Free ’Sprmg Water

Supplied Senators
Is Out After July 1

Copious supplies of bottled
spring water, which for many|
yvears have been made available to
Senators, their committees and

clerks (free of charge), will dry up
July 1.

The Senate Rules Committee,
head=d by Senator Hayden, Dem-
ocrat, of Arizona decided today
that at the end of the present
fiscal yvear they would cut off all
of the bottled water.

Clerks were not anxious to talk

about the amount of the water
which has been used, or the cost,
but one official estimated the bill
has been running about $18,000 a
year. Another placed the cost at
about $1,000 a month.
At any rate, the committee con-
cluded that the custom had “‘out-
lived its usefulness,” and that
hereafter Senators, like others,
could use tap water. .If they want
the bottled brand they will have
to buy 1t themselves.
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February 8, 1950

Mr. L. 8, Mercer,
Editorial Counsel,
West Publishing Company,
Saint Paul 2, Minnesota.

Dear Mr, Mercers
~ Thank you very much for your gracious letter of

February 6th, I appreciate your offer to send me another
copy of your Volume 69 of the Supreme Court Reporter. I
will be happy to receive it. :

Insofar as your request for a group picture of the
Court is concerned, Justice Douglas has not yet returned
to the Bench, so there will be a little delay before a
complete picture of the Court can be taken,

With kind regards,

Sincerely,

(Signed) Fred &, Vingon
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March 13, 1950 RECEIVED
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CHIEF JusTIoE

The Honorable

Fred M. Vinson, Chief Justice,
United States Supreme Court,
Washington, D. C.

My dear Mr. Chief Justice:

You may recall that several months ago I may have
violated protocol by suggesting in a letter to you that
I be considered in the event that the Supreme Court
should decide that 1t would need a Master to take
testimony if the Court took jurisdiction in the Texas
and Louilsliana cases.

I will be out of town for several weeks on a trip
to Key West and other places south when the argument
comes up, and I regret that I will miss the opportunity
of hearing it.

With kind regards, I am

Cordially yours,

NOTFL 7M€W

MAR 14 1950 HUSTON THOMP SON

VAR




ADDRESS ONLY
“CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION™
IN YOUR REPLY REFER TO

FILE

AND DATE OF THIS LETTER

UNITED STATES CiviL SERVICE COMMISSION
WASHINGTON 25, D.C.

r
PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL

Honoreble Fred M. Vinson

Chief Justice of the Supreme Court

Dear Mr. Chief Justice:

The Commission has been advised by the Federal Bureau of
Investipgation that Mr. Dan Stonebraker, who was born in 1922 in
New York State, was arrested by the Metropoliten Police Department,
Weshington, D, C. on August 21, 1948. A copy of the arrest record,
FBI Form T=-2, is attached.

We have been advised that a Mr. Dan Stonebraker is employed as
Clerk, Administrative Office, Supreme Court, Washington, D. C.

This matter is reported for your information.

Sincerely yours,

WY{ "B. ‘.Ji;’cch’ell

Chairman

Enclosure 2422




Hay 17th, 1950 -

PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL o

Honorable Harry B. Mitchell,

Chairman

United States Civil Service Commission
Washington 25, D. C.

Dear Mr. Chairman:

This will acknowledge your communication of Hay
15th relative to a lr. Dan Stonebraker who is reported
to be an employee of the Administrative O0ffice, Supreme
Court, Washington, D. C. :

The enclosure (your No. 2422) received with your
letter is returned herewith.

I have to advise that there is no division of this
Court which is identified as the Administrative Office;
furthermore, that we do not have an employee on our rolls
by this name.

It may be that the reference given intended to re-
fer to the Administrative Office of the United Btates
Courts -~ if so, it is suggested that communications meant
for such agency can be directed to Mr. Henry P. Chandler,
Director, Administrative Office of the United States Courts,
Supreme Court Building, Washington, D. C.

- Very truly yours,
{8igned] Fred Hs Yiaogon

Chief Justice.




Supreme ot of the Pnited States
Washington, B. .

MEMORANDUM OF CONFERENCES HELD
OCTOBER TERM, 1949

(Prepared by Edgar L. Kenney, Custodian)

Jinnantae NsES S5 0
R

MONTH & DATE IN SESSION LUNCH SESSION
From Peridd. From
4 Octe ' 4/49 1 10,05 1:.00
5/49 | 10.05 - 1.05
15/49 ¥ 11.05 - 1..08
17//9% 10,05 =11..48 (BENEH)
22/k9 % 10,05 < 1.05 Lunch
5/49 | 11.05
1244908 41..05
19/49 ¢ 11.05
Ge3/49 a1 005
8/49
10/49
12/49 1.0; (BENCH)
17/49 150 urniie h
7/50

14/50

(BENCH)

Iifw meedh

TOTAL
TIME.




MONTH & DATE IN SESSION LUNCH IN SESSION TIME TOTAL
FROM PERIOD FROM Hrs. Min. TIME

(From Page 1) -
36
55
39
43
58
25
it/
34
43
55
00
38
00
06

BENCH

TOTAIL NUMBER OF CONFERENGCES ‘HELD
32

"Minute" Conferences - those lasting less|than half
hour - not recorded.
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OPINIONS TO BE HANDED DOWN
June 5, 1950

MR. JUSTICE MINTON
/ No.

455 - Automatic Radio Manufacturing Co. v. Hazeltine Research
7 Dissenting Opinion by Mr. Justice Douglas.

MR. JUSTICE BURTON
No.

1 - United States v. Kansas City Life Insurance Co.
Dissenting Opindan=hy/Mr+<Fustice -Minton
Dissenting Opinion b\’y Mr:-Justice-Douglas; -joined

by “Mr: Tustice/Black and Mr: "Tustice -Reed

No. 25 - Heglderson v. United States

‘\Vm(‘goncurring Opinton-by-Mr. Justice Douglas:”/

MR. JUSTICE JACKSON

Nos. 4-9 - United States v. Gerlach Live Stock Co. seestial
"J~Concurring Opinion by Mr. Justice Douglas

No. 306 - Johnson v. Eisentrager

Dissenting Opinion by Mr. Justice Black

MR. JUSTICE DOUGLAS
No.

12 Orig. - United States v. Louisiana
4~ Memorandum by Mr. Justice Frankfurter in Nos. 12 & 13 Orig.

No. 13 Orig. - United States v. Texas

2 Dissenting Opinion by Mr. Justice Reed, joined by
~ Mr. Justice Minton.

MR. JUSTICE FRANKFURTER

w’ No. 221 - Skelly Oil Co. v. Phillips Petroleum Company
Dissenting ‘Qpini

By the Chief Justice, joined by
Mr. Justice \urton

No. 230 - Swift and Co. Packers v. Compania Colombiana Del Caribe, S. A.

No. 33 - Quicksall v. People of the State of Michigan




v~ MR. JUSTICE BLACK
] No. 76 - Travelers Health Asso. v. Commonwealth of Virginia.

! % “Z Concurring Opinion by Mr. Justice Douglas.
0 ? Dissenting Opinion by Mr. Justice Minton, joined by

f Mr. Justice Jackson

THE CHIEF JUSTICE
No. 384 - Commissioner of Internal Revenue v. Korell

No. 44 - Sweatt v. Painter

No. 34 - McLaurin v. Oklahoma State Regents for Higher Education

No. 2 L Roberts“v. United States District Court.
Misc.

No. 12 - Osman v. Douds




OPINIONS TO BE HANDED DOWN
June 5, 1950

MR. JUSTICE MINTON

No. 455 - Automatic Radio Manufacturing Co. v. Hazeltine Research
Dissenting Opinion by Mr. Justice Douglas.

MR, JUSTICE BURTON

No. 1 - United States v. Kansas City Life Insurance Co.
Dissenting Opinion by Mr. Justice Minton
Dissenting Opinion by Mr. Justice Douglas, joined
by Mr. Justice Black and Mr. Justice Reed !

No. 25 - Hedderson v. United States
Concurring Opinion by Mr, Justice Douglas.

MR. JUSTICE JACKSON |

Nos. 4-9 - United States v. Gerlach Live Stock Co., e;t al
Concurring Opinion by Mr. Justice Douglas

No. 306 - Johnson v. Eisentrager
Dissenting Opinion by Mr. Justice Black

MR, JUSTICE DOUGLAS

A '\‘
No. 12 Orig. - United States v. Louisiana

Memorandum by Mr. Justice Frankfurter in Nos. 12 & 13 Orig.

No. 13 Orig. - United States v. Texas

Dissenting Opinion by Mr. Justice Reed, jomed by
Mr. Justice Minton.

MR, JUSTICE FRANKFURTER

No. 221 - Skelly Oil Co. v. Phillips Petroleum Company

Dissenting Opinion by the Chief Justice, joined by
Mr. Justice Burton

No. 230 - Swift and Co. Packers v. Compania Colombiana Del Caribe, S. A.

No. 33 - Quicksall v. People of the State of Michigan






No.

No.

No.

402

453

: 486.

579

647

682

690

CASES BEING HELD

Dorsey v. Stuyvesant Town Corporation
(Hold for No. 44 - Sweatt v. Painter)

Shoong v. Commissioner of Internal Revenue
(Hold for No. 384 - Comm. of Int. Rev. v. Korell)

Robertson Rock Bit Co., Inc. v. Hughes Tool Co.
(Hold for decision of 10th Circuit)

United States v. Iowa-Wisconsin Bridge Co.
(Hold for No. 1 - United States v. Kansas City Life Ins. Co.)

United States v. East Side Canal & Irrigation Co.
(Hold for Nos. 4-9 - U.S. v. Gerlach Live Stock, et al)

Commissioner of Internal Revenue v. McKay Products Corp.
(Hold for No. 445 - Brown Shoe Co. v. Comm'r. of Int. Rev.)
A motion to dismiss has been filed in this case. It is
listed for conference this Saturday, May 27th.

Ostrander v. United States
(Hold for No. 558 - Feres v. United States - and
No. 381 Misc, - Jefferson v. United States

48 Misc. - McClannahan v. People of Michigan'

(Hold for No. 33 - Quicksall v. People of Michigan)

Nos. 190 Misc. - Melanson, et al v. Massachusetts

No.

thru

(Hold for No. 33 - Quicksall v. People of Michigan)

195 Misc.

433 Misc. - In the Matter of Kurt Hans

(Hold for Nog. 306 - Johnson v. Eisentrager)

No. 434 Misc. - In the Matter of Hans Th. Schmidt

(Hold for No. 306 - Johnson v. Eisentrager)

No. 491 Misc. - Madsen v. Johnson

(Hold for No. 778 - Madsen v. Johnson)
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For correspondence in re Court holding session of

Court while ABA is meeting in Washington - see

Personal - Invitations - ABA Conv.




& K JUERGENSMEYER
SUPERINTENDENT

MACOUPIN COUNTY

SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS
CARLINVILLE, ILLINOIS

afipite: 35

September 5, 1950

Hon. Fred M. Vinson
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court
Washington D. C.

Dear Sir:

We are compiling material for our 1950-51 Macoupin

we

County School Directorye.

We would appreciate it if you would make any necessary
corrections in the following:

Chief Justice of the Supreme Court -- -- Fred M, Vinson
Associate Justices of the Supreme Court
Harold H. Burton Felix Frankfurter
Hugo Lafayette Black Robert H. Jackson

Tom Clark Sherman Minton
William O. Douglas Stanley F. Reed

Very trulyﬁyours,

A—

/ oL W ALADD AP PV
AR / AL &
/

T Juérgenémeyer
County Supt. of Schools










Earl 7. Thomas
Burton 5. Robingon
Porter Syims
Neyer Fix

Frenk Certer
George ¥, Thames
Morris E, White

Gs Do Rodgers

De As Gkeen
Charles Howell, Jre
William M. Howell
Carson G, Frailey -

Ly M5 Verriman— N

e i
i S

Vietor iy Showers
Freneis J, Byley

Dodge Hotel
Statler Hotel

Coumonwealih Apts.
Congresszional Fotel
Bethesda, M,

Shorehanm Hotel
Cengressional Hotel
statler Fotel

32 8. St.y Baltimore,Md,
Haye-Adams House
Hayflover Hotel
HayfTlover Hotel
509 ilbee Sldg.

A SRR

“h; _
aehing n d

Thomas Criffin

Bernard Merits Statler Hotel
William North Statler Fotel
Hillary Costelle Statler Hotel
Grace N, Thones statler Hotel
Evelyn Greer Sisk Statler Fotel
Marvin D. Brown Statler Hotel
I.&m M. Merrimen Statler Fotel
Harold L. Sebring

Statler Hotel

HMississippi
Ohio

Kentueky

Illinoia
Rochester, H. Y.
Uklshoma
Florida
Haryland

Utah

Flerida

Florida

Dist. of Col.

Dists of Col.
Dists of Col.
Dists. of Cols
Georgla

Ceorgla
Hew York

Florida
Florida




Name al
Arthur J. Hass Cairo Hotel
Allen k. Barrow Statler Hotel
Joseph Franko Statler Hotel

Mo M [Rusdins s
/&WAJ waﬂi\f» |

S8

~ Member Bar of
Highest Court of:

Michigan
Oklalfaoma
§

Texas

e ec— . s
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SPONSOR
HAROLD J. GALLAGHER, ESQ.
Statler Hotel
Executive 1000

Member Bar of

Name Local Address Highest Court of:

Roy C. Hormberg Statler Hotel Missouri

William W. Evans Statler Hotel New Jersey

Ford E. Smith 2220 Savannah Terrace,S.E. Washington

Rosemary Scott Washington Hotel Michigan

Edward J. Lawler, Jr.
Hazel D, Selby
Maryl A vmddmmsrmed

Je Virgil Cory

Robert C. Vincent
Charles M. Walton, Jr.
Louis F. Carroll

Patrick J. MeGill

Harry Gershenson

L. R. Donelson

Sidney James Be-Hannesey
Hugh P. Mullen

Sta¥ey Weldon 0'Brien
Allen Trumbull

Welcome D, Pierson

Harry E. Marble

)
o\

Gt
/] ;AL

Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel
seter-=ttotel

Washington Hotel

Jefferson Hotel
Jefferson Hotel
Statler Hotel

7317 Hampden Lane
Bethesda, Md.

Statler Hotel

Washington Hotel

Annapolis Hotel
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel
StatlerHotel
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel

Illinois
Massachusetts
M el gan
Ohio

New York

New York

New York

New York
Missouri
Tennessee
Illinois
New York
New York
New York
Oklahoma

Ohio




Name

SPONSOR

WILLIAM P. McCRACKEN, ESQ.

National Press Building
National 6167

Local Address

E. A. Niemeier V~

Henry L..Begant

Alfred H. Highland
Martin McDonough
George Metzger
Charles Bomberger
George Wainwright
Arthur N. Fowler
S. P. Dannel

BEqwin S. Hurst

Burr AllenHorn, Jr.

Robert Seabrook Baynard -

Martin A. Row
Towvnsend M. Gunn
Paul E. Basye
William M. Poteat

I. M. Singer

Frank Bl Everetty=dr
Charles L. Estep
George J. Cooper

Horace S. Haworth

Member Bar of

Highest Court of:

Burlington Hotel
Willard Hotel
Willard Hotel
Carlyle Hotel
Willard Hotel
Hamilton Hotel
Willard Hotel
Raleigh Hotel
Raleigh Hotel
Alban Towers
Statler Hotel
Ambassador Hotel
Willard Hotel
Shoreham Hotel
Willard Hotel
Statler Hotel
Washington Hotel
lEdrard~Hoted
Washington Hotel
Willard Hotel

Annapolis Hotel

Washington
Kentucky
Indiana
California
Ohio

Indiana
Massachusetts
Tennessee
Tennessee
Oklahoma
Pennsylvania
Florida

Texas
Massachusetts
California
North Carolina
Texas

Missd ssippis
W. Virginia
Michigan

North Carolina




SPONSOR
JOHN J. LASKEY, ESQ.
Albee Building

Jational 3566

Name

Local Address

Member Bar of
Highest Court of:

William Arthur Bacon
Shelby R. Rogers
Charles R. Fellows
Goscoe 0. Farley
John C, Weiss

H. Beale Rollins
Norman C., Melvin, Jr.
Robert H. Gerbig
Michael G. Littman
Hervey H. Yancey, Jr.
Sam D. Thurman

James W, Wine, Jr.

J. B. Stephenson

Ashley St. Clair
Frankiih J. Marryott
James M. Keating
Erant=Re-lyoR jedice
Edward W. Stitt, Jr.
John Albert McRae
William Vincent Beal
Thomas Miller Manier
Price Janson

Henry C. Meader

Washington Hotel
Washington Hotel
Washington Hotel
Mayflower Hotel
Statler Hotel
Willard Hotel
Lafayette Hotel
Shoreham Hotel
Washington Hotel
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel
Washington Hotel
Washington Hotel
Statler Hotel
Willard Hotel
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel
Wardman Park Hotel
Raleigh Hotel
Franklin Park Hotel
Statler Hotel

3205 Stephanson P1,NW
Willard Hotel

Mississippi
Mississippi
Oklahoma
California
Maryland
Maryland
Maryland
Maryland
Florida
Florida

Utah
Kentucky
Kentucky
Massachusetts
Massachusetts
New York
West Virginia
New York
North Carolina
Tennessee
Tennessee
Ohio

Alabama




SPONSOR
FRANCIS W. HILL, JR., ESQ.
Tower Building

Name

Republic 5236

Local Address

Member Bar of
Highest Court of:

Arthur Park

A, R. Kehoe

M. Vandervoort
Leo B. Parker
Floyd Anderson
Charles E. Jones
John Horan
Earnest Strand
Widd-damHe-Agnor
George S. Geffs
Liguori J. Corey
Richard W. Blakey

Bert M. Goldwater

Charles B. Arendall, Jr.

Harry L. S. Halley
Ray Garrett

Charlotte S. Million

c ] S P

fford Bernhill

Anne B. Miller
Allen D. Endicott, Jr.
William H. Selva

James. Clarence Evans

University Club
Congressional Hotel
Washington Hotel

Mayflower Hotel

1405 Summit Avenue,Alex.Va.

Haye-Adams House
Shoreham Hotel
Statler Hotel
Blaekstone-Hoted
Willard Hotel
Willard Hotel

New Colonial Hotel
New Colonial Hotel
Statler Hotel
Mayflower Hotel
Shoreham Hotel
1300 Mass. Ave., N.W.
Statler~Ho®el
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel

Statler Hotel

California
Washington
Michigan
Missouri
Ohio
Kansas

New York
New York
Georpier
Wisconsin
Michigan
Nevada
Nevada
Alabama
Oklahoma
I1linois
Pennsylvania and
Dist. of Col.
Californig
Florida
New Jersey
Ohio

Tennessee




/
SPONSOR <%§
GODFREY L., MUNTER, ESQ.

Shoreham Building
Sterling 1187

Member Bar of

Name Local Address Highest Court of:

( H. Gordon Wood Statler Hotel Michigan

| Paul R. Trigg, Jr. Statler Hotel Michigan

Harold Monroe Znedh 4@;~Krc%h) Wardman Park Hotel Illinois

Ge Jo Jeffries Ambassador Hotel Montana

[ Barl {. Cline
"‘Oriens Cross

7 Clarence Kolwyck
John L. McChord
William H. Hudgins
Dennis Boyle

Wayne E. Stechter
Elizabeth Carp
Brevator J. Creech
Lester Hoyt

M, J. Galvin
larold W. Coffin
Frank L. Kiernan
Morse Garwood

Alva M. Lumpkin

J. Ramsay Harris

Cecil A. Johnson

Ambassador Hotel
Hamilton Hotel
Roger Smith

3114 Quebec Place,
2118 Massachusetts
Wardman Park Hotel
Dupont Plaza Hotel
Washington Hotel
Wardman Park Hotel
Washington Hotel
Carlton Hotel
Mayflower Hotel
Shoreham Hotel
Wardman Park Hotel
Wardman Park Hotel
Hayes-Adams House

Washington Hotel

Montana
Michigan
Tennessee
Ohio

Dist. of Col.
Michigan
Ohio

Texas
Missouri
Oklahoma
Minnesota
Washington
Michigan
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
Colorado

I11linois




SPONSOR ;)
WALTER M, BASTIAN, ESQ. /
National Press Building

National 3628

Name

Local Address

Member Bar of
Highest Court of:

Te Raber Taylor ¥
Daniel K. Loucks
Robert D. Tylander
Vera L. Jones y
Eliot L. Kaplan
William H., Wolfe v/
~hether—J3—lewry—
George W. Ericksen
A. S. Christenson
Grace H. Simpson
Robert H. Hosick,
Wiley E. Mayne

Kirk Hawkins

Robert H. Beatty
Samuel P. Sears
Annie M. Stout
Stanley B. Balbach
Jo Stanley Mullin
George R. Richter, Jr.
Julian de Bruyn Kops
James C., Sheppard ¢
We Fo. Womble

Don H. McLucas
Charles B. Stephens
Shbert T Fonesm—
Karl C. Williams

William Henley

New Colonial Hotel
Mayflower
Washington Hotel
Statler Hotel
Burlington Hotel
Statler Hotel
Wardman Park Hotel
Dupont Plaza Hotel
Burlington Hotel
Carlton Hotél
Washington Hotel
Washington Hotel
Blackstone Hotel
Statler Hotel

Shoreham Hotel

L4574 Connecticut Ave,N.W

Washington Hotel
Mayflower Hotel
Mayflower Hotel

3312 35th Street,N.W.
Mayflower Hotel

1673 Columbia Rd.,N.W.
Statler Hotel

Mayflower Hotel

=AmbassagOr=H0O Cel

Mayflower Hotel

Ambassador

Colorado
South Dakota
Florida
Missouri

Ohio

West Virginia
Rhode Island
Florida

Utah

Nebraska

Michigan & Calif.

