daythat Hitler attacked Russia From its very inception the American Youth Cone
gress has been one of the principal fronts of the Communist Party (p. 16).
The Special Committee' on Un-American Activities cited the

American Youth Congress as "the Communist front which has now
been largely absorbed by American Youth for Democracy" in its
Report No. 1311, dated March 29, 1944, P. 102;
The following is taken from the testimony of Walter S. Steele

during public hearings before the Committee on Un-American Ac-
tivities, July 21, 1947:

. The genealogy of American Youth 'for Democracy extends back through
several Red ancestors to the Young Workers League, which was formed in 1922
and was one of the beneficiaries of the American Fund for Public Service, more
commonly known as the Garland (Red) Fund., The first national convention of;
the organization was held May 13-15, 1922. Prior to that time numerous local
QCommunist organizations had'beei using the name Young Workers' League, and
the'convention adopted the title. The third national convention of the Red
Youth was!held in October 1925, when a revised constitution was adopted and
the name slightly changed to, Young Workers' (Communist) League. Commu-
nist:youngsters adopted the name Communist Youth League for a brief period
in 1929.
The use of the. name Young Communist League began with the

August f, 1939 edition of the Y.oung Worker, its official organ at the
time, That name continued until the invention of the latest booby-
trap, the American Youth for Democracy. At the time of the trans-
formation,.Communists said:

"All Communists will naturally hope that thousands of youth who:
will join the new organization will later join the Communist Party.'"

* * * *. *

;In the May 1922 issue of Young Worker, then the official organ of
the Young Communist League, the following statement appeared:

'We hear the tramp of the youlg as they come in ever larger masses to the banner
of the revolutionists. Soon they will conquer. Meanwhile as we view the intoler-
able situation forced upon us by the master class, let this be our slogan till that
happy May Day comes when we hAve won for ourselves a workers' republic:
"We have loved enough; noW let us hate"' (pp. 71 and 72).

In Report No. 1311 of the Special Committee on Un-American
Activities, dated March 29, 1944, it was stated that "the American
Youth Congress was outstandingly active in the American Peace
Mobilization against conscription and the national defense program."
,An article entitled "Communist Youth Ask for Unity" appeared in

the Daily Worker of July 19, 1935, p. 1, from which the following is
quoted:

In the past period of time, we have learned to work together and to act together
despite the fundamental differences in program and policy which still separates
our two organizations. Working relationships have now existed between, the
Young Peoples Socialist League'and the Young Communist League for over' a
year. Joint activity for realizing the program of the American Youth Congress'
resulted in the inspiring student strike of April 12th, participated in unitedly by
Socialist and Communist students.:
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The following statement was made by Earl Browder (then General
Secretary of the Communist Party) in his book "Communism in the
United States":
The greatest progress has been made among the youth. Without any formal

negotiations the Young People's Socialist League and the Young Communist
League already find themselves standing upon an agreed platform; This achieve-
ment came out of the struggle against the fascist Central Bureau which called
the American Youth Congress in which the anti-fascist united front won a com-
plete victory in winning over almost the entire body of delegates to a program
entirely opposed to the one proposed by the leaders, with government support,
adopting instead a program of struggle against war and fascism, and for the
immediate needs of the youths including unemployment insurance, etc. This
victory, the basis of which had already been laid by the Youth Section of the
American League Against War and Fascism which was already a growing united
front from below, reaching all strata of youth, now comprises 1,700,000, ranging
from Y. M. C. A.'s, Y. W. C. A.'s, church youth organizations trade union youth
sections, settlement houses, etc., clear down to the Y. P. S. L. and Y C. L. In
this, the political center of gravity is the work of our Y. C. L. Practically all the
basic proposals and policy came from us or from those circles influenced by us
through the unanimous support of this broad youth movement" (pp. 265-266).
BROOKWOOD LABOR COLLEGE
The subject organization has not been cited as subversive by this

committee or by the United States Attorney General. The Special
Committee on Un-American Activities, in its report of March 29, 1944
(House Report No. 1311), referred to the organization as a "commu-
nistic"school, and named it among "Communist enterprises" which
had received financial assistance from the American Fund for Public
Service, stating that it had received "at least $115,000" (pp. 34 and
76). The American Fund for Public Service (Garland Fund) was
cited in the same report as being "a major source for the financing
of Communist Party enterprises" (pp. 75 and 76).
Brookwood's Fifteenth Anniversary Review contained an article

by Spencer Miller, Jr., from which the following is quoted:
The Workers Education Bureau of America and Brookwood celebrate in 1936

the fifteenth anniversary of their establishment. During the period of a decade
and a half of their respective service to the labor movement, there have been not
a few elements in common in their history. Many of the same persons who were
present at the conference called at the Brookwood School in Katonah, New York,
to plan for the establishment of a resident labor college on March 30 and April 1,
1921, were also present the following days, April 2 and 3, at the New School for
Social Research * * when the plans were finally adopted for the creation of a
national clearing-house on workers' education. * *

For the first eight years of the existence of Brookwood it was an affiliated and
valued member of the .Workers Education Bureau. When in 1929 this link of
affiliation was discontinued because of thl difficulties between Brookwood and
the American Federation of Labor the officers of the Bureau continued unofficially
and informally to cooperate with Brookwood. * * *

* * * Brookwood was to be a training center to train workers to work in the
workers' movement. (p. 31')
The following is quoted from the preface to "Workers' Education

at the Cross Roads-Sixth Annual Conference of Teachers in Workers'
Education at Brookwood, February 22-24, 1929 (Edited by a Com-
mittee of Local 189, American Federation of Teachers)," p. 3:

* * * In August of that year (1928) the Executive Committee of the A. F. of L.
launched an attack upon Brookwood Labor College on the ground that it was
"un-American, atheistic, and Red" and that it was too critical of A. F. of L. unions.

Friends of workers' education who saw in this an attack upon the whole move-
ment rallied to the defense of Brookwood and for months the controversy waxed
hot. At the New Orleans convention of the American Federation of Labor in
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October, 1928, attempts to obtain a hearing forthe school were throttled, and the
convention confirmed the recommendation of the Executive Council that unions
be advised to withhold moral and financial support from the school.

' Brookwood was disaffiliated from the Workers Education Bureau by the action
of the W. E. B. executive committee on January 18 1929, on the ground that the
Bureau had no other alternative in view of the A. F. of L. action, although it was
definitely stated that the W. E. B. had no charges against Brookwood and had
made no investigation. * * *
"Ten Years of Workers' Education, a survey of the 8th Annual

Conference of Teachers in Workers' Education at Brookwood,
February 21-23, 1931" contained a report by Helen G. Norton, of
Brookwood, from which the following is quoted (p. 75):
Some graduates have been blacklisted by employers because of strike or organ-

izational activity and have gone into other and unorganized industries.
Some have turned to the Communist or Socialist party. * * * I cannot give

you figures on how many of our students were Communists when they came.
Some.of them are not now party members by their own or the party's wish. The
same is true of those who joined the party after they left school. One of them
writes, "I am still a left winger with some moderation. I was expelled from the
party for being a Trotskyite and I left the latter group for being something else."
A number who were in the party's opposition before the present group came into
power have been expelled for still being oppositionists. It may be that radicals
get into the habit of being in the minority and can't get over it when the minority
by chance becomes the majority. The fact.that the number of graduates engaging
in labor political activity has risen from 13 in the 1923-26 group to 30 in the
1927-30 may be considered a result of the stagnation of the trade union move-
ment. And in their rebellion against the ineffectualness of "business unionism"
most of them seized upon the most radical program they could find as is evidenced
by the fact that out of 43 persons engaged in labor political activity, 31 are Com-
nunists of one brand or another. Thirty graduates are members of the Confer-
ence for Progressive Labor Action, started two years ago. Be it said to Brook-
wood's credit that it has not manufactured any Republicans or Democrats. * * *

Further references to Brookwood Labor College may be found in
hearings of the Special Committee to Investigate Un-American Prop-
aganda, as follows: Volume 1, pp. 563, 564, 566, 973; Volume 3, p. 2106.
FELLOWSHIP OF RECONCILIATION

Fellowship of Reconciliation has never been officially cited as a
Communist-front organization nor in any other manner by this Com-
mittee or the Attorney General of the United States.

In public hearings before the Special Committee on Un-American
Activities, November 7, 1938, the Fellowship of Reconciliation was
described by Mr. J. B. Matthews, its former executive secretary, as
a "radical peace organization." (Public Hearings, Volume 3, p.
2179.)

According to a pamphlet of the organization, the Fellowship of
Reconciliation began in England soon after the outbreak of the First
World War "as a movement of Christian protest against war and of
faith in a better way than violence for the solution of all conflict."
The pamphlet further states that the organization was composed of
individual members from more than twenty countries who subscribed
to the following Statement of Purpose:
They refuse to participate in any way, or to sanction military preparation; they

work to abolish war and to foster good will among nations, races and classes;
They strive to build a social order which will suffer no individual or group to

be exploited for the profit or pleasure of another * *
The Fellowship of Reconciliation has published a magazine, "Fel-

lowship," and has utilized the magazine, "The World Tomorrow," to
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reach religious and peace organizations. It has published leaflets,
pamphlets, guides for study groups, newsletters, and interracial news-
letters.

"Reconciliation Trips" which have piloted 50,000 persons on visits
of understanding to all sorts of groups in New York City were inspired
by the Fellowship of Reconciliation in 1921 "when in an era of 'red-
baiting' propaganda the suggestion was made to a group of clergymen
that it might be a good plan to meet and talk with leaders of radical
groups in their own headquarters." Some of its officers and-members
have:
conducted recoheiliation 'trips t: foreign countries * * * Fellowslip members
were among the first to visit Soviet Russia and to urge the resumption of diplo.-
matic relations between Russia and the United States. (From John Nevin
Sayre's "The Story of the Fellowship of Reconciliation, 1915-1935.")
Through its official representatives, the Fellowship of Reconciliation

has participated in Communist-inspired conference against war, when
the line of the Communist Party was anti-war. As executive secretary
of the Fellowship of Reconciliation, Joseph B. Matthews attended the
Communist-controlled Amsterdam World Congress Against War in
1932. (Public Hearings, Volume 3, p. 2175.) The Fellowship also
participated in the United States Congress Against War held in
August, 1933, which was the predecessor of the American League
Against War and Fascism and the American League for Peace and
Democracy.
The United States Congress Against War was cited as a Com-

munist-front organization by the Special Committee on Un-American
Activities in Reports dated January 3, 1940, June 25, 1942, and
March 29, 1944. Attorney General Francis Biddle found that the
"American League Against War and Fascism was formally organized
at the First United States Congress Against War and Fascism held
in New York City, September 29-October 1, 1933" (Congressional
Record, September 24, 1942, p. 7683).
The American LeagueAgainst War and Fascism was "established

in the United States in an effort to create public sentiment on behalf
of a foreign policy adapted to the interests of the Soviet Union."
Established in the United States in 1937 as successor to the American
League Against War and Fascism, "the American League for Peace
and Democracy * * * was designed to conceal Communist control,
in accordance with the new tactics of the Communist International"
·(Attorney General Francis Biddle, Congressional Record, September
24, 1942, p. 7683 and 7684).
Both the American League Against War and Fascism and its suc-

cessor, the American League for Peace and Democracy, were cited
as subversive and Communist by Attorney General Tom Clark.
(See: Press Releases of the U. S. Civil Service Commission, December
4, 1947 and June 1, 1948 and September 21, 1948.)
Both the American League Against War and Fascism and the

American League for Peace and Democracy were cited as Communist-
front organizations in Reports of the Special Committee on Un-
American Activities dated January 3, 1939; January 3, 1940; June 25,
1942; and March 29, 1944. The American League for Peace and
Democracy was also cited in Reports of January 3, 1941 and January
2, 1943.

