MCCARTHY

A Documented Record

e = —

DEDICATED TO THE PEOPLE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
WHO SHARE OUR DETERMINATION TO MAKE THE PRINCIPLES OF DEMOCRACY
PREVAIL OVER COMMUNISM AND McCARTHYISM
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HIS ISSUE of The Progressive is devoted entirely
to presenting a documented report of the public
record of Sen. Joseph R. McCarthy.

Our purpose is two-fold: 1) to provide the people of
the United States with the factual background to help
them evaluate the public statements and actions of the
junior Senator from Wisconsin; and 2) to make avail-
able to our friends of the free world authentic ma-
terials which will enable them to gain a clearer
perspective of the meaning of McCarthyism and the
extent to which it is at war with the finest traditions
of Americanism.

The urgent need for a solid study of McCarthy's
record has never been greater:

o The activities of the Senate Committee over which

he presides command front-page headlines thmughuut

the world and provide much of the material by which
the world judges American policy and purpose,

» The Senator himself has become the symbol of
a state of mind which has lowered our stature
and dignity as a nation and reduced measurably
our capacity for leadership in the struggle
against Communism.

» McCarthy has struck repeatedly at the
letter and the spirit of our Bill of Rights

by using methods of intolerance and
intimidation in an effort 1o create a
national climate of hysteria, fear,

and suppression.

s« The "1sm" added to his



mame har becomo a Eenmc' “symbol
of guilt by acrusation, character
asassination, the hig lie, and the
repudiation of our country's adi-
uonald:vnunntnfmrplayanﬂafau
trial.

o He has impaired the functioning

of some of our most important de
fense laboratories, mnd he hay bat-
tered at the morale of those who
administer our country’s program of
military defense.

& He has exercised a decisive in-
fluence, for the worse, on our civil
servioe and our foreigm service.

+ He I‘La: left hiy markthupf illhtolmg:
-ance on the government, the
€5, the schools and colleges, the
littratyre and the pres of our
COURCLy.

.« He has appointed himself a one-
man purge ngl:d committed o
tmearing and those whe
dieagree with him, and he has pro-
claimed to the country that he and
his methods are w be the dominant
jwsue in the political campaign of
1954,

It is in this last feld of political
action that the problem s most im-

mediate, because Sen. McCarthy has

anncunced that he plans to campaign
in a number of states this year for the
Eam of defeating Sepators who

ve refused vo embrace his pulmu.
This, of course, it his privi
as it is the prmlegc of those w
his ways mpugnantmﬂghth;khjr
upnnng

I

The of this iyne of The
ngmuwumda mtthat
vidi foe those
who uurahhmeumufhlm
thy's pelitical morals and methods,

We don't pmtam‘l 10 prmmr. Mc-
Carthy's s he hay
books on 1, ﬁdmrlmdmmu
the Congresional Record his
.Committee Reporir with his own
views, and has had sceess to the pres,
platiorm, radio, and celevision fa-
d]iuuofthhmuntry Lo a2 un-

e ot

pfy m Me:Car!
. ply whose every

F |

unashamedly, in a re-
documented re-
bas been checkad

bt

atyy other member of the
-thus

and double-checked, and is backed by
Readeis of this special issuc of The
Progresnive be mksrasted in the
backgrourid of the project. In the

summer of 1932, when McCarthy was -

running for reelecdon te the Senate,
a non-partisan group, the Wisconsin
Citizens’ Committee on “MoCarthy's
Record, published The McCarthy
Record for usc in that campaign.

‘Bmsed on 1B months of exhaustive

rescarch, The McGarthy Record hore -

the

e lpnnmhl;g'oi a-,gmug of

Democrats, and Indcpendents alike — -
- fanpers, worker, educeors, indiog-

trialists, merchants, doctors, lawyers,
n:lergymen, editors, bankers, and
housewives, who were drawn to-
gether by their “deep woncern for the

consequences of McCarthy's conduct™

and their deteymination “to make the
truth available o the people”™
The to their efforts was an
extraordinary demand for copiss at
Sl each. Tht McClrlhy Record Tan
rdntings in a few
mnnthl Th: d for copies
cames from every state and 2 score of
countries. A year and a half
after the 1962 election, order con-
tlgue to poir in from every area of
our country and from England, Swe-
den, Germany, France, Italy, Egypt

- Israel, India, Japan., New Zecaland,

Austratia, the Philippine Islands, and
many another country.

But this demand, prowing apace

with the world headiines made
MeCarthy's sensational charges,

'nr.rt be mm The Il-lp-El'f was exhaynt-

ittee chas
rm:luned T.ﬁe MeCariky  Recovrd,
Furmed to serve only during the 1952
campaign, hay disolved. But before
it disbanded, it asigned che copy-
right to its Editor, who is also Editor
of The Progresive.
E‘ﬁ:ch of the material in The Mo-
y Record—whose acouracy, b]r
challenged by

w
Hﬁﬂlﬂngpﬂlrl in condenhed

form in this isoe. It was condensed
to make room for the vast amount of
ncwmmﬁﬂvhidlhubemmeanil-

able since The McCorthy Record

went to press in June, 1952 Al
though this issue of The Pro :
t$ an u ted version of
The McCarthy RHecord and contains

mﬁcnfthcoﬁginﬂmm‘ial,_th:

of that study besr
bilicy for the contents
mueof The Progresiive.

& Tev
of ‘this
IIE

Wre believe it is s lﬁmﬂy

to publish this study of McGarthy's -
record in this year of owr 45ch Anni-

versary, Founded in 1900 by the lute
Robert Marion LaFollette, 8r., this
was dedicated from the first

isue to the ‘Biblical principle that -
“Ye aha]l know the uuth and the-
" truth shall make you free,” f-?ﬂﬂ:l;‘;.

Ithmalo:mmmrdnfﬂpmmg

combating and -
ﬂt on dll'l.'ujng or dﬂ-

at American idesly of -
tolerance. This  has -

:l:rnvpngr.hn
bmmforﬁnmmdnh:lidm

ades, ‘whether the un-Aowericaniom.-
were Kluxism, Cummunm o

youns ago, io, his Prok
Bob” LaF ﬁ.’i.'i repudiated Com .

McCarthyism.
Thirty years
dential ‘cam

ml
his position.
hé " denounced the

munist 5
no doubt
this magazine
Cnmmunhtq_&:‘mking
and confuse ‘the ;

age that left

progressives. who believe in democ-
racy iy deliberditely to deceive -the
public. The Communists are an- -
" tagonistic to the progressive cm:&;lml'lf

l.

their only purpese in joining
moveTent is o disupt it

Twenqrm years later the Gom-::

again sought 10 atfach thems

-qnlmmanmpollnulﬁgmx.

this time wi ter acoesd. Tt waa

the campaign year of 1946; Jmph R
incumbent U.S. Senator, "F1ght:ng.- '

McCarthy wsas running -

Wiidng in .
to “divide

Bob's” son, Bob, Jr. The Comrmonists, =

furious ar LaF

ette bocame: he was -

¢ven then warning his counirymen of -
the expansionlst ‘smbitions of Soviet *

im

McCarthy.
lette uoder comparable
McCarthy made no effort to repidi-
ate Communist help in his campaign.

threw their sopport to
Unlike the clder LaFol-
vonditions,

The Communists have Had littI_':.iﬁ ;.

regmtunccth:jrcmhumdM
c:ghfmagu The factual

shows that in his hunger for hud-

lines, the jenior Senator from Wis- .
consin has a.cl:ua.ll]r ﬂ.rengthmed l‘hl.'

The mnanesﬂw




- unity amung cur Iriends and

. LaFollette, Jr.

. The Progrestive on :Carchf

.then‘gt:n

‘overwhelming

Dummmhtmuubyuplmnng
magniiying temions at home
sowing the sceds of doube and di

~%eaa

abroad.

Similarly, contrast the
practices of a LaFollewe and
thy in dealing with sepport I-.mm
racists aml merchants of . In the
::nmglgn of 1946, Gera.ld L K

ith, one of the country’s most no-
torfous racists, songht to attach him-
self to the camdidacy of Robery M
Bt Rob LaFollette

tnE-:md:m.\:u.‘: that prmt in unmis
ble terms July 5, 1946:

s’%

"Imtmmah:ltanmphaumﬂy :

¢clear as I' can that I absolutely and
without reservation  of any kind
whatsoever iate the wpport of
Gerald L. K, Smith and any others
who preach a gospel of hate and
intolerance.™-

In contrast, McCarthy has made no
public’ sarement repudiating the
support of Smith and Iul breed.

In publishing this isue of
3 YOO
ord, we are mindful of the fars that
we shall hcmndmd'bysmmmﬂ
share our

-fes TANEIThy., Their
» We suspect, will be based ot
um:mnvicuonttmtmm
aiding and abétting him by "

him more  publicity” and “buwi ng

him up by taking him so lcmmhr

We ean respect and & thize
with this paint of view hécause we
held it omce ourselves. We aband-
oned it, however, It'm m
proved u wrong. It iva
eTTOr, We are convinced, for che forces
of decency in America to Eail to-re-
gardthcmmandhu m“mthdeep

mur faﬂurl: to

ligln hac.'k carlier. The evidence is
that MeCarthyism can-
not long survive where the people ame
given the truth about the character

of his “crusade.”

The most convincing proof was the
1952 election in Witconsin, McCar
thy carried every county in the atate
where all or a majority of the news-

" papers supported him, or refused to

expoac his contemptible conduct, or
atood sifent. But ke lost every coun)
in the sialz in which sither a
paper or a labor weekly j’mlgﬁt Aim
uith the facts.

C Aprll, 1954
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Milwackee County, by far the larg-
ear in the state, 5 a good exa.m;?k:
A} it had & the election

y in Milwaukee
turned against | !
votes in 19562—mainfy becamse the
Milwaul::: _.i’numnl had conducted a

againat the man
and his mm Dane County
{Madison) MeCarthy 48,000
to 29,000, largely because of the
b exposure of McCarthyism by

the Madison Capitai Tim::; '

t him by nearly 100,000,

'mg;mhopmt:hapmmm |
public ex .
posure whlich:phﬂhnmd:oi-

avoid

rea hysteria, italiZing on

people’s leers, and g:ti:ening public
attention from bosic problems with
sideshow atunts, "‘We are convinced
—and the events of the recent past
strengthen that conviction—that the
most effective weapon against M-

Carthyism. as, indeed, against Com- .

munism, or aoy other counterfeit
philosophy, il the prath.

-l’lIIIIllIlIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII_IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIlIIIIIIIlIIIIlIIllllIlllllllllllllllll!llllllm!tllII-IIIIIIIIIIIIE -.:

Volume 1, Number 1, 45 Years Ago

afollette’s,

WEERLY MAGAZINE

VE SHALL RNOW. THE TRUTH AND 03B TRUTH SHALL MAXE ¥OU FREE
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The Judge

-

On Trial

ANY great controversy the char-
aceer and credibility of the prin-
cipal antzgonista play a decisive part.
The first pordon of this study is de-
voted to an examination of Me
_Carthy's beginnings in
‘It Bs a story in which
evidence shows that even In his first
years in politics he way accused of
anethical conduct, yan afoul of the
est legal and judicial agencies
m state, and was condemned by
the Wisconsin Board of Bar Cormmis-
sioners for a characteristic which was
to become even more dominant in
his career in the years to follow:

“Enowingly and willfnll}' plm—
ing the gratification
ambition above the m
terests of the public and the
rights of Jitigamts.”

Following his graduation from the
law school of Marguette Univensity,
Milwaukee, McCarthy began his
legal career in Waupaca, Wis, in
1985, Less than a year later he left
Waupeca te become associated - in
- Shawano, Wis., with Mike Eberlein,
a prominent Rapublican lawyer, al-
though McCarthy had already iden-
tified himself 25 a Democrat,

This was the year the Democrats
were riding high with the New Deal

&

hich documented.

Wisconsin Supreme Court Accuses McCarthy

of Violating State’s

McCarthy decided to cling w his

Demicratic Party -afffliations for a
witile. In August, 1936, he was
elected president of the Young Dem-
ocratic Clubs of Wisconsin's Seventh
Disrict, whirh includes eleven coun-
ties. Shortly afterward he announced
his candidacy for district attorney of
Shawano County on the Democratic
ticket. McCarthy was defeated, and
thereafter mever ram an a Demacrat.