Towa
Missouri
Nebraska
Massachusetts
Tennessee
I1linois
California
California
Ohio
California
North Carolina
I1linois
I1linois
el
I1linois

Mississippi




WALTER M. TIAN, Continued

Local Address

7

Member Bar of
Highest Court of:

George L. Gisler Statler Hotel

Alma Lowell Merrill Statler Hotel

Robert Allen Stuart Statler Hotel

Missouri
Idaho

Il1linois




Name

SPONSOR
AUSTIN F. CANFIELD, ESQ.
Woodward Building
District 3184

Local Adress

/U

Member Bar of
Highest Court of:

Fritz L. Braunfeld
Alfred W, Hewitt

C. Lawrence Elder
John J. Horan
Charles L. Davis, Jr.
Joseph E. Lucas
Thomas N. Tarleau
Leon H. Wallace

Paul H. Heineke
Carl Hoppe

Donn Norcutt Gregory
David Broude

Ward D. Foster

Lewis E. Lyon

C. Baxter Jones, Jr,
Carl O, Hamlin
Robert H. May

Lee E. Bains
Stephen R. Curtis
Austin H, Peck, Jr.
Walter A. Ferrell
Ruth E. Riddell
Frazor T. Edgmondson
John D. Cheek
Orison S. Marden
Louis E. Wyman

O. L. Dykstra

Ambassador Hotel
Washington Hotel
Willard Hotel

508 E., Capitol Street
Washington Hotel
Lee House
Mayflower Hotel
Lafayette Hotel
Wardman Park Hotel
Statler

Washington Hotel
Ambassador Hotel
Shoreham Hotel
Shoreham Hotel
Washington Hotel
Washington Hotel
Ambassador Hotel
3130 Ordway Street, N.W.
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel
Roger Smith
Statler Hotel
Congressional
Willard Hotel
Mayflower Hotel
Mayflower Hotel

Congressional

I1linois
Michigan
Oklahoma
New York
Kansas

New York
New York
Indiana
Illinois
California
Florida
Massachusetts
California
California
Georgia
Texas
Virginia
Alabama
Il1linois
California
Minnesota
Michigan
Texas
Oklahoma
New York

New Hampshire

Towa




Name

AUSTIN F. CANFIELD, ESO. - Continued

Local Address

/i)

Member Bar of
Highest Court of:

Thomas Watters, Jr.
Samuel Duvall Schell
Warren L. Jones

H. Reid De Jarnette

Haye-Adams House
Statler Hotel
Wardman Park Hotel

Annapolis Hotel

Dist. of Col.
Piste. of Col.
Florida
Florida




HName

PONSOR
cEORGE WORRTS FaY, Es
U. S, orney, Court House

National 2131

William H. Dillen
Ray R. Christensen
Edwin L, Harris
Leonard C. Berry
Jesse E., Marshall
Bernard W, Chill
George J. .Baya :
Willism L. Dickson
William A, Gillen
William Richter
Harold L. Sebring
Winston 8. Allen
J. Hallman Bell

We We Glbson

J. Howard Reed
Rebert W. Fisher
William E. Bufalino

Lercy B;njamin Davenport

Joseph U, Grimes
Henri I. Ripstra
William Kelly Joyce
George R. Deneweth
Franeis V. Hughs

I. Burdette Coldren
J. B. Adams, Jr,
Jesse E. Hutson

Arthur A, Brown

Statler Hotel
Raleigh Hotel
Hamilton Hotel
Hamilton Hotel

523 Decatur St.,N.W.

Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel
Washington Hotel
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel
Mayflower Hotel
Statler Hotel
Washington Hotel
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel
Raleigh Hotel
Hotel 2400
Commodore Hotel
Wardman Park Hotel
Wardman Park Hotel
Wardman Park Hotel
Fairfax Hotel
Fairfax Hotel
Fairfax Hotel
Statler Hotel

1\

Member Bar of
Highest Court ofs

Illinois
Utah

Illinois
Illinois

- lowa

‘Mississippi

Florida
Oregon
Florida

New York
Florida
Georgia
Tennessee
Texas

Dist. of Col.
Florida
Pennsylvania
Ohio

Khode Island
I1linois
Michigan
Michigan
Michigan
Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania
Penngylvania

Pennsylvania




/!

Crrin 0. B. Carner
Thomas Havens Wakefield
Troy A. Feibel

WM' ﬂ’(PL
N, C s

Carlton Fotel

Ambasgsador Hotel

Statler Hotel

e

Member Bar of

Local Address  Highest Court o

Illinois
Flor ida




SPONSOR / “]////

PAUL B. CROMELIN, ESQ.
National Press Building
District 0946

Member Bar of
Name Local Address Highest Court of:

PV A, Pacyna Burlington Hotel Florida

We Colquitt Carter Mayflower Hotel Georgia
Ts=HartIey—PoETock Wittard—Hetel Missouri-
We D. Murphy, Jre ——_ Wardman Park Hotel Arkansas
Augusto Miceli Sulgrave Club Louisana
Tracy Edward Griffin Mayflower Hotel Washington
Robert M. Clark Lafayette Hotel Kansas
Dorothy Young Mayflower Hotel Oklahoma
Gordon Franklin Shoreham Hotel I1linois
Marvin K. Collie Shoreham Hotel Texas

A. Frank Smith Shoreham Hotel Texas

Ee L. Schoenhals Statler Hotel Utah
Stephen L. Mayo Lafayette Hotel Texas
Raliph C. Jandreau Mayflower Hotel Massachusetts
George A. Evans Shoreham Hotel Wisconsin
Marcus C. Redwine Willard Hotel Kentucky
William Donald O'Connor Wardman Park Hotel Wisconsin
Charles H., Clark Washington Hotel Texas
Robert Gerbig Washington=Hotel Mzrytaid
Alexander Pirnie Congressional Hotel New York
Ewing Smith Hamilton Hotel Tennessee
Arthur Eénto 59 Allison St,N.E. Ohio

J. Vaulx Crockett Statler Hotel Tennessee
F. Joy Nimtz Hotel 2400 Indiana

James M., Davis, Jr. Statler Hotel New Jersey




SPONSOR
CHARLES E. PLEDGER, JR., ESQ.
Washington Building
National 1504

Member Bar of

Name

Local Address

Highest Court of:

Patrick J. Beary-
Marie A. Beary

W. Carloss Morris, Jr.
Noble W. Lee
William H. Nieman
Robert H. Walker
Je Flelding Jones
J. H. Doughty
John M., Hanley
Wareham Seaman
John W. Cummiskey
Paul W. Lashly
Thomas H. Law
Demetri M. Spiro
Morton Schaeffer
Libby Schaeffer
Julius Marymor
Rush H. Limbaugh
He S. Don Carlos
Ben R, Miller
Forrest A. Betts
Elmer C. Wilson
Wayne L. Townsend
Robert S. Snevily
Robert R. Jones
Re T. Jennings, Jr.

Thomas E. Twitty

' Congressional Hotel
Congressional Hotel
Washington Hotel
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel
Hamilton Hotel
Willard Hotel
Congressional
Raleigh Hotel
Washington Hotel
Washington Hotel
Washington Hotel
Washington Hotel
Wardman Park
Wardman Park
Washington Hotel
Washington Hotel
Jayes-Adams House
Mayflower Hotel
Willard Hotel
Hamilton Hotel
Statler Hotel
Shoreham Hotel
Ambassador Hotel

Raleigh Hotel
Raleigh Hotel

New York
New York
Texas
Illinois
Ohio

Towa

Texas
Tennessee
Wisconsin
California
Michigan
Missouri
Texas
I1linois
Illinois
I1linois
Pennsylvania
Missouri
Connecticut
Louisiana
California
Illinois
Missouri
New Jersey
Virginia
Pennsylvania
Alabama




Name

CHARLES E, PLEDGER, JR., Continued

Local Address

/%

Member Bar of
Highest Court of:

Foster C. Shirley
Manford G. Henley
Arthur L. Murray
William G. Talley
Waldo P. Breeden

Ambassador Hotel
Ambassador Hotel
Hayes-Adams House
Lee House

Mayflower House

Indiana
Indiana
California
Virginia

Pennsylvania




SPONSOR (L
MILDRED E. REEVES
Ring Building
District 4174

Member Bar of
Names Local Address Highest Court of:

Denger Davison Lafayette Hotel Oklahoma
W. Barney Arthur Statler Hotel Virginia
John T. Wigginton Willard Hotel Florida
John D. Fischbeck 1606 New Hampshire Ave,NW New Jersey
Gladys C. Williams Chastleton Hotel Kentucky
Earle J. Moyer Mayflower Hotel Nebraska
Lydon H., Beam Willard Hotel Ohio
“Cotorade

T s

F—Remsey-—Harris " r— 2. Gk G e HOmTe
Arthur Edward Schoepfer Statler Hotel Massachusetts
Lou Nora Spiller Wardman Park Hotel Texas

E. F. Bolzendahl AmbassadorHotel Wisconsin

Evelyn J. Pitschke La Salle Apartments Indiana

Mitechell S. Dvoret 3131 16th Street,N.W. Diste of Cols

John T. Bowes Statler Hotel Massachusetts
Victoria Gilbert Haye-Adams House Kentucky
Helen R. Graft Haye-Adams House Kentucky
Lv-Rs-L¥ens Statler-Hotel Ohie

C. H. Nichols Statler Hotel Ohio

Lawrence R. Lyons Statler Hotel Ohio

ClinbtomHendrick-Nichots Statler—~Hotel Ohio




Jame

SPONSOR

HOWARD C. WESTWOOD, ESQ.

Union Trust Building

Republiec 5900

Local Address

e

Member Bar of
Highest Court of:

Charles F. Grimes
Charles Belsam
Gevrge-G¥ster
Clarence C,pnwell
Paul R. Scott

Ce N. Whitman

Samuel Erskine

Paul Van Osdél, Jre

R. B. Forster

L, C. White
Denman Moody
George L. Gisler
James F. Flynn
Ray I. Lowe
Joseph W. Ray, Jr.

Jerman L, Ellsworth

Washington Hotel
Hamilton Hotel
Wa sHinpgtornHoted
Hamilton Hotel

Carlton Hotel

New Colonial Hotel

Ambassador Hotel

2800 Woodley Rd., N.W.

Mayflower Hotel
2400 Hotel
Willard Hotel
Willard Hotel
Raleigh Hotel
Dupont Plaza
Fairfax Hotel

Ambassador Hotel

I1linois
Ohio
Misseuil,
Iowa
Florida
New York
Ohio
Missouri
Minnesota
New Mexico
Texas
Missouri
Ohio
Kansas
Pennsylvania

Jl1linods




Name

SPONSOR
ROGER J. WHITEFORD, ESQ.

8l = 15th Street,NW
Metropolitan O465

Local Address

L

Member Bar of
Highest Court of:

Theodore L. Locke

We H. Jack

Louis D. Brown

E. C. Yokley

John Dorwin

Jeinr—Ps—CaTr

Sylvester J. Liddy

Gerald Branigin

Dorothy H. Romig

Gertrude D. Krichefsky

Melvin T. Woods

John Charles Hoyo

Moses Lane

Irvin Miller

F. A, Mac Donald

Catherine C. Donovan

Henrietta Rosenthal
e+ Phipps

Tho T i WIS
Dbt Ly e #IA L DL€

Fred B. Noble
Ralph Adams

Albert Adcock
Dorothy Persky
Bettie Jane Russell
Wyatt Jacobs
Harley J. McNeal

Joseph Hanna

Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel
Ambassador Hobed
Roosevelt Hotel
Lee Sheraton Hotel
Arlington, Va.
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel
Roger Smith Hotel

Ambassador Hotel

Congressional Hotel

Mayflower Hotel
Chastleton Hotel

Chastleton Hotel

Ambassador Hotel
Bowling Field
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel

New Coloniol Hotel
Willard Hotel
Willard Hotel

Burlington Hotel

Indiana
Texas
California
Tennessee
New York
Kaiasarge——
New York
Indiana

New York
Diste. of Col.
South Dakota
Texas

Ohio

Texas

West. Virginia
Michigan
Michigan
Arkansas
Ohio

Florida
Alabama
Illinois
Ohio
Missouri
I1linois
Ohio

Missouri




Name

i

ROGER J. WHITEFORD, ESQ. - Continued

Local Address

Member Bar of
Highest Court of:

John Thomas, Jr.
Amos H. Robillard
Arthur Leslie Graves

Willard Barry

Willard Hotel

Mayflower Hotel

Willard Hotel

Willard Hotel

South Carolina
Illinois
Vermont

Ohio




SPONSOR / -?7
MILTON W. KING, ESQ. /
Southern Building {

National LO4lt

Name

Local Address

Member Bar of
Highest Court of:

G. B. Witherspoon
Walter D. Hannon
Frank R, Miller
Francis E. Teeling
John L. Oliver
Kinsley H. Glenn
Stanley V. Printz
Gerald B. Klein
Henry C. Mackall
Gus Rinehart
Renaldo J. Jeffry
John H, Poe
Charles F. Scanlon
Katharine R. Kile
A, We Trice

Byron G. Hill

C. Brien Dillon
George Papanicolas
F. Edward Wheeler

George Baumen

GrOVETr- e PHOMPEon

Francis H. Fawley
Albert L. Plummer
C. Baxter Jones
Pope F. Brock
Stanley G. Falk

George S. Downey

Statler Hotel

Statler Hotel

2030 F Street, N.W.
2030 F Street, N. W.

Carlton Hotel
Statler Hotel
Ambassador Hotel
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel
Annapolis Hotel
Statler Hotel
Willard Hotel
Hamilton Hotel
Raleigh Hotel
Mayflower Hotel
Gordon Hotel
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel

Congressional Hotel

Willard Hotel
Raleigh Hotel
Mayflower Hotel
Mayflower Hotel
Carlton Hotel

Willard Hotel

‘Willard Hotel

Mississippi
Oklahoma
Iowa

Towa
Missouri
Wyoming
Pennsylvania
Oklahoma
Minnesota
Oklahoma
California
Oklahoma
Washington
Oklahoma
Oklahoma
California
Texas

Diste. of Col.
Maryland
California
Kentucky
North Carolina
Missouri
Nebraska
Georgia

New York

Oklahoma




Name

SPONSOR
MILTON W. KING, ESQ. - Continued

Local Address

/]

Member Bar of
Highest Court of:

Oliver W. Horne
George R. Grant, Jr.
William B. Cubbins
S. Knox Hunter
Edward I. Perkins
Frank G. Lichtenstein
DeVane K. Jones
Arthur Henderson
Louis Lisman

Lemuel C. Parker
Maurice N. Frank
Ines Di Persio
Chester L. Rigsby
Arthur S. Bluestein
Robert M. Weh

Helen McCarthy Rivette
Joseph Harrison
Harold K. Brooks
Edward B. Madden
Martin E. Cusick

Guy Elliot

Herbert J. Backer
Eugene B. Simmons
Lloyd W. Kennedy

Edward S. Foltz

Randolph P. Rogers, Jr.

Don G. Owens, Jr.

Carroll Arms
Statler Hotel
Brighton Hotel
MecLean, Virginia
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel
Statler Hotel
New Colonial
Willard Hotel
Plaza Hotel
Raleigh Hotel
Lee House
Washington Hotel
Statler Hotel
Raleigh Hotel
Statler Hotel
Hamilton Hotel
LaSalle Hotel
Lee House

Lee House
Ambassador Hotel
Statler Hotel
Willard Hotel
Hotel Hamilton

Burlington Hotel

Harye-Adams House

Willard Hotel

Georgia

New Hampshire
I1linois

Pennsylvania

Massachusetts

Massachusetts

Alabama

Arizona

Vermont
Louisiana
Indiana

New York

New York
Illinois

Ohio

New York

New Jersey

Pennsylvania

Pennsylvania

Pennsylvania

North Carolina
Indiana

Texas
Il1linois
Illinois
Missouri

Tennessee




SPONSOR : Milton W. King.

HOWARD D. CLINE, Flint, Michigan.
ARTSTO DALLAVAILE, Newark, New Jersey.
HOWARD EPSTEIN, New York, N.Y.
HARRY PHILIP EDWARDS, Boston,
FBEIGUS, Uniontown, Pennsylvania.

FRANCIS J. GEORGE, Flint, Michigan.

WESLEY MULFINGER, Chicago, Illinois. v/

PH EDGAR KELLY, Chicagoe, Filineig.:

ATTAN SAUFRWEIN, Baltimore, Maryland.

NISIVOCCIA, Newark, New Jersey.-—"

HEYMAN ZIMEL, Paterson, New Jersey. Y
ARD R. McGLYNN, Newark, New Jersey. t
JOSEPH WEINTRAUB, Newark, New Jersey. L-
EDWARD FREDERICK BECKER, New Haven, Comnecticut. (.
RAYMOND HARKRIDER, Chicago, Illinois. —
J. HERMAN 1 Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. L~
THOMAS J. SHEEHAI Chicago, Illinois. &~
JOSEPH S. BASCT, New Yerk, N.,Y,
JAMES ¥, ROSEN, New Haven, Connecticut.
SEYMOUR SPRUCH, New York, N.Y.

FOLEY SANTAMARTIA, Houston, Texas. +”

JAMES RUSSELL MURPHY, Washington, D.C.

ILILTAM FRANKLIN PATTERSON, Chicago, Illinois.
WINFIELD T. DURBIN, Chicago, Illinois.

GEORGE RICHARD GRANT, JR. Concord, New Hampshire.

LEO H. McKAY, Sharon, Pennsylvania,




SPONSOR: Milton W. King

-

JAMES JOSEPH BEHA, New York, N.Y.

JOSEPH LEO BREEN, Providence, Rhodé Island.
ROBERT M. WEH, Cleveland, Ohio.
HOLTON DAVENPORT, Sioux Falls, South Dakota.

STANLEY D. CAMPBELL, Tulsa, Oklahoma,
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Suprene Conrt of the Vntted States
Washtngton, 2. C.
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Alpha Kappa Alpha Alpha Phi Alpha Delta Sigma Theta ;
Kappa Alpha Psi Phi Beta Sigma Sigma Gamma Rho Zeta Phi Beta

Amerivan il on Fuman Rinhts

1130 SixtH STREET, N.W. WasHINGTON 1, D. C. COrumsIA 7307

BOARD OF DIRECTORS Director

President Ermer W. HENDERSON

EpNA Over GrAY Assistant Director
Alpha Kappa Alpha PAtriciA A. ROBERTS
First Vice President

MaAe WricaT Downs
Delta Sigma Theta

Second Vice President
J. ErNEsT WILKINS*
Kappa Alpha Psi
Corresponding Secretary

Emma MANNING CARTER
Sigma Gamma Rho

Recording Secretary
R. O. Jounson*
Phi Beta Sigma
Treasurer

EstaEr C. PEYTON
Zeta Phi Beta

General Counsel
Berrorp V. Lawson, Jr.*
Alpha Phi Alpha
[}
Vicror J. AsHE
Kappa Alpha Psi
SaLLie Nusy Epwarps*
Sigma Gamma Rho
JouNn H. FRANKLIN
Alpha Phi Alpha
Dororny I. Hercur*
Delta Sigma Theta
Laura T. LovELACE*
Alpha Kappa Alpha
Hurtson L. LoveLL
Phi Beta Sigma
GEORGE A. PARKER
Phi Beta Sigma
EveLyn B. Pore
Zeta Phi Beta
Ausrey E. RoBinson, Jr.
Alpha Phi Alpha
James E. Scorr
Kappa Alpha Psi
Rure WHITEHEAD WHALEY
Sigma Gamma Rho
Bevran T. WaitBY
Alpha Kappa Alpha
Nancy B. WooLrinGe*
Zeta Phi Beta
BerteLL CoLrins WRicHT
Delta Sigma Theta

National President

A cooperative program of seven national fraternities and sororities with twelve hundred local chapters throughout the United States




December 11, 1950

Mr. Elmer W. Henderson,
Director,

American Council on Human Rights,
1130 Sixth Street, N. W.,
Washington 1, D.C.

Dear Mr. Henderson:

I am in receipt of your letter of November 28th.

I note the position that your organization expresses in
respect of the '"judicial interpretation of the Constitution"
by the Court.