398
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A:,search of Commiitt~ files has revealed no recent literature of the
organization in Whic lits present officers might be listed; however,
the "Directory of Agencies 'in Intergroup Reations" for 1948-1949,
published by the American Council on Race Relations, Chicago,
Illinois, gives the address of Fellowship of Reconciliation,: Racial-
.Industrial Department, as 2929 Broadway, New York 25, New York,
and names Bayard Rustin and George M. Houser as co-secretaries
(page 21). No information concerning Bayard Rustin or George M.
.Houser is found in the public records, files and publications of the
Committee.
HIGHLANDER FOLK SCHOOL
The Highlander Folk School has never been cited as subversive by

the Committee on Un-American Activities and/or the Attorney Gen-
eral of the United States.:

In an article which appeared in the New York Times on December
16, 1946, p. 29, and which was datelined Monteagle, Tennessee,
December 15, it was reported that-
the Highlander Folk School here will start next year a three-year inter-racial rural
education program throughout the South to promote better understanding be-
tween people of rural and urban areas and to combat racial and religious prejudice,
it was announced today by Myles Horton, director of the school .* * *. The
school, since its inception in 1932 hhas trained more than 7,000 Southerners in
.residence sessions andmore than 12,000 othersin field extension courses. Among
those who have endorsed the work of the school in the past were listed Mrs.
Eleanor Roosevelt, Dr. Frank Graham, president of the University of North
Carolina, and Senator Elbert Thomas of Utah.
A leaflet of the school, advertising the 1939 Winter Terni, claims

that the "purpose of Highlander Folk School is to promote the pro-
gressive labor movement m the South." Under the courses announced
in the same leaflet isone inUninU Problems which "deals with definite
problems of the students as labor unionists. Methods of organizing,
strike tactics, Labor Board procedure education in unions, race re-
lations are some of the things discussed * * *"
On July 21, 147, Mr. WaIter S. Steele testified before the Committee

on Un-American Activities that-
one of the oldest of the Red mediums of propaganda is the Communist school
for the training and orientating of new recruits * * *. .
The Highlander Folk School in Monteagle, Tennessee, unquestionably keeps

pretty closeto the party line. Its directors, James Dombrowski and Myles Horton,
are found in the company of Red-fronters. It has been a recipient of funds from
the Robert' Marshall Foundation * * *
Mr. Steele continued:
Members of th6 executive council of the Highlander Folk School are William H.

Crawford of the CIO Steelworkers' Union, district director; Edward F. Gallaghan,.
vice.president oflthe HosieryWorkers' Union; Paul R. Christopher, CIO regional
director, Tennessee; James Dombrowski, listed as secretary of the Southern Con-
ference for Human Welfare,; Charles dillman, CIO regional. director, Georgia,
Carey Haigler, CIO regional director, Alabama; Lucv Randolph Mason,- 01
public relations director; George Mitchell, regional director, CIO-PAC; Hollis
Reid, 'legislative board of locomotive firemen; Thomas Starling,:director, Region
8 Auto Workers' Union (CIQ); Aubrey Williamns, organizing director of Regional
Farmers' Union and' pdbliiser' of Southern Farmer (Montgomery, Alabama),
a member of the board of directors of the Progressive Citizens Association.
:(From Mr. Steele's testimony before the Committee on Un-American Activities,
July 21, 1947, pages 56 and 57.)
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Public records, files, and publications of the Committee contain the
following information concerning James Dombrowski and Myles
Horton, named by Mr. Steele as directors of the Highlander Folk
School:
JAMES DOMBROWSKI
A list of the 1947-1948 officers of the Southern Conference for

Human Welfare named James A. Dombrowski as an administrator
of that organization. (Reprinted in Committee's Report on the South-
ern Conference * * *, June 12, 1947.) The same report also contains
a chapter on Mr. Dombrowski, quoted in part as follows:
At the April 1942 sessions of the Southern Conference for Human Welfare,

James Dombrowski was elected executive secretary. He was the signer of a
statement defending the Communist Party in March 1941 and a speaker for the
National Conference for Constitutional Liberties in 1940. The latter organiza-
tion has been cited as subversive by Attorney General Biddle.
Dombrowski, together with Myles Horton, a member of the present board of

representatives of the conference, helped launch a joint Socialist-Communist
united-front movement in the South in 1935. As Socialist Party leaders in Ten-
nessee, the two men endorsed a united-front plan of action which included cam-
paigns against the AAA and for a "rank and file" movement in the Anerican
Federation of Labor (Chattanooga Times of January 28, 1935, p. 5). They have
both been charged with operating as stooges for the Communist Party within
Socialist circles.
A clue to I)ombrowski's political views is given in his book, "The Early Days

of Christian Socialism in America" (1936)' Dombrowski asserts that the Rev.
George D. Herron, whom he considers "by far the most able man" in the early
days of the Christian Socialist movement, pointed out in the last decade of the
nineteenth century:

"* * * that class lines were becoming more sharply defined that the logic of
the inherent contradictions within capitalism was leading inevitably to more and
more concentration of wealth, to the enrichment of the few at the expense of the
masses" (p. 30).
Dombrowski goes on to defend Herron's views on violence. Herron, he says:'* * * did not think that violence was inimical to a religious approach to

social change. Peace at the expense of justice was not a religious solution to
social problems. And resorting to his social interpretation of the cross, according
to which all moral progress is made at the expense of suffering and sacrifice, he
looked upon a revolution by violence, provided it promised a more just society,
as a possible technique for social change worthy of the sanction of religion" (p. 193).

"In his acceptance of the fact of the class struggle went the implicit recognition
of the necessity for coercion" (p. 192).
The Southern Conference for Human Welfare was cited as a Com-

munist-front organization which received money from the Robert
Marshall Foundation, one of the principal sources of funds by which
many Communist fronts operate. (From a report of the Special
Committee on Un-American Activities dated March 29, 1944.) The
organization "seeks to attract southern liberals on the basis of its
seeming interest in the problems of the South" although its "professed
interest in southern welfare is simply an expedient for larger aims
serving the Soviet Union and its subservient Communist Party in the
United States" (Report 592 of the Committee on Un-American
Activities dated June 12, 1947).
The following is quoted from the testimony of Paul Crouch before

this Committee during public hearings, May 6, 1949 (pages 190 and
193):
Mr. CROUCH. * * * Prior to the Southern Conference, there was a small

committee, with headquarters in Birmingham, which included as its leading
members Joseph S. Gelders, Communist Party leader in Birmingham * * *
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Mr. MANDEL. Was James A. Dombrowski in that group?
Mr. CROUCH. He came into it later.

* * * * * * *

Mr. MANDEL. Did you know James Dombrowski as a member of the Com-
munist Party?

Mr. CRoucH. Not as.a member of the Communist Party. I do not know
whether he is or is not a member of the Communist Party. He professes to be
a left Socialist. I have met officially with him on a number of occasions as head
of the Communist District Bureau of Tennessee. He and Myles Horton were
resent at the conference as Socialists and as representatives of the Highlander

Folk School at Monteagle Tenn.
At this conference Mr. Dombrowski gave me the impression of being completely

pro-Communist and anxious to collaborate with the Communist Party and follow
its leadership, without taking the risk of actual Party membership.

I would like to mention in this connection that the Highlander Folk School at
Monteagle, Tenn., was a school organized by Myles Horton and Don West, and
which Mr. Dombrowski shortly thereafter joined. Mr. Horton likewise professed
to be a left Socialist, with Communist sympathies, and I asked him about joining
the Communist Party. He did not give a final answer, but had not joined at
the time I left Tennessee in early 1941. His wife, Zylphia, seemed even more
pro-Communist than her husband and I heard reports in party circles, which I
am unable to verify, that she had subsequently joined the party.

Mr. MANDEL. Does that finish your comments. on the Southern Conference?
Mr. CROUCH. Yes except I would like to add that my most recent contact

with the Southern Conference has been at Birmingha.m, Ala., where I have at-
tended a number of meetings during the past 18 months, where I have heard Mr.
Dombrowski and Clark Howell Foreman speak; and I personally know that the
leading officers of the Southern Conference, Theresa Kantor-

Mr. MANDEL,. Of what city?
Mr. CROUCH. Miami Beach; and Leo Scheiner, chairman of the Southern Con-

ference in the Miami area, are active members of the Communist Party.
A letterhead of the American Committee for Protection of Foreign

Born dated December 11-12, 1948, contains the name of James A.
Dombrowski in a list of sponsors of the organization, "one of the
oldest auxiliaries of the Communist Party in the United States"
(from a report of the Special Committee dated March 29, 1944; also
cited in their report of June 25, 1942); the United States Attorney
General cited the organization as subversive and Communist (letters
to the Loyalty Review Board, released June 1, 1948, and September
21 1948; redesignated April 27, 1953).
The name of Dr. James Dombrowski, identified with the Southern

Conference for Human Walfare, appears on a letterhead of the
People's Institute of Applied Religion, Inc., dated January 1, 1948,
as a member of the International Board, a member of the Southern
Conference, and a sponsor of that group. The People's Institute was
cited as subversive and Communist by the Attorney General (press
releases of June 1 and September 21, 1948; redesignated April 27, 1953).
James A. Dombrowski was a member of the Advisory Board of the

Southern Negro Youth Congress, as shown on letterheads of that
organization dated June 12, 1947, and August 11, 1947; he spoke at
a meeting of the group, as shown in the following sources which
identify him as Director of the Southern Conference Educational
Fund: Daily People's World of April 25, 1948 (p. 11); Daily Worker
of June 7, 1948 (p. 4); June 17, 1948 (p. 7); and June 27, 1948 (p. 2).
The Southern Negro Youth Congress is "surreptitiously controlled"

by the Young Communist League, as disclosed in a report of the Com-
mittee on Un-American Activities (which was released April 17, 1947);
it was cited as subversive and Communist by the United States Attor-
ney. General (letter to Loyalty Review Board, released December 4,
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1947; redesignated April 27, 1953). The Special Committee on Un-
American Activities cited the organization-in its report of January
3, 1940.
On March 5, 1941, p. 2, the Communist Daily Worker printed a

full-page spread of the names of several hundred persons who defended
the Communist Party against alleged persecution. The statement
addressed to the President and Congress of the United States, called
"attention (to) a matter of vital significance to the future of our
nation. It is the attitude of our government toward the Communist
Party * * *" The name of James Dombrowski, Monteagle, Tennes-
see, was signed to the statement.

Identifying himself with the Socialist Party, Tennessee, James
Dombrowski was one of those who signed a letter (printed in the
Chattanooga Times, Chattanooga, Tennessee, January 28, 1935, p. 5
"calling upon state executive committees of all southern States to
hold meetings to effect united front between socialists, communists
and other working class groups and suggesting revolutionary
campaign."

Fortnightly magazine for August 15, 1937, p. 3, disclosed that James
Dombrowski, Secretary, Highlander Folk School, had endorsed the
reorganization plan for Commonwealth College (publishers of Fort-
nightly). The United States Attorney General has cited Common-
wealth College (Mena, Ark.) as Communist (letter to Loyalty Review
Board, released April 27, 1949; redesignated April 27, 1953). The
Special Committee on Un-American Activities called it a "Communist
enterprise" (Report, March 29, 1944, pp. 76 and 167).
Mr. Dombrowski spoke at the Conference on Constitutional Liber-

ties in America which was held in June 1940, as shown on the program
(p. 2), and in New Masses of June 18, 1940 (p. 22); he signed the
January 1943 Message of the National Federation for Constitutional
Liberties, addressed to the House of Representatives (leaflet attached
to an undated letterhead of the National Federation).
The National Federation for Constitutional Liberties has been cited

as subversive and Communist by the Attorney General (press releases
of December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948); he redesignated the
organization April 27, 1953. The Attorney General called it "part of
what Lenin called the solar system of organizations, ostensibly having
no connection with the Communist Party, by which Communists
attempt to create sympathizers and supporters of their program
* * *" (Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, p. 7687). The
Special Committee on Un-American Activities called it "one.o4the
viciously subversive organizations of the Communist Party" (Report
March 29, 1944, p. 50; also cited in Reports, June 25, 1942, p. 20; and
January 2, 1943, pp. 9 and 12). This Committee cited the organiza-
tion in Report No. 1115, September 2, 1947, p. 3.
The Daily Worker of February 1, 195-1, p; 2, named Dr. James A.