In 1939 MeCarthy, a 29, an-
nounced hic candidacy judge of
the Tenth Judicial Circuit, wluch in-
cludes Shawano, Outagamie, and
Langlade Countics. The announce-

ment of his candidacy came ae 2 swage

gering blow to ks sepior er
and benefactor, Mike Eberlein, who

.hadhadhmhemtmonm:mngior

the circuit judgeship in thae district.
Gmt.!? saddened by the :::pmmnm,
Eberlein  decided inst running
but announced that the young Me-
Carthy and he were po longer as
saciated in the practice of law,

McCarthy won the eiecdon. He
E;?m?uj:emg d;;m The incum-

t, V. Wener, re-
ceived [1,21% votes, and the third
candidate got 9,949, Here is a de
scription of MoCarthy's firsst suc-
cessful race, published in Time mag-
azipe, Oct. 22, 1951:

“He made few speeches, but he met
every farmer in the diserict. -Hig
cialty was sick cows. He-would get
the cow's symptoms, drive on to the
next faym and wgk the farmer what
hewﬂﬁlddnforﬁmwwlththm

sympioms. He ke dicuﬂmt
hit car, and as h: away uld

Constitution and Laws

dictate a letter tg the first farmer, .
giving the second farmer's advice as .
Joe's own. Both farmets wuuld be

flattered by this accention.”

McCarthy served zbout fonr year
altogether an a Wisoonsin  circuit

judge. In 1941 he gained considerable -
state-wide attention when the Wis. -

awisin Supreme Court ly re
buked him for im uct on
the bench. M Rmenberry '

highly respected Chiet Justice of the

Wisconsin Supreme Court, on June
18, 1941, wrote the sharp criticism
of MoCarthy for the Court. |

Justice Rosenberry sald that Mc .

Carthy had committed an "abuse of
judicial power,” had been “highly
impr in ordering the destruc
tian
had, in general, created a “regret-
table state of affairs.”

a portion of the record, and .

State ex rel Department of Agricoltuce,
. Bestoner v, MoCathy: Cloomt -

Jedir, Respondent. 235 Wis, 258 °
This sharp denunciation of ]udgt

The FHDGIEE»SNE

4
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" cial officer I

McCarthy resmulted from a case in
which the Sute it of Agri-
culture had asked the court Nov. 4,
. 1940, to force the Quaker Dairy of
Appleton o pbey the state marketing
law, Although the law was not 10 ex-
ire’ vatl Dec, 831, 1941, Judge
cCarthy dismissed che case in June,
1941, after a number of poatpone-
mEnts.

The State ap

led to the Su :
Court, where }:ﬂm quickly m

ered that an important statement
made by McCarthy in dismissing the
action was mising. Judge McCarthy
expleined ke had ordered ihe siate
ments destroved by the court reporter.

The Wisconsin  Supreme Court
uynanimovsly found McCarthy's ac-
tions an abuse of judicial power.

“We are rited no authoriey and we
firdd pone which justifies a court in
suspending the operation of a statute
on the t it will work 2
hu.lgfship if it is enforced,” the Court
sai

"It muost be concluded that the
nds upon whick the trial cowrt
McCarthy] acted did not constitute
a sufficient or proper legal reason
therefor and that this actiom- con-
stituted an abuse of jmlicizl power.”
Marcover, the Court found, *a judi-
required to administer
the law without res o persons 3o
long as it is mfm. Any other
rourse would constitute an infringe-
ment o the powers and Iunctions
of the legislature, interfare with the
operation of agencies . . T and resnlt
in advantage o persons who disobey
'E].C law.""

The Court sharply eriticized Me
Carthy for having ordered the destrue.
tion of noteas he had dictated durin
the case—notes on which he ha
besed his “improper” ruling.

“Ordering destruction of these
notes was highly improper,” the
Court said. . .. We can only say that
if it were necessary to a decision, the

- destruction of evidence wnder theie

circumstances could only be opén to
~ the infererce that the evidence
destroyed contained statements of fact
mmm%uﬁmfingmmkm by tﬂl:t
pRTOn ¥ troying the
evidence.” 298 Wis, 258

The Supreme Court’s shocked re-
sponse to Judge McCarey's destme-
tion of trial records and his flouting
of the law was not to be its only pub-

April, 1954 -

lic denunciation of McCarthy during
his career as a judge. as the report
below of the case Stats of Wisconsin
v. Joseph R. McCarthy makes clear.

Meanwhile, when McCarthy e
terned from his wartime service (See
Pages 9-17) ke exrly decided to build
a political wmachine around the
Young Republicans of the state, At
tbout this tmea, McCarthy, the g::_
dirial records of Wisconsin show,
gan to grant “quickie” divorces to
couples not resident in his judicial
district. The records show that in
several cases one of the principals, or
the attorney, or both were active in
supporting McCarthy's political am-
hitions, sometimes with cash.

McCarthy’s granting of “quickie”
divorces to pc]itig:alfh%eﬁds amd sup-
porters created a cunsiderable stir in
the state. Said the independent Mil-
wankes - fournal, largest daily in
Wisconsin:

“Is Wisconsin

justics to be used to
accomemadate po]li

tical supporters of

o

that Jostph R. McCarthy, then a
nntlge]]unnu-aﬁcmkurtheﬁnt

ere i a facsimile of the 1936 Wisconmin election notice

I

a presiding judger Are Wisconsin.
counrts the place in which 10 settle
politicat debis?” -

The editorial oociuded chat
“Jodge McCarthy, whose lrakning am- -
bition for political advancement is ac-

oom by an disre-
gard for things ethical and traditon-
al, Ia serioms in to the judi-
cigry of state." oy

But the most severe attack on Me-
Carthy's legal and judicial ethics came
as a remlt of hit decision to Tun for
the IS, Sepate in 1946 while stilf
sitting as a cirounit judge.

The basic law of Wisonsin, tha
State Constitution, which MeCarthy .
swore Lo sup is clear in its at-
tempt 10 keep judges ouc of pareisan
politics. Section 140, Articte VII, of the
Wisconsin Constitution reads;

“Each of the judges of the Su
a;;d Circnit Courts . . . shall hold no
office of lic érust, ezcept a ju-
dicial oﬁeuf’ during the rerm gm'
which they are respectively slected,

B



ancd all voles for cither of thern for
any ojfice, except a judicial affice,
given by the lepislalure or the people,
shall be w:'d.:g“{[m]ics ﬂm}m
MeCarthys tetre an Circnit Judge
did not end uniil December, 1951,
He ran for Sepator in 1M6five
yean before his judicial term was 1o
McCarthy defeated Bobert M, La-
Folletie, Jr., for the i
nomination by a vate of 2‘3“,535 ta
202,557 —a margin of 5379 votes.
While the campaign was in pro-
gress, the Wisconsin Supreme Court
was asked to bar MeCarthy from the
ballet bacause of the Wisconsin con-
atitutional ban on judges mnning
for ‘Ezhuml office during their term

The Wisconsin Supreme Court con-

- duded, however, that it had no jur-

isdiction in this case because it was a
federal office that McCarthy was
seeking in running for U.5. Senator.
The Supreme Court made it clear,

however, that if McCarthy were run-

ning for povernor or another stace
offica, hir votes would have been
thrown_ out and his candidacy
disquatified.
InIM&eSMeBdeBm
Commisjoners, the official sate body
governing the conduct of lawyen,
asked the Wisconsin Supreme Cowrt
ty take disciplinary action agninat
McCarthy for “violating the public
al:i:r of the State of Wisconsin, the
of Judicial Etkics, his Oath of
Office an Judge, and .his Oath, of Of-
fice an 2 Member of the Bar”

The unprecedented petition by the
in ]:;; case which -

afficial seate a
became known as Stale of Wisconsin
v. Joseph R. Mclarihy, had this to
says .- . _
“It is difficelt to mnnewc of an'jr
conduct upr the a

judge which wo ;ﬂm
greater  disrepute and con‘l:ﬂm&
than the conduct

fendant [MeCarthy) challenged in

this proceeding.
“The defendani [Macankyl, by

st McGarthy by che Seate
to take diaci mmnam]nnh{rﬂarﬂ:? Right nhove i an
fmmthcﬁuprmcﬂmﬂdmnm&amﬂ“ﬁmmn

that M,

f’é

violated the comstitution, the

Yaw, and his oath an 8 circuit judge and atormey, |

- Ludgmcnt of McGarl.h}"l

kis comduct, chose to defy h‘-u m.!ﬂ' of )

ethical comduct mm the
Constitution, the the Shk of
Wisconsin, ond the mmbm of the

profession in order to attain ¢ ui_ﬁ._rh'

personal advaniage. {Italica ours}.
“The gratification of his ambftion -

wis in defiance of the der.land poli-

" oy ahd laws 0f Wisconain .

{}:rnthming,theﬂtabeﬂmrdofﬂu
b""I'h:iﬂnbrmh of nfﬂdilmﬂ'mt and
s ] In o prest w
w]:samndidatelurm:omuof Iﬂd
States Semaror as it would be if ap-
phedtomminrngmo[thalm

“Tn aither situation, to hiave 2

Judgepmingupm-the ts 'of Ht

gants a before orid zp
ing Imw position. md 2
to influence votes for his ichacy -

" and othevs of his political porty, con- -

stitated a violation of the Stais Con- -
stitution. and “stale laws and wes i
direct coniflict with -the dutier and
obligations of the trust which ke -
assumed by hir Oa'lh og' Oﬂ’m
(Tealics. mm,} -

mndGarﬁnﬂ-twby :Imem
mmadzthu

--&Jprm Guurt,

"Imdm-meﬁnuotthﬁmw-

accepting sbd hotdi ﬂar. s o
Uml;eténsﬁtatu Sl:n,a::?r ﬂun . the.
term for which he wm & Cm
cuit Judge, did so in violatfon of the

-terms of the Constilution and. laws of - -

the State of Wisconsin, and in s dr
ing viclated hiz oath a3 a Gmﬁm

]udge tnﬁ as an ateorney of law."™

Sisti 7, 'Hm,p _'
255 Wi, 23§

uphold was the Tast offigial mark on,
cCarthy’s carser In Wisconsin as hr.




NE OF McCarthy's [Eavorite
fiourishes in winding nm

speech i3 to recite an incident whi

bhe claims was a wartime eéxperience

_ in the Southwsst Picific” The poipt’

is never quite clear, but the story
carries a ul emotional impact
-for thousands whose lives have been
touched by the tragedy of war.
As McCarthy eells it, it was his
*task at might after we had lost a
number of our boys in raids on encmy
inseallations o sit in my dugout and
write home to the young wives, the
mothers with the hope that the
blow oould bBe made o fall lbess
heavily,” The picture of McCarthy
struggling over these letters in his
shell scarred dugout i3 an  heroic
one— but, like so much of tha widely
publicized McCarthy war record,
there is considerable debate owver
whether the incident ever actvally
- ogcurred,
-Faor le, the official records of
the U.5. Marines show that McCar-
. thy's ousfit, VMSB-235, lost alto-
gether five officers and two men in its
entirs military tour in the South Pa-
- cific from January, 1948, to Septem-
her, 1944, It hardly scema plansible
that McCarthy ocould have written
many letters to young wives “at
:;{ltaftﬂwehadhlt:numberoi
our boys” :

Apdl, 1934

-

Much has been written and said
about McCarthy's service record. Mc-
Carthy and his friends have one ver-
sion. His opponents have amother.