I do not believe it proper or advisable to participate
in your suggested commendatory expressions. Upon re-
flection, I am certain that you will agree,

Sincerely,

18ignel) ¥red M ¥inson

FMV:McH






SAM RAYBURN
47H DISTRICT, TEXAS

Che Sprakers Rovms
Hunse of Representatives 1.9,

AWirs hington, 2. C.

December 14, 1950

Dear Mr. Chief Justice:

Here is a letter from our old friend, Ewing
Thomason.

I wish you would comment on it so that I can
answer same.

With kindest regard

Sincerely




o v e e e B~ A AN SR . o v ek







i
|
# i St e i B T e e e S tuarice e S e

N g T T . SRRV




OPINIONS TO BE ANNOUNCED

January 15, 1951

4
\//MR. JUSTICE MINTON

¢~ No. 122 - National Labor Relations Board v. Gullett Gin Company

Chief Justice out.

MR. JUSTICE CLARK

v~ No. 258 - Dean Milk Co. v. City of Madison

v Dissenting Opinion by Mr. Justice Black

MR. JUSTICE BURTON

Vv Nos. 211-212 - Niagara Hudson Power, etc. v. Leventritt

Dissenting Opinion by Mr. Justice Frankfurter

MR, JUSTICE BLACK

/ No. 21 - Blau v. United States

Dissenting Opinion by Mr. Justice Minton - joined
by Mr. Justice Jackson

THE CHIEF JUSTICE

Nos. 17 & 18 - Niemotko & Kelley v. State of Maryland

Concurring Opinion by Mr. Justice Frankfurter

50 - Kunz v. People of the State of New York

Dissenting Opinion by Mr. Justice Jackson

93 - Feiner v. People of the State of New York

Dissenting Opinion by Mr. Justice Douglas, joined by
Mr. Justice Minton

Dissenting Opinion by Mr. Justice Black

20 - Rogers v. United States

Dissenting Opinion by Mr. Justice Black » joined by Frankfurter
and Douglas




OPINIONS TO BE HANDED DOWN FEBRUARY 26, 1951

JUSTICE MINTON

No. 318 - Moore v. Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Co.

Mr. Justice Black dissenting.

_JUSTICE CLARK

No. 209 - Emich Motors v. General Motors

JUSTICE BURTON
No. 204 - Capital Transit v. United States
No. 218 - United States v. Yellow Cab

JUSTICE JACKSON

No. 133 - Norton Co. v. Dept. of Revenue of the State of Illinois

Mr. Justice Clark Dissenting.
Mr. Justice Reed Dissenting.

JUSTICE DOUGLAS
No. 96 - Canton Railroad Co. v. Rogan
No. 205 - Western Maryland Railway Co. v. Rogan

Mr. Justice Jackson concurring in both No. 96 & 205

(Chief Justice is out of both No. 96 & 205)

87 - Warren v. United States

Mr. Justice Frankfurter Dissenting.




. JUSTICE FRANKFURTER
No. 40 - Universal Camera Corporation v. NLRB
No. 42 - NLRB v. The Pittsburgh Steamship Co.
No. 267 - O'Leary v. Brown-Pacific-Maxon, Inc.

Mr. Justice Minton Dissenting.

JUSTICE REED

No. 25 - U.S. v. Rock Island Motor Transport Co., et al

Nos. 38-39 - U.S., etc. v. The Texas and Pacific Motor Transport Co.,
etcs

o, i83i— Wi St lex meltiiliouhvav..Riaoen

Mr. Justice Frankfurter concurring.

THE CHIEF JUSTICE

No:t. (20 @~ iRlogers v, (U.:S:

Mr. Justice Black Dissenting (Joined by Justices Frank-

furter and Douglas)

Nos. 329 & 438 - Amalgamated Association, etc., v. Wisconsin
Employment Relations Board

No. 302 - Arthur St. John v. Wisconsin Employment Relations Board

Mr. Justice Frankfurter dissenting in Nos. 329, 438 & 302,

No. 330 - Amalgamated Asso., etc. v. Wis. Emp. Relations Board.




‘March 21, 1951

Memorandum to: Mr. Justice Black
Mr. Justice Reed”
My, Justice Frankfurter
Mr. Justice Douglas
Mr. Justice Jackson
Mr. Justice Burton
Mr. Justice Clark
Mr. Justice Minton

I have been asked to ascertain whether or not the Justices
of our Court would care to attend the Joint Session of Congress to
be held on April 2, 1951, at 12:00 noon, at which time the President

of France will speak. I would appreciate your letting me have your

views as soon as convenient for you.

The Chief Justice
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March 21, 1951

Memorandum to: Mz, Justice Black

Mr. Justice Reed

Mr. Justice Frankfurter .
Mr. Justice Douglas

Mr. Justice Jackson

My, Justice Burton

Mr. Justice Clark

Mr. Justice Minton

I have been asked to ascertain whether or not the Justices
of our Court would care to attend the Joint Session of Congress to
be held on April 2, 1951, at 12:00 noon, at which time the President

of France will speak. I would appreciate your letting me have your

views as soon as convenient for you.

~ The Chief Justice




March 21, 1951

Memorandum to: Mr. Justice Black
Mr. Justice Reed
Mr. Justice Frankfurter
Mr. Justice Douglas
Mr. Justice Jackson.
Mr. Justice Burton
Mr. Justice Clark
Mr. Justice Minton

I have been asked to ascertain whether or not the Justices
of our Court would care to attend the Joint Session of Congress to
be held on April 2, 1951, at 12:00 noon, at which time the President
. of France will speak. Iwﬂdtmoch;cﬁélmtumhww

views as soon as convenient for yu.

The Chief Justice
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3/21/51

Justice Douglas' secretary reports that he

will be out of the city on April 2nd




March 21, 1951

Memorandum to: My, Justice Black
Mr. Justice Reed
Mr. Justice Frankfurter
Mr. Justice Douglas

Mr. Justice Jackson
Mr, Justice Burton+

Mr. Justice Clark
Mr. Justice Minton
I bave been asked to ascertain whether or not the Justices
of our Court would care to attend the Joint Session of Congress to
be held on April 2, 1951, at 12:00 noon, ai which time the President
of France will speak. I would appreciate your letting me have your

views as soon as coavenient for you.

The Chief Justice
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March 21, 1951

Memorandum to: Mr. Justice Black
il Mr. Justice Reed

e Mr, Justice Frankfurter
i Mr. Justice Douglas/—
)% Mr. Justice Jackson
A? Mr. Justice Burton
§ Mr. Justice Clark

“\ Mr, Justice Minton
\

I l;‘vc been asked to ascertain whether or not the Justices
of our Court : d care to attend the Joint Session of Congress to
be held on April 2, 1951, at 12:00 noon, at which time the President
of France will speak. I would appreciate your letting me have your

views as soon as convenient for you.

The Chief Justice




March 21, 1951

Memorandum to: My, Justice Black
Mr. Justice Reed
Mr. Justice Frankfurter

I have been asked to ascertain whether or not the JW.
of our Court would care to attend the Joint Session of Congress to
be held on April 2, 1951, at 12:00 noon, at which time the President
of France will speak. [ would appreciate your letting me have your

views as m as convenient for you.

The Chief Justice
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March 23, 1951

Dear Howard:

As you know, the Judicial Conference of the United States
met on Monday and Tuesday, March 19th and 20th.

We are greatly concerned with the disposition of cases on
the federal dockets, and in our discussion we checked the vacancies
which have not been filled. I am enclosing herewith a list of such
vacancies as presented to me by the Director of the Administrative
Office.

I know you are familiar with the condition of the dockets,
and express the hope that we may get this much needed judicial
manpower as early as we can. The condition of the docket in the
Southern District of New York is growing worse as the days go by.
The Judicial Conference has recommended the appointment of five
additional judges, and we find that Congress uses the non-filling
of vacancies as an argument against granting additional judgeships.
I am referring to the Northern District 'of Ohio bill. This vacancy,
as I understand it, has been filled.

With the kindest regards,

Sincerely,

{Bigred) Freu W, Vingon

Honorable J. Howard McGrath.
Attorney General of the United States,
Washington, D.C.

FMV:McH



Offige of the Attrrmey General
Washington D.C.

March 29, 1951

Honorable Fred M. Vinson
The Chief Justice
Supreme Court of the United States

Dear "Chief":

This will acknowledge your letter of
March 23 transmitting the list of judgeship
vacancies.

I assure you that we will continue to
put forth our best efforts to fill these va-
cancies at the earliest possible moment. T
too am concerned about the disposition of
cases on the federal dockets and appreciate
the necessity of filling vacancies as quickly
as possible.

With kind regards and best wishes, I am

Sincerely,

/ 9
/
N/
i \/

/’4
Attorney General




OPINIONS TO BE ANNOUNCED MONDAY, MARCH 26th

MR. JUSTICE CLARK
No. 344 - United States v. Moore

Chief Justice, Justice Black, Justice Frankfurter
and Justice Douglas noting dissent

MR. JUSTICE BURTON

No. 132 - Spector Motor v. McLaughlin

Dissenting Opinion by Justices Clark, Black & Douglas

MR. JUSTICE FRANKFURTER

No. 363 - 62 Cases, etc. v. United States

Dissenting Opinion by Justice Douglas

MR. JUSTICE BLACK
No. 347 - United States v. Lewis

Dissenting Opinion by Justice Douglas

JIHE CHIEF JUSTICE

No. 421 - Hammerstein v. Superior Court of the State of California
(Per Curiam)




March 31, 1951

MEMORANDUM FOR THE CONFERENCE:

One of the Brethren has informed me that, because of previous com-
mitments, it will not be convenient for him to attend the Conference which
I called for April 3rd at 11:00 a. m. Therefore, I am cancelling the Confer-
ence for that date.

Case No. 565 - Radio Corporation of America, et al v. The United

States, et al - will be considered at the regular Conference scheduled for

Saturday, April 7th.

The Chief Justice



OFFICERS: Chairman BoritHA J. Laws, Chief Judge, United States
District Court for the District of Columbia . . . Vice-Chairman JouN
J. PARKER, Chief Judge, United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth
Cireuit . . . Vice-Chairman LAURANCE M. HypE, Chief Justice, Supreme
Court of Missouri . . . Director Roscoe Pounp, Dean Emeritus, Har-
vard Law School . . . Treasurer FRANK T. BoEeseL, Member Judicial
Council of Wisconsin . . . Secretary PAuL B. DEWITT, Executive Sec-
retary of Association of the Bar of the City of New York.

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE: Chairman ArtHUR T. VANDERBILT,
Chief Justice, Supreme Court of New Jersey ... HENRY P. CHANDLER,
Director of Administrative Office of United States Courts . . . EDWARD
R. Finch, formerly Judge of the Court of Appeals of New York . . .
James W. McCLENDON, formerly Chief Justice, Court of Civil Appeals
of Texas ... GEORGE RossMaN, Chief Justice, Supreme Court of Oregon

. . EpsoN R. SUNDERLAND, Secretary, Judicial Council of Michigan
. .. CarL V. Weycanpt, Chief Justice, Supreme Court of Ohio.

National Conference of Judicial Councils

744 Broad Street - Newark 2, New Jersey

Apri s 20 g6

Honorable Fred M. Vinson,
The Chief Justice of the United States,
Washington 13, D €,

Dear Mr. Chief Justice:

I beg to confirm my oral recuest made to you that the
Justices of the Supreme Court of the United States give per-
mission to the National Conference of Judicial Councils to
give a luncheon in the Supreme Court Building in May of this
year, about the time of the meeting of the American Law In-
stitute in Washington. As you will recall, such permission
previously has been given the Conference for the past four
years. On each of these occasions, except last year, one of
the Justices of the Supreme Court of the United States has
honored the Conference by addressing it.

The National Conference of Judicial Councils is made
up largely of United States and State Judges who are engaged
in promoting improvements of judicial procedures in the courts
of the nation. The procedures in many of the states are far
behind in the progress which has been made in United States
courts. The holding of a luncheon at the time of the American
Law Institute meeting affords the best opportunity in the year
to make known what is being done in the United States courts
and what should be done in the state courts. This is a program
in which the Justices of the Supreme Court of the United States
are interested, as they have shown by their attendance at the
luncheons. This manifestation of interest gives impetus to the
work of the Conference and at the same time brings the work of
the Conference to the attention of the Supreme Court Justices.

I wish to assure you and the other Justices of the
Supreme Court of the United States of the appreciation of the
courtesy previously shown the National Conference of Judicial
Councils and to express the hope that the Conference may continue
to carry on its program in collaboration with you.

Respectfully yours,
T

) a”,/' ///7
YN/ GaAa




Aprdl 71 95]

CHIEF JUSTICE'S CIRCULATING OPINIONS

No. 336 - DENNIS v. UNITED STATES

Agree Concurring Dissent Unreported

Reed* Jackson Douglas Black
Frankfurter

Burton
Minton

* Agreed Verbally.

—No—281 =—UNITED-STATES v. ALCEA BAND OF TILLAMOOKS (Per Cui')iam)

Agree Concurring Dissent Unreported Qut
Black (Reed- Jackson

Frankfurter ugI'as”'T”

Burton “NMinton
Clark

|
o

g

A

No. 348’- JORDAN v. DE GEORGE - (Dissent)

JOINED
Reed
Douglas
Clark
Minton




No. 421 - HAMMERSTEIN v. THE

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIF.

Agree Concurring Dissent
Black
Reed

Frankfurter

Unreported
~Pouglas
Jaeckson
- ‘.A.B.6.m
7 . -.Clark

—Minton
L-pl




OPINIONS TO BE ANNOUNCED MONDAY, APRIL 9, 1951

MR. JUSTICE MINTON

No. 301 - Moser v. United States
r ~
| Dissenting Opinion by Mr. Justice Reed (
M‘ o '4"‘J

MR. JUSTICE DOUGLAS

No. 295 - Robertson v. Chambers

MR. JUSTICE FRANKFURTER
No. 147 - West Virginia at rela. of Dyer v. Sims

Concurring Opinion by Mr. Justice Reed

Concurring Opinion by Mr. Justice Jackson

MR. JUSTICE R EED
No. 252 - American Fire & Casualty v. Finn

Dissenting Opinion by Mr. Justice Douglas

MR. JUSTICE BLACK

No. 364 - United States v. Allied Qil Corp.

THE CHIEF JUSTICE

No. 281 - United States v. Alcea Band of Tillamooks, et al
(Per Curiam)




OPINIONS TO BE ANNOUNCED MONDAY, APRIL 23, 1951

No. 310 - Calif. State Auto. Asso. Inter-Insurance Bur. v. Maloney

No. 365 - Williams v. United States

MR. JUSTICE FRANKFURTER

No. 26 - United States v. Williams

Concurring Opinion by Mr. Justice Black

Dissenting Opinion by Mr. Justice Douglas

MR, JUSTICE REED

No. 134 - United States v. Williams

THE CHIEF JUSTICE

No. 476 - Woodward v. United States - (Per Curiam)




ApriliZ2 8951

CHIEF JUSTICE'S CIRCULATING OPINIONS

No. 336 - DENNIS v. UNITED STATES

Agree Concurring Dissent Unreported
Reed * Jackson Douglas Black
Burton Frankfurter

Minton

* Agreed verbally

No. 348 - JORDAN v. DE GEORGE

Agree Concurring Dissent Unreported
Reed Jackson Black
Douglas Frankfurter
Burton

Clark

Minton

NO. 395 - ALABAMA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION v. SOUTHERN RAILWAY CO.

Agree Concurring Dissent Unreported
BYack Frankfurter
Reed Jackson
Douglas Burton
Minton Clark

NO. 146 - ALABAMA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION v. SOUTHERN RAILWAY CO.

Agree Concurring Dissent Unreported
Black Frankfurter
Reed Jackson
Douglas Burton
Minton Clark




OPINIONS TO BE HANDED DOWN MONDAY,

APRIL 30,

1951

MR. JUSTICE MINTON

No. 435 - Bowman Dairy v. United States

MR. JUSTICE BUR TON

Nos. 8, 7 & 71 - Anti-Fascist Cases

Mr. Justice Black's Concurring Opinion

Mr. Justice Frankfurter's Concurring Opinion

Mr. Justice Douglas' Concurring Opinion

Mr. Justice Jackson's Concurring Opinion

Mr. Justice Reed's Dissenting Opinion

(Joined by Chief Justice and Mr. Justice Minton)

MR. JUSTICE BLACK

No. 168 - United States v. Pewee Coal Company, Inc.

Mr. Justice Reed's Concurring Opinion

Mr. Justice Burton's Dissenting Opinion




CHIEF JUSTICE'S CIRCULATING OPINIONS

No. 336 - DENNIS v. UNITED STATES

Agree Concurring Dissent Unreported
Rieed itk Jackson Douglas Black
Burton Frankfurter

Minton

* Agreed verbally

Ne...348 - JORDAN v. DE GEORGE

Agree ? Gencurring Dissent Unreported
Reed Jackson Blaek
Douglas _ Frankfurter

Burton
Clark
Mimton

Nos. 146 & 395 - ALABAMA PUB. SERVICE COMM. v. SOUTHERN RAILWAY CO.
Agree Concurring Dissent Unreported

Black Frankfurter

Reed Jackson

Douglas Burton

Minton Clark

Nos. 169 & 177 - UNITED STATES v. WHEELOCK BROS., INC. (PER CURIAM)
Agree Concurring Dissent Unreported
Black Bougltasx
Reed
Frankfurter
L8438
Burton
Clark

Minton

No. 621 - EWING v. GARDNER+"PER CURIAM)

Agree Concurring Dissent Unrepexrted
Black RRAT AT F¥ERKRO0E
I?\reael%durter Do
Jackson

Burton

Clark

Minton




OPINIONS TO BE ANNOUNCED ON MONDAY, MAY 7, 1951

MR. JUSTICE CLARK

Nos. 473 & 474 - Brannan, etc. v. Elder, etc.

No. 433 - United States v. Champlin Refining Co.

Mr. Justice Frankfurter Concurring

Mr. Justice Douglas Concurring in part and Dissenting in part

[ Mr. Justice Minton Dissenting‘/
Mr

. Justice Black Dissenting

MR. JUSTICE JACKSON

No. 77 - Montana-Dakota Utilities Co. v. Northwestern PSC

Mr. Justice Frankfurter, joined by Justices Black, Reed
and Douglas, Dissenting

No. 461 - Mosser v. Darrow

Mr. Justice Black Dissenting

THE CHIEF JUSTICE

No. 348 - Jordan v. De George

Mr. Justice Jackson Dissenting

Nos. 169 & 177 - United States v. Wheelock Bros., Inc. (Per Curiam)

No. 621 - Ewing v. Gardner (Per Curiam)




LEWIS,'GRANT,NEWTON,DAVIS & HENRY
» ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELLORS AT LAW
FIRST NATIONAL BANK BUILDING

MASON A.LEWIS DENVER 2,COLORADO

JAMES B.GRANT-I1915-1947

QUIGG NEWTON, JR.

RICHARD M. DAVIS

S.ARTHUR HENRY

IRVING HALE,JR.

DONALD S.GRAHAM

DONALD S.STUBBS

JOHN N.ADAMS 3 A } May lo 9 1951 ®

BYRON R.WHITE
STANLEY L.DREXLER

Mr. Newton Minow,

Chambers of the Chief Justice,
Supreme Court of the United States,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Newton: o

I am sorry not to have responded sooner to your
letters in regard to the dinner for the Chilef Justice.
However, some weeks ‘ago atangle on the squash courts put
me in the hospital for a back operation and I have only
now returned to the office. Unfortunately, I shall be
unable to travel as far as Washington for some time.

Please convey my regrets, and also my regérds
to the Chief, as well as to the assembled group.

Very truly yours,

Bt

BRW:rw






Mayl2, 1951

CHIEF JUSTICE'S CIRCULATING OPINIONS

No. 336 - DENNIS v. UNITED STATES

Agree Concurring Dissent Unreported
Rieed = Jackson Douglas Black
Burton Frankfurter
Min ton

Agreed verbally

No. 146 - ALABAMA PUB. SERVICE COMM. v. SOUTHERN RAILWAY CO.

Agree Concurring Dissent Unreported
Black R e Frankfurter
Reed Jackson
Douglas Burton
Minton Clark

No. 395 - ALABAMA PUB. SERVICE COMM. v. SOUTHERN RAILWAY CO.

Agree Concurring Dissent Unreported
Black Frankfurter Jackson

Reed Bestsn
Douglas (322 2:38
Minton

Clark

Burton




ROOM 5, WRIGHT BLDG.

PHONE 403
123 WEST SEVENTH STREET

_L"a“f O/ﬁdﬂ Of

WILLIAM M. MARTIN
HANFORD, CALIFORNIA

f the Chi
ofth

e
e
e

the distance
W

uinely e
ommittments pr nt my
n for the Chief i

coming to
dinner upon

ant memories are
associated Judge Vinson's
Law Clerk, an NOou : y appreciate your
not only be ing ici ions to him, but
advising share of the
gift you

Thank you for your kind invitation.

Yours very truly,

William M. Martin,
Attorney at Law

WMM:b1




OPINIONS TO BE ANNOUNCED MONDAY, MAY 14, 1951

MR. JUSTICE MINTON

No. 486 - Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. v. Michigan PSC

Mr. Justice Frankfurter Dissenting.

