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  FOREWORD


  A man familiarly called “Strip” is putting his cue in the rack down in Washington after 10 thankless years of flushing termites from their hiding niches within the American structure.


  Did I say “thankless”? Perhaps I exaggerate. Probably the vast bulk of his fellow Americans understand the mighty service Robert Stripling has rendered to their country during a decade as chief investigator for the House Committee on Un-American Activities.


  They—the rank-and-file Americans—have supported him with sympathy and encouragement down through the years when his committee was serving as on open target for the confused “liberals,” the myopic editorialists who condemned Stalinism abroad but condoned it at home, and the unbridled guttersniping of the Communist smear specialists.


  Yes, the American public is undoubtedly grateful to this still-youthful man called “Strip.” But the weary cynicism which sometimes shrouds “Strip” as he assays the national picture stems from honest causes. He is probably the most unappreciated patriot of the day, a man whose signal services to democracy have met with scorn, derision, misunderstanding, and even persecution.


  I hope Robert Stripling can extract a modicum of bitter amusement from the controversy that has swirled around his head in recent years. He is the one man who has really put the finger on the subversives tunnelling under our form of life—and yet he has been subjected to abuse from every angle of the political compass for his reward.


  This lean, intense Texan expected nothing but calumny from the Communists. He was a little surprised when the pompous pundits of the big, pretentious newspapers—newspapers which make a point of proclaiming their anti-Communism—began to fricassee his accomplishments as their concession to the fashionable trends of the day. I guess “Strip” will have to wait until he reaches Heaven before receiving proper recognition for his achievements.


  ***


  The steady illumination which “Strip focused on the Stalinist conspiracy placed his critics in something of a quandary. Unable to deflate his voluminous proofs, they have been forced to carp about the “methods” of his committee.


  There is little doubt that some of the more edgy members of the committee did make “Strip’s” problem unnecessarily difficult. And I myself believe that his tactics could have been a little more subtle at times. Not to tone down the disclosures, mind you, but rather to point up the extent of Communist penetration in key fields of American life.


  During the Hollywood hearings, for instance, I always thought “Strip” was a little too fast on the trigger with his $64 question—“Are you now or have you ever been a member of the Communist party?” I would have like to have seen the witnesses questioned about the indisputable evidence linking them to every twist and variation of the Stalinist line. I firmly believed such an interrogation would have isolated the card-holding Communists for all America to see.


  But the angels, if not the “liberals,” were on Stripling’s side. The Communist tactics couldn’t have been better calculated to arouse public resentment had “Strip” charted them himself. The stupid subjection to Asiatic techniques which inhibits domestic Communists completely alienated the American public.


  When the press, radio, and newsreels began to reveal the surly arrogance and the vicious injections of anti-Semitism which the “unfriendly” witnesses substituted for rational answers, the tide turned completely in favor of “Strip.” The ground-swell of indignation against the “unfriendly” witnesses became so powerful that even Hollywood had to take heed and act.


  But I am getting away from the subject. I just wanted to write a few words in tribute to “Strip” as he takes leave of the task he has fulfilled so conspicuously. He has earned the gratitude of every American. Au revoir, “Strip.”


  FRANK CONNIFF


  (Reprinted from the New York Journal-American.)


   


  The Red Plot Against America


   


  CHAPTER 1 — A Few Blunt Facts


  AT THE beginning let me attempt to outline, without conjecture, the scope of the Communist conspiracy against the Government and people of the United States.


  To do so is to invite the charge of Fascist, Red-baiter, witch-hunter, smear-artist. To fail to do so is to capitulate supinely to a resourceful enemy who can endure any counterattack except exposure.


  That a conspiracy exists is more than obvious, though the conspirators, who are anything but fools, have been able to spread devious doubt about nature of their continuing activities.


  The conspiracy operates astutely within the texture of our Constitution and the resilient borders of our native tolerance. For 25 years it has made steady inroads into our institutions and utilized respected American individuals. It has capitalized on the inherent decency of our people and their respect for the rights of minorities. Even Presidents of the United States inadvertently have served its purposes.