The facta are difficult 10 establiah
because many of the official records
“are not availzble to the public. As a
matter of fact, McCarchy threatened
the then Amistant Secretary of the
Navy for Air, John F. Flo
drastic reprisals early in 19563 when
he t.hg:ght Floberg had made some of
ke offictal data available. (See Page
57 -

Pm'hal:u no Wisconsin ddzen en-
tered malitary service in Waorld War
H with mre fanfare than Mc-
Carthy received. Om June 6 1942,
McCarthy, then 2 drcuit judge,

- showed wp in Milwaukee amd an-

nounced to the press that he wanted -

to join up as “a private, an officer, or

ing else in the Marines.” il-
waukee Journal) Even some of his
friends say that he selected the Ma-
rine Corps as the branch of servire
aifering the most political adwniage.
In a friendly appraisal of McCarthy
i the Saturday Evening Post of Aug.
9, 1947, Jack Alexander said, “It was
in the cards, too, that a young public
oificial with a good war record would
have a disdnct edpe with the voters
.+« McCarthy asked his close political
friends what branch of the service

with"

Borrunir.}r to writé or approve
Directory's biographical daPtPa.rf

they thought had more political ap-
'pen.i...'l‘htunanmngawa'wu
the Marine Corps.”

McCarthyfs story of his military ex-
ploits has undi several curipus
changes in the past ei yaars.
ut;::aft.:r the war znd his election

data in the Co

for the $0th Con

I Dirge-

§Esd

term, stated that “in Jece of 1942 Mo
Carthy snlisted in Marine Cc

as a buck fﬁm-,- and was later com-
missicned.” (Senators have an E

Biographies in Who's Who In

Amevica are umed to have
the ap of the individualy Hsted
McCarthy's biogriphy in #he's Whe
says that he “served am Pri, U5 Ma-
rine Corps, 1942 ' e

Actually, when McCarthy zp
in Mitwaukee that June day. of 1942 -
and told the néwspapers he wanted
to get into the Marines a3 a private
or in any way he could be of use, he
had two days earlier made formal ap--
plication for ap officer’s commisslon.”
(Cited in Milwauker Journal, June
8, 1952.) QOfficial records show that
he got his lieutenant's commission cn

" July 29, 1942,

Of this much of his service record
9.

Senate, McCarthy's biograph- -



" there is little dispute: He was in train-
ing -at Quanticc from August to De
oember, 1942, He spent three manths
o the Pacific coast and ﬁlm:him
ot for ché Southwest Pacific ]
biere on the repore conflict.

*This Iy Wonth -
50,000 Votea to Me'

- The official records show chas he
. was an inecHigence officer. His cam-
paign literature in P46 hailed him
as a "tail " A public rTela
tions officer in McCarthy's squadron,
~ Lt. P. T. Kimball, mow of New York,
told the Milwaukee Journs! of one
incident that helped in spreading the
.. story back home that be was a "rail
gunnct.” . :
"I rempember i day when we were
both at Munda,” Kiml:lalt said, *when
Joc's sgumdron was flying a ‘milk
on" o Bougumilk.{!he jobr =ms
bombing runways on old airfields .to

day of hombing,' filled

handful of

papem. - o
* "This is worth 50,000 votes to me,’

- McCarthy said. ‘Come, have a drink
on iJ._; L

~ The conservative Washington

*ning Star, in a detailed story

that ugcmh"id Pen uNgmw' ::uurlgﬁ o
at %'

Marine Cmpurmvin; shows no nota-
tion of his having qualified for an

Eve-

P e e e T T = I RO L U

-campaign  pamphlet

‘umnist for the Washi
" Star, the armed services bave b

“out 1,510,422 Air Medals since World

. War II began and 157,074 DFCs, - v

made spplication: for ‘the meddls, but

e Fleeson ‘reported i lﬂﬁmw :

on -

of his .

10

o

aerial gunner's wings or
ited with combat msions.” -
‘McCariby has' clung soutly to his

‘claim thar he flew many missions as

a milguaner. In his unsocoessful

nation for the U.S. Senacein 1044, a
L claimed 714
dive-bombing. missions over Japancse
positions.” In his mutobiographical B
sketch in the Congrassional Diirectory: . Jt
of 1948 McoCarthy claimad "17 .offi- -
cial wmissioms,” - but testifying in }
legal procesding in 1951, he said, *
wa3 on 30 dive-bombing misions, plus’ -
The “mimion” question came-up -
again in 1952 when McCarthy was
awarded . the -Distinguished Flying
Cross and the Air Medal with
stars by. the Navy. . These are the
medads furnished at tﬁ:n;z:xl:nfthe
applicant on a showing thit he par
pated in z sufficient nmumther of
mimlons. The Air Medal is awarded
for five missions and the DFC for 25,
According te Doris Fleeson, col-

.Eﬂ'mm 3

McCarthy bas

investigatiori-in the
Sept. 27, 1951, McCardh

“to apply- for the medals? 1 rever by

ard of anyone having to- remind
one of the variows branches of -the
service that he war a hera and de-

]

e
8

H
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STuART SHAFTEL (program modes-
ator): Your file dmﬂtﬁlhnwallurple
Heart.

Md;‘amw; Now, just a second,

mygwdﬁimi'[‘helllﬂllwm——mj'

fite shows the complete record of Mc-
Carthy. ItshﬂwsthatIEMamta-
tion fram Adm. Nimitz in connection
with a badly injured legz Now [
" don't claim that I'm a hero, yon
viderstand. I think there's nothing
wonderful about being injwred

Mc(arthy offered to accompany

Sweele to the Marine s bhead-
arters and go through the file with
g:“m. Henegl:rmadg on that

offer, Inwead, McCarthy sent Steele
photostatic of the Nintiez cita-
tion, The cation says that “al-
though suffering from a severe leg
injury, be [McCarthy] relused to be
hospitalized and contpoued to carry

out his duties as an incelligemes oE :

ficer in a highly. efficient manner.”
- It alse commended him for “meritori-
ous and efficient perfoninance of dury
a3 observer and rear punner of a dive

bomber attached to a’ Marine scomt

Homk: uadron in the
ing -:3 ﬂpmung&m ¢

to Dec. 1_1_1 10487

One of the Most Debated

Wounds of World War I

The letter requesting this eitation
originated in McCarthy's omfit and
wat dated Feb. 1}, 1944 Ttis ed

Mnﬂlrthfl mmmanding

aj. E. K. Munn, thougt, amurdmg
te the records, Ma; Munn had fin-
iskked his duty as commanding of-
ficer of the outfit on Feb. 10, 1944
Maj. Munn's letter contained this
Tanguage:

“On 22 June 1943 Capt. McCarthy
mﬁnﬂl a broken and bumed foot
and He, however, refused Lo be
i and continwed doing an
excellent job as intelligence officer,
working on crutches. (Ciled in the
: Mﬂwuu.kcc Journal, Juns 8, 1952.}

T An exzmination of McCarthy's
sérvice records reveals that on June
' 22, 1548, the day he reccived the
Mwhund,” MeCarthy was a great
?i;lu away from. any anea in

e Wi in

o e oy o g e
tender Chandeleur 28 an

passenger” " along with the
April, 1954 .

rest’ of “his oufit btu:g I:ﬁnspumd _'

to the war area.
Cn  that dajr “the " Chandelsur
cromed the tor, and the wiual
shipboard hi-j

mates, whe kept a diary of the trip,

was interviewed by the Milwaukee

Jeournel Hereqnuteﬂthal.hinnamc
not be ‘used, saying, "I'm not in fawer

of Eou.t'-ﬂmhiug, bt I m'll like Mc -
Carthy

Y-

Wercmqumt [on the

‘oip},” he zaid, “that the skipper,
orshonae,

Cotnmander Aibert K. N
gave the enlisted mwn permission @
have 3 mild "shellback’ ceremony oo
]une,?ﬂ, tht.day we crossed the
eq : .

"H:Gn.ﬂhywnml}'thmugh
his initiation when he waa hurt.
He way going daown « ladder with
a8 bucket fastemed w his foor
when he slipped.” His other foat
canght on & lower Tong-—an iron -
pipe & few inches from the steel
bulkhead—and he iell
wud,inj,urlnghnfam.”

McCarthy's friend went to the sick
bay to see how "joe was guung
along." o

together,
thatjneuidmme. ‘Don't teil May-
belle [McCarthy's girl] [ broke m]r
foot in thiv sily way.'

until his outht began actiod againat
the znemy. And thae was fen wresks
after he was hurt”

This version of M § “war
wound” was checked the then
Secretary of the Navy Dan Kimpall

!, aon.

evidence of any wound—only the
prank injury of ]um& 22, 1943, which
occurred ten weeks befors his squad-

In August of IE!H McCarthy re-

tmnedthi:mmm,whmhem_

the avent
vocurred. . One of MeGarthy's ship- -

back-

5 ifh
; %‘{?g
E'E&gigéi L SRS
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. candidate f.m- the lt.epublm ol
“inadon for U, 5. Senator while: still.

in military service.

Afmrhisdnfmtinthelnimxry.he'
went back s the Marine base at &
Targ. On Dot 19, 1944, he oked
For.a fowr months' leave of absence
ta retien to Wisonsin aod his ju-
_ dicial cseeies, . The

Centro, Calif., and alternated his dy
hetween there and the bast at -

jected, but he was he could

On Dec. 11, 1'944, the man

uesE was e

P

wlm! bad tald the M:Iwaukae Journal -\

onjnne-tlﬂ-ﬁ. want to join
Eurthtdmmm."hmdudmhu

Feb. 19, 194%: The Marines suf-
Mtﬁ!ﬂmuﬂuuinlhchmﬂ

huuuurhemggieﬁurrwjm -

got underway.

 April 1, 1945: The bawle of Okin . .

awabe:gm.
Bauk in Wisconsin, M:Cnrth

ll.undwclldiﬁuwthndufhatde.
. More than a

would pick a US. y A
ing Marint” and “Marine

campiign Sen Robert M. La-
Follette, Jr-—a campai
plm'{rhu carcer ngnna wounded

o ex

Marine for all it was Worth. Artually, 3

McCarthy's record in military seTV-

than that of countless other Ameri -

cans; It wis ti|e mmuratmm and
distortions, -

mulmdmavaﬁut}'n{mnﬂicﬁng

tOTiEs,

year ‘before the election .
-in which the people of Wiscomsin -

Gunrier” bhad already . started the .

which was "

.-th . S


file:////rorth

XT to his sensational charges
of Communist influence in gov-

ernmcnt {analyzed in subsequent
{mm} ﬂm of McCarthy's
has zttracted most

atl:r.nhnn is thc: singular story of his
financial operations. It is a story of
tax troubies, market speculadon,
overextended bank loans, investiga-
tions by the Senate, the Criminal
Division of the Department of Jus-
tice, and the Bureau of Iestermal
Revenue, and a curious capacity of
the Senator’s for making thousands
of dollam quickly in fields in which
he was active as a Senator.

The quest for the dorumented
Facts Ieads the investigator over many
trails, buoe haps the simplest start-
ing pgint 13 the celebrated Lustron

case. This case, along with other.

s of McCarthy's condoct, was
thorpughly investigated by the- Sen-
ate Sur ittee on Privilages and
Elections of the Commitzee on Rulex
and Adminisiration, which en-
coumeered but could not solve six
riddles in MeCarthy's hectic financal
operations,

The Subcommities conducted iis
inquiry pursuant to a resolution in-
trod Aug. 6, 1951, by the chen
Sen. William EBenton, Connecticec
Demeocrat. Thc resslution crlled
for an investigation “i0 determine
whether expulsicn proceedings should
be instituted against Sen. Joseph R

McCa.nhy
two  Democrais, Sens.

1i
'lﬁaa C. Hennings, Jr., Missouri, .
chairman, and Carl Hayden, Arizona,

12

Its final report was Tt was.a manufactorer of

The Stzange Story of McCarthy’s Complex

Financial Transactions snd Tax Troubles

and one Republican, Sen. Robert C.

Hendrickson, New Jersey. Much of
the mat#rial in thiz and the succeed-
ing chapters is based on that report,
which will be referred to as the Her-
nings Report

It way Feb, 28, 1049, that McCar- .

thy held 2 presa conference in his
Senate office and distributed a2 M-
booklet entitted How to Own
Your Oun Home Now. The pub
lisher was the Lustron Comp of
Columbus, O., and sorne 40 papes in
the middle of the book cmmprited an
article by McCarthy. :
McCarthy said he had written that
article edited the rest of the
booklet. He declined w tell what

his fes had been.
“It's embarrassingly mﬂL he said.

“Besides, I havm 10 aplu.t it with. 10
peeple who helped me” '

The Mtlwankee Journal
§ar. 1, 1949

But what McCarthy said that day
did not agree with what he said lacer.
When he filed his 1948 Wisconsin in-
come tax return, he showed that he
had received 310,000 from the Lustron
Corp. in rovaldes for the booklet.