MR, JUSTICE JACKSON

No. 425 - NLRB v. Highland Park Manufacturing Co.

Mr. Justice Douglas Dissenting.

Mr. Justice Frankfurter Dissenting.




May 19, 1951

CHIEF JUSTICE'S CIRCULATING OPINIONS

No. 336 - DENNIS v. UNITED STATES

Agree Concurring Dissent Unreported
Reed * Jackson Douglas Black
Burton Frankfurter
Minton

* Agreed verbally

Ne, 146 - ALABAMA PUB. SERVICE COMM. v. SOUTHERN RAILWAY CO.

Agree Concurring Dissent Unrepoxtéd
Black FrasKfurter
Reed Fackson
Douglas Burton
Minton Clark

No. 395 - ALABAMA PUB. SERVICE COMM. v. SOUTHBRN RAILWAY CO.

Agree Cong#rring Dissent Unreported
Black Bfankfurter
Reed Jackson (Joined FF)
Douglas
Burton
Clark
~Minton

No. 421 - HAMMERSTEIN v. SUPERIOR COURT - (PER CURIAM)

Agree Concurring Dissent Unreported

Reed Black

Minton Frankfurter
To8RL3R
Burton
Clark




MEMORANDUM ON PETITIONS FOR CERT BEING HELD FOR REASONS
OTHER THAN AWAITING DECISION OF ARGUED CASES,

511, Sickman v. United States,

case is being held for the considera=

the petition in No. 665, United States v. Stewart,

Stewart was docketed April 9. The response is

May 13, and th ' should be scheduled in normal
order for the Confe:

Nos, 11

Clerk wrote counsel t© the Court was holding considera-—
n, but that he assumed that

adjournment in June,

d from counsel.

san v. Burke. This case is be

reme

red to a referee, who
adversely 1 e confederate The case was
to be taken up on the March 5 call of the
Supreme Court, and probably was arg ued March 9.
practice of the Wisconsin Supreme. Court to take

2 month between argument and opinion. The Clerk of

Lo §




the Wisconsin Suprem s e rl promised to send the

Clerk of this Court a copy of any order or opinion in
the case as soon as it comes down.

Vo. 458, S elli v. Minard, and No., 328 Misc.,

Dixon v, Duff: These cases are being held for No. 529,

Coplon, a CA 2 decision, The judgment
3 (=)

YA was handed down December 5. An extension
etition for cert was granted and
Justice Jackson
granted
serve the respondent nta ) £ e printing
of the record. in hen, the rties have not been

able

be quite content about this, and I
waiting for lecisi f CA D.C, in’
wolving the same respondent and the same

Since the respondent

it is doubtful

this




May 21, 1951

CASES BEING HELD PENDING DISPOSITION OF OTHER CASES

Nos, 7, 8, 71, 336, 453 & 577 - ANTI-FASCIST, DENNIS, GARNER & GERENDE

Nos. 85,

No. 541 - Adler v. Bd. of Education of the City of New York

No. 599 - Thompson v. Wallin

108, 313 & 393 - NLRB, ETC. v. DENVER BUILDING, ETC.

No. 336

No. 387 - United Brotherhood of Carpenters, etc. v. NLRB

- DENNIS v. UNITED STATES

No. 201 - Sacher v. United States

No. 300 - Hallinan v. United States

No. 513 - HOFFMAN v. UNITED STATES

No. 602

No. 586 - Greenberg v. United States

- UNITED STATES v. FORTIER

No. 603 United States v. Duvarney




May 14, 1951

CASES BEING HELD PENDING DISPOSITION OF OTHER CASES

Nos. 7, 8, 71, 336, 453 & 577 - ANTI-FASCIST, DENNIS, GARNER & GERENDE

No. 541 - Adler v. Bd. of Education of the City of New York

No. 599 - Thompson v. Wallin

Nos. 85, 108, 313 & 393 - NLRB, ETC. v. DENVER BUILDING, ETC.

No. 387 - United Brotherhood of Carpenters, etc. v. NLRB

Nos. 146 & 395 - ALABAMA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION v. SOUTHERN RAILWAY

No. 483 - Alabama Public Service Commission v. Atlantic Coast Line RR

No. 660 - Alabama Public Service Commission v. Louisville & Nashville

No. 336 - DENNIS v. UNITED STATES

No. 201 - Sacher v. United States

No. 300 - Hallinan v. United States

No. 338 - TENNEY v. BRANDHOVE /

No. 388 - Brandhove v. Robinson

No. 425 - NLRB v. HIGHLAND PARK MANUFACTURING CO.

No. 466 - West Texas Utilities Co. v. NLRB




Nos. 442 & 443 - SCHWEGMANN BROS. v. CALVERT DISTILLERS, ETC.

No. 538 - Sunbeam Corp. v. Wentling

No. 513 - HOFFMAN v. UNITED STATES

No. 586 - Greenberg v. United States

No. 602 - UNITED STATES v. FORTIER

No. 603 - United States v. Duvarney




May 7, 1951

CASES BEING HELD PENDING DISPOSITION OF OTHER CASES

Nos. 7, 8, 71, 336, 453 & 577 - ANTI-FASCIST, DENNIS, GARNER & GERENDE

No. 541 - Adler v. Bd. of Education of the City of New York

No. 599 - Thompson v. Wallin

Nos. 85, 108, 313 & 393 - NLRB, ETC. v. DENVER BUILDING, ETC.

No. 387 - United Brotherhood of Carpenters, etc. v. NLRB

146 & 395 - ALABAMA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION v. SOUTHERN RY.

No. 464 - Pioneer News Service v. Southwestern Bell Telephone Co.

No. 483 - Alabama Public Service Commission v. Atlantic Coast LLine RR

No. 660 - Alabama Public Service Commission v. Louisville & Nashville

No. 336 - DENNIS v. UNITED STATES

No. 201 - Sacher v. United States

No. 300 - Hallinan v. United States

No. 338 - TENNEY v. BRANDHOVE

No. 388 - Brandhove v. Robinson

No. 425 - NLRB v. HIGHLAND PARK MANUFACTURING CO.

No. 466 --West Texas Utilities Co. v. NLRB




April 5, 1951

CASES BEING HELD FOR SUNDRY REASONS

NO. 511 - SICKMAN v. UNITED STATES

Hold for Stewart case from Seventh Circuit (not yet docketed here)

NO. 11 MISC. - CHAPMAN v. CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURT

Held at petitioner's request so that new counsel may have opportunity
to study the case.

NO. 159 MISC. - LAPEAN v. BURKE

Hold for Wisconsin Supreme Court decision in case of Peter Bachmeyer.




Aprix9xxi96x April 16,
1951.

CASES BEING HELD PENDING DISPOSITION OF OTHER CASES

: NOS. 7, 8, 71, 336, 453 & 577 - ANTI-FASCIST, DENNIS, GARNER & GERENDE

No. 541 - Adler v. Bd. of Education of the City of New York

No. 599 - Thompson v. Wallin

- BAILEY v. RICHARDSON

No. 229 - Washington v. McGrath

NOS. 85, 108, 313 & 393 - NLRB, ETC. v. DENVER BUILDING, ETC.

No. 387 - United Brotherhood of Carpenters, etc. v. NLRB

NOS. 146 & 395 - ALABAMA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION v. SOUTHERN RY.

No. 464 - Pioneer News Service v. Southwestern Bell Telephone Co.

No. 483 - Alabama Public Service Commission v. Atlantic Coast Line RR

No. 660 - Alabama Public Service Commission v. Louisville & Nashville

DENNIS v. UNITED STATES

201 - Sacher v. United States

. 300 - Hallinan v. United States

TENNEY v. BRANDHOVE

388 - Brandhove v. Robinson

NLRB v. HIGHLAND PARK MANUFACTURING CO.

. 466 - West Texas Utilities Co. v. NLRB




Do e

NOS. 442 & 443 - SCHWEGMANN BROS. V. CALVERT DISTILLERS, ETC.

No. 538 - Sunbeam Corp. v. Wentling

NO. 513 - HOFFMAN v. UNITED STATES

No. 586 - Greenberg v. United States




May 14, 1951

CASES BEING HELD FOR SUNDRY REASONS

No. 511 - SICKMAN v. UNITED STATES

Hold for No. 665 - United States v. Stewart - Not ready to be listed for Conference]

. 159 MISC. - LAPEAN v. BURKE

Hold for Wisconsin Supreme Court decision in case of Peter Bachmeyer




OPINIONS TO BE ANNOUNCED MONDAY, MAY 21, 1951

‘MR. JUSTICE DOUGLAS

Nos. 442 & 443 - Schwegmann Bros., et al. v. Calvert Distillers, et al

Mr. Justice Jackson Concurring

Mr. Justice Frankfurter Dissenting - joined by Justices
Black & Burton

MR. JUSTICE FRANKFURTER

No. 338 - Tenney v. Brandhove

Mr. Justice Black Concurring

Mr. Justice Douglas Dissenting

ITHE CHIEE JUSTICE

No. 395 - Alabama Fublic Service Commission v. Southern Railway

Mr. Justice Frankfurter Concurring - Joined by Justice Jackson

No. 146 - Alabama Public Service Commission v. Southern Railway




Memorandums: -

The Marshal desired that this be brought to
your attention:

as you know, spring water is
furnished for the use of the Members of the
Court at government expense;

The Marshal was
fearful that at sometime in the future this
item of expense might come to light and, be-
cause of the apparent precedent set by -the
Senate in this instance, the Court (or, in
my opinion, those supporting the Budget,
i.e., the Marshal, etc) may be subjected to
criticism by the appropriation committees.

In checking the amount involved, I find

it is not substantial - $250,00 per year is
a liberal estimate, It is considered part
of Miscl, Expense and is not an item that
requires specific Jjustification in our esti-
mates.

I see no reason to become anxious - or
conscience stricken with respect to the item;
should it become a matter of controversy it
can very well be stricken at the time,

I am merely disturbing you with the matter
because of the Marshal's request,-




1115 HOBART BUILDING 173 UNIVERSITY AVE.

SAN FRANCISCO 4, CALIFORNIA P. O. BOX 445 G
EXBROOK 2-1447 4 PALO ALTO, CALIFORNIA

D. £
AARON M. SARGENT AVENFPORT 2-2564
ATTORNEY AT LAW

Palo Alto, California
May 22, 1951

Hon., Fred M. Vinson, Chairman,

Judicial Conference of the United States,
Supreme Court,

Washington, D. C,

Subject: Communism in Legal Profession.

Dear Chief Justice Vinson:

This is in regard to the proposal of the American
Bar Association that lawyers be required to furnish an anti-
communist form of ocath. It is suggested

"That the legislature, the court, or
other appropriate authority of each state,
or territory, and the District of Columbia,
be requested to require . . . an affidavit
stating whether (affiant) is or ever has been
a member of the Communist Party, or affiliated
therewdth oi o o n

The Association also recommends that there be an
investigation to determine fitness for continuance in practice
where such affidavits disclose communist afbfildation,

The contempt and disbarment problem has become par-
ticularly acute in the federal courts in connection with the
trial of communist cases, It would seem not only proper but
desirable to establish the requirement of such an oath, either
by rule or statute, for attorneys practicing in those courts.

The enclosed documents were filed recently in the
California Legislature in support of a bill of this type. It
occurred to me that this material might be of interest to the
members of the Judicial Conference,

\

Vg

Yery truly.yours,

AMS: jb
enclosures
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AARON M. SARGENT
HOBART BUILDING
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL.

AARON M, SARGENT,
1115 Hobart Building,
San Francisco 4, Calif.
Phone: EXbrook 2-1447

‘Attorney for The California Society,
Sons of the American Revolution,

BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON BUSINESS AND PROFESSIONS
OF THE CALIFORNIA SENATE

Hearing on Senate Bill g

No. 1666 ;
Anti-Communist Oath for )
Members of State Bar. )

)
STATEMENT IN SUPPORT OF BILL.

TO THE HONORABLE EARL D. DESMOND ,
Chairman of the Senate Committee
on Business and Professions, and

TO THE MEMBERS OF SAID COMMITTEE:
Gentlemen:

We have prepared a series of exhibits to assist you in passing
on Senate Bill 1666. The documents cover the history and back-

ground of the present attack on the Judiciary, the contempt and

(1) Exhibit No, I: Chronology of oubversive Activities Problem; LEX-
hibit No. 2: Fronts Involved in Attacks on Courts; Exhibit No. 3;
anual of International Labor Defense to Organize AtTack on Judiciary;
Exhibit No.f&: Contempt Certificate of Judge Medina; Exhibit No. 5:
Statement of Circuit Judge Frank; Exhibit No. 6: New York Disbarment
Charges; Exhibit No. 7: Taft-Hartley Oach; Lxhibit No. 8: Decision
Denying RIght of Comiunists to Practice Law; Lxhibit No. 9; Los
Angeles Oath; Exhibit No. 10; New Oath Prescribed by Constitutional
Amendment; Exhibit No. I1: Resolution of American Bar Assn.; Exhibit

No, 12: Brief on Constitutionality.

l.
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AARON M. SARGENT
HOBART BUILDING
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL.

disbarment proceedings in New York, with source material bearing on
the matter of constitutionality.

The measure before you seeks to bar revolutionists from en-
gaging in the practice of law in this state. This proposal should
be considered as a defense measure because of its direct relation
to the problem of National Security.

We know that the Communist attack on the home front involves
three distinct operations: First, an infiltration to obtain control

of key positions in government and elsewhere in the community; second,

the continuous use of propaganda to undermine faith and destroy the

‘confidence of the people, and, finally, a seizure of power accompanied

by the use of force and violence,

These are the conditions confronting us, They should be clear
to all who are willing to look and able to see. Our present course
must be determined by realism, by the exercise of sound Jjudgment.,
This is no time for technicalities or theoretical considerations.,
There is nothing theoretical about the situation in which we find
ourselves.

Recently the Legislature approved a Constitutional Amendment
prescribing an anti-Communist oath for public officers and employeeé.
That measure represents an attack on the infiltration problem, It
is designed to keep the government service free from the influence
of men seeking its overthrow by force or violence. A second purpose
is to eliminate those whose affiliations show they are likely to
become dangerous security risks. We endorse that amendment and be-
lieve the people will give it overwhelming support at the November
1952 election,

Senate Bill 1666 extends the same principle to a profession
directly concerned with the administration of justice., The lawyer

works in an area which the communist party has made the subject of
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AARON M. SARGENT
HOBART BUILDING
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL.

direct attack. Lawyers and judges are joint trustees of our liberty.

We demand and expect the highest integrity from them, It is their
primary responsibility to support and defend the kind of government
established by the Constituﬁion. There is no place for revolution-
ists in this profession,

About two years ago, Judge Medina started the trial of the
Communist Party leaders in New York. It took four hundred city
police on special duty to maintain order in the federal court house
and surrcunding area. There were threats of violence ~ almost
continuous contempts of court. The trial lasted ten months. Com-
munist fronts were directly involved in these activities. The
lawyers were given jail sentences for misconduct. The judge found
that their puppose was to sabotagé the administration of justice,
to impair his health, to make it impossible to go on with the trial,
This is what happens when Communists are allowed to practice law,

In spite of these tactics the Communist Party leaders were con-
victed.

We find that attacks on the Judiciary began many years ago.

The International Labor Defense was a front organized about 1922.
During the Depression it issued a manual instructing workers in the
art of carrying on roughhouse tactics in a courtroom., The technique
outlined is the one used by Messrs., Harry Sacher, Abraham J. Isserman
and Richard Gladstein, the ring leaders in the trial before Judge
Medina, Two of these lawyers are now involved in a disbarment pro-
ceeding at New York. The other is a member of the State Bar of
Califcernia,

Since 1922 there have been many attacks on Courts and Legis-
lative Committees., The American Committee for Democracy and In-
tellectual Freedom was a front organized in 1939, Its immediate

purpose was to vilify a Committee investigating Communism in the

3e



New York City schools. It was subsequently expanded. Many so-
called "liberals" and gullible "intellectuals"™ were induced to join.
It denounced the House Committee on Un-American Activities and-sought
to have it abolished., It opposed legislation of the type now under
consideration, Another front active in this field is the National
Federation for Constitutional Liberties, created under Communist
auspices in 1940, It gave advice to many seeking to evade and defy

government agencies investigating subversive activities. In April,

O COR EsITEE O s R C R

1946, this National Federation and International Labor Defense were

10 merged to create the front now operating as "Civil Rights Congress".
11 | This is the organization behind the attack on Judge Medina., It

12 played an important part in the recént trial of Harry Bridges at

13 | san Francisco. We have had ample experience with Communist front
14 activity of this type in California,

15 The Mundt-Nixon-McCarran Bill was passed in 1950, It is now
16 |2 criminal offense to picket courts, threaten judges, or intimidate
17 jurors and witnesses, We still have the problem of dealing with

18 I misconduct in the courtroom.

10 High standards are demanded of judges. Whét purpose is

20 |served by putting men of caliber on the Bench if they are con-

2l leronted by revolutionists at the Bar? Surely the obligation of

2% integrity imposed on the Judiciary is equally binding on the

— lawyer who appears in court to plead a case., There must be a single
24 lstandard of ethics in the legal profession.

e Senate Bill 1666 requires members of the State Bar to certify,
26 lunder oath, (1) that they do not advocate or belong to organizations
27 lwhich advocate the overthrow of government by force or violence or
28 lother unlawful means, and (2) that they will not engage in this

29 activity while licensed to practice in California.

30

Opposition to the oath comes mainly from the Communist Party

AARON M. SARGENT
HOBART BUILDING
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL.
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and its front organizations. There are some others who object
on theoretical grounds. Those people are unfamiliar with the Com=-
munist front movement. They do not understand, or have failed to
consider the implications of the doctrine they are expounding.

The Communist position on the oath was stated by Richard
Gladstein (Z)at a recent meeting of the Governors of the State Bar.
He asserted a "Right" of Revolution; said it was infringed by this

bill; that the proposal was unconstitutional.

O SCONH Resd e il O s Ot i O N bt

We challenge that statement and we assert that there is no such

=
o

thing as a right of revolution where the purpose is.to establish

11 | either a dictatorship of the proletariat or any other despotic form
12 | of government. In the American Revolution, force was used when

13 | other means had failed. The object was to establish a free govern-

14 | ment to rule with the consent of the people. This false claim of

15 | the Communists has a purpose - to establish a legal basis for

16 | yreason. In a nation such as ours, where the ballot privilege is

17 | secure, there can be no "right" of revolution. No man ccmmitted

18 | to that policy is fit to practice law in this state.

19 There is ample precedent for this legislation. The Taft-
20 | Hartley Act prescribes a similar oath for labor leaders., It was
”1

sustained by the Supreme Court in American Communications Associa~

22 ltion v. Douds. The Los Angeles oath was upheld by the District
23

Court of Appeal in Garmer v. Board of Public Works. On April 16,

R4 1951, the Supreme Court sustained the anti-Communist oath required

25 | of candidates for office, in the State of Maryland. The decision

26 | is Gerende v. Board of Supervisors. The Board of Regents Case -

27 | Tolman v. Underhill - is not in conflict. The decision is not final
28 :

L

29

30

« | {2} Gladstein, we understand, is the attorney for the Communist
o | Party in Califormia,

SAN FRANCISCO, CAL.

5
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AARON M. SARGENT
HOBART BUILDING
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL.

and it turns on the special section of the State Constitution to
be modified by Assembly Constitutional Amendment No. 9.

This bill does not deprive an accused of his right to counsel.
There are 14,745 active members of the State Bar at the present time,
Many of them specialize in the trial of criminal cases. The choice
open to an accused is so wide as to indicate no possibility of in-
fringement, The people making this objection are raising an en-
tirely different question. They insist, in effect, that Communists
and other radicals have the right to be represented by attorneys
who advocate and believe in violence and revolution. We know that a
defendant in a murder case has no right to be represented by a
murderer, One charged with embezzlement cannot demand the appoint-
ment of an embezzler. Certeinly there is no greater right in the
case of one charged with treason.

Some assert that this bill interferes with the thoughts or
beliefs of the individual., Neither of these words appear anywhere
in the statute. The thing prohibited is advocacy and not belief

in violence., This is the equivalent of incitine revolution. An

attorney involved in this conduct not only brings his profession
in disrepute - he is guilty of a breach of trust.