  The roots of the conspiracy are as clearly defined in the writings of Marx, Lenin and Stalin as were the roots of the comparatively less ambitious Naziism in Hitler’s “Mein Kampf.” Its growth can be vividly traced in the known activities of its agents in this country far a quarter of a century. It is continuing as you read these words.


  Its goal is simple: the destruction of life as we know it, and of the liberties we won at such heavy cost.


  It is not an easy conspiracy to combat. Communist forces now maneuvering clandestinely in our Government, labor, education, research, religion, entertainment, journalism, radio and other spheres of American life represents a cancerous growth.


  Treatment of that cancer cannot be routine, for it is deep seated and diffuse. It avoids a showdown. You will never see a Communist stand in the middle of an American street, waving his hammer and sickle and daring you to fight. Communist Eugene Dennis’s frank promise to support Russia in any U.S.-U.S.S.R. war was exceptional.


  They are much too smart for that as a rule. Theirs is a war the normal American cannot understand. And being bewildered, physically unhurt and essentially trusting, the nor-mal American is inclined to believe that it is no war at all.


  But it is a war, and to call it “cold” is a comfort to the enemy. It is being waged against us by men and women—a great many of them native-born—who are regimented far beyond the regimentation of our armed forces.


  Our homegrown and imported Red agents are brilliantly trained, fanatically dedicated, physically brave, and industrious beyond the comprehension of Americans who wishfully insist that we are at peace with all lands.


  You may say that there are scarcely 75,000 confirmed Communists in the United States, and perhaps no more than two or three times as many fellow travelers with devotion enough to follow the most extreme orders. The sum is not great, compared to our 148,000,000.


  But the Communists, my ten years of study have proved beyond question, are an unfissionable cadre, tougher, more determined, more alert and less hampered than the action-taking cadre of our native millions. And almost as large.


  J. Edgar Hoover, director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation and the country’s greatest authority on the Communist conspiracy, had this to say during an appearance before the House Un-American Activities Committee:


  “The size of the Communist Party is relatively unimportant because of the enthusiasm and iron-clad discipline under which they operate. In this connection, it might be of interest to observe that in 1917 when the Communists overthrew the Russian government there was one Communist for every 2,277 persons in Russia.


  “In the United States today there is one Communist for every 1,814 persons in the country.”


  We all have seen the Communist nucleus in operation. We have seen our ports tied up as effectively as if destroyed by bombs. We have seen our key industries crippled by single commands from Moscow, though our workers may have believed that they themselves stimulated the strikes.


  We have seen the White House picketed and our President debased when our policies clashed with those of the Party line. We have seen our hard-won atomic secrets and our inventive know-how stolen and transmitted to Russia. We have seen our diplomatic files boldly rifled.


  We have seen Communists or their dupes rise so high in Government that one among the latter, Henry Wallace, stood within a heartbeat of the Presidency through the years of tremendous decision between 1940 and 1944.


  We have seen indicted a distinguished young man, Alger Hiss, who sat with Roosevelt at Yalta when Poland and the rest of Eastern Europe were abandoned by the West, and the Far East was laid open to Communist aggression, and heard Hiss’s State Department superiors speak of his pro-Soviet leanings.


  We have seen a procession of subversives, whose records fill the files of the un-American Activities Committee, those of the F.B.I. and of other Government agencies, either revile the Congress which sought to hear their side of a question, or wrap themselves in the protective folds of a Constitution they seek to destroy.


  We have seen many labor unions and nonpartisan organizations evolve into little more than Communist fronts. We have seen publications cloaked in such disarming names as “The Protestant” become echoes of “The Daily Worker.”


  Many of the conspirators move freely about the country today, though their guilt has been clearly established. Others, in danger of exposure, have managed to find well-meaning friends in high places to remove them from that danger.


  Mrs. Earl Browder, a Communist and therefore sincerely dedicated to the overthrow of the United States Government, was given a visa to enter this country at the direct request of President Roosevelt. Roosevelt did not wish to face the embarrassment of Stalin’s questions about her.


  More of this later.