All thit could seern a ample mat-
wr: 3 Senztor wrote an article and
received $10,000 for it. But the of-
ficial records show it was not that
simple.

Consider Firs, lbe Lustron Corp.
prefabric-
ated steel houses, located in Colum-
bus, O, and keaded by Carl Strand-
lund Lustron was financed largely

e

14, 149, as well, as the

by the guvemm'ent'f Rmnmm:mm

Jous soatig

between. June 30, 1947, and. August

25, 1943. In the
1947

uﬁvebeparmmm,whichﬂmmmeé

was also interested in some of the
Lutéfron vpﬂauﬂm

'HMHFW

Page 15 ;

The Wisqnsio Smamhadm

euvered his way into. contrel of a

-of .the 80th-
"M.-.cuaqr s

huukunthal.mk ‘Thus far, wehﬂe
a howing firm operating on ‘huge -

government: Joant and - a ‘Semator

Lustron loan of $7,000,000 .on Fda-

found, -_n :
- funcds authority to make it third



A few days after che bill became
law, MeCarthy asked Raymond Foley,
the Administrator whose p was
increased under the new law, w
help Misa Jean Kerr, thes a mem-
ber of the Senator’s staff and now his
wife, with' rescarch on a housing
manuscript. Foley and his staff co-
operated, and the article that was to
become part of the Lustron bookiet
began to teke form. -

Menwhile Lustron's president,
Carl Strandlond, had heen trying to
win friends and influence Gongress-
men to think well of Lustron. He
had first met McCarthy at a race
track, Strandlund told the Senate
investigators May I4, 1952, Mp
Carthy, he swore, was “a complete
strange:” to him when the Senator
came over to bis box at the Laure]
tace track in Se ber or Qctober,
1944. Standlund cashed a check “in
the hundreds” for MeCarthy that
day. It wax shorily afoerward, in Oc
tober, 1948, ing to. Standlund,
that MeCarthy proposed to sell Lus
tron a manuscript on housing, The

per was "not yet in publishable
form,” Strendlund was told, but
- nevertheless McCarthy put the price
at §10,000. Without consulting his

public relations advisors and ather

officers of his firm, Strandlund agreed
to the price.
He wamt't happy aboat the frans-
action, he told Scmate investigators.
“It scared me some,” he testified.

“I made it a point never to confer,

to discuss, 1o contact or coDCEInm my-
self with Sen. McCarthy frem that

point on”

The Senators Strandiund

about his and the Luseron

ter told them cthat “it was a

deal" involving Pﬂurc.hm of

- material on houring McCarthy
mame & the awthor,

But Clyde M. Foraker, of Colim-
bus, 0., who later became recelver
. for the defonct Lustron firrn, bloot-
Iy called the dezl “unechical,™ and
added: .

“I'Il bet he woaldn't have gotten
the $10,000 if he hadn't ‘been a
Senator.” Baltimioea Sun

June 16, JeX)

. Sworn testimeny placed befare the
Senate investigators showed that Me-
- a desperately needed Lustron's

$10.000 beciuse Mait Schuh, head
of the Appleton (Wis.) Seate Bank,
had written McCarthy that state bank

-Apell, 1954

Sen. MoCarth

examiners were demanding his [oan
account be cleared up. Said the Sen-
ate Committes:

“To appreciaie the urgency of the
hasey fations with Lustron o
obtain a $[0,000 fee on Nov. 12, 1948,
it is essential that we consider Sen,
McCarthy's aver-extended debt pos-
tion ar the A oo State Bank,
wilich became quite desperate during
September through November of
1948. Although the Bank had not-
fied him that i was essential that his
total bank debt of $72943.96 be Te-
duced, or his collateral liguidated,
e did not vse thbin{.g
tron or this purpose hut it
stock with it which he pledged as ad-
didonal gofaceral for the loan, The
Lustron check for $10.000, datad
Nov. 12, 1948, isued to "Joseph R.
McCarthy,! was endorsed in blank
over to Wayne Hummer & Co., the

Senater's broker, to purchase addi-
tiohal stock-of the Seaboard Airtines
Railroad, o

“It may or may hot be__ligit’iunr.'
that the Seaboard Airlines Railroad
was zlso financed by the RFC and at
the Wme indebted to RFC in exces

of $15,000,000.. Our inquiry devel-

oped that during .October of 1948,

Sen, McCarthy purchased 1,580 shares
“pf  Seaboa commmon  stock  at
an average of $22 per share;

tiat this ratlroad had been in re-
ceivership since 1930, came out of re-
organization in 1946 to be operated
under a Wl:ll:lf rusE  arr ent
through April 1, 1951, and that the
Lustron fee was wad to increske Mo
Carthy's holdings to 1,950 shages . . .
While it 13 not known whether Sen.
McCarthy's informatdion with respect
to this steck had anything to do with
his position as a Toieed States Sen-

13



ator, it is ineresting to note that '
Senatgr MoCarthy ted specula-
n'nnins-uhnudsm‘:.{zn
Henul' Cemmiifee
_ G o

The teference was-w a Istter of
Mar. 10, 1949, in which - I«Ic.(.‘.:rthjr
wrote John Price, & Califormia bm-
ker, of hls own investments in
Seaboard and stating “I am enilosing
" herewith letter which I today
uwedimmmtpmﬁdmtnfthesw
board Air Line {sic) Railroad,” wlm:h
appeared to indicate some
refationship with that official.

“In 951, McCarthy sold 1000
. thares of Seaboard for a net -profit
. of $35,61475, The Appleton Bank
rewuroed 700 shares w itnl:rlong-
&r. required a3 mllatm'.!l when he

paid up his lean.

In concluding i= report on the
Lumondca],th:ﬂmmﬂummtttn:

asked these questions in it Repors:
“"Are there other instances where
SaLMd,‘.anh}rreceindmmn-
- sideraton from persons or agencies
that he was in a iton, 1 asyst or
hurt i his official position as 2 U. &

age of Lwtron's mmsitive positiom
and iix need for comtinued: govem-

ment financing to induce it

dent, Carl Standlind, o pay m
set by him at $10,000, for a manu-
, &xipt which wan neither finished or
in blishable form?

a5 therp any connection Getween

Sen. Hcﬂm:hjr’s r-mmmmdaunm"uf

ke prefab manu-

. ained Ius sibsequent contacts

with Lustron, which culminated in

hurmdvmghl]umthrtheulen{
his manuscript?

mmuﬂﬁfjpﬂﬁﬁm.
14,

Az

nnmxmbudﬂueﬁmm:hnk-

DDHSEII Mdhrthym:dﬂﬂ'lat
his reqquesty for the active .asmistanoe
of Houwsing and Home Finance Ad-
mmmm;onmthcprc_pu‘nuonofa
housing manuscrint which he' intend-
cdmaeﬂ,afmrhehn&mmmded
legislation to increase the salary of

_madminimtnr o ba sthicaly

1 ' Hestni
- pmﬂfﬂ'ﬁ
Sen. McCll‘ﬂl'}' dectined 10 answer.
the Senate Commitice’s questions. or
to ditciss . these u-nnsmz:m in any
way. He refused to testify before the
Senate Committee investigating his

-f:mmmmeint.he&rmm,ﬂ-

of occasions thar witnesses simnoed
before -hit own ﬂummitw.: muns be

10 Cestify on the groand that their

evidence wight mn-immate ther.

mww
- Tﬁtﬂﬂ,ﬂﬂﬂieeﬁ'nmthel.mm

Corp. and the extremely . ble

trangaction in Sesboard Ailines were
‘the. only help thnﬂcﬂrﬂw Te.

,_g

Bocklosk o, Tos Wasulngioa Post
“f Hm Hﬂe n. My Hand—ﬂop:"

b

Cola K
- seeking- to expnml

e .ﬂ;%
3

-Gsirr.hj ﬁ.l.'l.l:l'.ll:lﬂ.ﬂ}l' at :the e whm

the Appleton State Bank, prodded by
Wiuo;rﬂm examihers, was- wﬂ“}r{:;‘
him sbout his bank debts.’ A
Mccuthrwuammberofamgu
mwbcompniteee of the: -and ;
Curreticy - Committee ¢arly in 194-'?
He imsisted that sugar rationing be-
cnded. - Washingion newsmen mnl'.
ta ¢al thﬂncw&w‘thei’qm-
The - P a firm,-
g ‘big com
petitor, | van a lot more sugar:
thm.twhefngaﬂwed.uc&nhft

e
e

i
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Eﬁi
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‘The rhry

cial operations. The oy e ¥, Kemr, then _ _ . _
hhmcmandmhuwilﬁmﬂthdnwinmmmm- gow, JOE ME SARTHE -
inge acovunt at her plessmre. ‘The two axhibits on the right show . . PR ——
the character of MoCarthy's bank deposita, the one sk Samprogus # TRORY Cormany

S oau right unall ts from a of individuals i -

- dgpgs:;.um_ n jal aocomnt, while item below b’!' : A
shows the depoait of § te McCarthy's savingy sceount.  Bodch  F— e o]
accounts were sadied by the Henningy Comumittee. Sec Page- 17, : © b soobe -

. Carrometseim e i +

Bl N b ~
Tt tru gl e Vet il of

warded to the Appleton bank. The
trangacton led Senate Commit-
tee to ark: ' _
.. W it proper for Sem. Mo

Carthy, while wrving on 1Hhe

tee and ita Snhoomunittee on Sug-

- &, to seek lind the -
doveement on his Note for
$20,000 by

a pevion vitally i
terestad in mugar leghladdony -
“Was there any relationship be

-Apdl, 1954

. Coim

tween Arundels endorsement of Sen.
McCarthy's 320,000 note on or about
Dec. 8 1947, and Sen. McCarthy's
special appearance to, pate
Army Secretary on Diec. 9, 15947, be-
fore the Committes on A ia-
tions regarding the Armys
aE(hﬂun.mégi'uhkh. had
1 _ iownly criticited by Pepsi- b
LCola? o

"Did Sen. McCarthy's over-extend-
ed debt position with the Appleton
State Bank and the Bank's constant

128



These two

a heart attack,

demand fer liguidadon of the in-
debtedness or an increase in his ool-

lateral, influence Sen. McCarthy's

position on the sugar decontrol is-
sue to such an extent thar he [ol-
Yowed the ‘PepsiCola line?"

In conclusion the Ssnate Commir-

“Sen, MceCarthy’s acceptance of a
$20,000 favor from the Washington
representarive of the Pepsi-Cola Co.
at the very time he was attacking the

15

de a t-
spondence, between  McCarthy. and
Matt Schoh, president of the Ap
ton State Bank, who has since died

Fot

Tours very gy
- Aty . . E
Prosideny
government for its manner of handl-  ‘On Advice of Counsd'

ing sugar control makes it difficult to
determine whether Sem. McCarthy
wan working for the best interests of
the povernment, as he saw it, or for

Pepai-Cola.”
2 Hmrﬁnp; Rm;;

) age
McCarthy might have explained i
he had appeared h&mﬁ Senate
Committee, but he refused to do so

gither then or subsequently. o

‘tepped wp bis

There seems to be mo com

Iy fool-proof way of -determinfng

whether McCarthy's ability to pay
his personal debts inoressed = he
t. The -Sennte

serving of extended Invetigatiom,

" however. It wanted to know whether

B S
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ed the account with the RBentley
checks, he authorized withdrawal of
$10,000 by Miss Jean Kerr, who used
the money te buy a draic to Henry

J. Van Straten. Van Straten was an .

old friend of McCarthy 2nd former
county superintendent of schools at
Appleton, with an offiee in the court-
house where McCarthy had sat as a
judge. Van Straven deposited the
check at Wayne Hummer & Co,, the

Appleton broker that handled Mc-
Carthy's security dealings, and pro-
ceeded ¢o usc it to buy soy beans for
future delivery.

Within several months, the trans-
action bad produced a §$17,500 profit.
Wayne Hummer & Co. pai¢ V.
Straten 310,000 from the account.
That check was endomsed (o Me-
Carthy, and in tarn was depasited in
his personal account at the Riggs
bank In Washington.