The statute is said to be uncertain in failing to define the
organizations included. It might be well to limit its terms to
those "lawfully determined" to be committed to the violent overthrow
of government, or "otherwise known" to an affiant to be of that
character. The section.requiring a disclosure of past affiliations
an be unwise, as applied to persons not in the government service.
it may infringe the immunity against self-incrimination secured by
the Federal Constitution and the Constitution of this state. Evi-
dence obtained under such a clause might not be admissible on a

prosecution or in a disbarment proceeding. If so, this provision
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would .defeat its own purpose. Subject to these amendments, we
consider Senate Bill 1666 to be constitutional and a sound piece:
of legislation,

The remaining point is a practical one. What results can be
accomplished by an oath of this type? We think the following may
be expected:

1., Disbarment. The Communist affiliations of some attorneys
may be so clear as to eliminate them at the outset. To be realistic,
we must assume that there will be a considerable amount of perjury
among men of this type., Many of them will be picked up later when
involved in misconduct and contempts of court, Prosecutions will
then aid Bar Associations in eliminating those who are unfit,

2. Resignations. There are liasble to be important resig-

nations from attorneys now belonging to fronts. This will terminate
the abuse of trust now existing on the part of those supporting
the Communist movement,

3., BEthical Standards. Inactment of this bill should have a

salutary effect in restoring proper standards of professional ethics
in trials involving Communists and other radicals. It will con-
stitute an emphatic denial of the so-called "right of revolution"
asserted by the Communist Party. Revolutionary tactics will be
recognized for what they are - treason against the government of

the United States. We think there will be renewed public confidence
in the administration of justice.

Recent decisions have emphasized the need for action in this
field, The Court of Appeals of British Columbia has held that no
Communist has the right to practice law in that province. Circuit
Judge Frank made the following statement in affirming the contempt

Jjudgment against the lawyers in the New York trial:

7o
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n, , .fear is expressed that, if we affirm
any of the contempt orders in this case, law-
yers for labor unions or for minority groups
e « owill, in the future, be intimidated . .

"The eloquence is misplaced . . « Jle
affirm the orders punishing these lawyers not
because they courageously defended their clients,
or because those clients were Communists, but
only because of the lawyers' outrageous conduct
« o « %The acts of the lawyers . . .in this
case can make no sensible man proud.

"what they did was like assaulting the pilot
of an aeroplane in flight, or turning out the
lights during a surgical operation . . .they
tried to throw a wrench in the machinery of
Justice. » "

We think it appropriate to close our presentation with the
resolution adopted by the Assembly and House of Delegates of the

American Bar Association.

n, ., .the lawyers of America, by virtue of the
license each has obtained to practice law . .

have a much greater duty than citizens generally
to support the principles of the Constitution

and oppose the doctrines of Communism inconsistent
therewith . .

", ., .it is not inappropriate, with world con-
ditions as they are, that any American citizen
be required to attest his loyalty to our form
of government. . «

", , .it is especially appropriate that all
licensed to practice law in the United States
be required to do 50 .+ .« "

Dated: April 26, 1951.

AARON M. SARGENT
Attorney for California Soclety,
Sons of the American Revolution.
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JOURNAL OF AMERICAN JUDICATURE SOCIETY
April 1951 ~ Page 173

"WASHINGTON SUPREME COURT ADOPTS CANONS OF PROFESSIONAL
AND JUDICIAL ETHICS AND NON~COMMUNIST ADMISSION OATH

"Effective January 2, 1951, the Supreme Court of Wash-
ington promulgated its rules adopting the current American Bar
Association canons of professional ethics, and, with minor changes
and one exception, the current A.B.A. canons of judicial ethics,

At the same time and in the same manner the Court made 'membership
in any party or organization having for its purpose and object

the overthrow of the United States government by force or violence!
a ground for discipline, and added a requirement that the appli-
cant, as part of his bar admission oath, swear that 'I am not now
and never have been a member of any organization' having such
purpose and object. Violation of that oath is an added ground

for discipline.

"Credit for initiating the idea of court promulgation of
the ethies rules goes to Alfred J. Schweppe of Seattle. The amend-
ments to the disciplinary rules and admission oath in respect of
Communism were recommended to the Court by the integrated Washing-
ton 3tate Bar Association, stimulated by Tracy E. Griffin, its
past president,

"The House of Delegates of the American Bar Association,
at its February meeting, recommended the expulsion of Communists
from the bar through appropriate proceedings in the several states.
Washington had already taken the lead, and the action of the
Supreme Court of that state should allay the fear that it will be
difficult to provide effective means of dealing with any Commun-
ist infiltration of an integrated bar. Washington has pointed the

way."
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Attorney for the California Society
Sons of the American Revolution

BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON BUSINESS AND PROFESSIONS OF
THE CALIFORNIA SENATE
Hearing on Senate Bill
No. 1666

Anti-Communist Oath for

)

3

§ Exhibit No, 1.
Members of State Bar. §

A CHRONOLOGY OF THRE SUBVERSIVE ACTIVITIES PROBLEM.

June 23, 1947 - Taft-Hartley Oath. Congress, in enacting the

Labor Management Relatioms Act of 1947, included a provision re-
quiring officers of labor organizations to certify, under oath,
that they.are not members of the Communist Party, or believe or
belong to any organization advocating violent overthrow of govern=-
ment .

June 25, 1948 - Smith Act. Criminal responsibility was
imposed upon individuals and groups advocating the violent overthrow
of government or conspiring to engage in this activity.

Januery 17, 1949 - New York Trial. This date marks the

beginning of the trial of the Communist Party leaders before Federal
Judge Medina at New York City. The proceedings lasted ten months,
To maintain order in the federal court house and area surrounding

the building, 450 foot and mounted police were assigned for special
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duty on this case by the New York Police Commissioner, who acted
on the request of the Honorable John C, Knox, Chief Judge of the
United States District Court at New York City.

Qctober 14, 1949 - Communist leaders found guilty. The

federal jury in this case brought in a verdict of guilty against
all of the Communist Party leaders charged with violation of the
Smith Act. On the same day, the attorneys for these defendants
were found guilty of contempt and given jaii sentences because of
deliberate and wilful misconduct in attempting to disrupt the trial,

January 21, 1950 - Alger Hiss. A trial jury in the Federal

District Court at New York City found Alger Hiss guilty of perjury
in connection with a charge involving espionage and treason against
the Government of the United States. Public attention was directed
to the infiltration problem by this verdict.

March 1, 1950 -~ Fuchs. On this date Dr. Kraus Emil Fuchs

entered a plea of guilty in a British court for violation of the
Official Secrets Act in communicating valuable atomic information
to Russian agents in England and in the United States where he
worked on the Los Alamos project.

April L, 1950 - Bridges. A federal court jury at San Fran=-

cisco brought in a verdict of guilty in the perjury trial of Harry

Bridges, charged with concealing membershiﬁ and giving false

testimony regarding his affiliation with the Communist Party.
April 5, 19 50 - Contempt citation sustained. The United

States Court of Appeals at New York sustained the judgments of
contempt rendered by Judge Medina against Harry Sacher, Richard
Gladstein, Abraham <. Isserman, and others.

April 25, 1950 - Communists not entitled to practice law,

The Court of Appeals of British Columbia held that regardless of

any educational or other qualifications, a member of the Communist

2e
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Party did not have the right to be admitted to the Bar or £0'engage
in the practice of law in that Province.

. May 9, 1950 - The Supreme Court of the United States sus-
tainéd the anti-Communist form of oath prescribed by the Taft-Hartley
Act.

May 23, 1950 - Contempt in Hallinan case. The United States

Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit sustained the judgment of
contempt rendered against Vincent Hallinan in connection with the
trial of Harry Bridges.

June 25, 1950 - Korea. American forces became involved in

the war in Korea., Public attention was immediately directed to
the danger of revolutionary activity from Communist organizations

at home,

July 15, 1950 - Los Angeles Oath. The District Court of

Appeal at Los Angeles sustained the Constitutionality of a municipal
erdinance prescribing an anti-Communist form of oath for city

employees.

August 1, 1950 - New York judgment affirmed on appeal, A

unanimous decision of the United States Court of Appeals for the
Second Circuit affirmed the conviction of the Communist Party leaders
as determined in the trial before Judge Medina,

September 23, 1950 - McCarran Bill., The Internal Security

Act of 1950 was passed over Presidential veto and took effeet as of
this date, It required registration én the part of Communist front
organizations and established a procedure designed to prevent eSpion-
age and infiltration of the Federal government.

November 30, 1950 - Feinberg Law. The Court of Appeals of

the State of New York sustained an act of the Legislature prohibiting
employment of subversive teachers; and in another opinion rendered

on the same date, it recognized the validity of an aect to prevent

3.



employment of persons with subversive records in the public school

system,

February 15, 1951 - Maryland Statute. On this case the Court

-

lof Appeals of the State of Maryland sustained an anti-subversive oath
prescribed by the Legislature for candidates for state office.

April 5, 1951 - California Constitutional Amendment. The

Assembly joined in the constitutional amendment proposed by the

california Senate prescribing an anti-Communist form of oath for

(Co i oo IRRICS Tl (o )t il o st v bl o BEIRR oS Fbile T )

State employees, similar in purpose to the City of Los Angeles form

]
o

of oath sustained by the District Court of Appeal in the case of
11 |Garner v. Board of Public Works, 98 Cal. (2d) 493.
12 April 6, 1951 - The District Court of Appeal for the Third

13 |ippellate District at Sacramento held that a form of oath prescribed
14 |for faculty members at the University of California was invalid under
15 | state law because of a provision in the State Constitution (Article
16 |x¥, Sec. 3) prohibiting the imposition of any form of oath other

17 |than the specific oath then in the State Constitution. The effect

18 | of this decision will be superseded by the State Constitutional

19 | Amendment above described. The opinion does not challenge the de-

20 | termination sustaining validicy of the Los Angeles oath nor does

2l iﬁ raise any question regarding the Constitutional power to modify
22 | the form of oath to be prescribed for state employees.

_3 April 12, 1951 - Maryland Oath Sustained. The Supreme

24 | court of the United States sustained the form of ocath prescribed

25 | for candidates for state office under the Ober law,.
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AARON M, SARGENT
1115 Hobart Building
San Francisco, California,
Phone: EXbrook 2-1447

Attorney for the California Society
Sons of the American Revolution

BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON BUSINESS AND PROFESSIONS OF
THE CALIFORNIA SENATE

Hearing on Senate Bill

Anti-Communist Oath for

)
N {
No. 1666 ) Exhibit No., 2
j
Members of State Bar. (

)

COMMUNIST FRONTS INVOLVED IN ATTACKS ON COURTS
; AND LEGISLATIVE CONMITTEES.

American Committee for Democracy and Intellectual Freedom.

The following data on this front appears in the First Section of
Appendix IX of the House Un-American Activities Committee report
on National Citizens Political Action Committee (hereinafter cited
as Appendix IX), pages 323 and 325:

"The American Committee for Democracy
and Intellectual Freedom is a Communist Front
organization operating among college teachers
and professors. Established on Lincoln's birth-
day in 1939, its announced purpose was the 'Pre-
servation and extension of democracy and intel-
lectual freedom', The Daily Worker of February
13, 1939, featured the event with a front-page
display . . .

"Despite its high-sounding title, the American
Committee for Democracy and Intellectual Freedom
was strongly preoccupied with the defense of Com-
munists . . .(It) issued the original call for the
organization of a so-called citizen's Committee
to defend Free Public Education, the real objective
of which was to villify and obstruct the New York

1.
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legislative committee investigating subversive
activities in the public schools of that State.
A long list of Communist teachers was exposed
by this Committee and they were subsequently
dropped from the educational system . . .

"The American Committee strenuously opposed
the adoption of the Devany bill by the New York
Legislature, barring from teaching and civil
service anyone who advocates the overthrow of
Government by force and violence, or who 'prints,
publishes, edits, issues, or sells any book, paper,
document or written or printed matter' proposing
such doctrines. :

"Pamphlets and petitions have been published
by the American Committee attacking the Special
Committee on Un-American Activities' attempts to
expose the activities of the Communist Party, and
those documents have been widely circulated.”

International Labor Defense. Cited in Appendix IX, Section

2, pages 814 and 818, with the following comment:

"The International Labor Defense was estab-
lished as a result of a decision by the Fourth
Congress of the Communist International held in
Moscow November 7 to December 2, 1922, which in-
structed all the Communist parties to establish
an organization to render material and moral aid
to the imprisoned victims of capitalism . . .

"Benjamin Gitlow, former Communist candidate
for Vice-President . . .has testified as to the
character of this organization and how it was
manipulated by the Communist Party: 'It is the
legal defense organization of the Communist Party
and of the Communist International in this country,
and serves, also, as a highly political and pro=-
pagandist Communist organization. The International
Labor Defense from its very inception has been con-
sciously used by the Communist Party to enable the
party to gain a foothold in all kinds of organ-
1zations « » «™

The December 18, 1948, report of "Citations" issued by
the House Committee on Un-American Activities, shows at page 53
that this organization was cited as a front by Attorney General
Francis Biddle on September 24, 1942, by Attorney General Tom Clark
on June 1, 1948, and by the California Committee on Un-American
Activities (1947 Report, page 21k).

National Federation for Constitutional Liberties. Cited

2



in Appendix IX, Section 4, page 1222, with the following comment:

"The call for the initiatory conference of
the National Federation for Constitutional Liberties
was published in the New Masses, Communist Weekly
organ, on June 6, 1940 (p. 9) although the name
of the organization had already been circulated in
Communist front circles months before without any
apparent convention sanction . . .

"The June conference assailed the Federal Bureau
of Investigation and the Dies Committee (Daily Worker,
June 9, 1940, p. 1, 5).

"In a letter dated November 6, 1940, the National
Federation demanded the release of King, Conner, and
Ramsay, convicted for murder in California and de-
fended by the International Labor Defense .

(Vo) U{o s MEERICS i (o) (el o) R S i (o FRSH AV I |

. SR

—
o

"The National Federation for Constitutional Lib-
erties has given advice to those seeking to evade
and defy government agencies investigating subversive
activities }n a pamphlet prepared by Abraham J.
Isserman, (1 attorney for the Communist Party in Jersey
City (Daily Worker, December 8, 1936, p. 3) The
pamphlet refers the reader to the January and February
1941 bulletins of the International Juritical Asso-
ciation for further assistance."
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The December 18, 1948, citation list of the House Un-American
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" Activities Committee shows that this organization was cited as a

1 front on September 24, 1942, by Attorney General Francis Biddle,

& that similar action was taken on December 2., 1947, and September

o5 21, 1948, by Attorney General Tom Clark, and that further evidence

- to the same effect appears at pages 201 and 327 of the 1948 report

= of the California committee on Un-American activities.

o Civil Rights Congress. The Dec mberl8,1948, citation list

i of the House Un-American Activities Committee shows that this

25
26

R_7

28 | TI) Tsserman was one of The attorneys for the defense in the trial
29 of the Communist Party leaders before Judge Medina at New York City.
He was sentenced for misconduct in that case and the Jjudgment of

30 contempt was recently sustained by the United States Court of Appeals
for the second Circuit.
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rganization is a front formed in April, 1946, by the merger of

nternational Labor Defense with the Nztional Federation for Cone-

gtitutional Liberties, and that it is controlled by individuals

4 Who are either members of the Communist Party or openly loyal to

t. It is a front of recent origin: (1947 Report California Com-

ittee on un-American Activities, p. 187), and was involved in the
isconduct occurring during the trial before Judge Medina and also
n the prosecution of Harry Bridges before Federal Judge Harris at

an Francisco,

be
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11 Hearing on Senate Bill
12 No. 1666

13 Wnti-Communist Oath for
Miembers of State Bar.

14
15

MANUAL OF INTERNATIONAL LABOR DEFENSE TO
16 T ORGANIZE ATTACK ON THE JUDICIARY.
17
18

The photostat attached hereto is a copy of a pamphlet en-
19 bitled "UNDER ARREST - Workers' Self-Defense in the Courts" dis-

20 kributed widely during the 1930's by the International Labor De-

2l Fense to organize the attack against federal and state courts in

22 Lases involving Communists and other radicals.

S The sponsoring organization is a well-known Communist front

e cited as such by the Attorney General of the United States and by

25 the un-American Activities Committee of the House of Representatives.
26

27

e (The original exhibit filed with the Committee

29 includes photostat of document,)
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Anti-Communist Oath for
Members of State Bar.

)
é Exhibit No, 4
)
(
/

CONTEMPT CERTIFICATE OF JUDGE MEDINA

The following is a portion of the certificate filed by the
Honorable Harold R, Medina on October 1k, 1949 in holding attor=-
neys Harry Sacher, Richard Gladstein and Abraham Isserman guilty
of contempt in connection with the trial of the Communist Party
leaders in Federal Court at New York City, viz:

"CONTEMPT CERTIFICATE

"In conformity with Rule 42 (a), Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure, I hereby certify that the series
of criminal contempts set forth below were committed
in the actual presence of the Court and were seen or
heard by the Court during the trial of the case of
United States of America v. Foster et al., C 128-87
which commenced on January 17, 1949.

"By way of preliminary, I may say that I would
have overlooked or at most merely reprimanded counsel
for conduet which appeared to be the result of the
heat of controversy or of that zeal in the defense
of a client or in one's own defense which might under-
standably have caused one to overstep the bound of
strict propriety. Before the trial had progressed
very far, however, I was reluctantly forced to the
conclusion that the acts and statements to which I am



about to refer were the result of an agreement between
these defendants, deliberately entered into in a cold
and calculating manner, to do and say these things for
the purpose of: (1) causing such delay and confusion
as to make it impossible to go on with the trial; (2)
provoking incidents which they intended would result
in a mistrial; and (3) impairing my health so that the
trial could not continue.

"I find that the acts, statements and conduct of
each of the defendants, hereinafter specified, consti-
tuted a deliberate and wilful attack upon the adminis-
tration of justice, an attempt to sabotage the function-
ing of the federal judicial system, and misconduct of
80 grave a character as to make the mere imposition of
fines a futile gesture and a wholly insufficient punish-
ment., To maintain the dignity of the court and to
preserve order in the court room, under these circumstances,
was a task of the utmost difficulty. There was, accordingly,
no alternative than to give the repeated warnings which
from time to time I gave, and to postpone the impositions
of the sentence until the close of the case, To have done
otherwise would inevitably have broken up the trial and
thus served the ends which these defendants tried so hard
to attain.”
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The above certificate is published in full in the opinion of
15 |the United States Court of Appeals for the 2nd gircuit in the case
16 |of the United States v. Sacher, 182 Fed. 2nd, 430-453.
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§ Exhibit No. 5
Members of State Bar. (

)
STATEMENT OF CIRCUIT JUDGE FRANK

The following statement is taken from the concurring opinion
bf Circuit Judge Jerome N. Frank, U, S. v. Sacher at 182 Fed. 2d,
B53=45N:

"l., 'Friends of the court' have filed with us a
large number of briefs which eloquently recall how, in
the past, courageous lawyers have importantly contri-
buted to liberty and democracy by defending unpopular
clients, despite the browbeating of tyrannical, domin-
eering trial judges. In those briefs, fear is ex-
pressed that, if we affirm any of the contempt orders
in this case, lawyers for labor unions or for minority
groups or for unpopular persons will, in the future,
be intimidated or throttled.

"The eloquence is misplaced. The fears are unfounded.
We affirm the orders punishing these lawyers not because
they courageously defended their clients, or because
those clients were Communists, but only because of the
lawyers' outrageous conduct - conduct of a kind which no
lawyer owes his client, which cannot ever be justified,
and which was never employed by those advocates, for
minorities or for the unpopular, whose courage has made
lawyerdom proud. The acts of the lawyers for the defen-
dants in this trial can make no sensible man proud.

nWWhat they did was like assulting the pilot of an
aeroplane in flight, or turning out the lights during




1 a surgical operation. To use homlier words, they tried
to throw a wrench in the machinery of justice. What-
2 ever may have been theéir purpose, their acts might have
made a trial of their clients impossible. 'Not to punish
3 such behavior summarily, but, instead, to require a long
trial of these lawyers, might well be to encourage that
4 sort of behavior. The summary punishment here will tend
to deter imitation of that behavior in other trials, If
5 it is not deterred, the administration of justice in our
courts is highly likely to break down.
6
"The basis of our decision is as simple as that. We
b affirm these orders, not because the personal "dignity"
of the trial judge was affronted; for such dignity, when
8 it exists, manifests itself, needs no punitive safeguards.
We affirm for the plain reason that the crude antics of
9 these lawyers, if copied by lawyers in other cases, would
almost surely disrupt trials,
10
"Here we come to the heart of the matter: Preserva-
alal tion of the liberties of citizens, when on trial for
crimes charged against them, demands order in the court-
12 room, Absent such order, no trial can be fair. More
important, if criminal trials cannot go on in orderly
13 fashion, then the defendants, if unpopular or if members
of minority groups, may become the victims of that mon-
14 strous substitute for trials - mob violence. The great-
est danger to those minorities, on whose behalf the
16 'friends of the court' have spoken, could easily result
from a denial of the power of a trial judge to deal with
16 trial-disrupters as the judge has dealt with the lawyers
here. In short, the protection of civil liberties calls
187 for sustaining the contempt judgments in this case,"
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
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ons of the American Revolution.

BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON BUSINESS AND PROFESSIONS OF
THE CALIFORNIA SENATE

Hearing on Senate Bill

No. 1666

Anti-Communist Oath for

)

§

g Exhibit No., 6.
Members of State Bar. §

DISBARMENT CHARGES AGAINST NEW YORK ATTORNEYS,

Attached hereto is a copy of the order to show cause and
petition filed at the request of the Association of the Bar of
the City of New York against Harold Sacher, also known as "Harry"
Sacher, and Abraham J. Isserman, attorneys licensed to practice
in the State of New York, with reference to the proceeding in-
stituted for théir disbarment and now pending in the United
States District Court for the Southern District of New York,

The charges referred to arise from conduct in connection
with the recent prosecution of the leaders of the Communist Party

tried by the Honorable Harold R. Medina.