  Nathan Gregory Silvermaster, Russian-born accused Communist who rose to several influential posts in the Government, was protected by Secretary of War Robert Patterson after the Office of Naval Intelligence had demanded his removal from a post of great importance.


  More of this later.


  Silvermaster’s foremost friend in Government was the late Assistant Secretary of Treasury Harry Dexter White. At the time Naval Intelligence was calling Silvermaster a Communist, White retained him to help set up the Bretton Woods Conference. The F.B.I. subsequently monitored all phone calls made and received by White’s section of the Treasury Department, but has not revealed its findings.


  More of this later.


  Dr. Edward U. Condon, whom Henry Wallace was instrumental in placing as Director of the National Bureau of Standards, has an extended association with known subversives. A 3½ page F.B.I. letter concerning Dr. Condon’s associations is being withheld by President Truman despite a 10-to-l Congressional vote demanding its release.


  More of this later.


  Gerhart Eisler, identified by a number of former Communists as the secret head of the Red conspiracy in this country, was sentenced on March 25, 1948. One prominent Washington attorney was offered a “fee” of $100,000 if he could arrange a postponement in Eisler’s trial. Eisler has not served an hour of his time, at this writing.


  More of this later.


  Eisler’s brother, Hanns, hailed in the Soviet press as the foremost revolutionary composer, won a visa to this country through the intercession of many prominent Americans including Raymond Gram Swing, Dorothy Thompson and Eleanor Roosevelt.


  More of this later.


  The Soviet Purchasing Commission flew more than half a ton of Lend-Lease uranium oxide and 25 pounds of uranium metal out of the U.S. over the protests of Gen. Leslie R. Groves, in the midst of our secret development of the A-bomb.


  More of this later.


  George Silverman, second highest-ranking official assigned to Air Force planning and purchasing from March, 1942, to August, 1945, refused to answer Congress when asked whether or not he was a Communist. He refused also to acknowledge whether he knew Elizabeth Bentley, the former Communist who accused him, and many others to whom his name was linked.


  More of this later.


  Two Hollywood writers, including Communist John Howard Lawson, were convicted of contempt of Congress but remain free on bail. The House committee, which underwent considerable abuse when it sought to inquire into the spread of Communism in an industry whose product goes to 75,000,000 Americans weekly, possesses the Party cards and aliases of 33 writers, directors, producers and kindred film cogs.


  More of this later.


  All of the above is but a suggestion of the scope of the Red infiltration. No purpose could be served if, in these subsequent chapters, I relied on personal indignation to present this case.


  What will follow are documented facts, painstakingly gathered over the past decade by what seems safe to say is the most misunderstood and maligned committee in the history of the Congress.


   


  CHAPTER 2 — Hearing without Judging


  IT WILL be helpful for the reader to comprehend some of the history and restrictions of the House Un-American Activities Committee.


  The chief way in which Congress gains enough information to shape new legislation is through the questioning of competent witnesses. That has been true since the birth of the Republic.


  Congressional hearings led to a great proportion of the statutes and constitutional amendments by which we are guided today. Out of Congressional hearings have come laws touching the lives of every citizen. Out of these hearings have come many reforms, notably in banking, speculation, public health, education, transportation and many other fields.


  Some kind of Congressional investigation is being pursued virtually every minute of the day and night, year in and out. Many of these are obscure and seldom see the light of a front page or a network broadcast.


  But that has never been true of the House Un-American Activities Committee. From the day of its birth until the present it has been the most hotly controversial committee in Congress. If properly run by the 81st Congress, it will continue to be an explosive arm of Government.


  The Un-American Activities Committee has been the subject of so many different clinical observations, and the victim of so many obviously planted diatribes (in addition to complaints lodged by honest liberals), that it seems appropriate now to present a primer of the body.


  It is not a judicial body, and, like all Congressional committees, does not operate under the law of evidence.


  It cannot “try” any person or organization, nor can it pass sentence or even return an indictment.


  It cannot force a witness to answer. Testimony heard before it cannot be used subsequently in a regular court action.