Henninga R:port :

Page 21

‘The Senate Committesr couldn't
decide whethey McCarthy had been
a parttier of Van Straten or whkether
the school administratar, in a burs
of good fortune, had been a success-
ful buyer of soy beans when his m
vious record in stock purchases
shown frequent losses. Nor . was

there any explanation of why Me -
a special account, let

Carthy ape
Van Straten use $10,000 for 2 month,
and then put tie money in his per-
sonal checking account.

Van Sturaten rvepeatedly declined
to give the Commitier information
needed to provide an accurate pic-
ture of the transactions, and Mo
Carthy, of course, refused ro discmss

this or any of the other of his stock-

market deals. The Committee could
not refrain from pointing out that
Van Straren, tading on hiz own, lost
heavily in 1949 and 1950. “In con-
trast (o these loses totaling §7,048.27,
a profit of $17354.50 was made be-
tween Oct, 3, 1950, and Jan. 2, 1951,
on the ransactions hhanced by Sen.
MiCarthy with money obtained from
the Bentleys. Hennings R

- Page 22

The Committee raised these hasn:
questions:

“Why would Senator McCarthy
borrow money for his fHght a
communism, 38 indicated by Mr. Al-

18

vin Bentley, the source of $3,000 of
the $10,000 involved, for the pur-
pose of depositing it in a savings
Account? '
“Was the $7,000 obtained from
Mrs. Bentley on the same date zlso
to aid Sen. McCarthy in his al!ieged
anti-communistic fighe?

“Was the $8,657.00 obtained from
Mrs. Bentley in March 1951, and de-
posited by Sen. McCarthy in his gen-
eral account oo Mar. P8, 1951, for
the same purpose and, if so, why
was it depasited in his general
account? _ '

“Did Sen. McCarthy give Mrs. Bent-
ley notes for the monies obtained?

“Why did Sen. McCarthy give Mr.
Alvin Bentley a five-year non-inter-
est-bearing ‘note for $3,000, when Mr.
Bentley was willing to donate that
amount and did it have any bearing

with respect to the _pa:}rmcnt of -

tre income taxest
“If Sen. McCarthy obtained at

‘Feast §5,000 of the 510,000 involved,

as repr,u-t,ed b‘y Mr. Bentley, for his
anti-comepunistic fighe, was not this

money, in 4 sense, a truse fund?
"Was the $10,000 Van Straten

commodity s tion actoally for

‘the benefit of Sen. McCarthy, or a

partpenhip accountd

“Why would Sen. McCarthy
ulate with funds advanced to
for bis anti-communistic drive, or

~loan such funds 1 2 friend for spec-

ulative rposes, partdcularly when
thes Enélfduipznl Expm:i:«n:e in the
commodity markee was limited and
unsuccessiul?

“THd Sen. McCarthy have confi-
dential information with respect to
the trend of the soybean future mar-
ket? (Just Lf]mor to the transaction in

question, Commuodity Exchange
Aul:horltj’ of the Deparanene of Agril-
culture conducted an jovestigation of
alleged soybean market manipalation
involving, among others, a number
of Chinese traders.)

“Was the $10.000 Wayne Hummer
L Co. chack, dated Nov. 27, 1950,
which Van Scuren endorsed over to
Sen. MéCarthy a rewurn of the orig-
inal investment and, if o, why was it
depesited in Sen. McCarthy's general
account?”

McCarthy resolved none of these
quastions.  ‘Thers wers unanswerad
questions zbour the special account

-62 checks toealling

at the Riggs bank, too. Deposits in
it consisted largely ‘of stacks of
checks or orders. ‘There weye
$1,69250 in 2 de-
posit of May 11, 195(1 for example,
and 68 more checks toralling- $1,312
five days later. _

Henntrgx E:pud
Page 11

A Threat to Sue—

And Then Silence

Investigators ‘sarned cthat theys
were also major increases in the bank
deposits of Ray Kiermas, McCarthy's
adminiscrative Assistant, that appear,
to coincide with contributions 1o the
McCarthy effor. The Senate Cl:lm-
mitiee Report vaid:

“Eves though Sen. McCarthy has
refused ‘ro cooperate with the Sub-
cominittee, the list of the payees of
these checks is not included in;
this report-—lest- it be aaid that am
aptempt was being made. to expost;
Sen, McCarthy's method of Gperiy
tions and his informznes, Hwew.r,.
at least without explanation, no cop-
nection tould be established. bee
many of che disbursements from thiy
acoount and any possible anti-com:
munist campaign, incd far (o
ample, a check to the Co of

- - Internal Revenue for §73.80 oo COct.

2, 1950, at o time when Sen. MoCar-

thys Riggs eral acronot a

to have hﬁengﬁudrawn pp-ean
“It is of possible significance. that

the deposits to Sem. McCarthys gend

eral account at the Riggs National

Bank and the deposits to the account

of his Administrative Assictant, Ray

Kmunlmcnmenank,mm

coft with the advent
of the ‘public of Sm. Mec
Carthy's fight’ to éxpose communista

nnﬂmmmumstmmgwem
ment.”

—
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M#s. Kietras was on McCarthy's pay-
roll, wo, The Senate invesr.igapgs

McCarthy's Brushes 'With

reported that they would have liked i 105 12% Collector .

o agsk whether Mr. and Mrs. Kiermas
bad independence of action when
they provided security for some - of
McCarihy's loans, and whether their
employment was in return for polit-
ical and hnancial support.

For a time it appeared thar Kier-
mas might aét oa the implications of
the Senate Committee’s comments,
When the Commirttee Report was
issued, chere were not sufficient cop
ies to meet the public demand. As
Republican asociates of McCarthy
took over control of the Senate, there
was no authorization of an additional
printing. Americans for Democratic
Action, an independent organiz-
ation, reprinted the Repors. Kiermas
promptly Indicated he mighe sue the
orgamzation. -

With McCarthy at his side. he an-
" nounced that he would hoid ADA
responsible for “false and libelous
material.” ADA officals announced
that they would welcome a suir. by
McCarthy, and that would
waive the defense that the Senate Re-

t was a privileged document. Xier-
m kad apﬂmand 50 coniident, and
McCarthy 1> caper to support his
zide, thidt a court action seemed
probable. But Kiermas went back
1nto McCarthy's inner office, and Mc-
Carthy went off in another divection,
and they said no moere about suing
ADA. .

On another pceasion Kigrmay flatly
refused to answer questions regarding
the special bank accounts. Om Apt.
7, 1958, McCarthy's aide was sum.-
moned to give a deposition in Drew
Pearson's $6,100.000) damage acrem
. againgt McCarthy and eight other

. As the Baliimore Sun re-
Apr. 8 1958, Kiermas said
“he had no knowledge of what waa
done with contributions McCarthy
received from various sources after
he had charged in 1950 that the gov-
ernment was heavily infested with
Communists.” Questioned “at length
about hix own purported financial
trarmactions, Kiermas on advice of
- counsel refused to answer"

Once a2gain McCarthy had avoided
official sxamination just as com-
pletely 3t other men use the Fifth
Amendment to the Constitution to
avcid answering questions they prefer
BOL 10 ANTwer.

[N

Aprit, 1954

Sen. McCarthy began hin mock
market adventures four years be
fore he went to che Senate, while he
was a young drenit judge in A
pleton. He went int«]a markg
with $2.200 in 1942, using a 40%
tatgin account with Waype Hum-
mer % Co. in his home town The
Senzte investigation . found that
“supporied by sensational advanoes
in security ]
to build up his initial investment o

such substaneial pr ona that in
1943 he rea & net profit of
056167 .
Hennings Commities Repovt
. Pape 27

Almest ne cne knew of that pro-
fit &t the time. When McCarthy
filed his scate jncome tax, retumn for
1943, he didnt mention it Instead,
from the Marine Air Station ac Fl
Tero, Calif., where he was then
on active duty, he submittad a stage-
ment. stapled to-a tax form. The
statoment read; '

“During the -entire year af 1943 I

was’ serving in the armed forces of

the United States, during:which time
I spent no tinee in Wisconsin. [ had
no property in the state and réceived
no income from within the state
(having waived collection of my sal-

Communist Plot in.
The Wisconsin Government

rices, he wais enabled

ary as Circuit Judge). Therefore, 1
aswume it s wnder the
Eﬂment laws to file a remyrm. I vow

not 30 anderstand the law I shall
be glad 19 fle a return”

A local tax collector, knowing that
the young judge had gone into -the”
Marine Corps and that his service
pay was tax oxemps, cowld under
standably believe that McCarthy had
ne other income. Most men in bery-
ice had none. But McCarthy knew
that he had netted $40,56(.67 on the
sales of stocks, and had received
dividends of 51,205 for 2 total cax-
able income of $41,854.67, Not only
did he know about that money, but
he used moch of it for further sock
deals afeer he rerurped 1o the West
Coast from his Pacific service with
the Marines.

McCarthy didn’t mention the mat-
ter to tax authorities then, or after
coming back to his seat as a judge
ard poing on to win the 1945
Senate eleciion in ‘Wisconsin, It was
not until Feb. 20, 1947, that the
Wisconsin cax assessor began action
to collect MeCarthy's 1943 raxes.

On Oct. 3, 1944, MceCarthy had
written J. L. Tibbets, Assessor of
Incomes at Appleton, concluding:
“Will you please send the necessary
blanks so that [ roay file my ktate in-
come tax rerurnc for 194%*" This -
seemed to indicate that he intended
to report the 1943 income, but the
record shows ho  further corres-
pondence until 1947, after the feder-
al government announced on Feb.
1% that it had assessad him an addi-
tignal $8,500 on his income ior 1043,

On Feb, 20, 1947, Tibbetts wrote
McCarthy, who was now in the 1.5,
Senate, "The Department now has
knowledge that you bad income for
the year 1943 other than pay for
military service.” The tax ia] in-
structed McCarthy to file a retumn for
that year. : :

McCarthy replied Mar., 13, 1947,
asserting that it was his understand-

- ing of the law that he need not file,

bhut that he would do so if the De-
ent did not a . "1 am for-
warding you a brief on what I con-
sitler the law,” he said. .
On AE:;E{B, Tibberts replied, say-
ing the brief had not been peceived.
McCarthy's retort was that the brief
must have been Jost in the mails. In
its place he senat a memorandum

19



- ended—he went back to App

thas he was a Wi

consin cirguit }thuughw lasve in 1943,

_ hemnmam:dmtu{thznum
that year.

On Apr. 24, Tibbewts wrote Me-
Carthy: "I am advised by the legal
division that it is of the opinion
that you were 2 resident of Wiscon-
sn in the year 1943 and ¢herefore
required o fle a retwrn of your in-

come for that year with the Wiscon-

sin Departmment of Taxation.”
MeCarthy was pgiven a 30-day dead-
lime to file and . 0o May 5 he
nh]mnd to tha 7y deadline, call-
ing it “arbitrary in the . extreme.”
Finally, however, he paid 2 tax of
$2.459.54 and $218.32 interest. - -
It §n a curicus fact that althou‘gh
he was out of the state and the
country a lar of 12 and
1944, McCarthy did not claim nen-
residence for those years, but only for
. 194%—the year he made hia 1

killing in the stock market. In 1944,
when he was a candidate for H.S'

Senator while ati!l in military serv-
. ice, McCarthy wes most anxious 10
- claim Wisconsin re!id,tl‘lcl‘.'.

"MoCarthy was back in the states
late in 1944, and seon was plazmg
the market again. He de

$11,250 with a Califomia erm

October ‘snd his 1944 wax retyrns

show that as a refurned Marine, he
was 2 busy investor. And when he
teft the Marine in Jatary,
1945 seven mmmm{hn :?1-
teton
forane:'mundnfmuht_ “deals.
On Feb. 18, 1945, the Appleton
State Bank ]na.nod Mcﬂuth}r, :gajn
a judge, $1,800 with which he o
a checking account. On July 13, 1t
loaned him $50,086 amd five dav,rs
later thexe was still another Ioan of
$25,876. McCarthy also withdrew
$15950 from his account with his
broker, Wayne Hummer & Co., and
this went with the bank's §75.562
into big security purchases.
Hennings Commitfes Report
o Page 33
BLDemnhcr McCarthy had cm
nk loan down to $20.!64 bt
.0n December 2i, 1945, the Apple-
ton State Bank loaned him 49.
176.06 to buy 5,000 shares of
Mi.lwal.ﬂum, 8, Paul amd _P:m.
Rajlroad common stock that were
pledged as secority. On that dzjr
McGCarthy’s debt to - the bank
came §159.540.70,

20

' taxable

The bank, under Wikconsin law,
could legally lemd oo more than
4100000 to any one individual On
Dec. 26, the Appleton bank srans-
ferred %69,5440 to a loan
sheaet mﬂ:benmofﬂ F. M-:‘.Carth}r.
a brother.