Dombrowski of New Orleans as one of the sponsors of the American
Peace Crusade; the "Call for Peace and Freedom" named him as one
of the sponsors of the Crusade's American People's Congress and
Exposition for Peace which was held in Chicago, June 29-July 1, 1951;
he was also identified in this source as being from New Orleans.
The American Peace Crusade has been cited as' an organization

which the Communists established as "a new instrument for their
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'peace' offensive in the United States" aid' which was heralded by the
Daily Worker with the ,usual bold headlines reserved for projects in
line with, the Communist objectives (R.beport on the Communist
"Peace" Offensive, released by the Committee on Un-American
Activities April 1, 1951)..

In the same report on the "Peace" Offensive, the Committee
disclosed that the World Peace Appeal was a petition campaign
launched by the Permanent Committee of the World Peace Congress
at the meeting in Stockholm, March 16-19, 1950; it "received the
enthusiastic approval of every section of the international Communist
hierarchy." Dr. James A. Dombrowski of New Orleans endorsed the
World Peace Appeal, as shown on an undated leaflet entitled,
"Prominent Americans Call for * * *"
MYLES HORTON
The printed program of the Southern Conference for Human Wel-

fare, November 20-23, 1938, reveals the name of Myles Horton as a
speaker at that conference; it also identified him as a member of the
Committee on Resolutions and a member of the Southern Council of
-the organization. He also spoke at a conference of the group which
was held April 14-16, 1940, as was shown on the official program.
In both sources Mr. Horton was identified as Directorof the High-
lander Folk School, Monteagle, Tennessee. In 1947-1948, Myles
Horton was a member of the Board of Representatives of the Southern
Conference * * *, according to the organization's publication, "The
Southern Patriot", for December 1946, p. 8.

In public hearings before the Special Committee on Un-American
Activities, August 13, 1938, Mr. John P. Frey, President of the Metal
Trades Department of the American Federation of Labor, made the
following reference to Myles Horton, in a report which he presented
in connection with his testimony:

* * * Elizabeth Hawes, Alton Lawrence, Miles Horton: These three people
have been in the past, and probably now are, paid organizers' for the Textile
Workers Organization Committee. They have been active in radical work in
the South and a few years ago attended a secret convention in North Carolina,
at which time plans were made for spreading the revolutionary theories throughout
the South.

In connection with this we might mention that the Highlander Folk School,
Monteagle, Tennessee, was mixed up in this secret convention in which these
three' CI0 organizers took a very prominent part. (Public Hearings, Special
Committee on Un-American Activities, volume 1, page 126.)
The Chattanooga Times (Chattanooga, Tennessee), of January 28,

1935, p. 5, reported that Myles Horton was one of those who, "with
other Socialists", signed a letter "calling upon state executive com-
mittees of all Southern states to hold meetings to effect a united
front between socialists communists and other working class groups,
and suggesting a revolutionary campaign." Myles Horton signed
the statement and identified himself with "the executive committee
of the Socialist party."

Also note reference to Mr. Horton in the testimony of Paul Crouch,
under "Dombrowski".
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INDEPENDENT COMMUNIST LABOR LEAGUE OF AMERICA
The following is quoted from a publication of this committee,

"Organized Communism in the United States," released August 19,
1953 (p. 143):

Factional fights in the Communist Party of R.ussia and in the Communist
International carried over into the Communist Party in America. The expulsion
of Trotsky by the Russian Communist Party was followed by the wholesale expul-
sion of the followers of Trotsky from the American Party. The factional fight
between Stalin and Bukharin also affected the Communist Party in the United
States.
Jay Lovestone, who was suspected of sympathy with Bukharin, was ordered

to Mfoscow for work in the Comintern.
On May 12, 1929, the Comintern reported an "Address" it had decided to send

to the American Communist Party. Lovestone and others were asked to give
their endorsement to this "Address," which was nothing more nor less than a
condemnation of the Lovestone group. When Lovestone refused he was removed
from all positions in the American Communist Party and the Coniiiunist Inter-
national and was ordered to remain in Moscow. Several weeks later, Lovestone,
without the knowledge or permission of the Comintern, left Moscow and returned
to the United States. For this breach of discipline, he was expelled by the Com-
munist Party of the United States.

Lovestone, with some of his followers, formed the Communist'Party U. S. A.
(majority group); later changed to the Communist Party U. S. A. (opposition);
still later changed to the Independent Communist Labor League of America,.and
finally to the Independent Labor League of America. In January 1941, the
Independent Labor League of America, through its general secretary, Jay Love-
stone, issued a declaration of dissolution and expressed the belief that radicalism
in the United States was "in a hopeless blind alley from which there is no escape
along the old lines."

N.ATIONAL FAtNIMERS UNION
The National Farmers Union has never been cited by the Attorney

General of the United States nor has it ever been investigated or cited
as a Communist or a Communist-front organization by the Committee
on Un-American Activities.
The Guide to Public Affairs Organizations, published by the Ameri-

can Council on Public Affairs in 1946, lists the National Farmers
Union as being located at 3501 East 46th Avenue, Denver, Colorado;
James Patton, President. The publication further states that the
organization maintains an office at 1371 E Street, N. W., Washington,
D. C.
"The Worker" of November 14, 1943 (page 6) reported in an article

datelined Utica, N. Y., that the Farmers Union of New York in its
second wartime convention voted to affiliate with the National
Farmers Union and to join in the creation of the new Northeastern
Division of the National Farmers Union. The same article named
Archie Wright as President of the New York organization. "The
Worker" is the Sunday edition of the Communist publication, "The
Daily Worker."
The following quotations from "The Communist" of October 1937,

an official publication of the Communist Party, concern the Com-
munist Party's hopes to infiltrate the National Farmers Union:

veryy district of the Party must work to have this program become the property
of the National Farmers Union with special emphasis on making it the rallying
point to isolate the Kennedy-Coughlin forces in the Farmers' Union November
Central Committee Plenum * * * (page 953).

In our mass work our main concentration must be to build the National Farmers
Union, to develop local, state and national programs around which we can rally
and crystallize a firm progressive leadership (page 948).
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James G. Patton, who signed as President, National Farmers Union,
wrote a letter to the Honorable Martin Dies, dated November 12, 1942,
concerning statements made on the Floor of the House of Representa-
tives by Mr. Dies. The letter was written on a letterhead of the
Farmers Educational and Cooperative Union of Ameriea, Office of the
President, which showed the address of the organization as 3501 East
46th Ave., Denver, Colorado.
The Honorable Martin Dies in his speech stated that the Farmers

Educational and Cooperative Union of America received contributions
from the Robert Marshall Foundation in the sum of $22,500.00. Mr.
Dies also stated that the following leaders of the Farmers' Educational
and Cooperative Union of America were national leaders of the Ameri-
can Peace Mobilization: Gerald Harris, Alabama Farmers Union;
* * * Clinton Clark, Louisiana Farmers Union; * * * (See: Con-
gressional Record, September 24, 1942, page 7690.)
The Robert Marshall Foundation "has been one of the principal

sources for the money with which to finance the Communist Party's
fronts generally in recent years" (Special Committee on Un-American
Activities. Report 1311 dated March 29, 1944).
The American Peace Mobilization was cited as a Communist-front

organization by the Special Committee on Un-American Activities in
Report 1311 of March 29, 1944 (page 5). The Attorney General of
the United States cited the American Peace Mobilization as a Com-
munist-front and as subversive and Communist (Congressional Record,
September 24, 1942, page 7684; letters to the Loyalty Review Board,
'released to the press December 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948, respec-
tively; also included in consolidated list released April 1, 1954).
The "Daily Worker" of August 2, 1938 (page 3) reported that the

Farmers Educational and Cooperative Union of America participated
in the World Youth Congress, "a Communist conference held in the
summer of 1938 at Vassar College" (Special Committee * * * in
Report of March 29, 1944).

References to the National Farmers Union are found in the Com-
mittee's Hearings Regarding Communist Activities Among Farm
Groups, held February 28 and March 9, 1951, a copy of which is en-
closed (See: pages 1894-1896, 1901-1903, 1916-1920, 1923).
JAMES G. PATTON
An article published in the "Daily Worker" of September 18, 1947

(page 8) stated that "an attempt to disrupt the Farmers Union by
raising the red issue was quashed by its top leaders recently. James
S. Elmore, until recently editor of the National Union Farmer, resigned
under fire after being criticized for inserting a red-baiting editorial and
cartoon in the current issue.
James Patton, Farmers Union President, who is recovering from an operation,

wrote Elmore declaring the material was inconsistent with Farmers Union policy
and "invited" his resignation.
The "Daily Worker" of January 29, 1948 (page 2) reported that

James G. Patton, President, National Farmers Union, indicated that
the organization would support Henry Wallace for President. His
photograph appeared in the March 15, 1950 (page 8) issue of that
paper; it stated in this connection that he opposed the Mundt anti-
Communist bill.
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The America.n Slav Congress issued an invitation to a Testimonial
Dinner at the Hotel Pennsylvania, New York City, October 12, 1947;
the printed program named James G. Patton as one of the sponsors
of the dinner. The American Slav Congress was cited by the Com-
mittee on Un-American Activities as "a Moscow-inspired and directed:
federation of Communist-dominated organizations seeking by methods.
of propaganda and pressure to subvert the 10,000,000 people in this.
country of Slavic birth or descent." (Report 1951 dated April 26,
1950, page 1.) The Attorney General of the United States cited the
American Slav Congress as subversive and Corimmunist in letters to
the Loyalty Review Board, released to the press June 1 and September
21, 1948; also included in consolidated list released April 1, 1954.
On January 11, 1938, the "Daily Worker" named James G. Patton

as one of those who signed a manifesto which was sponsored by the
Union of Concerted Peace Efforts, cited as a Communist-front organi-
zation by the Special Committee on Un-American Activities in its
Report No. 1311 of March 29, 1944.
James G. Patton, identified as President of the National Farmers

Union, was one of those who signed a statement of the National.
Federation for Constitutional Liberties which hailed the War Depart-
ment's order regarding commissions for Communists ("Daily Worker,"
March 18, 1945, page 2). The National Federation * * * was cited
as "one of the viciously subversive organizations of the Communist
Party" (Special Committee * * * in Report 1311 of March 29, 1944;
also cited in Reports of June 25, 1942 and January 2, 1943).
The National Federation * * * was among a "maze of organiza-

tions" which were "spawned for the alleged purpose of defending civil
liberties in general but actually intended to protect Communist sub-
version from any penalties under the law" (Report 1115 of the Com-
mittee on Un-American Activities dated September 2, 1947). The
Attorney General of the United States cited the National Federation
as "part 'of what Lenin called the solar system of organizations,
ostensibly having no connection with the Communist Party, by
which Communists attempt to create sympathizers and supporters of
their program." (Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, page
7687). Subsequently, the Attorney General cited the National
Federation as subversive and Communist (press releases of December
4, 1947 and September 21, 1948; also included in consolidated list
released April 1, 1954).
The Civil Rights Congress issued a statement opposing red-baiting

and attacks on Communists, which was signed by James Patton, as
shown in "The Worker" of May 25, 1947 (page 9); he was identified
as a member of the Executive Board, Local 78, Food, Tobacco, Agri-
cultural and Allied Workers of America, Phoenix, Arizona. James
G. Patton, President, National Farmers Union, was a member of the
Initiating Committee for a Congress on Civil Rights held in Detroit,
April 27-28, 1946, as shown by the Summons to the Congress.
The following quotation is found on page 19 of a Report on the

Civil Rights Congress, released by the Committee on Un-American
Activities, September 1947:
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* It is Worthy: of'notelthat subsequent to, the formation 'of. the Civil .Rights
Congress in Detroit on April 27-28, 1946, and the enlistment of additional spon-
sors, the names of a number of members of the initiating committee, having
served their decoy puoses,' disappeared from' the organization's letterhead,
among them being * * James, G. Patton * * * This seems to be a favorite
device of Communist-front organizations.
From facts available to the Committee on Un-American Activities,

it was found that "the Civil Rights Congress is. an organization
dedicated not to the broader issues of civil liberties, but specifically
to the defense of individual Communists and the Communist Party,
that the organization. is controlled by individuals who are either
members.of the Communist Party or openly loyal to it" (Committee
Report on the Civil Rights Congress'dated September 2, 1947).
The Attorney General of the United States cited the Civil Rights
Congress as subversive and Communist (letters released December 4,
1947, and September 21, 1948; also included in consolidated list re-
leased April 1, 1954).
James G. Patton, President, National Farmers Union, endorsed

"In Fact," as shown by a folder entitled "A Statement from George
Seldez on In Fact." The publication, "In Fact," was cited as a
Communist front by the Special Committee in its Report of March
29, 1944.