(Original document filed with the above
described committee of the California
Senate includes a copy of the order and
petition in question.
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= TAFT-HARTLEY OATH
= The following form of oath is prescribed by the Taft-Hartley
S Aet, Title 29, United States Code, Section 159H:
e M. « ¢ ¢« o« o and no complaint shall be issued pursuant
19 to a charge made by a labor organization under subsection
(b) of Section 160 of this title, unless there is on file
20 with the Board an affidavit executed contemporaneously
or within the preceding twelve-month period by each off-
21 icer of such labor organization and the officers of any
national or international labor organization of which it
22 is an affiliate or constituent unit that he is not a mem-
ber of the Communist Party or affiliated with such Party,
23 and that he does not believe in and is not a member of
or supports any organization that believes in or teaches,
24 the overthrow of the United States Government by force
or by any illegal or unconstitutional methods."
25 :
26
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15 DECISION DENYING RIGHT OF A COM UNIST TO PRACTICE LAW
16 On April 26, 1950, the Court of Appeal of British Columbia
17 lheld that a Communist was not entitled to be admitted to the prac-
18 ltice of law. The opiniony ., which contains an able analysis of the
19 ldestructive effect of the Communist philosophy,is reported at 3
20 D B s (1950) page 173. The following quotations are taken from
2l lthat opinion:
e "Widely publicized trials in the United
23 States, Britain and Canada, have disclosed
Communist activities to a degree inconceivable
24 and incredible to the average citizen, if the
facts had not been conclusively established by
25 the most careful and impartial judicial invest-
igations. Wherever there is an opportunity
26 to create discontent or disaffection, there
may be found Communist agents and neo~Communists
27 actively engaged in doing whatever they hope
will promote world revolution." (Page l77.§
e "For a Communist to talk about personal
29 freedom of action, expression and thought is
like the devil talking about the delights of
50 Heaven., There is no such thing as personal
freedom in Soviet Russia, where organized
1.
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practices of inhumanity, lawlessness, and
depersonalization continue to shock the con-
science of the civilized world," (Page 179.)

", + .,if a well known lawyer member of the
Liberal party or of the Progressive~Conservative
party should publicly declare his belief in
Marxist Communism, the Benchers of the Law So-
ciety might well find it their duty (after a
proper hearing of course) to disbar him from
practice. Such action by the Benchers would

not be directed toward his 'political opinions!
but toward beliefs of his inimical to his country
and repugnant to the ancient and honorable pro-
fession of law, even if his pernicious beliefs
might be included in the expression 'Political
Science' as it is understood in the Universities."
(Page 187).

"Moreover, the law student's training is
not manual training, but is training of the
mind, not only in law, but if he wishes to be
something more than a mere legal mechanic, he
must study logic, history, and in particular
constitutional history . . .The job of the
lawyer is basically to advise people upon all
manner of things arising out of the complexities
of life and the frailties of human nature. As
such he can not fail in time to acquire an in-
fluence upon others, impossible to reduce to
purely material terms. It is not too much to
say that the training and experience a lawyer
undergoes fits him for leadership to a greater
or less degree. Obviously such men should not
be partial to political philosophies or move-
ments that conflict with the interests of their
own country." (Page 189).

"It sometimes happens that men of unmoral
or amoral outlook or unstable character, or of
little integrity, or whose object is to use the
law solely to make money, find thelr way into
the profession of law. But they are the type
of men who bring the profession into disrepute.
To prevent these undesirables entering into the
practice of law and to keep up the standard of
legal practitioners the Benchers are elected by
the lawyers under statutory authority to act for
the protection of the public., If every person
had the right to practice law upon passing the
University law examinations, there would ke no
protection for the public. It is the duty of the
Benchers to protect the public by refusing ad-
mission to the practice of law, not only the type
of person who will prey upon the public for his
own selfish ends, but also the type of person who
professes a political philosophy alien to our
free society, and who in a time of 'cold war' is
little else than a fifth columnist (designedly or
not) to assist an unfriendly country to destroy
the rights and privileges a free people have es-
tablished in Canada." (Pages 189-190)

2.
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14
15 LOS ANGELES OATH
16 The following form of oath has been sustained by the unanimous

17 | opinion of the District Court of Appeal of the State of California
18 | for the 2nd Appellate District in the case of Garner v. Board of
19 | Public Works of the City of Los Angeles, reported at 98 Cal., App.
20 |2nd, 493-4Ok:

2l "The People of the City of Los Angeles Do Ordain as
Follows:
22
"Section 1. Every person who is hereafter elected
_3 or appointed to an office or position in the service of
the City of Los Angeles must before entering upon the
_4 duties of his office or position, take and subscribe

26 to the following oath:
"I, « « « « « «d0 solemnly swear (or affirm) that
_6 I will bear true faith and allegiance to the United
States of America and the State of California, and

7 will support and defend the Constitution and laws of
28 the United States of America and of the State of Cali=-
fornia and the laws of the City of Los Angeles against
29 all enemies, foreign and domestic. I further swear
(or affirm) that I do not advise, advocate or teach,
55 and have not within the period beginning five (5)

years prior to the effective date of the ordinance

AARON M. SARGENT
HOBART BUILDING
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL.




requiring the making of this oath or affirmation, advised,
advocated or taught, the overthrow by force, violence or
other unlawful means, of the Government of the United
States of America or of the State of California and that

I am not now and have not, within said period, been or
become a member of or affiliated with any group, society,
association, organization or party which advises, advocates,
or teaches, or has, within said period, advised, advocated,
or taught, the overthrow by force, violence or other unlaw-
ful means of the Government of the United States of America,
or of the State of California., I further swear (or affirm)
that I will not, while I am in the service of the City of
Los Angeles, advise, advocate or teach, or be or become a
member of or affiliated with any group, association, society,
organization or party which advises, advocates or teaches,
or has within said period, advised, advocated or taught,

the overthrow by force, violence or other unlawful means,

of the Government of the United States of America or of the
State of California, that I will well and faithfully discharge
the duties of my office or employment in the service of the
City of Los Angeles and that I take this whole obligation
freely without any mental reservation or purpose of evasion,
12 So Help Me, God.

(Co) Mo oS W o YAt (o) JUo ST, Rl o R aV I )
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S

13 "Sec. 2. Every person who now holds or occupies an
office or position in the service of the City of Los Angeles
14 must, within thirty (30) days after the effective date of
this ordinance, or if he be on leave or under suspension for
15 cause from the service of the city at such effective date,

: within thirty (30) days after his return to such service,

16 take and subscribe to the oath set forth in Section 1 hereof.

17 "Sec., 3. Every person who is hereafter elected or
appointed to an office or position in the service of the
18 City of Los Angeles must, before entering upon the duties
of his office or position, execute an affidavit stating

19 whether or not he is or ever was a member of the Communist
Party of the United States of America or of the Communist
20 Political Association, and if he is or was such a member,
stating the dates when he became, and the periods during
21 which he was, such a member; provided, however, that no
additional affidavit shall be required on account of the
22 transfer, demotion or promotion of any person who has once
executed an affidavit under this section or under Section
23 L hereof.

24 " "Sec, 4o Every person who now holds or occupies an
office or position in the service of the City of Los

25 Angeles, must within thirty (30) days after the effective
date of this ordinance, or if he be on leave or under sus-
26 pension for cause from the service of the city at such
effective date, within thirty (30) days after his return to
27 such service, execute an affidavit stating the facts re-
quired to be stated in the affidavit required by Section 3
28 of this ordinance.™

29
30
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)

g Bxhibit No., 10
Members of State Bar, (

CALIFORNIA ANTI-COMMUNIST OATH TO BE PRESCRIBED BY
NS ONA 0
B S

The following anti-Communist form of oath was proposed by
the California Senate on April 3, 1951, as an amendment to Section
3 of Article XX of the State Constitution and was approved by the
Assembly on April 5, 1951, for ratification by the electors on the
November 1952 ballot. That proposal, which is set forth herein in
full, is submitted for the convenience of the members of the Senate
Committee on Business and Professions in connection with its con=~
sideration of Senate Bill No. 1666:

"Sec. 3. Members of the Legislature, and all
public officers and employees, executive, legis~
lative, and judicial, except such inferior officers
and employees as may be by law exempted, shall,
before they enter upon the duties of their respec-
tive offices, take and subscribe the following oath
or affirmation:

SRR , do solemnly swear (or affirm)

that I will support and defend the Constitution of
the United States and the Constitution of the State
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of California against all enemies, foreign and
domestic; that I will bear true faith and alle-
giance to the Constitution of the United States
and the Constitution of the State of California;
that I take this obligation freely, without any
mental reservation or purpose of evasion; and
that I will well and faithfully discharge the
duties upon which I am about to enter.

"And I do further swear (or affirm) that I do
not advocate, nor am I a member of any party or
organization, political or otherwise, that now
advocates the overthrow of the Government of the
United States or of the State of California by
force or violence or other unlawful means; that
within the five years immediately preceding the
taking of this oath (or affirmation) I have not
been a member of any party or organization, poli-
tical or otherwise, that advocated the overthrow
of the Government of the United States or of the
State of California by force or violence or other
unlawful means except as follows:

TIf no affiliations write in the words "No ;
‘Exceptions'), and that during such time as I hold
the office of (name of office)
I will not advocate nor become a member of any
party or organization, political or otherwise,

that advocates the overthrow of the Government

of the United States or of the State of Califor-
nia by force or violence or other unlawful means."

And no other oath, declaration, or test, shall
be required as a qualification for any public office
or employment. ‘

""Public officer and employee' includes every
officer and employee of the State, including the
University of California, every county, city, city
and county, district, and authority, includinf
any department, division, bureau, board, commission,
agency, or instrumentality of any of the foregoing."

An oath in substantially the same form, prescribed for

employees of the City of Los Angeles, was sustained by the District

Court of Appeal of the State of California, Second Appellate District,
in Garner v. Board of Public Works, 98 Cal., App. (2d) 493. The
Supreme Court of the United States upheld the constitutionality of

a similar oath under the Taft-Hartley Act (29 USCA 159 (h)).
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;) Anti-Communist Oath for )

14 | Members of State Bar. (

25 RESOLUTION OF AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION

19 The following is a copy of the Resolution adopted by the

= Assembly and House of Delegates of the American Bar Association

= on September 21, 1950:

e "WHEREAS, Lawyers better than any other group in

20 America, can understand and teach others to understand
the principles of our Constitution and the protections

21 afforded by our Bill of Rights, and the fundamental
conflicts between these constitutional prlnciples and

22 the d0ctrines of Communism; and

23 WHEREAS, The lawyers of America, by virtue of the
license each has obtained to practice law, to serve

24 courts of justice and to advise citizens as to their
legal rights, have a much greater duty than citizens

25 generally to support the principles of the Constitu-
tion and oppose the doctrines of Communism inconsistent

26 therewith; now, therefore, be it

27 RESOLVED, By the American Bar Association:

28 First, That it is not inappropriate, with world
conditions as they are, that any American citizen be

29 required to attest to his loyalty to our form of
government by anti-Communist oath, and that it is es-

30 pecially appropriate that all licensed to practice law

in the United States of America be required so to do;

AARON M. SARGENT
HOBART BUILDING
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL.
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Second, (2) That the legislature, the court, or

‘other appropriate authority of each state, or territory,

and the District of Columbia, be requested to require
each member of its Bar, within a reasonable time and
periodically thereafter, to file an affidavit stating
whether he is or ever has been a member of the Communist
party, or affiliated therewith, and stating also whether
he is or ever has been a member or supporter of any or-
ganization that espouses the overthrow, by force or by
any illegal or unconstitutional means, of the United
States Government, or the government of any of the states
or territories of the United States; and in the event
such affidavit reveals that he is or ever has been a
member of said Communist Party, or of any such organiza-
tion, that the appropriate authority promptly and thor-
oughly investigate the activities and conduct of said
member of the Bar to determine his fitness for continu-
ance as an attorney.

(b) That in the event at any time later it be es=-
tablished that said attorney has wilfully sworn falsely
to any of the facts, he should be the subject of immediate
disbarment proceedings.

2e
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AARON M. SARGENT
1115 Hobart Building
San Francisco 4, Calif,
Phone: EXbrook 2-1447

Attorney for The California Society,
Sons of the American Revolution,

BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON BUSINESS AND PROFESSIONS
OF THE CALIFORNIA SENATE

Hearing on Senate Bill

No. 1666

)

}

§ Exhibit 12,
Members of State Bar. §

LEGAL BRIEF - CONSTITUTIONALITY
OF THE PROPOSED OATH,

The measure before this Committee is not a "loyalty"™ oath.
It is an anti-Communist declaration to establish facts concerning
attorney memberships in organizations known to be committed to the
overthrow‘of constitutional government by force or violence or
other unlawful means.

1. History of "loyalty" oaths. The taking of an oath to

be loyal to and committing one to support the established government
is a practice which has existed in most countries from ancient
times. The promise or pledge so taken was supported by the re-

ligious or moral sanction necessariiy attaching to a commitment

of this character. The framers of the Federal Constitution recog-
nized that to be successful it must be supported by men of integrity.
They sought to bind’all by the obligation to support our form of

government, This is the reasoning behind Article VI, which provides

1.



© (o il [0} (¢} L (& (D

=
o

11
12
13
14
15
16
1577
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
_7
28
29
30

AARON M. SARGENT
HOBART BUILDING
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL.

that:

"The Senators and Representatives before
mentioned, and the lMembers of the several State
Legislatures, and all executive and judicial
Officers, both of the United Stat s and of the
several States, shall be bound by oath or af-
firmation, to support this Constitution; but
no religious Test shall ever be required as a
Qualification to any Office or Public Trust
under the United States."

The Declaration of Independence is the charter of our Amer-

ican political phileosophy. It is supported by the following state-

'|ment, equivalent to the taking of an oath:

nind for the support of this Declaration,
with a firm reliance on the Protection of Divine
Providence, we mutually pledge to each other our
Lives, our Fortunes and our sacred Honor,"

Until the Civil War, the oath prescribed by Congress was a

general pledge to support the Constitution. At that time it was

changed

n, . ,and the affiant was required to say that

he had not borne arms against the United States

or given aid or encouragement to hostile forces,
or held office under hostile authority; and he
was made to declare that he would support and
defend the constitution against all enemies,

that he took the oath without mental reservation
or evasion, and that he would Talthiully discharge
The duties of the office, 'so help me God,'"(1)

The Balifornia Constitution of 1849 prescribed a general
oath with no reference to "mental reservation or evasion" (Article
XI, Sec. 3). By the Act of April 25, 1863, the Legislature sup-
plemented this oath, requiring the following declaration:

"That I have not, since the (date of the
passage of this act) knowingly aided, encouraged,
countenanced, or assisted, nor will I hereafter,
in any manner aid, encourage, countenance, or

assist the so-called Confederate States, or any
of them, in their rebellion against the lawful

TI) "The Constitution of the United otates, 1ts oources and Ap=
plication", by Thomas James Norton, page 182.

2.



(o)t Ui (oo i sCe VR (0 ) ST 0) JEU T80 {1y A o ERET a0 SRSl o)

fu
o

il
12
13
14
15
16
AL/
18
19
20
21
R2
23
- 24
25
26
27
28
29

30

AARON M. SARGENT
HOBART BUILDING
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL.

Government of the United States; and this I do
without any qualification or mental reservation
whatsocever. So help me God,"

In Cohen v. Wright, 22 Cal, 293, this oath was held to be

bonstitutional and its provisions were applied to the case of an
rttorney seeking to practice in the courts of this state.

The Civil War controversy over the oath involved an entirely
different problem from the bne we have today. We now have persons
lho assert, or at least allege, that they may, without inconsistency,
hssume an obligation to support the Constitution and be active as
lnembers of organizations seeking its overthrow, Intellectual dis-
honesty is involved in this conduct. The oath in its present form
has limited value.

2. The Anti-Communist Oath. To deal with this condition we

have devised the "anti-Communist" form of oath requiring a positive
denial of membership in subversive organizations., The Communist
Party challenges this requirement, asserting a "right" of revo-
lution., The Declaration of Independence is misquoted in an effort
ko establish such a "right", It is asserted that Thomas Jefferson

and Abraham Lincoln endorsed this doctrine. Aside from being a

ibel on the reputation of these eminent men, that statement is
alse., Lincoln died a few years after promulgation of the doctrine
bf Karl Marx., During the years just preceding his death, he was
preoccupied with a Constitutional crisis of a wholly>different
sort. The revolutionary theory of Marx was unknown at the time of
Jefferson., Neither of these men advocated or intended tc advocate
the right to use force to establish a dictatcrship of the pro-
letariat, or despotism of any other sort.

Under the Declaration of Independence, men have certain "un-
alienable rights" which no govermnment may rightfully take away

from them. Governments derive "their just powers from the consent

3
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of the governed". The road to liberty is a one way street.

Force

may be used to resist oppression. It may never be employed to

establish it}

spiracy involved in treason.

The Communist Party is not a political party; it is a con-

This was recognized as a fact by

Justice Jackson in American Communications Association v. Douds,

339 U. S. 382, the case:sustaining the constitutionality of the

anti-Communist oath in the Taft-Hartley Act (No., 10, October Term,

1949).

He said:

"If the statute before us required labor
union officers to forswear membership in the
Republican Party, the Democratic Party or the
Socialist Party, I suppose all agree that it
would be unconstitutional, But why, if it is
valid as to the Communist Party?

"The answer, for me, is in the decisive
differences between the Communist Party and
every other party of any importance in the
long experience of the United States with party
government « « o

"The Communist Party, at least outwardly,
only exaggerates . . .Well-worn political
techniques and many persons are thus led to
think of it as just another more radical po-
litical party. If it were nothing but that,

I think this legislation would be unconstitu-
tional, There are, however, contradictions
between what meets the eye and what is covertly
done o o+ o

"l, The goal of the Communist Party is to
seize powers of government by and for a minority
rather than to acquire power through the vote of
a free electorate . . .

"2, The Communist Party alone among Amer-
ican parties past or present is dominated and
controlled by a foreign government, It is a
satrap party which, to the threat of civil dis-
order, adds the threat of betrayal into alien
Hangs » + %

"3. Violent and undemocratic means are the
calculated and indispensible methods to attain
the Communist Party's goal. It would be incred-
ible naivete to expect the American Branch of
this movement to forego the only methods by which

a Communist Party has anywhere come into power . . .

ko
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"4, The Communist Party has sought to gain
this leverage and hold on the American population
by acquiring control of the labor movement . . ."

3., Constitutionality. The Smith Act, 18 USCA 2385, became

effective June 25, 1948, It imposes criminal penalties in the case
of anyone who

", . Jknowingly or wilfully advocates, abets,

advises or teaches the duty, necessity, desir-

ability, or propriety of overthrowing or de-

stroying the government of the United States or

the government of any State . . ."

This statute was the basis of the prosecution of the Communist

\Party leaders before Judge Medina, of New York City. Its constitu-
tionality was sustained by the United States Court of Appeals for

the Second Circuit in United States v. Dennis, 183 Fed. (2d) 201.

There is broad power to apply an anti-Communist oath under
the Taft-Hartley act, as we have noted. The same principle applies
to persons in the government service., See decision of United States

Supreme Court in Gerende v. Board of Supervisors, October Term, 1950,

No. 577 (April 12, 1951), sustaining the Ober Law prescribing such
an oath for candidates in the State of Maryland.,
In Garner v. Board of Public Works, 98 Cal. App. (2d4) 493,

the District Court of Appeals for the Second Appellate District
sustained an oath for employees of the City of Los Angeles, re-
quiring a disclosure of affiliations during a period of five years
preceding the taking of the oath. The form approved by this de-
cision is set forth in full in Exhibit No. 9 presented herewith,

In cases involving government employment, the power is broad.
The same principle extends, with limitations, to other occupations
where there is a trust relationship bearing on the discharge of
a governmental function. This is true, unquestionably, in the case
of the legai profession. On that ground, the above decisions may

be relied upon as precedents.

S5e
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It has always been recognized that attorneys occupy a position
of trust, carrying with it the power to establish reasonable regula-

tions, In Cohen v. Wright, 22 Cal. 293, the court said:

"Attorneys are officers of the Court, and
as such are subject to the control of the Court
before whom they practice, which has power to
sunnarily investigate the dealings and trans-
actions between them and their clients in cases
before it, as also to disbar them for misconduct
and deprive them of the privilege of practicing
their profession . . .(22 Cal, 315)

"The right to practice law is not an absolute
right, derived from the law or nature, It is the
mere creature of the statute, and when the license
is issued and the official ocath taken, which author-
izes the attorney to exercise the right, it confers
but a statutory privilege, subject to the control
<«f the Legislature . . .(22 Cal. 319)."