  It is not manned by judges. During the 80th Congress its chairman was a broker, four of its members were lawyers, three were editors and one an industrialist.


  It cannot force the concerned department of the Government to accept its advice or findings. The Justice Department, for instance, is under no compunction to prosecute witnesses the committee believes warrant prosecution.


  The committee was established to conduct investigations of:


  1. The extent, character, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States;


  2. The diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American propaganda, that is, instigation from foreign countries or of a domestic origin, and attacks on the principles of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitution, and


  3. All other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress in any necessary remedial legislation.


  The first call for such a committee was sounded by Rep. Samuel Dickstein, (D., N.Y.) after Adolf Hitler came into power and the Führer’s Bund camps blossomed through this country. A short-lived special committee “to investigate un-American activities” was set up in 1936, with Rep. John McCormack (D., Mass.) as chairman. No one paid it much heed and it quickly dissolved.


  The following year, however, Detroit was crippled by the introduction of the sit-down strike and Rep. Martin Dies (D., Tex.) took the floor of the House during the strike to denounce it as a Communist tactic imported from France.


  At the conclusion of that day’s session, Dies was asked to call on Vice President Gamer. Gamer, familiar with Dies’ speech, urged his fellow Texan to round up support for the formation of an un-American activities committee that would have more substance and more specific duties than the one which preceded it.


  The House approved the resultant resolution (H.R. 282) on May 26, 1938, after a vigorous debate which I witnessed. I was at that time working as a doorkeeper in the House Chamber and attending National University (Washington, D.C.), studying law.


  One of the first to oppose the resolution was Rep. John Rankin (D., Miss.), who was later to make it a permanent committee through his remarkable knowledge of the House rules. Rankin believed that Dickstein, whom he did not like, would become chairman of the new committee. When he learned Dies was in line for the post, he withdrew his objection.


  Another who, ironically enough, opposed the resolution was Rep. J. Parnell Thomas (R., N.J.), eventually its chairman. But, after lodging preliminary opposition, Thomas announced that he favored establishing the committee, for he had become familiar with Bund activities at New Jersey’s Camp Nordland.


  Rep. Maury Maverick (D., Tex.) led the bloc which sought to kill the resolution. But it was passed, and Speaker Bank-head announced that the panel would be made up of Dies, as chairman, strong New Dealers Arthur D. Healey (D., Mass.) and John J. Dempsey (D., N.M.); Joseph Starnes (D., Ala.), who had considerable American Legion backing; Congressman-at-Large Harold G. Mosier (D., Ohio); Thomas, and Noah M. Mason (R., Ill.).


  There immediately was raised the first of a now countless (and later to be enumerated) series of obstacles. Dies, eager to begin the committee’s work, asked for an appropriation of $100,000. But Rep. Lindsey Warren, chairman of the Committee on Accounts, reported a resolution authorizing $25,000.


  Dies complained from the floor that it was not enough to launch more than the most casual inquiry into subversive activities. He was told to take it or leave it, after being reminded that the resolution of authority expired within seven months—or January, 1939.


  Dies had brought me to Washington from my native San Augustine, Tex., while I was attending the University of Texas. I arrived in Washington in January, 1932, was given a patronage job at $120 a month in the folding room of the old House Office Building and began going to night school.


  He was a good friend, and so it was not unusual that I was in his office the day he called his uncle, Jack Dies, in Houston and informed him that the committee had been granted only $25,000. His uncle reminded him that the committee probably would be one of unadulterated dynamite, and urged his nephew to give it up.


  In my small way I persuaded Dies to carry on. I offered to serve as secretary of the committee for no pay.


  Dies thought this over for a time, then called Reps. Dempsey, Starnes and Mosier. The three, who were leaving Washington now that Congress had adjourned, accepted my meager offer and urged Dies to hire an investigator or two. There was not much enthusiasm.


  Dies gave me a desk in his outer office. I borrowed an empty file case from his secretary, and the House Un-American Activities Committee began to breathe—slightly.