In addition, Committee records show that in 1947, James G.
Patton was an honorary sponsor of the Union for Democratic Action,
Washington Chapter (letterhead dated January 10, 1947). This
organization has not been cited as a Communist front; it was the
predecessor of Americans for Democratic Action whose stated purpose
is:
We believe that all forms of totalitarianism, including Communism, .are in-

compatible with these objectives. In our crusade for an expanding democracy
and against fascism and reaction we welcome as members of ADA only those
whose devotion to the principles of political freedom is unquestioned. (From
the Civil Liberties Conference Program of the Philadelphia Chapter, ADA,
January 10, 1948.)

Also in 1947, James G. Patton, President, Farmers Union, was one
of those who signed a "statement made by eighty-seven leading Ameri-
can liberals, setting forth what they consider to be'a standard of polit-
ical conduct for those who believe in liberalism or progressivism as
a middle way between the extremes of reaction and communism * * *"
This statement, which was placed in the Congressional Record on
May 23, 1947 (pages A2599-2600), by the Honorable James E.
Murray, contains the following attack on the Communist Party::
"The American Communist group-registered party members, to-
gether with their more or less unofficial adherents-has its roots in a
foreign land, and the record shows that it follows the behests of a
foreign government."

It is noted that the "Statement of James G. Patton, President,
National Farmers Union, submitted to the House Committee on
Un-American Activities, March 31 1950, in opposition to H. R.
7595 and H, R. 3903" appears in the public hearings on legislation
o outlaw certain un-American and subversive Activities, Mareh 21,
22, 23, and 28, 1950 (page 2353).
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PUBLIC AFFAIRS PAMPHLETS, AN ACTIVITY OF THE PUBLIC AFFAIRS
COMMITTEE

The Public Affairs Committee, Inc., has never been cited in any
manner by this Committee or the Attorney General of the United
States.

In testimony before this Committee, July 21, 1947, Mr. Walter S.
Steele, Managing Editor of the "National Republic" magazine, and
Chairman of the National Security Committee of the American Coali-
tion of Patriotic, Civic, and Fraternal Societies, made the following
reference to the Public Affairs Committee, Inc.:

Public Affairs Committee, Inc., with offices at 122 East Thirty-eighth Street,New York, N. Y., entered the pamphleteering field several years ago. It issues
higher quality pamphlets on subjects related to those adopted for propagation by
the Communist Party. Maxwell S. Stewart, former editor of Moscow News, and
with other front connections, is editor of the pamphlet service. Violet Edwards
is education and promotion director. Frederick V. Field, of New Masses-Com-
munist organ-is a member of the board.
Ruth Benedict, a member of the East and West Association, and Gene Weltfish,

a leader in the Congress of the American Women, have written pamphlets for the
Public Affairs Committee. One of them, Races of Mankind, was barred by the
War Department affer Congress protested against its use in orientation classes of
the Army, declaring that its aim was to create racial antagonism. (Testimony
of Mr. Walter S. Steele, July 21, 1947, pages 40 and 41.)
The files of the Committee contain a copy of the pamphlet, "The

Races of Mankind," written by Ruth Benedict and Gene V'eltfish,
copyright, 1943, by the Public Affairs Committee, Inc. In the Report
on the Southern Conference for Human Welfare, released by this
Committee., June 16, 1947, "The Races of Mankind" was described
as "a eulogy of Russia's treatment of minority groups that was
condemned by the War Department" (page 12).
The Committee on Un-American Activities does not maintain a

complete file of pamphlets issued by the Public Affairs Committee,
Inc. One of the latest publications.of the group on file is a pamphlet
entitled "Prejudice in Textbooks" (copyright, 1950), which was
written by Maxwell S. Stewart. As shown in this source, "The
Publication of the Public Affairs Pamphlets is one of the activities
of the Committee, whose purpose as expressed in its Constitution is
'to make available in summary and inexpensive form the results of
research on economic and social problems to aid in the understanding
and development of American policy. The sole purpose of the
Committee is educational. It has no economic or social program of
its own to promote.' Publication of a pamphlet does not necessarily
imply the Committee's approval of all of the views contained in it."
RAND SCHOOL OF SOCIAL SCIENCE
The Rand School of Social Science has never been cited in any

manner by this Committee or the Attorney General of the United
States.
A full-page advertisement of the Rand School of Social Science in

the New York "Sti"' for September 21, 1948 gives its address as
7 East 15th Street, New York 3, New York, and shows Theodore
Schapiro to be Executive Director. The files also contain several
copies of the School's "Index to Labor Articles" published during 1944.
A copy of "100 Questions to the Communists," by Stephen Naft,

published by the Rand School Press, copyright 1939, appears in the
files, from which is quoted the following:
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The following questions, addressed to sympathizers, fellow-travelers and

members of the Communist Party, are put with the sincere intention not to
antagonize, but rather'to evoke answers in their own thoughts on the basis'of
their own independent sincere reasoning. * * * Therefore we hope that every'
honest sympathizer and supporter of Communist and Socialist aspirations, who
consequently must cherish the ideals of personal and economic security, of free-
dom, of justice, social equality and brotherly solidarity will not only understand
and appreciate our motives but will welcome these questions as an opportunityfor self-criticism and self-evaluation of his attitude towards the principles dear
to him. * * *
A check of the public records, files and publications of the Com-

mittee has shown no other references to Stephen Naft.
Public hearings of this Committee and the Special Committee on

Un-American Activities contain references to the Rand School of
Social Science, excerpts from which are quoted, as follows:
Mr. John Mills Davis, former Communist Party organizer, testified

before this Committee, July 15, 1953, that the "Rand School is an
anti-Communist school. It is known as a Socialist school." (Com-
munist Activities in. the Albany, N. Y. Area-Part 2, page 2474.)
The Rand School of Social Science was organized in New York in 1906. Its

purpose was to instruct leaders in socialism and labor organizations. Each
session the school has had enrolled over 1,000 students. Its operation expenses
run from $50,000 to $100,000 a year. It has 6,000 books in its library. Many
C. I. 0. unions have contributed financially to the school. It maintains a publish-
ing house which has printed numerous books and pamphlets on socialism.
The officers of Rand School of Social Science are Algernon Lee, president; Dr..

William E. Bohn, educational director; and Henry Apotheker, manager. The
instructors are Jack L. Afros, former director of the Young Circle League of the
Workmen's Circle; * * * Rehecca Jarvis, formerly educational director, Women's
Trade Union League; * * * Bela Low, well-known authority on Marxian econom-
ics * * *
Rand School was raided by the Government during the war. Its leaders were.

convicted under the Espionage Act.
The School also operates Camp Tamiment in Pennsylvania. '(Public Hearings,

information submitted by Walter S. Steele in connection with his testimony
before the Special Committee * * *, August 17, 1938, page 566.)

Louis Waldman, born, Yomcherudnia, Russia, January 6, 1892; * * * elected
Socialist Party assemblyman, New York City, 1918; reelected in 1920; busted
from assembly, 1920; author, The Great Collapse and Government Ownership;
member, cutters local, International Ladies Garment Workers Union (C0.. .O);
lawyer; Mason, and member of Socialist Party; author, Socialism of Our Times;
Socialist Party candidate, Governor, New York, 1930-32; board of directors,
League for Industrial Democracy (radical Socialist); contributor, Socialist Plan-
ning and a Socialist Program; member, national committee, League Against'
Fascism (Communist set-up); sponsor, radical Artists and Writers Dinner Club,
1935; instructor, Rand School of Social Science (radical Socialist),-New York;
chairman, People's Party, 1936; member, executive committee, American Labor
Party, 1938; associated with the Social Democratic Federation. (Ibid., page 648):;
Joseph Schlossberg, born in Russia, May 1, 1875, edited Das Abendblatt,

1900-1902, and Der Arbeiter in 1904-11 member of Socialist Workmen's Circle;
national committee, American Civil Liberties Union; National committee,,
League Against Fascism; Hoard of directors League for Industrial Democracy;,
American Friends of Spanish Democracy; Eimergency Peace Campaign; Rand
School, extremely Socialist institution (Ibid., page 682.)
The following is quoted from the testimony of Alexander Trachten-

berg during public hearings before the Special Committee on Un-:
American Activities on Spetember 13, 1939:

Mr. WHITLEY. What occupations have you followed? .....
Mr. TnACHTENBERO. From 1908 to 1915 I was a student in three universities

including Yale, and after that I was invited to teach' in' Rand School of Social
Science, and headed the research department of that institiition; thatwas'up;
to 1920 * * *
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Mr. WHITLEY. Mr. Trachtenberg, how long have you been a member of the
Communist Party?

Mr. TRACHTBHBERGI. Since the end of 1921. * * * Prior to that I was a
Socialist. (page 4864)

Mr. TRACHTENBERG. * * * Mr. Heller and myself were working together in
the Rand School of Social Science some 25 or 26 years ago, he, as a member of
the board of directors and myself as an instructor and as head of the public-
research department. * * *

And, in 1924 we got together and organized this firm (International Publish-
ing Company) for the purpose of publishing translations, principally of the
classics; and other books of interest to the American people and we have engaged
regularly in publishing activities * * * on economics, politics, philosophy, arts
and sciences. * * * We publish books of our own and publish hooks from
various other publishers, usually under our name. (page 4687)
The CHAIRMAN. Is he (Mr. Heller) a member of the Communist Party?
Mr. TRACHTENBERG. He is.
The CHAIRMAN. And has been since 1921 like you?
Mr. TRACHTENBERa. He has been a member for 40 years of the Socialist move-

ment. * * * I have been-for 33 years with the Socialist movement.
The CHAIRMAN. You broke off from the radicals and joined the Communists?
Mr. TRACHTENBERG. That is right. He helped to build the Rand School,

which is a Socialist educational institution. (page 4881)
Mr,. STARNES. TO whom did he (Mr. Heller) make contributions?
Mr. TRAcHTENBERG. To educational institutions ** * The Rand School of

Social Science. (page 4883)
Mr. TRACHTDNBERG. The Rand School was the primary national educational

institution of the Socialist movement at that time, very, very prominent, inter-
nationally known institution. For instance, when the building was bought for
that school in 1917, he was one of the heaviest contributors to buying that build-
ing from the Y. W. C. A. for the Rand School. I remember that.

Mr. STARNEB. And that school is still operated?
Mr. TRACHTENBERG. That school is still operated.
Mr. STARNES. But not by the Socialist Party?
Mr. TRACHTENBERG. Yes; by the Socialist Party. * * * But not actually offi-

cially, because there have been so many split-offs, but a certain part which was
formerly the Socialist Party, but not by the Communist Party. (page 4884)

Mr. WHITLEY. Have you ever known Juliet Stuart Poyntz?
Mr. TRACHTENBERG. Yes.
Mr. WHITLEY. When did you know her?
Mr. TRACHTENBERG. She went to the Rand School as a teacher, in the years

when she was assistant professor, in 1915 or 1916. * * * That was when I was
also a teacher in the Rand School. * * *

Mr. WHITLEY. You know of the fact that the New York papers frequently
carried her name in the early years?

Mr. TRACHTENBERG. I saw that-
Mr. WH.TLEY. As leading demonstrations for the Communist Party; in con-

nection with her arrest?
Mr. TRACHTENBERO. Yes; I saw that (pages 4911 and 4912).
The I;ternational Publishers, of which Mr. Trachtenberg was

secretary and treasurer, was cited by the Attorney General of the
United States as "the (Communist) Party's publishing House"
(Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, page 7686). The Special
Committee * * cited' it as an "official publishing house of the
Communist Party in the United States" and a medium through which
"extensive Soviet propaganda is subsidized in the United States"
(Reports of January 3, 1940, page 8 and June 25, 1942, page 18); it was
cited in a similar mainer by this Committee in Report No. 1920 of
May 11, 1948 (page 80).