In prescribing an oath for lawyers, we will establish no
precedent justifying the extension of this practice to other busi-
nesses or professions. In our view, the ocath is justified in this
instance solely because of the trust responsibility bearing directly
on the administration of justice.

The recent decision of the District Court of Appeal for the
Third Appellate District, in Tolman v. Underhill, 3 Civ. No. 7946
(April 6, 1951), is not in conflict with the above. That case held
that a special oath required of faculty members at the University
of California violated Section 3 of Article XX of the State Con-
stitution. Lawyers' do not take their present oath under this
section, It is prescribed by the Business and Professions Code.
The Constitutional point involved in the Tolman case will be cleared
up by the constitutional amendment to be submitted on the ballot
in November, 1952,

L., Past affiliations. In the case of persons not in the

government service, there may be doubt of the right to require a

disclosure of past affiliations. This could infringe the immunity
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from self-incrimination secured by the Fifth Amendment of the
Federal Constitution, and Section 13 of Article I of the Constitution
of this State, If that objection ies sound, the inclusion of this
clause might create doubt as to the validity of other parts of the
statute, Evidence obtained under an oath in violation of the
Constitution might not be admissible in a criminal prosecution or
on a disbarment proceeding. If so, this requirement would defeat
its own purpose. For these reasons, it is suggested that this
particular clause be deleted, The statute will then require a
positive declaration as to present affilistions and it will support
prosecution and disbarment in the event of a violation.

5 Knowledge and intent. Section 6179 of the proposed bill

may be objectionable in failing to include a clause covering the
element of intent., The following re-draft of that section would

cover this point:

"Every person having filed the affidavit
required by this article, who, while a member
of the State Bar of California advocates or
becomes a member of any party or organization,
political or otherwise, lawfully determined to
be one advocating the overthrow of the govern-
ment of the United States by force or violence
or who becomes a member of any party or organ-
ization otherwise known to him to be of that
character, 1s guilty of a felony, and is punish-
able by imprisonment in the state prison not
less than one nor more than 14 years."

Constitutionality of oath under Steiner case.

The so-called precedent under the Tolman case under which
the opponents of Senate Bill 1665 base their main reliance is greatly
in conflict with the decision of the District Court of Appeal for

the Second District in Steiner v. Darby, 88 Cal. App. (2d) 481,

where there is an extended discussion of the constitutional right
to prescribe oaths of the kind here involved. We submit that this

opinion is a complete answer to the objections made on constitu-

7
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tional grounds., The following quotation is taken from the'opinion

in that case:
"Conceded Facts

On August 26, 1947, the Board of Supervisors
of the County of Los Angeles adopted a resolution
requiring each officer and employee under its
jurisdiction to execute an oath and affidavit read-

ing as follows:

"0ath and Affidavit

"Department

"A, Oath of Office or Employment

"1, , do solemnly swear
(or affirm) that L will support and defend the Con-
stitution of the United States and the Constitution
and laws of the State of California, against all
enemies, foreign and domestic; that I will bear true
faith and allegiance to the same; that I take this
obligation freely, without any mental reservation
or purpose of evasion; and that I will well and
faithfully discharge the duties of the office or
employment on which I am about to enter or am now
engaged, SO HELP ME GOD.

"B, Affidavit re Subversive Activity

T do further swear (or affirm) that I do not
advocate, nor am I now a member, nor have I been
since December 7, 1941, a member of any political
party or organization that advocates the overthrow
of the Government of the United States, or State of
California, or County of Los Angeles, by violence,
except those specified as follows:

and that during such
Time as I am an officer or employee of the County
of Los Angeles, I will not advocate nor become a
member of any political party or organization that
advocates the overthrow of the Government of the
United States, or State of California, or County of
Los Angeles, by force or violence.

"¢, Affidavit re Aliases

"] do further swear (or affirm) that I have
never used or been known by any names other than

those listed as follows:

"
.

Also included in the document is paragraph "D"
requiring such officers and employees to indicate
whether they have been a member of or supported any
of some 142 named organizations.




(o) a(o ) i COUBINE (oYl o ISR It (o ERGR AV IR

I TR T SR T I~ T o I~ U
© ol N G NG R S

20
21
22
23
24
25
26
_7
28
29

30

AARON M, SARGENT
HOBART BUILDING
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL.

"September 3, 1947, plaintiffs, who are em-
ployees of the County of Los Angeles, filed com-
plaints seeking an injunction to prevent defendants
from requiring them to execute an affidavit as set
forth above.

"March 5, 1948, the Honorable Clarence M,
Hanson, trial judge, sustained demurrers to plain-
tiffs' amended complaints without leave to amend,
and on March 9, 1948, judgments of dismissal of
the actions were entered. From these judgments
plaintiffs appeal, There are also purported appeals
from the orders sustaining defendants! demurrers to
plaintiffs' complaints as amended,

Juestion

"(la) May the Board of Supervisors of the County
of Los Angeles proceed with a fact-finding program
under which the officers and employees within its
jurisdiction are asked: (1) to take an oath of
allegiance to the federal and state Constitutions
and the laws of California as against all enemies
of the United States of America, the State of Cali-
fornia, and the county of Los Angeles; and (2) as
such officers and employees to answer upon their
oath or affirmation, (a) whether or not they advo-
cate the overthrow of the government by force or
violence and whether or not since December 7, 1941,
they have been members of any organizations or
political parties that advocate the overthrow of
the government by force or violence, as well as to
sign an affidavit not to advocate the overthrow of
the government by force and violence or to become
a member of an organization or political party which
so advocates so long as the person is a county officer
or employee; (b) to state any aliases they have ever
used or been known by; and (c¢) to indicate whether
they have ever been a member of or directly or in-
directly supported any of the organizations listed
in the affidavit submitted to them?

"This question must be answered in the affirma-
tive. The mere asking of the question points un-
erringly to the answer any loyal, sane citizen of
the United States of America would give to it. It
is an unequivocal 'Yes,!

"(2) The people of the State of California are
supreme and have the undoubted right to protect
themselves and to preserve the form of government
which they have adopted against any and all enemies
whether they be domestic or foreign. It is not alone
the right of the people to protect themselves and
their chosen form of government against attack from
all sources, but it is their duty to do so, since
they have guaranteed to the people of the United
States 'a Republican Form of Government'! in this
state (U. 5. Const., art. IV, P, ikt Const. of Calif,
ArS. K Ps 3.

9.
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"Every citizen is a minority member of society,
and the form of government which the people of the
several states have adopted guarantees to each
minority member, as well as to the majority, a re-
publican form of government in his own state. Such
form of government has long since passed through
the experimental stage. It has proved to be the
most satisfying to the aspirations of mankind, and
at the same time the most practical government yet
devised. Trial and experience have demonstrated
it to be the best form of government that this
world has ever known., Our system has main-
tained democratic processes, improved the condition
of the people, preserved liberty, promoted justice,
encouraged the arts and sciences, and served the
needs of changing peoples, All this in spite of
an occasional administrative failure to adhere to
the Constitution of the United States, due to incom-
petence or criminal design of some individual.

"The people acting through their duly authorized
representatives have assumed the foregoing obligation
and have plenary power to perform it under any and
all conditions.

"The extreme limit to which the people may ex-
ercise this power is found in their undisputed
right to require a citizen to give his time, be
maimed, or even sacrifice his life in defense of .
RIB COUREEY | . 4 5 s d e

"e ¢« o ¢« ¢ ¢« o« s o oMany fraternal and other or-
ganizations require that a neophyte assume an
obligation of loyalty to the government of the United
States of America prior to his attaining membership
in the organization. It has never been questioned,
nor could it reasonably be questioned that the organ-
ization had a right to exact such an obligation prior
to accepting the applicant for membership. None of
his constitutional rights is invaded by such require-
ment. For example, no one would think of claiming
that a prospective member of the Benevolent and
Protective Order of Elks was having his constitutional
rights violated because such order, before admitting
a member, requires that he take an obligation to be
loyal to the government of the United States of
America.

"If a private organization can lawfully require
a loyalty obligation, without question the people
may require such an obligation from a person seeking
to remain in a public position with its attendant
prerequisites and manifold benefits.

"The obligation or oath required of defendants
is substantially the same as that which a foreign
born person is required to take before beccoming
entitled to the honor, benefits and privileges of
being a naturalized citizen of the United States

10.
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of America, Since a naturalized citizen has the
same rights and duties as a native born, with
certain constitutional exceptions, there is not
any logical reason why a native born citizen
should object to assuming a similar obligation,."

CONCLUSIONS
The oath prescribed by Senate Bill No, 1666 is a special

anti-communist form designed to remedy obvious defects in the

oath now required of members of the bar.

Subject to the amendments suggested herein it is clearly
constitutional and in our judgment a sound piece of legislation
which should be approved by this Committee and adopted by the

Legislature by an overwhelming vote,

11.
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CHIEF JUSTICE'S CIRCULATING OPINIONS

No. 336 - DENNIS v. UNITED STATES

Agree Concurring Dissent Unreported
Reed* Jackson Douglas Black
Burton Frankfurter
Minton

* Agreed verbally

No. 421 - HAMMERSTEIN v. SUPERIOR COURT - (PER CURIAM)

Agree Concurring Dissent Unreported

Reed Douglas Black

Frankfurter 7 Jackson
Burton Clark
Minton i




OPINIONS TO BE ANNOUNCED MONDAY, MAY 28, 1951

MR JUSTICE CLARK

No. 513 - Samuel Hoffman v. United States

{

MR, JUSTICE JACKSON

Nos. 298 & 314 - Zittman, etc. v. McGrath

Mr. Justice Douglas Concurring

Mr. Justice Reed Concurring and Dissenting

Nos. 299 & 315 - Zittman, etc. v. McGrath

No. 324 - McCloskey v. McGrath

wj,...
MR. JUSTICE REED

No. 384 - Standard Qil Co. v. State of New Jersey

Mr. Justice Douglas Dissenting

Mr. Justice Frankfurter Dissenting

MR, JUSTICE BLACK

No. 565 - RCA v. United States

Mr. Justice Frankfurter, dubitante

[
——

IHE CHIEF JUSTICE

No. 421 - Hammerstein v. Superior Court of California (Per Curiam)




UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

PLEASE ADDRESS REPLY TO

AND REFER TO THIS FILE NO;

May 29, 1951

Honoreble Fred M. Vinson
Chief Justice

United States Supreme Court
Washington 25, D« Ce.

My dear Mr. Chief Justice:

I am a member of the Bar of the Supreme Court and in the
past several years have had occasion to be in the court on many
occasionse I should like to pass along to you, for whatever it
may be worth, my personal impression of the court's practice of
reading opinions.

Has the court had occasion recently to consider the desir-
ability of continuing that practice? No other appellate court
with which I have been familiar has delivered its opinions orally.
I know that the practice has venerable roots in the common law
and I appreciate that the decisions of the United States Supreme
Court are of infinitely greater importance than those of any
other court. But antiquity does not in itself provide justifi=-
cation, and the importance of your decisions necessarily means
that they are addressed to a vast audience, overshadowing the few
suditors in the courtroom.

I can testify that I have enjoyed being present on opinion
days, and I am certein that this enjoyment is shared by the attorneys
in the Department of Justice and the relatively few other attorneys
who are privileged to attend. But nevertheless it seems to me
that the reading of opinions unnecessarily consumes the time and
energies of the court. Since the decisions are discussed, formulated,
and written in advance, nothing substantial seems .to be added by
the oral delivery. And I have observed that in some instences the
opportunity for forensic argument has tended to promote sharpened
controversy on the bench.

The vital and lasting phase of the court's decision is
incorporated in its written opinion. It is that opinion which
guides the bench, the bar and the country. It is that written
opinion which furnishes a beacon for the future. In my humble
estimation there would be no measurable loss if the court were




to decide that its future opinions were to be rendered only in
written form.

I submit these views most respectfully, in the belief
that you may wish to have the benefit of a personal reaction.

Sincerely yours,

Charles Gordon
Office of Genersl Counsel




June 2,

CHIEF JUSTICE'S CIRCULATING OPINIONS

No. 336 - DENNIS v. UNITED STATES

Agree Concurring Dissent
Reed * Frankfurter Douglas
Burton Jackson

Minton

* Agreed verbally.

399 - BREARD v. CITY OF ALEXANDRIA

Unreported
Black

- (Dissent)
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OPINIONS TO BE ANNOUNCED MONDAY, JUNE 4, 1951

MR. JUSTICE CLARK

\/ No. 453 - Garner v. Board of Public Works of the City of .Los Angeles

Mr. Justice Burton concurring in part and dissenting in part.

Mr. Justice Frankfurter concurring in part and dissenting in part.

Mr. Justice Douglas dissenting.
(To be read by Justice Black)

Mr. Justice Black dissenting.

MR. JUSTICE BURTON

No. 313 - NLRB v. International Rice Milling Co.

No. 393 - NLRB v. Denver Building and Construction Trades Council

Mr. Justice Douglas dissenting.
(To be read by Justice Reed)

108 - International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers v. NLRB

85 - Local 74, etc. v. NLRB

MR. JUSTICE JACKSON

No. 217 - Collins v. Hardyman

Mr. Justice Burton dissenting - joined by Justices Black and Douglas

Mr. JUSTICE REED

No. 399 - Breard v. City of Alexandria

Mr. Justice Black dissenting.

Mr. Chief Justice dissenting.




MR. JUSTICE BLACK

v~ No. 352 - Timken Roller Bearing Co. v. US

Mr. Justice Reed dissenting in part - joined by Chief Justice.

Mr. Justice Jackson dissenting.

Mr. Justice Frankfurter dissenting.

V2 No. 355 - Hughes v. Fetter

I Mr. Justice Frankfurter dissenting - joined by Justices Reed and
Minton

THE CHIEF JUSTICE

No. 336 - Dennis v. US

\/ Mr. Justice Frankfurter concurring.

Mr. Justice Jackson concurring.

Mr. Justice Douglas dissenting.
(To be announced by Chief Justice)

Mr. Justice Black dissenting.

Nos. 697, 702, etc. - Land v. Dollar (Per Curiam)

Mr. Justice' Jackson's memorandum.

Mr. Justice Frankfurter's memorandum,
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6/5/51

Joe Wershba of the Columbia Broadcasting System
phoned to inquire whether you would permit Perry
Lippitt to make a recording of banging the gavel
and giving the Court cry. They want to use it in
connection with a radio program on the govem ment
put on once a week by Ed Murrow.

McH
Phone Mr. Wershba - Metropolitan 3200
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Edgar L. Kenney, Conference Custodian.
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1.00
1.03

17 557

NOVEMBER: -

DECEMBER: -
Bri.
JANUARY: - Sat.
Sat.

FEBRUARY: - Sat.

TOTAL CONFERENCES 17 ---TIM 61 Hrs. 27

(see Next page)
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CONFERENCES HELD DURING OCTOBER TERM, 1950 (continued).
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Suyrente ot of the United States,
Washtngton 13 0.

July 18, 1951,

My dear Mr. Chief

ly yours

et //*%

Hon. Fred M. Vinson,
Chief Justice of the United Sta

tes.
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July 30, 1951.

Hone Ceorge Wharion Pepper,
Land Title Bldg.,
Philadelphia, Pa.

Dear Senator Pepper:

I enclose copy of a letter I have written Tap
Gregory about the Rodell article. I feel very deeply
that this attack on the Supreme Court should not be
ﬂlmdto@m&ﬂ]mgodbythelmqfthelegd
profession. I hope that you may prepare an article
in answer to it and publish it in the Bar Journal
or such other publication as you may think appropriate.

With wara regards and best wishes always, I am

~Sincerely yours,

JJP/B
Encl.
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the spirit of our Constitution and traditions. While
mnhnmmdmmwmmmm
some criticiam, I do not think that the disagreement on the
Court has been greaiter than that existing among the people
or greabter than what was to be expected with respect to the
highly controversial character of the matters involved. The
imputations of laziness and evasion of duty are outrageously
unfair. The Court probably does more work than any other
court in the United States (I understand that it had more
than twelve hundred applications for certiorari to deal with

!mtthtit&umtmtmﬁmmwmmmmeh
Professor Rodell takes an interest ought not smabject it te
this sort of indecent abuse. There is no reason to think

that its discretion in denying certiorari has not been honestly
and fairly exercised.

Ordinarily I would not be in favor of taking any
notice of an article of this sort, but, because it is put
forth by a professor of Yale University and for that reason
may be given attention that it would not otherwise receive, and
because it deals with the certiorari jurisdiction which the
public cdoes not understand, I am inclined to think that it
should be answered. It occurs to me that you might answer
it edi torially and call upon some leading member of the



Hon. Tappan Gregory =-if2-=July 30, 1951,

attainments as to give authority to what he says. I would
nmntmmmmmwnngamdmanxm
person to prepare such an article, if would agree to do so.
His position as a former Senator of the United States and a
former President of the American Law Institute, as well as his
outstanding character as a man and as a lawyer and his

known interest in every worthy cause, will give great weight
to anything that he nmay say.

With warm regards and best wishes always, I am

Sincerely yoursy

JJr/B



Memorandum: -
Judge Harcld Stephens !phoned and requested
that the following information be passed
along to youg==-

Regis Noel, and the District Bar Assn.
are interested in reissuing, after reediting,
the work of Mr., Noel concerning the courts
of the District of Columbia:

His former work was the only work of its
kind, but dealt solely with the District
Court and the Supreme Court of the District
of Columbia =

Judge Stephens, pursuant to request of
Mr. Noel, has given him some historical
facts concerning the Court of Appeals.

Judge Stephens referred to Mr. Noel'!'s work
in gathering data for the President when the
new Court Bldg., was dedicated,

Mr. Noel, after learning that Judge Stephens

hought well of bringing his previous work

up to date, and reissuing it, requested that
he, Judge Stephens, inform you that he was
undertaking this project, and Judge Stephens
promised that he would mention the fact to you,
In order to keep his promise to Mr. Noel,

Judge Stephens wanted you to ®B® have this
information,




LAW OFFICES

REEVES & BARRET

JOHNSON BUILDING
WILLIS W. REEVES

MAXWELL P. BARRET TELEPHONE MAIN 709

HAZARD, KENTUCKY




|
i
§
i
f
¥
i
|
e
it Ty orrmmera s o




UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.
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THE WASHINGTON PILGRIMAGE OF AMERICAN CHURCHMEN
“This Nation-Under God”

RUTH  DUDLEY, Executive Secretary
ERNEST! R. BRYAN, Director of Studies
HAROLD M. .DUDLEY; Public-Relations

Oscar Blackwelder, Minister, Lutheran
ghuéch of the Relormanon Washmg?on

Dr. Ernest R. Bryan, President, International
Christian Endeavor, Washington, D. C.

Mr. Donald B. Cahoon, Attorney, Scranton,
Pennsylvania

Dr. Harold F. Carr, Minister, Lakewood
Methodist Church, Lakewood, Ohio

Mr. Leland C. Case, Field Editor, The
Rotarian, Tucson, Arizona

Dr. Samuel McCrea Cavert, General Secre-
tary, National Council of the Churches
of Christ in America, New York, N. Y.

Mr. David C. Cook Ill, President, David
C. Cook Publishing Co Elgin, Illinois

Dr. Theodore A. Distler, President, Franklin
and Marshall College Lancaster, Penn-
sylvania

Honorable James H. Duff, United States
Senator from Pennsylvania, Washington,
D. C.

D JamesiWo Eichalbarger s Sactatary ot
Christian Education, African Methodist
Episcopal Zion Church Chicago, Illinois

Rev. Edward L. R. Elson, Minister, The
National Presbyterian Church, Washmg
ton, C.

Dr. Louis H. Evans, Minister, First Presby-
terian Church of Hollywood, California

Dr. Arthur S. Flemming, President, Ohio
Wesleyan University, Ohio

Mr. Harrison W. Fry, Editor in Charge of
Education, The Evening Bulletin, Phila-
delphia, Pennsylvama

Mrs. Zelma Watson George, Church
Women's Council of Greater Clevela'\d
Cleveland, Ohio

Dr. Willard E. Givens, Executive Secretary,
National Education Association, Wash--
ington, D. C

Mr. Houston Harte, Publisher, San Angelo
Standard Times, San Angelo, Texas

Dr. J. Warren Hastings, Minister, National
CHE Christian hurch, Washington,
D.iC.

Mrs. Hiram Cole Houghton, President,
General Federation of Women's Clubs.
Washington,

C. Oscar Johnson, Minister, Third
Bo;,m' Church, St. Lou?s Missouri

Dr. Mordecai W. Johnson, President, How-
ard University, Washington, D. C.

Dr. William H. Leach, Editor, Church
Management Mwmsz- Cleveland, Ohio

Mrs. W. Murdoch MacLeod, General Direc
tor, United Church Women, New York,
INDEYS

Dr. Louis L. Mann, Rabbi, Chicago Sinai
Congregation, Chicago. Iilinos

Dr. Kirtley F. Mather, Professor of Geology,
Harvard Unive mh Cambridge, Mass.

August 14,

Chief Justice Fred M. Vinson,
The Supreme Court

Washington, D.C.