  In the decade that followed we were to expand to many rooms, to agencies in leading U.S. cities, a staff of 75, and 600 filing cases containing more than 1,000,000 names, records, dossiers and data pertaining to subversion—including the “pumpkin papers” of Whittaker Chambers.


  About 20,000 accredited agents of the F.B.I., Treasury, Army, Navy, Civil Service, Atomic Energy Commission and other Federal officers have used our growing files and, unless they are destroyed, will continue to do so.


  The Committee has weathered five Congresses, Democrat and Republican. It has survived every test on the House floor, been proved overwhelmingly popular in public opinion polls.


  Yet it has been subjected to the most determined and articulate abuse by Presidents Roosevelt and Truman, many of their Cabinet officers, liberals, leftists and Reds.


  To serve as a member of the committee, however loyally or patriotically or honestly, is to be held up to public ridicule and worse. There are few rewards, if any. It was typical of the committee’s hardships when President Truman denounced it as a red-herring activity immediately after we had uncovered the most shocking document-stealing plot in the history of the nation and a Federal Grand Jury had indicted a leading suspect—Alger Hiss—of perjury.


  Personally, I’ve had my fill and am glad to step out. I’ve been one of those who, working in what amounts to a necessary sewer project, is lauded by some of those who stand far off and recognize the value of the work. But the stigma is there.


  I want to tell in detail the price that men must pay for the dubious privilege of being reviled in print and on the air. I want to tell how remarkably difficult it is to direct the people’s attention to a sleepless conspiracy being waged against them, though I am not a professional apologist for the committee.


  As a member of its investigative staff for ten years I frequently spoke out against its intra-committee bickering, its chronic (as is true of all political groups) inability to keep secret matters secret, and the time it wastes in answering the rugged minority which keeps it under attack.


  Those who wish the committee well, but at the same time wish that it could be more discreet in its public and private hearings, tend to compare its conduct with that of, say, an upper judicial court.


  It is not a fair comparison. Members of Congress are not necessarily trained as impartial jurists. They operate their hearings under different rules. As elected representatives of their political parties they are subject to the exigencies of their calling. They must run for re-election, keep their names alive in their home-district newspapers, guard their sovereign rights and privileges. It was ever thus and ever will it be.


  The chairman of our committee during the Alger Hiss investigation on one occasion asked the members to take an oath that they would not divulge what had taken place in a secret session. They all took the oath.


  Within two hours the story was on the front pages of afternoon newspapers throughout the country.


  I prepared the difficult Gerhart Eisler case without informing a single member beyond Chairman Thomas, until the night before the witness was called and gave his remarkable performance on the stand. The Eisler case went like clockwork. I would urge the same procedure on my successor.


  If any of the above is regarded as a reason for discontinuance of the Committee, it is not intended thus. If the Committee is crushed, or even vitiated by being packed with its inherent Congressional critics, the Communist Party will have cause for celebration. Communism’s most formidable declared opponent in this country will have been liquidated and the conspirators can thereafter pursue their operations reasonably assured that if they run afoul of the F.B.I. there will always be elements in the government ready to soften or ward off the blow.


  The Committee has made mistakes, but in one chief instance it has never wilted, never backed up: and that is its diligent pursuit of the Communist menace in this country.


  A standard criticism of the Committee is that it combats Communism wholly and ignores Fascism and other Un-American activities. Yet up until the time we uncovered the Hiss-Chambers case, 25 per cent of the 19,651 pages of testimony the Committee had taken concerned Nazi, Fascist and Japanese subversive activities.


  Committee investigators prepared, as the first case heard by the committee, a report showing that the Nazis were maintaining a force of 5,000 uniformed storm troopers in this country’s Bund camps, and that Italian Fascists were active in a number of cities.


  We had Fritz Kuhn on our witness stand twice before he went on trial in New York for stealing Bund funds. Ralph Townsend was exposed as a Japanese agent by the Committee in August, 1939, and was later sentenced for violation of the Foreign Agents Act.


  Fraser S. Gardner, secret agent of Silver Shirt Leader William Dudley Pelley, was convicted of perjury in a case growing out of his appearance before the Committee. George Deatherage, leader of the Knights of the White Camellia, was found and exposed by the Committee, as were Henry D. Allen, former Silver Shirt leader, and countless Bund members, including G. Wilhelm Kunze.