Files show no information concerning the officers of the Rand
School of Social Science, Algernon Lee, Dr. William E. Bohn, Henry
Apotheker, and Theodore Schapiro, mentioned on pages 1 and 2 of
this memorandum.
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WAR RESISTERS LEAGUE
A letterhead of the War Resisters League dated May 6, 1949,

signed by George W. Hartman, Chairman,. gives the address of this
organization as Five Beekman Street, New York 7, New York, and
states that it is affiliated with the War Resisters' International,
Enfield, Middlesex, England, Laurence Housman, President.' This
letter .was addressed to Members of Congress, a part of whihi is
quoted for your information:

Specifically, the War Resisters League earnestly requests the highest-ievelpolitical leadership in Washington to offer the people of'the' world some better
protection against the chronic menace of war than that allegedly sought and
provided by the North Atlantic Pact. Paradoxically as it may sound, the onlyreal gainers from the Atlantic coalition so far have been the Communists; those
advocates of force and violence as the' ultimate arbiters of social conflict will
not be "contained" merely by the threat to use their own favorite techniques on
a bigger scale. Such precedent-bound diplomacy merely'makes the supreme
horror of atomic and bacteriological warfare more rather than less likely as the
days roll by.
* * * * * * - *

-Far more could be done along the lines of a Joint Congressional Resolution
for universal disarmament, limited world government * * *
The following is taken from the testimony of- Walter S. Steele

during public hearings before the Special Committee on Un-American
Activities, August 16, 1938:
The American Student Union has cooperated directly with other Communist

movements in many avenues in the United States.- Its last convention was held
at Vassar College, December 27-31, 1937, at which time it took on a direct
political,tinge by resolution. The union also resolved to boycott Japan and.to
help the Spanish and Chinese "red" ,fronts. It especially favors the Nye-Kvalebills.to abolish military traniing in schools and colleges. It passed a resolution
eulogizing some of its members fighting' on the Spanish "red" front. The union
upheld the Mexican confiscation of Ameriean properties; it denounced American
interference in Puerto Rico and the arrest of revolutionists there, demanding
their release; it endorsed the World Youth Congress, to be held at Vassar in
August 1938; * * * it urged the passage of theanti-lynching bill; the abolition
of poll tax; it supported the Harrison-Black bills the Southern Negro Congress,the Scottsboro Negroes. The union adopted resolutions opposing theatre owners
banning Negroes in movie houses of the South. It ordered its members to coop-
erate in labor struggles * * * It denounced the jailing of labor agitators, and
criticized colleges and universities expelling students and discharging professors
for radical activities.
The American Student Union set up the United Student Peace Committee,-in

1938, through which it has a wider range in organizing strikes in American schools.
Molly Yard is organizational secretary of this committee. Throughit they claim
to have influenced 17 national youth movements to become affiliated with it.
These include the * * * American Youth Congress, the American League for
Peace and Democracy * * * War Resisters' League * * *
On March 24,' the American Student Union called a strike, at which time,

according to the Daily Worker, March'22, 1938, page 5, it called on Secretary of
State Hull to follow the Soviet' peace policy against the "Fascist aggressor "
Of course, that policy was to supply money, men, and arms to the "red fronts,
thereby injecting the country into the.fracas..
The April 24, 1938, issue of the Sunday Worker published an article which

stated that the Young Communist Leaguelcreated the American Student Union
and is the "main inspiration behind the student peace activities that rocked
America on April 27" (1937). (page 476).

* * * * ** **
Back in 1930 there was also formed the Revolutionary Youth, an, organization

to contribute further to the Marxian drive in America, that.was launched& by
Jack Rubenstein * * * and others. There has come into being since the follow-
ing youth movements-in. the United States; not all are Communist, but most of
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them are Marxian to some degree. These were: * * * Youth section of War
Uesisters' League. (page 593)
The American Youth Congress was conceived by Viola Ilma. Founding the

congress, the purpose of which she proclaimed was for "sound intellectual, spiritual
and physical development of the youth of America," the first meeting was called
in August of 1934 at the Washington Square College, in New York City.
The first break to the left come several weeks before the congress was to con-

vene, when Prof. Harvey Zorbaugh, of the Sociology Department of Washington
Square College, New York City, who in the summer of 1935 served on the advisory
council of Moscow State University, became ired at Miss Ilma for holding down
liberal and radical organizations to a minimum representation. Professor
Zorbaugh invited 12 organizations to participate in the conference, including the
ultra-radical and pacifist groups the League for Industrial Democracy (Socialist),National Student Federation, Pioneer Youth (Socialist), War Resisters' League
(ultra-radical pacifists) * * *. (page 611).** * * * * * *
On the sponsoring committee of the Second World Youth Congress there are

a few fairly conservative individuals sandwiched in with liberals of every trend
of thought. Chairman of the committee is Dr. Henry M. MacCracken. The
members include Stephen Duggan, John Nevin Sayre, and Mary B. Wooley,
and others, many of whom are at least considered extreme "liberals".
Two weeks before the World Youth Congress convened at Vassar College, the

'rolling stone" had gathered considerable moss. According to the official organ
of the Communist Party (Daily Worker, August 2, 1938, page 3), the following
organizations announced their intention of participating in the "red jubilee":
* * * War Resisters' League * * *
The following statements with reference to "The So-Called Fas-

cists" and the War Resisters' International are found on pages 662
and 664 of the Public Hearings:
Long ago the Communist at Moscow set the course insofar as pacifism is con-

cerned, for the radical forces in non-Communist countries. This course is again
reiterated in the Moscow Izvestia under date of August 1, 1929. Izvestia is the
official organ of the Third International and the Soviet Government, in Moscow.
It says:

"While the defense of one's fatherland is not to be tolerated in imperialistic
countries, in the country of the proletarian dictatorship it is one's first duty."

Consequently, it is not strange then that we find over 1,000 national pacifist
movements within the United States, without a single one in the Soviet Union.
* * * that most of these pacifist movements in the United States are bound up
into united front groups: then into Internationals with headquarters abroad from
where they receive their inspirations and instructions. * * * that we found almost
without exception these organizations'/ promoting the propaganda and public
sentiment for recognition of Russia * * * carrying on an organized campaign
in the United States against "fascism" but not against the more widely organized
menace communism; it is not strange then that we find them demanding that
we "keep America out of war by keeping war out of the world" meaning it is
shown by their demands that we strain our neutrality laws to mean assistance to
revolutionist and pro-Russian elements in various countries but not to anti-
Soviet forces.

* *' * * ,* *
The War Resisters International is called a Communist organization which

desires to bring a new social order through revolutionary uprisings. It initiated
the War Resisters International Council, which comprises the War Resisters Inter-
national and its sections, together with the International Fellowship of Recon-
ciliation, Women's International League for Peace and Freedom * * * Their
first international conference was held in Holland; one in Austria in 1928, where
resistance and revolution were discussed. They .unite for the suppression of
capitalism and imperialism and would establish their new social and international
order.' They maintain that war resistance is a practical policy, but do not oppose
war of their own making. Its American section is the War Resisters' League,
whose honorary chairman in 1933 was Albert Einstein. They advise that we
change our economic system and thus get rid of war. In an Armistice Day peace
letter to the President of the United States they announced their "deliberate
intention to refuse to support war measures or to render war service" should our
Government have to resort to arms.
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WORLD YOUTH CONGRESS
In Report 1311 of the Special Committee on Un-American Activi-

ties, dated March 29, 1944, the World Youth Congress was cited as
a Communist conference held in the summer of 1938 at Vassar College.In the report of the Special Committee on Un-American Activities
dated January 3, 1939, we find that the same organizations which
were affiliated with the World Youth Congress were affiliated with
the American Youth Congress (see separate memorandum on Ameri-
can Youth Congress).

Right-wing youth movements refused to attend the World Youth Congress
which was held at Vassar. The organizers in the United States were leaders of
Communist, Communist "front," and Communist sympathizing movements
(p. 82).
An article concerning the World Youth Congress appeared in the

Daily Worker of August 15, 1938, p. 1. According to this article-
the World Youth Congress movement originated in 1934 when the League of
Nations Association called a conference of all the youth organizations that had
grown up in various lands in the struggle against war. * * * The first world
Congress convened in Geneva, Switzerland in the late summer of 1936, on the
heels of the Italian conquest of Ethiopia and the fascist uprising in Spain. * * *
In the United States, the chief center for the World Youth Congress movement
has been the American Youth Congress. * * *

It was reported in the same article that fifty leading American youth
organizations would be represented at the Congress, and delegates
would number almost 500 from 54 countries.
WORLD YOUTH FESTIVALS
The first World Youth Festival was held in Prague, Czechoslovakia,

July 20-August 17, 1947. According to an article which appeared in
the Daily Worker of August 23, 1947, p. 6, seven of the delegates
from the United States charged that the youth festival was dominated
by Communists, and distributed a statement to that effect at the
closing parade festival. The dissident group was denounced in a
statement by other American delegates to the World Federation of
Democratic Youth, according to this same source.
The second World Youth Festival was held from August 14-28,

1949, in Budapest, Hungary. The Committee on Un-American
Activities (in Report No. 378, April 25, 1951, pp. 77 and 78) stated
that the Festival was held in cooperation with the American Youth
for a Free World and the World Federation of Democratic Youth.
It was reported that delegates were usually led by the Soviet delega-
tion, displaying a huge photograph of Joseph Stalin. Representa-
tives of the Chinese Communist armies won prominent places and
high honors in the festivities. The United States was represented by
a delegation of 175 students. The Daily Worker of August 30, 1949,
p. 5, reported that the festival closed with delegates, among them 22
Americans, pledging "to fight for a lasting peace." They were asked
by Matthias Rakosi, deputy prime minister and leader of the Hun-
arian Communist Party, to "take an oath for world peace and to
fight against the western union, which is arming the world for a new
war." The West coast publication, Daily People's World, issue of
September 20,- 1949, p. 5, carried a reference to the Budapest Youth
Festival as being "on our State Department's 'Moscow peace plot'
list."

413
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YOUNG PEOPLE'S SOCIALIST LEAGUE
,The Young People's Socialist League (4th International), is the
Youth Section of the Socialist Workers Party, as was shown on an
announcement issued by the group for a demonstration against war;
the announcement is undated but is attached to a letterhead dated
November 13, 1939.
The United States Attorney General cited the Socialist Workers

Party as a subversive organization which seeks "to alter the form of
government of the United States by unconstitutional means" (letters
to the Loyalty Review Board, released to the'press, December 4,
1947 and September 21, 1948). The organization was redesignated
by the Attorney General pursuant to Executive Order 10450 of April
27, 1953. The Socialist Workers Party is-
a dissident Communist group not affiliated with the Communist International
nor officially recognized by either the Communist hierarchy in Moscow or the
Communist Party, U. S. A. Essentially, however both the official and unofficial
groups base themselves upon the teachings of Marx, Engels, and Lenin. The
Socialist Workers Party are followers of Leon Trotsky, who was expelled from
the Russian Communist Party. The official Communists are followers of Joseph
Stalin.

(Committee on Un-American Activities, Report No. 1920, May 11,
1948, page 141).
"The Challenge of Youth" (January-February 1938), published

monthly by the Young Peoples Socialist League (4th Internation-
alists), reported that-
the New Year's week end saw the formal launching at an impressive convention
held in Chicago, of the Socialist Workers Party, American section of the Fourth
International movement. The delegates to this convention wer emade up of
rank-and-file representatives of the left-wing of the Socialist Party who had
previously been expelled for their belief in revolutionary ideas. Quite a few
members of the Y. P. S. L. were included among the more than 100 regular and
fraternal delegates. * * *
The convention categorically placed itself and the party in favor of the most

loyal and unconditional defense of the Soviet Union, at the same time that it will
conduct a relentless struggle against Stalinism. On the Spanish question, the
convention reiterated the position of the revolutionists that the working class
must conduct a struggle against fascism and at the same time prepare for a final
struggle against the capitalist system which breeds fascism. In the spirit of
internationalism, the new party affiliated itself to the Fourth International
which bases itself on the revolutionary teachings of Marx and Lenin, and which
alone carries on the struggle for world socialism today.

Relations between the SWP and the YPSL were firmly established. The
National Committee of the SWP has a YPSL representative on it; constitutional
provisions provide for a YPSL representative on each corresponding Party
committee or body; young socialists attaining a specified age are to (be) auto-
matically enlisted in the party ranks; the Party stands pledged to give the YPSL
its utmost cooperation, including financial aid. The relations between the party
and YPSL are the greatest omen of the future successes assured our movement.