HMC@MW

Dage 33 _

Wisconsin  Income  tay  Teturns,
up-en te public imspection until last
ahnﬁmd that McCarchy g:aid‘
mn 22 intereat to the Applaton Seate
Bank In 1945, , Fiis salary as 2 judge
was $7.397 and his income from in-
terest and dividends was $1,834 But
his net @xable income, according to
hix rerurn, waa $6,951. He paid state
taves of 15144, - .

That gum was not luse, but it wasy
$151.44 gremer than his total state
tzxey for the rext four His in-
come for those vears was $66.938.59,
but he wrate this all off in losses xnd
imterest payments, He reported ne
at all in 1945, 1947,
148, and 1940, Vet at the same time
—his lasy year s a jedge and his firae
three years as A Senator—the Apple-
ton State Baonk carvied him on its
loan accounts for mms ranging frum
$50,000 0 $70,000

When interest was duie,. HcCarth)r'a

payments were often credited: agains
principal and new potes were iv
sued in the amount of .the interest.

Funds in the pames of his brothers

or Ray Kiermax, a2 W am
gistany, were often wsed for securicy.

“The overall picture,” according
to the Senate ittee  Report,

'"shuwsthathcwuhanedamml

ely $243,000 during the
eriod Feb. 15, 1845, to Sept. 14,
-Some of hit pransactions were
termed “flagrant disr for the
state banking laws and the Federal
Reserve Boand regulation.”

of ap
1951 ”

McCarthy ‘Deliberately Trisd
To Thwart' the Inguiry

Although the H li.e" :
%ﬂlﬁ?ium

nmnnomly

members, i seTiouy qnesticm
about - McCarthy's fimess ‘BETVE,
in the TS Semate, no r.u:m of
any kimd has been takem on the re-
port. The parént Senat¢ Committee,
the Gommittee on Rules and Ad-
miailmﬁmmmderth e chalr-

a - resclution wlﬁch._

manship of Sen Willlam Jenner,
Indiana, when the Republicans as

- sumed. control of Congyess in Jane--
.ary of 1355. Jenner, a closé friend of:

McCarthy's, saw to it that, despupp
constderable demand, no additional
copies were ordered. . He: alwo fired
virtually the entire staff of the: Hen-
nings Subcommittes .
McCarthy himszelf mads m:ﬁnﬂ_
to have his name cleaved. One of his
Senate  colleagues, the late  Sex.

Charles W, Tobcy, New Hn.ughut
bHcan, efter . referdng an
N radio talk Mandh 28, 1953, (Y

Md.‘.arthy'a. metheds as - and
un-American,” declared ‘thax Re:
port, which astacked "McGarih ar it

tegrity and howor, let in s :
pigeonhole and you can't a mp_;
to saye your soul® 'I'cﬁy chal-’
McCarthy to speak up on the:
serious duestions Taised by Hm»
-"IfMeGaﬂhymamu Sen
Tobey said, “he would have. demand, .
ed an open i ation. .- We in Lhe:
Smau cmgh; 2y Im abau fef.rfmh‘"

the Hen.mngs-
the cha.tg:: made agamu hi!m

ﬂomm.ttt:c was dm.ng the

Communists.” .

j,["hch utiauﬁ an the pm r:ifl
cCartly might appear to. et ;1

disdain and. contemiii far the nﬂﬂ

and. mﬂlﬂ' of the énlire Sengle

as well a3 the membership. of

Subcommitier. ﬁn Prmﬁagu
Electiora® =~ -
“The recerd | Iem; th: m-

2508 mmfuﬁm that Sen. M. -
Carthy délibevately set ouf to thwari -
any inveitigation | of him by ol
scuting the real foue ond . dhe !
respovuibility of the Subcommiitee

by charger of lack of fusrisdictiom,

smegr, and  Commuxiftingpired:
At one ; the Comamis- s
tee’s inves - ead: -

uckedthgmnmnm!:wurkwhh
sich violeice that the group askéd’
the entire Senate to decide whether
 the investipation: . should conmtinue.
Th:Em:mWﬂﬂ-ﬂmkmg{
ﬂﬁmt.n:—

ﬂuw




pressed confidence in the investigat-
ing committee and gave it the green
light to continue in its ingquiry.

The Hennings Committee filed its
findings with the Justice Department
and the Treasury Department for
possible legal action on McCarthy's
financial operations and his tax
troubles. On Oct. 16, 1955, Atty. Gen.
Herbert Brownell, Jr., announced
that the Criminal Division of the
Justice Department could flind no
basis for legal action in the areas
under its jurisdiction, but that the
Treasury Department still had un-
der investipation possible violations
of the income tax law. Brownell said
he did not know the status of the
Treasury investigation.

In his statement announcing that
no action would be taken against
McCarthy, Brownell said:

“It is our conclusion that the evi-
dence fails to establish the commis-
sion of any public offense defined by
federal statute.”

The Baltimore Sun reported on
Oct. 17, 1953, that Asst. Atty. Gen.
Warren Olney told a press confer-
ence that "McCarthy himself had not
been guestioned by Justice Depart-
ment investigators, including FBEI
agents who were assigned to the
case.” Thus, McCarthy, who re-
fused six times to go before the in-
vestigating  subcommittee o answer
guesti(ms concerning these financial
eals, was again spared the respon-
sibility of explaining his activities.
Actually, Justice Department in-
vestigators gave the object of their
inquiries such a wide berth that he
didn't, he said, know he was being
investigated.

Commenting on Brownell’s state-
ment announcing dismissal of charg-
es by the Criminal Division, the St
Louis Post-Dispateh said editorially:

“Mr. Brownell may have washed
his hands of the detailed report of
the factual statements, documents,
and photostats submitted to him by
[the Senators who investigated the
charges]. He has not heard the last
of it. One of the things he has not
heard the last of is the fact that Sen.
McCarthy, who was always question-
ing other people, would not appear
before the subcommitiee and an-
swer questions about himself. No
one, in effect, ever hid more shckly
behind the Fifth Amendment.”

Collier's magazine editorially urged

April, 1954

that McCarthy take a lie-detector
test on the unanswered questions
raised by the Hennings Committee.
“The volume of evidence presented
certainly suggests that Sen. McCar-
thy is a person more earthy and
devious than the Shining Knight who
has appointed himself to be the 5t
George who will slay the dragon of
unrighteousness single-handedly, We
think the questions which this evi-
dence presents urgently require

answers. It seems only right that
McCarthy, as an advocate of lie-de-
tecting, should set an example by
letting the man wrap the blood pres
sure recorder around his arm, and
telling all.™ (Collier's, May 9, 1953.)
McCarthy refused to tell all, or any
of the story, with or without a lie-
detector. The man who has accused
so many of guilt if they refuse, un-
der the Fifth Amendment, to testify,
remained silent on the charges.

invitation to testify.

i

HExnmMGS

motives?

ing laws?

THE SIX UNRESOLVED QUESTIONS

These are the six questions raised by Sens. Hennings, Hendrick-
son, and Hayden during their investigation of McCarthy's financial
affairs—questions which except for a blanket, unsupp
were left unresolved by McCarthy's refusal to accept the Committee’s

# Whether under the circumstances it was
proper for Sen. McCarthy to receive $10,000
from the Lustron Corporation?

& Whether funds supplied to Sen. McCarthy to
fight Communists or for other specific pur-
poses were diverted to his own use?

& Whether Sen. McCarthy used close associates
and members of his family to secrete receipts,
income, commodity, and stock speculation
and other financial transactions for ulterior

& Whether Sen. McCarthy's activities on behalf
of certain special interest groups, such as
housing, sugar, and China, were motivated by
self-interest?

® Whether loan or other transactions Sen. Mc-
Carthy had with the Appleton State Bank or
others involved violations of the tax and bank-

® Whether Sen. McCarthy violated federal and
state corrupt practices acts in connection with
his 1944-46 Senatorial campaigns or in con-
nection with his dealings with Ray Kiermas?

orted “no”™

HenDRICKSON

21



OR. three years after taking his
path of office as U.5. Senator in

;anuar}: 1947, McCarthy tried fit-
ully, and in a variety of fields, to be-
come better known. DBut half way
through his term of office he was
still one of the least publicized mem-
bers of the Senate. It was not until
he decided to try out “Communism
in the State Department” as an issue
that McCarthy shot into national
prominence. He launched this cam-
paign for headlines in February,
1950,

As the Saturday Evening Post
(Aug. 19, 1950) told the story:

“On last Feb. 9, Sen. McCarthy
traveled o Wheeling, W. Va., to re
peat a well-tested anti-Communist
speech. But on this occasion the
Senator inserted into his talk the fol-
lowing addition: ‘I hold here in my
hand a list of 205 persons who are
known to the Secretary of State as
being members of the Communist
Party, and who nevertheless are still
working and shaping the policy of
the State Department.’”

The very next day after making
this sensational charge, McCarthy was
in Salt Lake City, Utah, where he re-
peated the charge, but reduced the
number from 205 to 57 Communists,

22

The
and How

“Last night,” he told a radio audi-
ence, "I discussed the Communists in
the State Department. I stated that
I had the names of 57 card-carrying
members of the Communist Party.”

Radio infervictr permanently recorded
over Salt Lake City radio stafion

But still another figure was soon to
emerge. The official Congressional
Record of Feb. 20, 1950, shows that
McCarthy, in a Senate speech, said
there were 81 employees of the State
Department who ranged from “per-
sons whom I consider to be Com-
munists” (p. 2063) down to individ-
uals who were "bad risks" (p. 2069).

But a month later, McCarthy had
reduced the grand total even further.
At a press conference in Washington,
D.C,, Sen. McCarthy announced that
he would “stand or fall” on his abil-
ity to prove that there was just one
Communist in the State Department
—"“the top espicmnge agent” in the
United States.

“I am willing to stand or fall on
this one,” he said. “If I am wrong
on this I think the Subcommittee
would be justified in not taking any
other cases too seriously.”

New York Times
Mar. 24, 1950

Original Charges of

Communism

The Facts Exploded Them

Thus, his own words record the
extent to which McCarthy changed
his story in those days when his head-
linecreating charges vaulted him to
a position of great prominence in the
nation. Suppose we have a look at
the various charges and then examine
the official records to observe how
they stood up.

205 Communists

Faced with a demand for evidence,
Sen. McCarthy quickly backed away
from his charge that there were 205
Communists in the State Department.
Eleven days after he had given his
Wheeling speech he read to the Sen-
ate what he now claimed was the
speech he had given Feb. 9. Here is
what he claimed in the Senate he had
said at Wheeling:

“I have in my hand 57 cases of in-
dividuals who would appear to be
either . card-carrying members or
certainly loyal to the Communist Par-
ty, but who nevertheless are still help-
ing to shape our foreign policy.”

Congressional Record
Feb. 20. 1950, p. 2044

But James E. Whitaker, news edi-
tor of Radio Station WWVA of
Wheeling, W. Va., and Paul A. My-

The PROGRESSIVE



ers, program director of the same sta-
tion, signed and swore to statements
that McCarthy had actually said the
following:

“. .. 1 have here in my hand a list
of 205—a list of names that were
made known to the Secretary of State
as being members of the Communist
Party and who nevertheless are still
working and shaping policy in the
State Department.”

Note the significant differences be-
tween the two versions. In McCar-
thy's Senate speech, he failed to in-
clude the material printed in bold-
face in the paragraph above. In the
Senate speech the number is reduced
to “57"; individuals “would appear
to be"” Commumnists, and there 15 no
mention of the significant charge that
the Secretary of State knew all
about the presence of many Com-
mumnists in influential positions in his
department.