  I personally seized, and the Committee exposed, the records of the subversive Kyffhauserbund. In 1940 we published a 414-page report on U.S. Nazis and their fronts. We first directed attention to the fact that Adolf Hitler was making considerable use of his diplomatic and consular officers as spies in this country.


  This evidence was later cited by President Roosevelt as a reason for shutting down German consulates.


  We exposed Dr. Frederic Auhagen, head of the American Fellowship Forum, a Nazi front; Manfred Zapp and Günther Tonn, of the pro-Nazi Trans-Ocean News Service. We subpenaed the important records of the German Library of Information and the German Railroads organization, both of them Nazi fronts.


  Hans Ackermann and his wife were deported after our public interrogations of them. Late in 1940 we revealed to the Post Office Department that tons of Nazi propaganda were reaching the U.S. by means of Japanese ships.


  The Bund documents we released in a 178-page report in May, 1941, were subsequently used to try and convict Kunze.


  By the simple method of having our agents suffer convenient flat tires in the vicinity of Bund camps, and tabulate the license plates of cars entering and leaving the camps, we compiled a list of Bundists working in defense plants. In time, the Committee was able to send President Roosevelt a list of 17,000 persons identified with the Nazi movement in America.


  Before Pearl Harbor the committee, through the industry of its investigators, was ready to release a 287-page report showing that Japanese had detailed information concerning all the naval craft of the U.S. We were prepared to show that Japanese knew our fleet positions at Pearl Harbor, were using Japanese naval officers on their radio-equipped fishing boats, and had set up action committees in Hawaii and on our West Coast.


  The White House and State Department stopped our efforts to air this treachery.


  Later, our studies of conditions in Japanese Relocation Centers brought out that disloyal Japanese were permitted to mingle with and often terrorize loyal Japanese-Americans. That led to the transfer of the relocation authority to the Interior Department.


  These achievements speak for themselves. They did not go unnoticed.


  But whenever we cast an inquiring eye on the equally subversive activities of the Communist Party, we were instantly assailed, though the strongest microscope could not differentiate between the nature of the Party’s conspiracy and that of the Germans, Japanese and Italians.


  Of course, we fully expected to be smeared by leading Communists and by “The Daily Worker” and its abusive carbon copies. But we did not expect what often became an avalanche of abuse from more conservative quarters—from men as high in public esteem as Franklin D. Roosevelt and from newspapers as inherently concerned with the future welfare of the United States as, for instance, the influential “Washington Post.”


   


  CHAPTER 3 — Communism Finds Friends


  THE PERILS of inquiring into the Red conspiracy in the United States began to show themselves immediately after the first hearings of the House Un-American Activities Committee.


  President Roosevelt grew quite indignant over the tone of the committee’s second witness. He was John P. Frey, president of the Metal Trades Department of the AFL.


  On August 13, 1938, he outlined to the Committee the spread of Communists and Communism in the CIO, a story which, though attacked at the time, has long since become a well-established fact.


  Several days later Chairman Dies visited the White House, along with the late Sen. Morris Sheppard of Texas, to plead for a Government-financed dam in Dies’ Congressional district. The President had always been quite friendly to Dies. He had enormously enjoyed Dies’ remarks, a few years previous, when the Texan inducted him into the “Demagogues Club” at a Democratic outing on Jefferson Island.


  But now the President hardly spoke to Dies, though he greeted Sheppard warmly. The men discussed the dam for a time, and then the President asked Sheppard to step aside, so that he could speak to Dies.


  Roosevelt then criticized Dies sharply for “...letting this thing turn into a denunciation of the CIO.” Dies protested that he had invited John L. Lewis to appear, but Lewis had refused. As Dies later related it to the Committee:


  “The President became very upset. He told me that no one was interested in Communism; that he had heard about it all his life but had seen nothing of it; that it was not a menace. He urged me to concentrate on Nazism and Fascism and forget Communism.”