"Political Affairs" for September 1952 (pages 33-47) published a
chapter from William Z. Foster's book, "History of the Communist
Party of the United States," under the title, "The Formation of the
Communist Party (1919-1921)." Reference to the Young People's
Socialist League was made, as follows:
The youth were also a source of strength for the gathering Communist forces.

The profound events which had resulted in the split in the Socialist Party and
the organization of the Communist Paity naturally had its repercussions among
the Socialist young people. The S. P., in April 1913, after several years.of pre-
liminary work of the Intercollegiate Socialist Society, had constituted the Young
People's Socialist League. The Y. P. S. L. in 1916 consisted of 150 clubs and
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4,000 mehnbers. It published The Young Socialist and carried on educational
and social; work. During the war the organization, Leftward-inclined, held
many anti-war meetings and made much agitation against conscription.
The treacherous attitude of the Social-Democratic leaders of the Second Inter-

national,:toward the Russian Revolution and the war, produced profound reper-
cussions inthe Y. P. S. L., as in other sections of the American Socialist move-
ment. At the Y. P. S.' L.'s first national convention, held in May 1919, this ILeft
spirit in the organization, found expression. The convention passed resolutions
condemning the Second International and supporting the Third International.
In' December 1919, after19 er the Socialist Party had split in September, the Y. P. S. L.
held a' special convention, in response to Left-wing demands; It thus set itself
up as an independent organization, declaring for the Young Socialist International,
which was then in the process of transforming itself into the Young Communist
International. When the Palmer raids against the labor and Communist move-
ment took place, the independent Y. P. S. L. disintegrated as a national organiza-
tion, although some of its sections remained in existence. Wm. F. Kruse, the head
of the Y. P. S. L., joined the Workers Party at its formation in December 1921,
and many former -Y, P. S. L. members also took part in forming the Young
Communist League. * *
The Young Peoples Socialist League supported the "Call to the

(first) United States Congress Against War" in New York City,
September 2, 3 and 4, 1933 (from "The Struggle Against Was,"
published August 1933), and made a part of public hearings before
the Special Committee on Un-American Activities, Volume 10, page
6234). Delegates from the Young Peoples Socialist League attended
the Second U. S. Congress Against War and Fascism, as was shown in
the printed proceedings of that Congress which was held in Chicago,
Illinois, September 28, 29, 30, 1934 (from Public Hearings, Appendix
to Volume 10, pages I and XI).
The American League Against War and Fascism was formally

organized at the First United States Congress Against War and
Fascism,. September 29 to October 1, 1933.

The program of the first congress called for the end of the Roosevelt policies
of imperialism and for the support of the peace policies of the Soviet Union, for
opposition to all attempts to weaken the Soviet Union. * * * Subsequent
congresses in 1934 and 1936 reflected the same program (U. S. Attorney General,
Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, page 7683).
The Congress-
was completely under the control of the Communist Party. Earl Browder was a
leading figure in all its deliberations. In his report to the Communist Interna-
tional, Browder stated: "The Congress from the beginning was led by our party
quite openly." (From Report 1311 of the Special Committee on Un-American
Activities dated March 29, 1944, page 119; also cited in Reports of January 3, 1940
and June 25, 1942.)
The Young Peoples Socialist League was named in public hearings

before the Special Committee on Un-American Activities as one of the
organizations "cooperating in the American Youth Congress" which
was held in New York City in August 1934 (Public Hearings, Volume
I, page 613); later, during the same hearings, it was revealed that
"two weeks before the World Youth Congress convened at Vassar
College, the 'rolling stone' had gathered considerable moss. Accord-
ing to the official organ of the Communist Party '(Daily Worker,
August 2, 1938, page 3), the following organizations announced their
intention of participating in the 'red jubilee': Young Communist
League, Southern Negro Youth Congress, American Student Union,
* * * Young Peoples Socialist League of America." (Public Hear-
ings, Volume I, pages 615-616.)
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The American Youth Congress has been cited as subversive and
Communist by the U. S. Attorney General (letters released by the
Loyalty Review Board, December 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948;
redesignated pursuant to Executive Order 10450, April 27, 1953); "it
originated in 1934 and * * * has been controlled by Communists and
manipulated by them to influence the thought of American youth"
(Attorney General, Congressional Record, September 24, 1942, page7685; also cited in re Harry Bridges, May 28, 1942, page 10). The
Special Committee on Un-American Activities cited the group as
"one of the principal fronts of the Communist Party" (Report of
June 25, 1942; also cited in Reports of January 3, 1939; January 3,
1941 and March 29, 1944).
The World Youth Congress has been cited as a Communist confer-

ence which was held in the summer of 1938 at Vassar College (Special
Committee on * * *, Report 1311 of March 29,1944, page 183; also
cited in Report of January 3, 1939).

In an Open Letter to the American Student Union, dated Novem-
ber 2 1939, the Young Peoples Socialist League (4th International),
Youth Section of the Socialist Workers Party, called upon the Ameri-
can Student Union to-
return to an anti-war program. The YPS1, broke with your organization a year
ago when you openly supported Roosevelt and his armament program, the war
measure of the NYA Air Pilot Schools and the foreign policies known under the
general heading "Collective Security." At the same time you opposed any real
opposition to war in the form of a popular war referendum and the Oxford
Pledge-refusal to support the United States Government in any war it may under-
take * * * For the last three years the YPSL has led campus opposition to
imperialism and its wars.

"Solidarity" (published by the Young Peoples Socialist League),in the issue of July 1940, expressed the stand of the organization as
follows:

Because the Socialist Party is for the workers against the owners, for democracy
against depotism, it is also for peace against imperialist war. But we point out
that only social ownership will do away with the most important cause of modern
wars (page 2).
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The minority does not agree with the report submitted by the
majority.1 It not only disagrees with that report but earnestly
believes that it should never be published.
Each step of the proceedings of this committee placed an ugly stain

on the majestic record of the United States House of Representatives
and the great tradition of the American people. The minority
membership of this committee, feeling that fundamental American
principles were under attack in the committee, diligently attended its
meetings despite the many other congressional responsibilities that
were equally demanding of their attention. The majority member-
ship operated primarily through proxies held by the chairman.
A review of the record of the committee proceedings has brought

to mind again the elemental unfairness that was the basic characteristic
of this intended legislative inquiry by a committee of one of the
greatest legislative bodies in the world. The minority members
confess that this review first angered and then dismayed them.
From the collaboration between them required to state their views,
however, therehas come adeep sense of the tragedy of these proceedings
and the report of the staff which has been approved by the majority.
The House of Representatives, in passing House Resolution 217

creating this committee, had a right to expect an enlightened, im-
partial and factual inquiry, which would inform the Congress whether
legislation in this area was required. It had a right to expect an
inquiry affording an opportunity for the fullest expressions of views
by all interested persons, and one in which such facts as were neces-
sary for the committee report to have substance and meaning would
have been carefully and impartially gathered. A similar inquiry
by the Cox committee in the Eighty-second Congress resulted in the
submission of a full and detailed report which laid the foundation for
a well-considered investigation by this committee.
The hard truth is that, by the manner in which the proceedings of

the committee were conducted and by the self-evident bias of the
majority report, the committee has failed in the most basic way to
carry out the mandate of the Congress. The results of the proceedings
are of no value to the Congress, and it was, therefore, a complete
waste of public money.

I. PREJUDGMENT

The theme of prejudgment which so singularly characterized the
entire course of this committee's activities was, like the theme of
doom in a tragic opera, revealed in its prelude. The following remarks

' This report sbmitted by two minority members of the committee may, or may not' be a minority
report. One member of the majority has indicated that he disagrees with the report submitted by the
staff and approvedby two members of the committee, and that he intends to file separate views, although
he aseted to the submission of the staff report as a "majority" report. However, that Is a problem for
the parliamentarian. It Is mentioned only to emphasize the unreliability of the report submitted bythe
"majority."
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of the chairman in the House, when he called up the resolution, cer-
tainly evidenced his unshakable beliefs and his steadfast resolve as
to the course the inquiry should and would take and the conclusions
it should announce:

Certainly, the Congress has a right and a duty to inquire into the purposes
and conduct of institutions to which the taxpayers have made such great sacrifices.

In any event, the Congress should concern itself with certain weaknesses and
dangers which have arisen in a minority of these.
Some of these activities and some of these institutions support efforts to

overthrow our Government and to undermine our American way of life.
These activities urgently require investigation. Herd lies the story of how

communism and socialism are financed in the United States, where they get
their money. It is the story of who pays the bill.

There is evidence to show there is a diabolical conspiracy back of all this. Its
aim is the furtherance of socialism in the United States.
Communism is only a brand name for socialism, and the Communist state

represents itself to be only the true form of socialism.
The facts will show that, as usual, it is the ordinary taxpaying citizen who

foots most of the bill, not the Communists and Socialists, who know only how to
spend money, not how to earn it.
The method by which this is done seems fantastic to reasonable men, for these

Communists and Socialists seize control of fortunes left behind by capitalists
when they die, and turn these fortunes around to finance the destruction of
capitalism.

II. THE "FACTUAL" BASIS FOR THE MAJORITY REPORT

The "factual" material in the record is a curious mosaic formed by
the staff of the committee. It consists primarily of fragmentary
quotations from a variety of published materials, larded by staff
interpretations and conclusions; various charts prepared by the staff;
and the testimony of nine nonstaff witnesses, two of whom were
officials of the Internal Revenue Service, and one of whom, as we shall
discuss later, was cut off midway in his statement as he began to
destroy with facts all the staff testimony. This is in contrast to the
hearings of the Cox committee, in which 40 witnesses freely testified
in public hearings and were treated fairly and impartially.
Some of the statements of fact and opinion contained in the report

are untrue on their face, others are at best half-truths, and the vast
majority are misleading. It would unduly lengthen this report to
demonstrate each and every such error in the majority report.
Certainly those citizens and organizations affected can and should
bring all of them to the attention of the American people in due course.
It is shocking that anyone in America should be required to follow
such a course, but unfortunately the majority has made it necessary.

In this connection it seems fitting to make some mention of the
character of principal members of the committee staff. This group
was composed of five persons. Two were members of a New York
law firm engaged in legal tax work in connection with trusts. One
was associated with an investment banking firm in New York. One
was a former electrical engineer, and the last a legislative lobbyist.
Two other staff members were dismissed on the basis of objections
made'as to their fitness by the minority.

III. THE DENIAL OF A FAIR HEARING TO THE FOUNDATIONS

Finally, the record shows that at the sudden conclusion of public
hearings on June 17, 1954 (effected July 2 in a 3-to-2 committee vote
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over protest of the minority membership that such action would deny
fundamental rights to those persons and organizations slandered by
the testimony of previous witnesses and by distorted conclusions
inserted into the record by the staff), the chairman announced that
all persons and organizations desiring to make statements for the record
could submit them in writing. It is now evident that, although some
of these statements have been included in the last volume of the
gargantuan record, the staff either did not read them or, the more
likely, deliberately ignored them in the preparation of their report.

It should be noted at this point that the report seeks to justify this
denial of the opportunity for the foundations to testify in public
hearings by saying that-
The foundations touched by the hearings were thus given a fair opportunity to
put their best foot forward at the same time that they escaped the embarrassment
of cross-examination (p. 2).

This language brings into clear focus the astonishingly cynical
approach of the majority to a denial of the American tradition of fair
play, and due process under our laws. This refusal to afford the most
elemental rights guaranteed to our citizens is thoroughly indicative
of the pattern of the entire proceedings. It is frightening to read a
report of a committee of Congress which callously seeks to justify a
refusal to grant equal rights under the law, and to deny one who has
been accused the opportunity to testify publicly in his own defense,
and which implies that the right of a person under attack to take the
witness stand and to answer questions under oath is not particularly
important.