Now, what was the origin of the
“205" fgurer It goes back to July
26, 1946, when James F. Byrnes, now
governor of South Carolina, was Sec-
retary of State.

Byrmes wrote a letter to Congress-
man Sabath of Illinois, in which he
pointed out that at the end of World
War II, 12,797 government employ-
ees who had worked for emergency
war agencies were temporarily trans-
ferred to the State Department. This
group was reduced to about 4,000 in-
dividuals, and the Department start-
ed screening them to see who would
be permitted to hold peacetime jobs
in the Department.

Byrnes explained that “preliminary
examination” had been made of 3,000
cases and "a recommendation against
permanent employment had been
made in 284 cases."” Of these, 79 had
b-e.:r! actually removed from the
service.

Note that simple subiraction of 79
cases from 284 leaves exactly 205,
Sen. McCarthy later admitted, in an
interview in the [7.8. News and World
Report for Sept. 7, 1951, that the
“205" came from the Byrnes letter.
Note, too, that Byrnes' language—a
“recommendation against permanent
employment”"—hecame “members of
the Communist Party” in the McCar-
thy treatment. Equally interesting
was M::Carlhy's. failure to int out
that of 205, only 64 were still on the
payroll when he spoke, and that all
of these had been subjected to a full
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James F. Byrnes

loyalty investigation, including FBI
field study where the FBI felt such a
P!‘ﬂﬂ;"ﬁﬁ HECESSEI’}’.

Since the figure "205" was quickly
shown to have come from a letter
written four years before by Secretary
Byrnes, McCarthy subsequently pre-
ferred to use other figures. Suppose
we look now at some of the other in-
gredients in what McCarthy himself
was scon to call “the nombers
racket.”

The “Numbers Racket”

If the “numbers racket” seems a
tricky and confusing story, it is solely
because McCarthy's repeated change
of numbers made it hard to follow his
charges from day to day, week to
week, and month to month during
the period when his sensational alle-
gations were winning him headlines
throughout the world. It is worth
noting here how puesswork played a
part in McCarthy’s charges in so
grave a field as treason and espion-
age. In his book McCarthy wrote:
"I have been able to dig out the facts
to show that 57 are either Com-
munists or doing the work of the
Communist Party. Therefore, it is
safe  to assume that there are
many more about whom I have no
information.”  (Italics ours.)

MeCarthyism: The Fight for America
By Joszeph R. McCarthy, The
Devin-Adair Co. 1952, Page 10

Some indication of how the Mec
Carthy story changed even within the

same speech is available in the Con-
gressional Record for Feb. 20, 1950,

In this speech he talked of “a very
sizeable group of active Communists
in the State Department,” later re-
ferred to “vast numbers of other Com-
munists” [in the State Department],
recalled the origin of the figure 205,
then went on to say “I do not believe
I memtioned the figure 205 [at
Wheeling]; 1 believe 1 said over 200,"
then hastened to claim that “1 have
in my possession the names of 57
Communists who are in the State De-
partment at present,” then changed
the story by saying “the cases num-
ber 81,” and capped it all by saying:
“l know absolutely of one group of
approximately 300 certified to the

This Associated Press dispatch
from Salt Lake City, Feb. 11,
1950, guotes McCarthy using
the figure of “57 card-carrying

Communists” in the second
a h and refers in the
Efm sixth paragraphs to
the ch of Commun-
nists in the State tment
he made the day before in
Wheeling, W. Va.
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" and immaterial interpolations, the
language employed hy Sen. McoCar-
_thyis mﬁwmmﬂummﬂrm
the in their coumterparts
amorig the ‘108 Hst". Where vari-
atfons in the case description: em-

by Sen. McCarthy ocowrred,

ployed
_ the language had been changed to

create a moré sinister impression”

cial Report the Cormmutize
o%mipﬂﬂﬁn;jmﬂdﬂomcx

When McCarthy presented his “81
mm"Feb 20, 1950, hermm:dm
Senator that he conld “come o my
office as soon as I finish and reccive
the names.” -

- Under ocath, however, McCarthy
admitted: A+ this particular mo-
mentlmuldnmgi?erauth:namm
of half these peraoms.”

Tﬂup Sobcomoutfes
Hewrings, p. &

'I'heevixlme makes it clear that
dm:mprmonthat:fmhimu

ton had uncovered mew materfal
w:ufalu McCarthy used informa-

ﬁuenmd to the public two

Th: reader gaay wonder just why
this is i ait, . TE there were Coim-

- phunists in the povernment, what dit-

ferénce does it make if McCarthy
uud “old"” matenal? The answer is-

Republican Congressmen "

had m‘lmugated £YEIT Cme

before. ‘These Repub-
hm-mmrulled commitiess consid-
itton of the “I08" and
other secarity cades: the House Com- -

. Fmitiee on Ap[ﬂtﬁ‘lttlﬂnl. the Howse

Committee on Expenditures in the
Executive Department, the Home
Committee on Foreign Afairs-
amd tl:ue Senat: Committee on



' Joe—Yoo Hoow—loa'

was given by a Republican member
of the House of Represeniztives. He
was Con Barte! Jonkman of
Michigan, who had .investigated
Communism in the . State Depart.
ment 48 a one-man nvestiga sub-
comunittee for the House F
Affaits Committee. He said on Aug
2, 1948:

“But before the 8rth Congress ad-
journs, I want the members to know
that there is one in which
the known or reasomably suspacted
mbversives, Comymunists, fellow-trae-

elers, sympathizers, and persons whose -

services are ol for the best incerpsm
of the United States, have been swept
out. That v the Department of

Seaee.” Congressional Record
Aug, 21948, p. 793

The 57 Cases

As McCarthy himself admitted, he
. occavipnally used the figure “57" in
referring to Communists in the State
Department.

‘The fitst recorded wse of “57" was

Aprl, 1954

gated his

at Salt Lake City the day after the
Wheeling speech. McCarthy was ip-
terviewed in the Uwmh capital by a
local radio personality, Dan Valen.
tine. Hin words were vecorded, and
the record was subsequently sent 1o
the Senate Committee which investi-
of Communism in
the State Department. Fart of the
interview went as tollows:

MéCarTHY: Last night 1 discusesd
the Communism in the State Depart-
ment. I stated that 1 had the names
of 57 crdcarrying members of the
Commitnist Pm}r . Now, I want to
tell [Achesom] this: I Be wants to
call me tonight at ﬂu: Ahah Hotel, T
will be glad w glve him the
names of those 57 card-carr¥ing
Communists. . .

VALENTINE: 1|1 other words, Sen-
ator, if Secremary of State Dean Ache-
son would call you at the Hotel Utah
tenight in Salt Lake City you could

give him 57 names of actual card-

carrying Communists in the State
Depapement of the United States

‘and 2 job, You mean to say

 ‘Stop Ganging Up on A‘;Ile'

—actual card—mnjung Communists.

McCaxTHY! Not only can, Dan,
but will. .

vum Well, T am just a com-
mon man out here in Salt Lake Cicy,
a man who's got a family and a son
there's
5Y Communiats in dur State

‘ment that divact o control aur Stats

Department policy or help direet it?

MoCarrey: Well, Dan, I. don't
want. to indicace theremonlyﬁ? 1
sa2y 1 have the names of 57. . _

Now what was the'or_lpn of the
figure "57"¢ :

The Investigating Subcommirttee of
the Sznare Foreign Relations -Com-
mitiee reporied that it came from the
same two-yezr-old 108 cases” and in -
the same way.

JIn March, 1948, John F.

then Deputy Uﬂdﬂw-Sm:etary of Su.t: .

for “Administration, testified befare

-the Hous¢ Cotumittee on Expendi-

res in the Edecutive aroment.
He was asked about the 108 cases.””
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At that time only 57 of the 108
were still employed, and of chese 82
were heing investigated by the FBI
as of March, 1948, according to
Peurifoy's testimony.

Subsequently, official records in
Report No. 2108 of the Senate Com-
miteee on Foreign Relations July 20,
1950, bessd on evidence taken by the
Tydings Subcomnmittee, showed that
4i of the 108 had been cleared and
67 were not employed by the State

t as a resnit of resignation,
death, completion of asignment, or
dismissal. _

“Thus, when McCarthy spoke, only
cne-third of those against whom he
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had brought charges were still in the
State Department, and all of thess
bad besn considered in 1948, Bas
Republican Con n Jonkman
pointed out, and all had been “fully

under the President's Loy

alty Program and the State Depart-
ment's Security Program.” according
to the findings of the Senate invest-
gators in the Reporl cited above.

The Big One K

McCarthy admitted to his complete
inj:agmiqr to document and prove
his . Tescifying Mar. 8, 1950,
before

& Senare Committer author-
ized to investigate his claims of Com-

"
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munists in the Stape Deparcment,
McCarthy said: “T am not in a posi-
tion to file any formal charges.”

This wasg stil! frue more than three .
years later, In June, 1953, Rep.
Brownson, Indiana Republican and
a member of the House Government
gpera!iom Commitiee, witote Scott

cleod, sacurity administrator of the
State Departument,- asking if any of
the “57 persons referred o as Com-
munists by Sen, McCarthy on the
floor of the Senate Feb. 20, 1550
[are] still in the employ of the De-
partment."” MecLeod replied that a
search of D ment fles “failed to
disclose such a st

When it became clear that he
could not make any of his nombers
stick, McCarthy swicched iis attack
agzin. .

He dramatically announced he

would prove that a single employee
of the State Department was the “top

Russian agent” in the
United States. - New Fork Times
’ Mar. 22, 1930

"I am willing 1o stand or fall on
this cne,” McCarthy said. “If I am
wrong va this, I think the Subcom-
mittee wonld be justified in not tak-
ing my other cases too seriously.”

v New Yeark Times

- 5ar. 24, 1950

Let the soongly anb-Commaunist
Time magazine, a critic of the Tru-
man Administration, tell the seory as
of Oct, 22, 1851 (20 months after
MeCarchy made his original charges):

"He [McCarthy] bmi‘;d in, -hitﬁn}g
low blow after low blow. He s&t up
a barrage of new acrusations which
caaght the headlines, drawing atten-
tion away from the fact that he had
not made on his eriginal charge.
Ha m%n to produce m
names. Hut his most sensational
charge. was thag he knew the name of
‘the top Sovier espionage agent' in
the T7.5. The man so accused turned
out to be Owen Lattimore, @ Johns
Hapkins profésor and writer on Far
Eastern affairs. Lattimore in fact
had t influcnce inh U.8. academic
and journaiistic circlas dealing wich
the P'!:r Esst. He was an importang
facror in leading 1.5, voward policies
which many Americans regard as
tragicaily wrong.

“But that was not whae
maid about Latdimore He said that
Lattimore was ‘the top Soviet espion-

The PROGRESSIVE



age agent’—and to this day McCar-
thy has not prodoced a scrap of evi-
dence indicatdng that Lattimore was
a spy or in any way distoval”
Lattimore was subsequently sub-
jected to relentless examination by
the McCarran Commiitee of the Sen-
ate.  As a result of that inquiry, he
was indicced on seven counts of per-
ju a faderal jury. How-
fro, rodesal Jodge Lucher W
Youngdahl, foermerly Republican

Governor of Minnesota, promptly

dismissed four of the seven counts.

The counts dismised were ihe
most important of the seven, es
pecially Count 1 of the indicirmem
which charged thac Lattimore swore
falsely when he testified thac “T am
. not and pever have been a Com-
munist, a Soviee agent, a sympathizer,
or any other kind of a promoter of
Communism or Commurist inter-
e5ts"”  In dismissing this count, Judge
Youngdahl called #t "s¢ nebulous
and indefinite that a jury wounld have
to indulge in speculatien in order to
arrive at a verdict,” He said that it
was "'fundamental that a jury should
not be asked to determine an issus
which «cn be decided only on
conjecture.™

And yet a3 a sclf-appointed, one
man jury, McCarthy had not only
conjectured but had flatly charged
_that Lattimore was not oniy a Com-
munist but the “top Russian es-
pionage agent” in the United States.
The Department of Justice has ap-

pealed Judge Youngdahl's dismiscal
of the four counts. That s where
the Lattimere case stands now.