  Dies was dismissed from the President’s office after refusing to refrain from having the Committee hear the rest of Frey’s story.


  From Frey’s testimony the Committee moved on through another Nazi hearing, then began bringing in witnesses from New York and Washington to support its suspicions that there was Communist domination in the WPA’s Federal Writers Project and Federal Theater Project, both of which had the warm sympathetic support of Mrs. Roosevelt.


  That did it.


  J. B. Matthews, a former Communist fellow traveler (and, incidentally, the originator of that apt tag), told the Committee on August 19, 1938, in the course of explaining Communist tactics:


  “The Communist Party relies heavily upon the carelessness or indifference of thousands of prominent citizens in lending their names for its propaganda purposes.


  “For example, the French newspaper ‘Le Soir,’ which is owned by the Communist Party (denied at the time but confirmed in 1948), recently featured hearty greetings from Clark Gable, Robert Taylor, James Cagney and even Shirley Temple.


  “The League of Women Shoppers boasts of the membership of Miriam Hopkins and Bette Davis. A list of such persons could be expanded almost indefinitely. No one, I hope, is going to claim that any one of these persons in particular is a Communist. The unfortunate fact, however, remains that most of them unwittingly serve, albeit in this slight way, the purposes of the Communist Party. Their names have definite propaganda value which the Party is quick to exploit.”


  It seemed a constructive, thoughtful revelation. But it was ingeniously turned against the Committee by two Cabinet officers. In a speech shortly after that, Secretary of Interior Harold Ickes said:


  “They’ve (the Committee) gone to Hollywood and there discovered a great Red plot. They have found dangerous radicals there, led by little Shirley Temple. Imagine the great Committee raiding her nursery and seizing her dolls as evidence!”


  At the same time Frances Perkins, Secretary of Labor, wrote:


  “Perhaps it is fortunate that Shirley Temple was born an American citizen and that we will not have to debate the issue raised by the preposterous revelations of your Committee in regard to this innocent and likeable child.”


  Matthews’ words were forgotten in the gales of laughter that sprang from these warped interpretations of what he actually had said. Heywood Broun’s brilliant column added fresh laughter, and—on this ludicrous note—the Committee actually neared collapse.


  Dies stopped the laughter, if not the abuse, by gaining time on a national network to repeat exactly what Matthews said. He called more witnesses, immediately thereafter, and was soon able to identify as Communist fronts the following:


  American League for Peace and Democracy, Workers Alliance, International Labor Defense, Friends of the Soviet Union, International Workers Order, American Student Union, National Negro Congress, American Youth Congress.


  This aroused considerable indignation at the time on the part of the organizations named. But the Attorney General subsequently placed all these groups on the official list of front organizations.


  Two overtures were made to Dies during these hectic early days of the Committee’s work.


  Herbert Bayard Swope offered to help establish a private foundation to combat subversive activities, and to urge the appointment of Dies as its head. Swope told Dies of his close relationship with the President.


  Robert Wolfort, secretary of the LaFollette Civil Liberties Committee, offered to supply Dies with certain personnel to help him run his inquiries.


  Dies was wary of both offers and rejected them. On the day after he turned down Swope’s offer, the President administered his severest public rebuke to Dies.


  The salaries of our staff of four, plus witness fees and transportation expenses, blotted up most of the $25,000 budget several weeks before the end of the Committee’s allotted seven month term. Dies mentioned this in two of his speeches, and the response opened our eyes.


  Money began to pour into the office: nickels, dimes, bills, checks up to $500. A group of three businessmen called upon Dies and offered the Committee $5,000 to use in any way it saw fit. On a trip to Detroit, a representative of Henry Ford called at our hotel and offered, in exchange for three $1 bills, to deliver new Lincoln cars to Dies, Rep. Mosier and myself—as gifts of Mr. Ford.


  We had to reject the cars, with thanks, and the Committee depleted the last of its funds by hiring two extra girls to return the money sent in.


  It was a warming experience, especially the letters that accompanied the lesser contributions. We all felt that it was perhaps even a miracle, for theretofore little but grief had been our lot.