It is a gratuitous insult to say that under the committee's procedures
the foundations escaped the "embarrassment of cross-examination."
The minority will not be a party to such an evil disregard of funda-
mental American guaranties. Furthermore, the minority- does not
believe that either the Congress or the American people will accept or
tolerate that sort of procedure by any committee of Congre'ss.
As evidenced by the testimony of Dr. Pendleton Herring, dis-

cussed elsewhere in this report, testimony in public hearing was far
from "embarrassing." It was the one certain way that persons and
organizations accused by the staff of this committee could destroy the
deadly inferences, innuendoes and charges that hung over them.
As the matter now stands, the tax-exempt foundations of this Na-

tion have been indicted and convicted under procedures which can
only be characterized as barbaric.
A review of the course of the hearings brings out in bold relief the

unfair, undemocratic treatment which has been accorded to the foun-
dations. In the first place, the staff blindly and sullenly refused to
permit the admission in public hearing of the very substantial evi-
dence available to rebut and utterly refute the opinions, biases, and
prejudices which were being used to indict the foundations. Secondly,
the charges against the foundations were aired in public hearings,
were televised, were given the benefit of full treatment by the press
and radio, and in totality were given all of the publicity which is to be
expected to come from such a controversial hearing by a congressional
committee. When the staff had exhausted itself and its own hand'
picked witnesses, the foundations suddenly found that they were to be
denied simple justice-the right, t6reply in the forum in which the
charges against them were made.
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Every principle of our Constitution as it protects the individual in
his free enjoyment and exercise of individual rights was violated.
Every precedent of fair and unbiased congressional inquiry was
ignored.
The counsel and staff, apparently remembering the frustration of

their plans during the course of the limited public hearings by the
persistent cross-examination of their witnesses by the minority, now
insist with real conviction that a continuing investigation of founda-
tions be made sub rosa, devoid of the frustrations of public hearings.
The report states:

Should the study be resumed, we recommend that it be on a somewhat different
basis. The process of investigation through public hearings is inadequate for a
subject such as that of foundations. As we have said, an inquiry into this subject
is primarily a research undertaking (p. 15).

In this transparent language, the staff has inserted into its report
a new plea that the investigation of tax-exempt foundations be a one-
sided star chamber proceeding, one in which the accused would be
given no opportunity to answer publicly any charge, no matter how
biased, which staff "research" might conjure up against them.
The question is as fundamental as this: Of what value are the Bill

of Rights and our traditional concepts of due process of law if a com-
mittee of the Congress of the United States is to be permitted to deny
those rights to our citizens?

Further, the record and the report are devoid of any of the facts
concerning the great and lasting contributions which the foundations
have made to almost every phase of modern life. This shining record
of achievement, which the most uninformed citizen would agree should
be considered by the committee as a matter of simple "fireside equity,"
is flatly ignored, with the statement that the committee's objects were
only to consider "the errors committed by these private groups."

J. L. Morrill, former vice president of Ohio State University, now
president of the University of Minnesota, has pointed to the record of
the foundations in these words in a letter to the committee staff, which
was never included in the record:

If the best defense against democracy's enemies is to make America a better
place in which to live and to place human welfare first, American foundations
have rendered service far beyond the actual sums they have contributed to higher
educational institutions. Thus, indirectly, the foundations can be credited with
a significant role in the never-ending battle against democracy's enemies. And
at this point I should like to add one fact of vital importance: In all our dealings
with foundations and with their representatives, we have never found evidence
of any motivation other than a sincere and patriotic desire to further scholarship
in the best Anierican tradition.

IV. THE NATURE OF THE PUBLIC HEARINGS

The unfolding of the dedicated purpose of the staff and its deep-
seated antagonism toward foundations were made plainly evident
early in the hearings, and it is clear that the staff an not the
committee members operated and controlled the proceedings at all
stages. This self-evident opposition to foundation activity may well
be characterized as pathological in the light of the excesses committed
by the staff throughout the proceedings.
A significant example of the predisposition of the staff to reach

conclusions under the spur of their own biases may be found in the
response of the assistant research director, Mr. McNiece, to the fol-
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lowing three passages which Mr. Hays read to him before revealing the
author of the quoted language, indicating that they were taken from
context:
But all agree that there can be no. question whatever that some remedy must

be found, and quickly found, for the misery and wretchedness which press so
heavily at the moment on a very large majority of the poor. The ancient work-
men's guilds were destroyed in the last century and no other organization took
their place. Public institutions and the laws have repudiated the ancient religion.
Hence by degrees it has come to pass that workingmen have been given over,
isolated and defenseless to the callousness of employers and the greed of unre-
strained competition. And to this must be added the custom of working by con-
tract and the concentration of so many branches of trade in the hands of a few
individuals so that a small number of the very rich have been able to lay upon the
masses of the poor a yoke .little better than slavery itself.
Every effort must therefore be made that fathers of families receive awage

sufficient to meet adequately ordinary domestic needs. If in the present state of
society this is not always feasible, social justice demands that reforms be intro-
duced without delay which will guarantee every adult workingman just such a
wage. In this connection we might utter a word of praise for various systems
devised and attempted in practice by which an increased wage is paid in view of
increased family burdens and 0 special provision made for special needs.
For the effect of civil change and revolution has been to divide society into two

widely different castes. On the one side there is the party which holds the power
because it holds the wealth; which has in its grasp all labor and all trade, which
manipulates for its own benefit and purposes all the sources of supply and which is
powerfully represented in the councils of the state itself. On the other side there
is the needy and powerless multitude, sore and suffering, always ready for dis-
turbance. If working people can be encouraged to look forward to obtaining a
share in the land, the result will be that the gulf between vast wealth and deep
poverty will be bridge ovr, and the two orders will be brOught' nearer together.
The following colloquy then ensued:
Mr. MCNIECv. Commenting for a moment, before making a reading of this,

the share of the land reference reminds me very much of one of the paragraphs
quoted from the findings of the Committee on Social Studies, as supported by the
Carnegie Foundation and the American Historical Association.

Mr. HAYS. I gather you disapprove of that, is that right?
Mr. McNIECE. Because I disapprove of communistic and collectivistic tend-

encies. All of these (meaning the quotations]-I do not know your source-are
closely comparable to Communist literature that I have read. [Emphasis ours.]
The objectives cited parallel very closely communistic ideals or socialistic ideals.
If working people can be encouraged to look forward to obtaining a share in the
land--in the smaller areas-I should say rather in the areas of less concentrated
population, I know from firsthand information that it is the desire and the attained
objective of many workingmen to own their own propertiesI distinctly remember reading in the.papers-that is my only authority for it-
that at one time some of the labor union leaders were advising their workmen not
to become property owners, because that tended to stabilize them and make them
more dependent. on local conditions; I don't know how you would reconcile the
divergent points of iew.

Mr. HfAYs. If you are through with those, I would like to have them back so.
I can identify them.
The first and last were from the encyclical of Pope Leo XIII on labor. The

middle was from the encyclical of Pope Pius XI.
You have given a very practical demonstration, Mr. McNiece, of the danger

of lifting a sentence or paragraph out of context, because you have clearly labeled
these as being in conformity with the communistic literature that you have read.

Mr. McNIEco. Yes, and I repeat hat * * *.
As Mr. Hays pointed out (hearings, pt. , p. 607) the Catholic

Church is one of the bulwarks against communism in the world., No
one in possession of his senses would call the Catholic Church or its
leaders communistic, It was left to. the committee staff to compare
statements of ithe :leaders of the Catholic Church with Communist
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writings. In this testimony, we were given the clearest insight into
the workings of the minds of the committee's staff.

In the early meetings of the committee the general counsel, Mr.
Wormser, advanced the proposal that the inquiry be made without
public hearings and without seeking the testimony of interested per-
sons, suggesting instead that the staff be directed to devote its time
to independent study and inquiry, the results of which would be
brought to the committee when concluded. It apparently never
occurred to Mr. Wormser, a member of the bar, that such a proceed-
ing, in a matter so sensitive, inevitably conflicted with constitutional
guaranties of free speech and violated every American principle that
individuals and groups, subjected to accusations in the course of an
inquiry, be permitted to defend themselves.

It was not until Mvay 10, 1954, that a public hearing was held.
For 3 days that month the stand was occupied by Mr. Aaron Sargent,
a San Francisco attorney, whose testimony can fairly be said to be a
representation of the basic theme of the staff testimony of Mr. Dodd,
Mr. McNiece, and Miss Casey.
Some insight into Mr. Sargent's political and economic thinking was

revealed when he stated that the United States income tax was part
of a plot by Fabian Socialists operating from England to pave the
way for socialism in this country; that the judicial power of the
United States Government has been undermined by court packing;
that subversive teaching in our schools is a tax-exempt foundation
product and that it has resulted in the greatest betrayal in American
history; that the foundations are deliberately stimulating socialism;
that the Rockefeller, Ford, and Carnegie Foundations are guilty of
violating the antitrust laws, and not content with these perversions,
that the Spanish-American War was more or less a picnic. (Eleven
thousand Americans died in that "picnic.")
Such was the nature of the testimony on which the committee

report has been based. Although the tax-exempt foundations sub-
mitted detailed factual documentation in refutation of the charges
made against them, the report is silent with reference to all of those
facts.
The only testimony which brought solid facts into this arena of

bias and prejudice was that of Dr. Pendleton Herring, president of
the Social Science Research Council. Unfortunately for the founda-
tions, however, the staff had no intention of permitting facts and logic
to be introduced into public hearings. For it was midway in Dr.
Herring's testimony that the chairman adjourned public hearings for
all time to come.

Dr. Herring destroyed the charges made by the staff of an alleged
"interlock," the "tight control" of education and research by a
"highly efficient functioning whole" made up of the foundations and
the learned societies, with undue emphasis on empiricism. He pointed
out that the Social Science Research Council received financial support
from. only 12 of the estimated five or six thousand foundations in this
country; that the foundations contribute approximately $12 million
annually to social-science research, only one-tenth of which is available
to the council; that there are some 40,000 persons in the United States
who could be classed as social scientists and that approximately 40
percent of these were scattered among the 1,700 colleges and uni-
versities of the country; that the other 60 percent were engaged in
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nonacademic work with business organizations and government; that
while there were hundreds of fellowships in social science offered each
year by the colleges and universities of the Nation, the Social Science
Research Council had only 150 such fellowships at its disposal; that
the council granted its fellowships on a nationwide competitive basis
and that the emphasis on choosing the successful candidates was on
individual ability instead of the type or subject of the research; that
there were some 281 formally organized research institutes in 104
different colleges and universities in the country.
An examination of these. undisputed figures should convince even

the most cynical observer that there is not and could not be any "tight
control" exercised by any group, however powerful. The very idea of
exercising a tight control over some 40,000 individuals engaged in
social science work is in itself ludicrous. When it is considered that
more than half of this number are engaged in business or governmental
enterprises which are entirely independent of academic or foundation
guidance or support, the idea becomes even more ludicrous. And
when one takes into consideration that the Social Science Research
Council is only one of many organizations conducting or financing social
science research, and that it has only $1,250,000 annually with which
to conduct its work, it becomes evident that the idea is "psycho-
ceramic," or, in more commonplace usage, crackpot.

Dr. Herring defined empiricism as follows:
To approach a problem empirically is to say: "Let's have a look at the record."

To employ the empirical method is to try to get at the facts.
He pointed out that the empirical method of getting at the facts
rather than indulging in mere speculation was a deeply ingrained
American tendency which had come down to us as a heritage from
the Founding Fathers; that-
empiricism tends to be more in the American tradition than rationalism.
He also pointed out that empiricism was totally incompatible with
communism and that the Communists "object to it most violently."
He quoted from certain documents to support his contention that

the Communists were bitterly hostile to foundations, the learned
professional societies and to our work in the social sciences. As to
the latter he had this to say:
The social sciences stand four-square in a great tradition of freedom of inquiry

which is integral to American life, to the Anglo-Saxon tradition of self-govern-
ment, and to the concern with the individual fundamental to both western
civilization and its ancient heritage stemming back through the Renaissance to
the Classic world and to Judaic-Christian concern with human dignity.

Concerning the alleged overemphasis on empirical research Dr.
Herring said:

In my opinion, there is not an overemphasis upon empirical research. In my
opinion and experience and observation, quite the reverse is true. I observe a
strong human tendency on the part of a great many of us, as individuals, to see
what we choose to see and to believe what we want to believe. I observe a readi-
ness to speculate, to guess, to haphazard opinions, and to come to judgments on
the basis of very inadequate evidence. It is my observation that this is a very
human tendency, if not indeed a common human weakness. This tendency is
found in all walks of life. It becomes a matter of high moment in policy decisions
and in the formation of public opinion.