Dear Justice Vinson:

Three hundred distinguished
church men and women will be in
Washington September 28-30 to review
the documentary evidences showing
that our American form of government
and democratic way of life are based
on religious principles.

We wish to visit the

of the Supreme Court
Saturday morning, September

Your cooperation with this
vill be apprecisted.

Sincerely,

4302 EAST-WESTEHIGHWAY
WASHINGTON 14, Psre:
Oliver 0835 REpUBlic 09T |

Br. Alten T Mﬂ!ar Tndustrial Execuhve
Boston, Massachusetts

Mr. Ray H. Nichols, President, General
Board of Lay Activities, ‘Methodist
Church, Vernon, Texas

Mr. Andrew H. Phelps, Vice President,
Westinghouse Electric Corporation,
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania

Dr. Harold Cooke Phillips, Minister, First
Baptist Church of Greater Cleveland,
Cleveland, Ohio

Mr. Willard A. Pleuthner, Vice President,
Batten, Barton, Durstine & Osborne,
Inc., New York, N. Y.

Dr. Edward H. Pruden, Minister, First
Baptist Church, Wushmg'on pHGE

Dr. Frederick E. Reissig, Executive Secre-
tary, The Washington Federation of
Churches, Washington, D. C

Mr. Walter Reuther, President, United
Automobile Workers, Detroit, M:chugan

Dr. Yernon Britt Richardson, Minister, Uni-
versity Baptist Church, Balflmore Md.

Hon. Ruth Bryan Rohde, Formerly Ambas
sador to Denmark, New York, N. Y.

The Very Rev. Francis B. Sayre, Jr., Dean
of the Washington Cathedral, ' Wash-
ington, D. C.

Mr. Carlton Sherwood, Executive Vice
President, Pierce, Hedrick and Sher-
wood, New York, N. Y.

Mr. Stanley H. Simpson, Macintyre-Simpson
& Woods, Chicago, Illinois

Rev. Maurice O. Smith, Minister, Meth-
odist Church, Rapid Cny, South Dakota

Dr. Guy E. Snavely, Executive Director,
Association of American Colleges,
Washington, D. C.

Dr. Ralph W. Sockman, Minister, Christ
Church, Methodist, New York, N. Y.

Mr. Wallace C. Speers, Chairman, The
Laymen's Movement for a Christian
World, New York, 16

Mr. Frank Stewart, Religious Editor, Cleve-
land Press, Cleveland Ohio

Mr. Lowell Thomas, Lecturer-Commentator,
Pawling, N. Y

Dr. Charles C. Tillinghast, Principal Emeri-
tus, Horace Mann School, New York,
INSRYS

The Rt. Rev. Beverley D. Tucker, Protestant
Episcopal Bishop of Ohio, Cleveland,
Ohio

Mr. J. Richard Wager, Church Editor,
C\eve!and Plain Dealer, Cleveland,
Ohio

Dr. Robert B, Whyte, Minister, Old Stone
Church, Cleveland, Ohio

Dr. Myron F. Wicke, Secretary, Division of
Higher Educaflon Board of Education
of the Methodist Church, Nashville,
Tennessee
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The Rt. Rev. Beverley D. Tucker
Dr. Robert B. Whyte

WASHINGTON CATHFDRAL
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Special arrangements for the Washington Pilgrimage have been made
with those who administer many of the stately buildings and monuments
in the National Capital. The cooperation of government officials has been
spontaneous and generous. A long series of unique events—new presenta-
tions—carefully chosen exhibits—have been organized for this occasion.
Speakers of national reputation will be present with short addresses. To
participate in the Pilgrimage will open an experience of rare value.

This is no casual or routine sight-seeing tour. This is a dedication of
the leadership of the nation o its original intent and responsibilities.
This is the true American answer to godless communism.

RELIGIOUS ART—NATIONAL GALLERY OF ART—Lecture Room
10 a.m., Friday, September 28
Special Presentation of the Religious Art of the National Gallery—
Dr. Raymond S. Stites, Curator in Charge of Education
Tour of Gallery
Lunch at Gallery

BASIC RELIGIOUS DOCUMENTS —LIBRARY OF CONGRESS—Coolidge Auditorium
2 p.m., Friday, September 28
rectings—Dr. Luther Evan
gious Significance of the Basic Documents of the Founding Fathers
ZDr. Havold F, Cart, Minister, Lakewood Methodist Chucch, Lakewood, O.
Tour of special exhibits including religious documents which serve as the
foundation of American democracy

s, Librarian of Congress

A HISTORIC CHURCH —CHRIST CHURCH, Alexandria (The Church of Washing-
ton and Lee)—4 p.m., Friday, September. 28
A Worship Service in the Tradition of George Washington and Robert E. Lee
The Reverend B. B. Comer Lile, Rector

RELIGIOUS VIEWS OF CONTEMPORARY STATESMEN—NATIONAL CITY CHRIS-
TIAN CHURCH—14th Street and Thomas Circle—8 p.m., Friday, September 28

THE LAW —LUTHERAN CHURCH OF THE REFORMATION—11 a.m,, Saturday,
September 29
Constitutional Szlcguards of Religious Liberty. Dr. Oscar Blackwelder,
Minister, Presiding
THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT BUILDING—11:30 o a.m., Saturday,
September 29—Meeting in the Chamber of the United States Supreme Court.
Luncheon, 12:30, Saturday, September 29, Calvary Baptist Church, 8th and
H Streets, N.W.

These beautiful buildings in Washington, D. C.—the possession of
all Americans—are the repositories of our priceless heritage of art, music,
literature, history, law and religion which speak to all the world of our
national belief in God as the “Author of our liberties”.

This invitation goes only to men and women whose fime and
energies are greatly in demand—those who have received bountifully
from America. With it comes a challenge to join in the founding
of a new emphasis on a well known truth, one which requires the same
strong devotion today it has received from our fathers and the Founding
Fathers.

NATIONAL MONUMENTS
Jnique_programs bave been arranged at the monuments listed bl/rnu through the
um[vrmmm of the National Capital Parks of the National Park Ser
WASHINGTON MONUMENT—9:30 p.m., Friday, SLp(ember ZB
Night view of the city of Washington from the top of the Monument
Excellent elevator service)
ERSON MEMORIAL—10 a.m., Saturday, September 29
The Jefferson Memorial—Mr. Stnley W. McClure, Park Historian.
effersc
LINCOIN MEMORIAL- p.m., Samrda), Sepiember ol
The Lincoln Memorial—Mr. Cornelius Heine, Park Historian
Nation Under God”—An Interpretation of the Religious Faith of
Abraham Lincoln
EE MANSION—3 pm, Sawurday, September 2
Arlington and Religious Influence in_the Lite of Robert E. Lee”
Mz, MuszaysH: Nelilgas, Patki Histosian
A Salute 10 Eminent Churchmen Buried in Aslngton
ARLI l\(;TON_A p.m., Saturday, September 2t
£\ ekth on Tomb. o the Unlaown Soldier
WASHINGTDN PILGRIMS' DINNER
WASHINGTON HOTEL—Hall of Nations—6:30 p.m., Saturday, September 30
Reception and dinner
ner Chairman, Dr. William H. Leach, Editor Church Management
Speakcr, Dr. Robert B, Whyte, Minister, Old Stone Church, Cleveland, O.
Presentation of Award—"Churchman of the Yea
Greetings 10 the Founders of the Washington Bt of A
men—Mr. Andrew H. Phelps, Vice President, Westinghouse
ic Corporation
CHURCH or YOUR CHOICE.11 a.m,, Sunday, September 30
CONVOCATION OF AMERICAN CHURCHMEN —WASHINGTON CATHEDRAL,
4 p.m., Sunday, September 30
Procession of the Advisory Committee
Dedication Service
The Rt. Rev. Angus Dun, Bishop of the Diocese of Washington, preaching
Cathedral Tour

Registnation: WASHINGTON HOTEL (One Block from White House)
Reception — Thursday Evening, 7:30 to 9:30, WASHINGTON ROOM

TOMB OF THE UNKNOWN SOLDIER

LIBRARY OF CONGRESS

NATIONAL GALLERY OF ART

LEE MANSION

JEFFERSON MEMORIAL

“Church and State in the United
States” — Harper and Brothers,
1950. 3 Vols. By Dr. Anson Phelps
Stokes.

A suggested source book for those
attending the Washington Pil-
grimage.




great aadglotxous Bemg W the beneﬁcem author of all the good that was gh.gt S5

or that will be; that we may then all unite in rendering unto Him our sincere and
thanks for His kind care and protection of the people of this country previous t
becoming a nation; for the signal and mgnifold mercies, and the favorable mterposmons' :
vidence, in the course and comtlusion of the late war; for the great degree of |
union, and plenty, which we #&ve since enjoyed; for the peaceable and rational
in which we have been enabled f@¥gstablish constitutions of government for our
bt ha piimess, and particularly tional one now lately instituted; for the civil
A @ty with which we are blessed, and the means we have of acquiring and
frowledge; and, in genera?}or all the great and various favors, which
Blgased to confer upon us.”|
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SUPREME CCURT OF THE UNITED STATES

October Term, 1951,

Russell D. Hurst, etal., )
) ©On Applications for Stay in Execution
v. ) of Sentence and Fines and for Admission
) to bail.
The State of West Virginia. )

[August 29, 1951. )

Before the Chief Justice in Chambers.

Applicants were convicted in the siate courts of West Virginia
of the crime of false .awcarin'. Applications for stay of sentences and fines,
and for admission to bail pending action by this Court on forthcoming pcﬂtioaa-
for certiorari, have been filed with me as an individual Justice of this Court.

Prior to applicants' trial, petitions supported by exhibits and
affidavits were filed with the trial court praying for a change of venue on the
ground that newspaper coverage of the proceedings, including prior trial of
Applicant Hurst for manslaughter, had so aroused public passion that a fair
trial could not be had in Hancock County, West Virginia. The prayer for change
of venue was based upon specified provhions of the West Virginia Counstitution
and statutes. Nowhere in the petitions or in any of the other papers before me
does it appear that applicants raised any federal question in the state courts.
The trial judge held that the petitions for change of venue were insufficient
as a matter of law and, in addition, that he did not believe that it would be im-

possible to find a sufficient number of fair and unprejudiced jurors in the county

to try applicants.



Applicants also challenged the array of petit jurors on the
ground that their names were drawn from three envelopes rather than a single
Jury Box as allegedly required by West Viiginia law, Applicant Hurst also
moved to dismiss the false swearing indictment on the ground that his prior
acquittal of the different crime of manslaughter barred further prosecution on
principles of res judicata. The trial court denied each of the pre-trial motions
and the Supreme Court of Appeals of West Virginia declined to grant writs of
error to review the convictions.

I bave considered the applications, the response submitted by
the State of West Virginia, and the portions of the record necessary for resolu-
tion of the questions presented. Since it does not appear that any substantial
federal question has been raised, 1 must deny the applications for stay and

bail pending disposition of petitions for certiorari.

(Sizned) Fred M, Tingon
¥red M. Vinson
Chief Justice of the United States.

Dated this 29th day of August, 1951,
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Supreme Conrt of Hye Mnited States
Waslhington, D, ¢

CHAMBERS OF

JUSTICE FELIX FRANKFURTER

October 4, 1951,

Dear Brethren:

I should like you to know, if only in
the interest of nistory, that I am authoritatively
informed that any suggestion about wives did not

emanate from H.R.H. Princess Elizabeth.




=

October 30, 1951

MEMORANDUM FOR THE MEMBERS OF THE COURT:

After receipt of the memorandum from Justice Frankfurter inform-
ing me that he was "authoritatively informed that any suggestion about
wives did not emanate from H. R. H. Princess Elizabeth," I instructed
the Marshal to advise the State Department that the members of the
Court would be glad to meet the Princess and the Duke Friday morning,
November 2nd, at 11:30, in the Justice's Conference Room.

The Marshal informs me that he gave this information to the State
Department,. and that no statements of any kind emanated from this end
of the line that the wifes of the Justices would be present,

As presently arranged, the Justices will meet the Princess and the

Duke and their party in the Justices' Conference Room shortly after
11:30 Friday morning.

Chief Justice
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./ October 5, 1951

\

MEMORANDUM FOR THE CONFERENCE:
N
- Re: No. 38 - Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, ex rel. Dominick
Palmer v. Ashe

S b
Argument for this case has been set for November 5th.
" Counsel for the respondent has moved that argument in this case be post-

poned. ‘ bounsél is Acting District Attorney of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania,
and states that he has official duties to perform on Tuesday, November 6th,

upo %h day a general election will be held in Pennsylvania. However, he

~hadfinfopmed Clerk that it will be perfectly satisfactory for him to hold

L 7. / :
/«i?’r 1ent on geuraday, the 8th, or Friday, the 9th. The following arguments
/ 3 > )

17

&,

v@ been sch ed for November 5th:

2
Palmer v. Ashe 2 hours
, 81 & 82 Keenan, Jankowski & 3 hours
Foulke v. Burke
V A, t¥s'a o-eontemplated that the Illinois Post-Conviction cases, Nos. 95 &

96, No. 29 Misc. (3 hours) willv be heard, provided that this scheduling will
give counsel adequate time to prepare.

The next session of the Court, after the November 5th session, will be
held on November 26th. In order to avoid postponement to the 26th and still

accommodate counsel, argument in Palmer v. Ashe could be set for either the

8th or 9th.
It would be helpful if the members of the Court would indicate whether they

will be available for argument of this case on either of those dates.

Chief Justice.






October 5, 1951

MEMORANDUM FOR THE CONFERENCE:

Re: No. 38 - Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, ex rel. Dominick
Palmer v. Ashe

Armm!m- this case has been set for November 5th.

.»{.’qmqli !or*lthk”"‘faapondent has moved that argument in this case be post-
ponel, Gouui iﬁ ,‘Kcting District Attorney of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania,
and mtes th;t he has official duties to perform on melday. November 6th,
upon which day a general election will be held in Pennsylvania. However, he
has informed the Clerk that it will be perfectly latinfa_etory for him to hold
argument on Thursday, the 8th, or Friday, the 9th. The following arguments
have been scheduled for November 5th:

No. 38 Palmer v. Ashe Z hours

Nos. 80, 81 & 82 Keenan, Jankowski & 3 hours
Foulke v. Burke

It is also contemplated that the Illinois Post-Conviction cases, Nos. 95 &
96, and No. 29 Mise. (3 hours) will be heard, provided that this scheduling will
give counsezl adequate time to prepare.

The next session of the Court, after the November 5th session, will be
held on November 26th. In order to avoid postponement to thc‘ 26th and still

accommodate counsel, argument in Palmer v. Ashe could be set for esither the

8th or 9th.
It would be helpful if the members of the Court would indicate whether they

will be a ble for argument of this case on either of those dates.

é( (".L\fdtwﬁ/eﬂt@ Chief Justice.




Supreme Conrt of the Vnited States
Washington, 2. ¢.

CHAMBERS OF

JUSTICE FELIX FRANKFURTER

October 5, 1951.

I would let the provision now made for hearing No.
stand .

It affects me as almost an indignity to this Court
for a district attorney to suggest that because nhe ought to
be at home on election day he cannot attend to an argument
before the oSu
ing Monday. He can make his argument here and be back in
Pittsburgh in ample time. 1t seems to me that we are coming

a pretty pass when we modify the Court's schedule, pre-
sumably made after due consideration, to suit the convenience

of the district attorney of a county.

Faithfully yours,

The Chief Justicee.




Suprente Conwrt of the United States
Washiwgton, 2. C.

CHAMBERS OF

ROBERT H.JACKSON
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Supreme Qonrt of the Vnited States
Washington 13, 2. ¢

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE HAROLD H. BURTON




Supreme ot of He Hntted States
Washington 13, A, ¢

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE TOM C.CLARK October 8, 1951

MEMORANDUM FOR THE CHIEF JUSTICE

Re: Your memorandum of QOctober 5, 1951.
Commonwealth of Penaa. ex rel. Dominick
Palmer v. Ashe

Either day o. k. - Prefer the 9th.




October 5, 1951

MEMORANDUM FOR THE CONFERENCE:

Re: No. 38 - Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, ex rel. Dominick
Palmer v. Ashe

Argument for this case has been set for November 5th.

Counsel for the respondent has moved that argument in this case be post-
poned. Counsel is Acting District Attorney of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania,
and states that he has official duties to perform on Tuesday, November 6th,
upon which day a general election will be held in Pennsylvania. However, he
has informed the Clerk that it will be perfectly satisfactory for him to hold
argument on Thursday, the 8th, or Friday, the 9th. The following arguments
have been scheduled for November 5th:

No. 38 Palmer v. Ashe ‘ 2 hours

Nos. 80, 81 & 82 Keenan, Jankowski & 3 hours
Foulke v. Burke

It is also contemplated that the Iilinois Post-Conviction cases, Nos. 95 &
96, and No. 29 Misc. (3 hours) will be heard, provided that this scheduling will
give counsel adeqﬁate time to prepare.

The next session of the Court, after the November 5th session, will be
held on November 26th. In order to avoid postponement to the 26th and still

accommodate counsel, argument in Palmer v. Ashe could be set for either the

8th or 9th.
It would be helpful if the members of the Court would indicate whether they

will be available for argument of this case on either of those dates.

Chief Justice.



Cetober 5, 1951

MEMORANDUM FOR THE CONFERENCE:

Re: No. 38 - Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, ex rel. Dominick
Palmer v. Ashe

Argument for this case has been set for November 5th.

Counsel for the respondent has moved that argument in this case be post~
poned. Counsel is Acting District Attorney of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania,
and states that he has official duties to perform on Tuesday, November bth,
upon which day a general election will be held in Fennsylvania. However, he
has informed the Clerk that it will be perfectly satisfactory for him to hold
argument on Thursday, the Bth, or Friday, the 9th. The following arguments
have been scheduled for November 5th:

Neo, 30‘ Palmer v. Ashe 2 hours

Nos. 80, 81 & 82 Keenan, Jankowski & 3 hours
Foulke v. Burke

It is also contemplated that the Illincis Post-Conviction cases, Nos. 95 &
96, and No. 29 Mise. (3 hours) will be heard, provided that this seheduling will
give counsel adequate time to prepare.

The next session of the Court, after the Novembar 5th session, will be
held on November 26th. In order to avoid postponement to the 26th and still
accommodate counsel, argument in Palmer v. Ashe could be set for sither the

8th or 9th,
It would be helpful if the members of the Court would indicate whether they
will be available ﬁsr argument of this case on e¢ither of those dates.

?97 gl Chief Justice.
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Supreme onrt of the Lnited States
Washington 13. 1. .

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE SHERMAN MINTON
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October 30, 1951

MEMORANDUM FOR THE CONFERENCE:

Justice Douglas informs me that he has made arrangements to
be out of the city on Thursday, November ist.

I think it is important that all the members be present at the
discussion on Justice Frankfurter's memorandum on the dimttﬁn
of cases on the merits and, therefore, I would like to hold the confer-
ence on Wednesday, October 3lst, at 3:30 p.m.

Would you please let me know whether this time and date are con-

vénient for each of you.

Chief Justice

VmD
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Suprenre Qonrt of Hye Vnited States
Mashington 13, B. ¢

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE TOM C.CLARK October 29, 1951

Dear Chief:
November lst at 11:00 a. m.

if fine so far as I am concerned. Unless I

hemr to the contary, I shall be in the Conference

Room at that time.

The Honorable
The Chief Justice




Supretne Conrt of e Tinited States
Washington 13, B, ¢

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE HAROLD H. BURTON
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Supreme ot of the Vinited Shates
Washington 13, 1. ¢

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE HAROLD H. BURTON October 29,

~
A foarancs
conierence







October 29, 1951

MEMORANDUM FCR THE CONFERENCE:

1 would like to schedule a Conference of the Court on Thursday
morning, November lst, at 1:00, to discuss Justice Fraakfurter's
memorandum, circulated June 1, 1951, rela!iw to the disposition
of cases on the merits,

Would you please let me know whether or not this is a convenient

time for yoy

Chief Justice,

g *@i

S e




October 30, 1951

MEMORANDUM FOR THE CONFERENCE:

Justice Douglas informs me that he has made arrangements to
be out of the city on Thursday, November 1st.

I think it is important that all the members be present at the
discﬁssion on Justice Frankfurter's memorandum on the disposiﬁon
of cases on the merits and, therefore, I would like to hold j;he cc;;xfer—
ence on Wednesday, October 31st, at 3:30 p.m.

Would you please let me know whether this time and date are con-

venient for each of you.

Chief Justice

\ NW

o



RE: Ex Parte Gene Mitchell Gray, et al.,
No. 159, Misc., October Term, 1951.

This motion distributed today to
determine whether any of the Justices

desire action on the appeal in case No.

120 (Gray, et al. v. Board of Trustees,

etc., et al.) withheld pending consider-

ation of this application.
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Supreme Comrt of the Vnited States
Warshington 13, 2. ¢

CHAMBERS OF

Ortahar
JUSTICE HAROLD H. BURTON October

Board
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Offtee of the Marshal,

Supreme Gourt of the Nnited States

Was hington, D. .
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