  And so it was with something of a flourish that we presented the first annual report of the Committee, a 124-page statement which concluded, prophetically enough, “Our Committee has only scratched the surface of the un-American and subversive activities of those who are invading America with their alien ideologies.


  “The continued success of the investigation will depend solely upon the courage, fearlessness, and the thoroughness with which it is conducted, and upon the assumption and maintenance throughout the investigation of a strictly non-partisan attitude and policy.”


  But our troubles had hardly begun.


  Rep. Frank E. Hook (D., Mich.) rose one day in Congress, early in January, 1940, and brandished several photostat letters bearing the letterhead of the Silver Shirt Legion of America and the signature of William Dudley Pelley.


  The letters were addressed to Chairman Martin Dies of the House Un-American Activities Committee. One read, in part, “...as you told me in your office, my organization has nothing to worry about, as we are close friends.”


  I had been tipped off late in 1939 that an involved plot to destroy Dies and the committee was being hatched by powerful influences in Washington.


  The question of whether or not the Committee had justified its existence was about to be brought before the House of Representatives. The letters, of course, raised a tremendous furor. Dies’ protests (from Texas) that he did not know Pelley and had never corresponded with the American Fascist were submerged in widespread demands that the Committee be dissolved.


  Hook read the text of the letters into the Congressional Record but, curiously, refused to let any member of the committee, or me, examine them. Instead, he placed them, he said, in his safe deposit box at the Riggs National Bank.


  In the middle of the demands for Dies’ head, and a Rules Committee fight over whether Hook’s remarks should be expunged from the Record, I kept thinking of an inveterate Washington “fixer” named David Dubois Mayne, who was a Pelley lieutenant.


  I set out in search of him and the search finally led to Springfield, Va. His small home was locked, but I found the local postmistress and asked her to have Mayne call me if, by chance, she saw him.


  That was on a Saturday. Monday morning he appeared at my office in the old House Office Building.


  I took a long chance and, pointing at him severely, shouted, “Mayne, you wrote those letters, didn’t you?”


  “Yes,” he said, mildly.


  “Sit down,” I invited. Then I called in the members of the Committee, put Mayne under oath and he told his story, portions of which were subsequently denied by the persons he mentioned.


  He told us that Gardner Jackson, formerly (and subsequently) a $5,600-a-year, Amherst-graduated Government economist, who was among the more articulate New Deal critics of the Committee, had purchased the letters from him. The price was $105 and the promise of a job through Jerome Frank, then chairman of the Securities and Exchange Commission.


  Mayne testified that Jackson’s agent, one Harold Weisberg, at their first meeting, had asked him if he knew of any connection between Dies and Pelley. When Mayne answered that he knew of none, Weisberg said, “Well, keep looking. I’m sure you’ll find something.”


  Mayne confessed that subsequently he wrote the letters on plain paper, forged Pelley’s signature, and attached a Silver Shirt Legion letterhead by means of Scotch tape. He then had the material photostated and turned it over to Jackson, who apparently accepted it as authentic.


  Once in possession of the material, Jackson gave a dinner at his Chevy Chase home for ten members of Congress, including two New Deal members of the Committee, and informed them of his find. Only Hook would agree to introduce the matter on the floor of the House.


  Though he was under oath, I knew it was hopeless to rest my case on Mayne’s testimony. I needed Pelley, who had dropped out of sight after violating parole on a “Blue Sky” conviction in North Carolina.


  I asked Mayne where Pelley could be found, but that only frightened him. So I mused aloud:


  “Well, I’m glad he hasn’t shown himself. If he did, I’d have to serve him with a subpena, and if I did that it would mean that North Carolina couldn’t serve the warrant it has out for him.”


  Mayne began to show some interest.


  “Yes,” I went on, with an elaborate sigh, “I’d hate to do that fellow a favor, and make it possible for him to get all that publicity....”


  Pelley walked into my office the next morning. He had shaved off most of his gray goatee and was affecting a cap.


  I called the Committee to the office and let them hear his denial of ever having met or written to Dies.
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