Dr. Herring's testimony restored soIpe measure of reality and per-
spective to what had become so much an Alice-in-Wonderland pro-
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ceeding in which the verdict was rendered before the evidence was
considered.
We are dealing here not with an inquiry in the traditional sense in

which this legislative body operates. This was not an investigation
in which the purpose was to gather facts, to evaluate them, and then
to arrive at fair conclusions on the basis of those facts. Instead, we
are presented with an inquiry in which facts have played no part.
The committee's activities were in single purpose directed at justify-
ing conclusions arrived at even in advance of the enabling resolution
of the House of Representatives.
The minority cannot emphasize too strongly the abhorrence it

holds for such a procedure and indeed the abhorrence which the House
of Representatives and the American public will hold for the whole
unfortunate transaction when the majority report is published.

V. THE REPORT

The consistency of the dedicated prejudgment of the staff and the
real control of the proceedings which it maintained is (aside from the
many other examples cited in this report) made further evident by
the fact that, from the conclusion of the hearings on June 17, 1954, to
the present, the staff has secluded itself to prepare the majority re-
port. There has been no consultation or communication with the
minority, and presumably no direction or observation of the prepara-
tion of the report by the majority. This report truly has been written
in "a dark cellar," The staff went further, and in violation of con-
gressional procedure tampered with and altered the "corrected" copy
of the hearings which were submitted by the minority, in some in-
stances changing the context and meaning of questions by minority
members.

In view of the manifest unfairness of the proceedings, it might be
assumed that the report prepared by the staff would seek to overcome
the basic unsoundness of its contribution by preparing a temperate
document, short in length and impartial in tone. But, like the
theme of doom in a Wagnerian opera, the basic resolve to justify the
initial prejudgment of condemnation of foundations is expressed and
reexpressed in this enormously lengthy report. Where the record
contained no facts to support some particular conclusions, a type of
staff "judicial notice" has been taken of facts and conclusions drawn
from these facts, from whatever source has seemed convenient.
The great body of the press of the Nation has condemned the com-

mittee for its shocking excesses and its denial of elementary fair play.
As a result, the press has been attacked in the majority report along
with all others who dared to disagree.
Even before the issuance of the report, the chairman of this com-

mittee made an unwarranted attack on three of the Nations's leading
newspapers, the New York Times, the New York Herald Tribune,
and the Washington Post and Times Herald. In a statement inserted
in the Congressional Record, the chairman accused these three great
newspapers of deserting their traditional principles of honest and
unbiased presentation of the news. Not content with that reckless
assertion, he deliberately linked the names of these newspapers with
that of the Daily Worker in an effort somehow to imply guilt by
innuendo eyen though not one iota of evidence was ever presented
in support of this poisonous attack.
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The report picked up where the chairman left off. It went com-
pletely outside of the record to accuse the Reid Foundation of possible
illegal practices, with no other point in mind than that this foundation,
so the report states, owned stock in the New York Herald Tribune.
The fact that the Herald Tribune (in common with a myriad of other
newspapers) criticized the manner in which this committee proceeded
may have some bearing on the malice evidenced by the staff toward
this great newspaper.
From the New York Herald Tribune the report moved to the

New York Times, using the following language:
The presence of Mr. Sulzberger, president and publisher of the Now York

Times, on the board of the Rockefeller Foundation is all illustration of this
extension of power and influence. (Mr. Sulzberger is also oil the board of several
other foundations.) We do not mean to imply that Mr. Sulzberger directed his
editors to slant their reporting on this committee's work, but his very presence
on the Rockefeller Board could have been an indirect, intangible, influencing
factor. At any rate, the Times has bowed to no other newspaper in the vindic-
tiveness of its attack on this committee. In its issue of August 5, 1954, it gave
856 2 lines of laudatory column space, starting with a front-page article, to the
statement filed by the Rockefeller Foundation. The following day, August 6,
1954, appeared one of a succession of bitter editorials attacking this committee.
(p. 33).
Even more important, the report included in its findings the

following statement:
7. The far-reaching power of the large foundations and of the interlock has so

influenced the press, the radio, and even the Government that it has become
extremely difficult for objective criticism of foundation practices to get into news
channels without having first been distorted, slanted, discredited, and at times
ridiculed (p. 17).
To the minority, there is an integral relationship between the

majority's refusal to accord the foundations a public hearing and its
broadside atttrck on the press of the Nation. For, those who would
abuse the rights of the individual fear the press and rail against the
right of the press to report the facts and to criticize wrongdoing.

History teaches us that we must be alert to any incursion on our
basic freedoms. Here we are confronted with the two specters of a
denial of a fair hearing and an effort to intimidate the press for report-
ing and commenting upon that denial. The minority condemns this
and fervently hopes that the majority even at this late hour will recant
and vote to issue no report.

In the report. facts have been distorted and quotations from writings
have been taken out of context. Apparently, only those witnesses
(excepting the two witnesses from the Internal Revenue Service) who
possessed the qualifying bias of the staff were invited to testify, but
for the rare and refreshing case of Dr. Herring, whose testimony we
have discussed.
The other 8 nonstaff witnesses included, in addition to the 2 repre-

sentatives of the Internal Revenue Service, 2 retired and 2 employed
professors and2 lawyers. These two members of the bar had no special
qualifications other;than their own bias, which strangely coincided with
that of the staff.
The report outstrips the.record in its bias, its prejudgment, and its

obvious hatred for the object of its wrath-the principal private
foundations of the Nation.

Parenthetically, it may be noted that the small-mindedness of the staff Is well portrayed by the fact
that It took the time to count the lines which a newspaper devoted to a foundation report. A more
coloawaste of the taxpayer's money than line counting we can't oonOievel ' :

429



TAX-EXEMPT FOUNDATIONS

The only concession made by the staff in the interval between the
public hearings and the report was the abandonment of the staff's
pet theory of the great Fabian Socialist conspiracy of foundations,
colleges, and universities, and agencies of the'Federal Government to
take over America. Quite probably it has now dawned upon the
staff that this theory would have made malefactors out of the Con-
gress of the United States-for the Congress passed all of the social
legislation condemned as the end result of this "conspiracy," including
such programs as social security and Federal aid to education, the
enlightened programs for labor and agriculture, the protection of bank
deposits and security markets, and a host of others, which strengthen
the whole fabric of our society and its economy.
The theory of conspiracy was abandoned, but a charge of a special

sort of monopoly was substituted-a monopoly of the educated
"elite." The fruit of this monopoly is, so the staff concluded,
control by the foundations of the avenues of intellectual exploration
which otherwise would not be explored as evidenced by the fact that
foundations have given substantial financial support to empirical
research and to research in the social sciences.
The staff's report would seem to recommend to the Congress that

all foundations should be denied their tax-exempt status unless they
shall, in the field of the social sciences', adhere to principles which
the staff supports. The following sets forth the lines of censorship
suggested by the staff:
They (the trustees) should be very chary of promoting ideas, concepts and

opillionl-forming material which runs contrary to what the public currently wishes,
approves and likes (p. 20).
We assume that the staff would recommend that this censorship

be exercised by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue; a role, by
the way, which the Commissioner in public testimony properly re-
jected.
The excessive length of the report is, in itself, an index of the

unseemly effort of the staff to reach a predetermined conclusion, for
if the conclusions stated were valid, then a positive, incisive, and
brief statement of facts would be sufficient to support them.

It must be remembered that even though the Congress soundly
rejects and repudiates the majority report, as it should, the report
will stand forever in all its spuriousness as a "majority report" of
facts and the sober conclusions of a majority of the members of a duly
constituted committee of the House of Representatives of the United
States and will be quoted by every fear peddler in the Nation as
incontrovertible fact.

In addition, the real mischief in these proceedings rests in the
effect which they may have on the future conduct of the tax-exempt
foundations. If, as a result of this inquiry, the foundations shall
surrender to timidity, then the aim of those who would destroy the
effectiveness of the foundations shall have been accomplished, Truly,
the .integrity of the foundations will hinge on the manner in which
they meet this challenge.

VI. WHAT THE REPORT SHOULD BE

It is unfortunate that the minority report, limited as it must be to
the record, and the majority report, is compelled to place major
emphasis upon the errors of both. However, these errors are so basic
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and shocking that it is of public importance that they be identified
so that every citizen of the land can know what has occurred.

There is little that the minority at this point can recommend as to
what the report should contain that can give any real guidance to the
Congress in this sensitive area, for there are no reliable facts in the
record made up by the staff.
The minority recognizes that foundations are favored by State and

Federal tax laws. Even if they were not, however, they have a high
duty of public responsibility. This responsibility, however, does not
divest such foundations of the rights guaranteed by our Constitution.
Inherent in such guaranties is the proposition that Government may
not dictate, directly or indirectly, what the officers of such foundations
should think or believe or how they shall exercise their trust responsi-
bilities. Government cannot interfere with the lawful operations of
these private organizations in any manner. The fact that some or all
Members of Congress might disagree with all or a part of the acts of a
foundation does not alter the constitutional protection against this
attempted invasion of their private rights under the guise of the taxing
authority.
The majority report should, in all fairness, state at least the fol-

lowing:
1. The purposes of the resolution were not carried out.
2. The proceedings were grossly unfair and prejudged.
3. The record which was constructed by the staff is not reliable.
4. If there is a necessity, in the public interest, to inquire into the

validity of the tax-exempt status of foundations and other charitable
institutions, then a new inquiry must be authorized to seek all the
facts and to give all interested persons an opportunity to be heard.
In truth, such an investigation, made in conformity with the great
tradition of congressional inquiry, is the only way in which Congress
can be properly advised of the facts in this area-and in which the
foundations can be relieved of the cloud of suspicion placed upon them
by the majority report.

VII. CONCLUSION

The proceedings and the rendition of the majority report are both
tragic events. The minority members are filled with a sense of deep
sorrow in the contemplation of the monstrous nature of both.
The minority meiibers have discussed long and soberly this dark

reality, and they have concluded that the cloud of fear so evident in
all phases of our national life in recent years has enveloped this com-
mittee staff, and that these proceedings, under their guidance, are only
a part of a greater and more ominous movement under.the direction
of a group who would use the deadly evil of fear for their own pur-
poses-purposes which would, in their realization, destroy American
constitutional liberty. In this reality, the minority invites the mili-
tancy of all Members of Congress and all citizens of this free land to
root out now and forever this evil and those who nurture it.
The proceedings and the majority report evidence the tragedy of the

men and women of the committee's staff who, having lived andt pros-
pered under freedom, yet do not believe in due process and American
air play; who fear the thinkers and those who dare to advance the
new and the unaccepted; who believe that universal education for our
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people can be risked only if the teachers and their pupils accept their
doctrine and are shielded from the mental contamination of other
thoughts and beliefs. They would deny the right of individuals to
seek truth without limit or restriction.

Happily, the staff is representative of only a small and unhealthy
minority in the Nation. The fear-sickness of this group leads them to
brand as conspiratorial and un-American the citizens and organizations
who support the great liberal tradition in our society including such
well-known persons as Edward R. Murrow, Paul Hoffman, Senator-
elect Clifford Case, of New Jersey, and Senator Paul Douglas, of
Illinois, and such highly respected organizations as the Federal Council
of Churches, the Parent-Teachers Association, the National Education
Association, the Anti-Defamation League, and some of the most
prominent newspapers and publishers in the land.

This tragic event evidences the decay which has resulted from the
cynical disillusionment of the minds of free men and women. These
unhappy citizens have forgotten the touchstone of America's great-
ness-freedom. The American faith is one which accepts the right of
free people to make mistakes and believes that a free people, despite
its mistakes; will sustain and advance with wisdom the common good.

If there is an element of good to be found in these proceedings, it is
the challenge to high leadership. Leadership at every level of society
from the smallest community to the White House must find ways to
strengthen those among us in this free and vigorous land who have lost
faith in freedom. We must rehabilitate those who somehow have
forgotten that America's individual and collective strength in a tor-
tured and straining world is, and has always been, in the supremacy of
a positive'faith in freedom; not in the nursing of doubts and fears.

WAYNE L. HAYS
GRACIE PFOST
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