Fiies end the FBI

‘Repeatedly, as he bounced from
" one te another and one chargs
to another in the “numbers racker,”
MeCarthy had not only claimed he
was disclosing fresh, new information
- that he felt it his duty to present to
the pablic, but insisted that his in-
formation came¢ Bom the highly
secret  loyalty files of the State
Department.

“All the information I have gven
the Ssnate is in the State Dapariment
files” (Congressional Record, 1950,
£ 2083.) _ :

“Mr. President, I have before me
information from the State Depari-
ment files, information which the
President says the Sepate did not

April, 1934

‘Step Outside and Say That'

. -,
Horblock In The Wmkington Pk

have. (Cengressional Record, 1250,
fr. 2048.)

“You can be sure of this: if those
files would prove that McCarthy
was 4 liar, they would damn well
he opensd at sunrize tomoITOWw
morning.”

MeCerthy
fcan

Bafors -the Amer-
Saciefp of Newapaper
Editors. Apr. 20, 853

Two weeks Iater, President T-
man let the Scnate Investigating
Copymittee look at the HAles. Me
Carthy's reaction: was reported by
Time magazine Oct, 22, 19%);

“Before McCarthy even saw whar
the State Department bwrned over o
the Committee, he pronounced it ‘a
Ehany offer of phony files® The Fles

ave been ‘raped. he cried.”

It was after Mr. Truman had made
the files available, in response to Mc-
Carthy's repeated demand, that Mc
Carthy broadenced his demand for
additional files. Although he had
claimed yepeatedly up to then that
the Sizie Depariment files would con-
firm his accusazions, McCarthy now
demanded chac the following fles
would also have to be opmmed:

“The FBI files, the Civil Service
Comwrhission files, and where individ-
uzls have been investigated by the
Army, Navy, or secrer service, we
should atso chtain those files."

Congrensional Record
g 12, 1950, p. 10130

When President Trman did make

the State Department fles availahle
to the Senate Investigating Commit-
tee, McCarthy shouted at once that
the files did not contsin all of the
FRBI reports.

FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover put
the lie 1o chis gone in po unceriain
s, In oo leter to the chairman
of the Senate Investigating Commit-
tee, Sen. Millard K. Tydings, Hoover
wrate Sept. 8, 1050, chat all the in-
fermation sent over by the FBI was
coniiained im the State D £nt
loyalty files. (See photosiat, . 26.)

The legal protegtion of legislators

_ for what they say during debate on

the floor is su ted by a long and
honcrable u-anﬁﬁgi.

This protection enables a member
of Congress to make sweeping charg-
e against individwals ddring debate
and he can not be suad in a court for
slander or iibel. ' Newspapers also
can primt the accusations, even i
they are faise, because the s
in the are privileged and
procected from libel .

‘When Sen. McCarthy began his at-
tacks, he promised Congress and the
country he would not hide behicd his
Congressionz] immuniti:

"On the day when I take advamt-
age of the security we have on the
Semate floor, on that day I will re
sign from the Senate. Anything I say
on the floor of the Senate at zoy
time will be repeated off the floor.”

- . Corgressional Recoed
Beb. 26, 1950, p, 2043

But McCarthy did not siep oug
trom behind his legzl shield apd re-
peat the same charges off the foor.
He also did not resign.

The Ckrisiian Science Monitor, cne
of the most distinguished and uni.
versally respected of American news-
Eap:rs. commented  editorially on

pril 11, 1950;- .

. “Néver were pretzel-shaped thought
processes more ingeniously bent than
m the address delivered to the M-
ring Corps League at Passaic, N. J.
at the weekend. Pronouncing his
own speech ‘libelous if wneruye” he
proc te hurl at Owen Lattimore
cliarges which can neither be proyed
Lrus or unorue, .

“This was Sen. McCarthy's way of
prevending to come out from behind
the fonal fmmunity under
which he previously charged Mr, Lat- -
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tmore with being Russia's 'top es
pionage agent” in the United States.
- Sen. McCarchy, however, refrained
from rapeating this specific charge,
perhaps because to do so would per-
mit other opinions than his own to
determine whether ‘the charge is
libelous.”
Later,
position.
"When they make thoss files avail-
able so they can be used, those state-
ments will be made in publie,” he
told the American Society of News-
paper Editors, Apr. 20, 1950, :

ﬂfldui‘ Transeript of Speech and
Queeations, Master

Cow Washington, D. O,

As we have seen above, the files
were opened for the Senate investi-
gators two weeks later (May 4, 1950),
but Sen. McCarthy refused to deliver
on his promise to the nawspap
tors. Finally, on Aug. 9, 1951, Sem.
McCarthy admitted openly in a
apeech that he was not going 1o shed
hiz Senatorial immuniry.

Congresrione! Record
Aug. 9. 1951, p. I528

Fo the years thai have followed,

rt of countless char nst
E:aunﬂess md.wu:lualur, Mcs(:m;rr;gmhm
carefu]ly avoided azying off the figor
of the S$epate many of the statements
he has made on the Hoor or in the
equally privileged sessions of his in-
vestigating cominitiee.

McCarchy's original charges of
Communists in the State Departmenit,
© made first at Wheeling, W. Va., and

ted in variouws forms in the
months that followed, resulted in a
Senate investigation which produced
3,000,000 words of tuumonjr The
inquiry was canducted by 'z sabcom-
mittee of the Senate Committee on
Foreign Relations headed by then

McCarchy shifted his

er edi--

Szn. Millard Tydings majority
of the subcommittee (all
reached these eonciusions Jlil-l]" 1%,

195G

"“Sen. McCarthy and MﬂGa.rth}fm
have been exposed for what they are
and the sight is not a pretty one”

oCarthy's “charges and methods are

a Eraufi and a hoax,” and constituted

haps thé most nefaricus cam-

paign of untruth in the history of
our republic.” '

“We have seen the technique of
the “Big Lig" elsewhere employed h].r
the tetalitarian dictator with
tating success, wtilized here for l:h!!
first time on a sustzined basis in our
history. We have seen how, through

repetition and shifting vntraths ivis

possible to delude great numbers of
mlt'll

"We sincerely ‘h-clzﬂe that ch
of the character which have been
made in this case seriously impeir the
efforts of our ageneiss of government

_to combat the problem of subversion.

Furthermore, extravagant aliegations,
which canrot be proved andlﬁc not
subject to proof, have rhe inevitable
eﬂ‘ecz of dulling the awareness of all
Americans o the tme menace of
Communism.”

Gﬂm‘lt Reparf
.l.!;m.t &int

oﬁ-ﬁuﬁmm&mﬁ 208

Although Sen. H Caboy Ladge,
Republican of M usgtts, one of
the two Republican membars of the
comittee, declined to ligh the ma-

ori he did that the
S o had failed to

produce
a single Eummumat in [hl:
Depaxtment.
On the fioor of the Senate, Sen.
Warren Magnuson of Washingten

‘DML

- asked Sen. Lodge this question:

“Did the Senator from Mass-
achunetts in his investigation find

J. Edgar Hoover Makes s Comparison

la mpproach to the internal

cbjective search

" j I .
; for t]:e truth; slowly, carefully, patiently developlng all the evidence; and

'hudllnquch pobject ot an individial
wildly, hoping that io the broadside the guiley
humber of innocadnt lnjumedocthat metfhod s
nntithesis of demneratic law enforcement.  Security imvestiga- -
Hﬂmmb&mﬂduﬂgd!alrly accurately and without hyaterla. That 1 the

blunderbizg meihod,
will be hit unmindfyl of

wronyg. the very
alm of the FBL"
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State

any  Communists in the State’
D tment?™ |
o,Idndnut,"rephadSmLudge..
Cungren:lnna!

Juliz 21, $950, p. 10933

This single-senténce conclukion by
a member of McCarthy's own party
simmarizes the putcome of an in-

vestigation which teok four meonths -

and amembled 3,000,080 words,

Four years to the month afrer Me-

Carthy's original charges of rampant

‘Communism in the State Depaitment

under Dean Acheson, the Christian

Science Monitor (Feb. 16, 1954} e
ported that two top Republican -

spokesmen for the State D _
Undersecretary Walter Smith
and Security Chief - Scott McLeod,
testified before a House A i-
agdons suboommitees that “no active
Communist hay been uncovered
the Stzte Depargment in the year or
more of Républican comtrol.”

Balaoce $heet

" Aithough Sen. McCarthys réckless -

charges - were disproved by Re-
publican and Democratic investigat-
ors alike, the Wisconsin. Senator soon
began to make claims of specihic

. gains from his "cruszde agaimst Com-

munisin  in gevernment™ Suppose
we have a look at the "achieverments”

as he himaelf spelled them out for the

period between February, 1950, when
he made his original
January, 1853, when he became chair-
man of the Permanent Senate Sub-
committee on I[nvestigations.
latécr phase of his career O covergd
on Pages 32 o 50.)

Precisely what did McCarthy claim
for this first phase of headline-
hunting?

“We got
Mmm out, Wadleigh, George Shaw
Wheeler, and a few others.”

- MI:CMIIF;’ Infecview, US. News and
orld Repost, Sepd. 7, J931

The official records abow how
totalty faise these claims were, and
they show tgo why Time magazine,
a strong critic ‘of the Demorratic Ad-
ministration, concluded that MoCar

thy had made a “miserable -showing -

as an exposer of Feds.”

Mn(:auhyd;ldnutgenllguﬂm
Hisa
This

mode his charges.
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rtment, -

msigned from- the State De-
- partment in February, 1947, :
was thres vears before Mcﬂaﬂhy

B and .

(This .~

Alger Him owt, we got

I



Fiss was first named by Whittaker

- Chambers in 1948 and was forced in-

b the open by the House Un-Amer-

jcan Acowvities Committee. This was

iwo yeary before McCarthy made his
charges.

It was the FBI and the Department
of Justice, not McCatthy, thar “got™
Hiss. .

Hiss was coovicted Jam. 2, 1950,
when a jury decided he had lied in

denying that he had passed secret-

"State  Department  documents o
Chambers. The ¥BI prepared the
evidence and the Justice Department
prosecuted.  The case was over and
Hiss was convicted befors McCarthy
made his first charges in Wheeling,
Feb. 9, 1850, .

McCarihy did mor get Garl Alde
Marmni.

Marzani, a farmer emEIo}reg of the
Office of Srrategic Services, was ex-
posed by Stare Depariment investi-
pators as a Communist and was fired
in December, 1946, before McCarihy
was swotn in af a S2aator. The FBI
and the Smtc Department’s investi-

tors dug the information and

e ]ustict partmnent successfully
prosecuted the case.

McCarthy did not get Henry Julian
Wadleigh,

Chambers named Wadleigh as an
other State Department employee whe
had passed out deocuments. Then
Wadleigh * testified for the federal
govermument against Hiss. McoCarthy
again had absolutzly nothing to do
with it. In fact, Wadleigh left the
State Department in M6 Gefore
MeCarthy came Fo the Sengie—and
was <X by Chambers before Mc-
Carthy made his first zspeech on the
mh]ect

Hc(‘.anhy did mot get Genrge Shaw
Wheeler,

Wheeler worked for the Foreign
" Economic Administration and the
War Department unt! 1947 when he
was eased out while facing a lovalty
probe. He had been working in the
U.S. milizary povernment in Germany
.at the time and he fled to Czecho
slovakia where the Soviees took him
in and put him to work as an eco-
nomics instructor. (Chicage Trib-
une, Apr. 13, 1950.)

These, then, are the four officials -

McCarthy claimed to have “go.
Actually, ag the official records shor,

. April, 1954 -
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all four were dismissed from
ment service before McCarthy began
his sensational hunt for headlines.

Tt was this vecord which led Time
magazine to observe on Qi 22, 1961:

“After nearly two years of tamping

the nation, shoatting thit he was
‘rooting out the skunks,’ just how
many Communists had joe rooted
out? The onswer: none.”

But just as he used a variety ot
numbers in charging there were Com-
muaisis in the Stace Department, Mc
Carthy ha: also msed different seis of
names on different oceasions.

When the evidence showed that
the four he had named in the 5.5,
News and World Report were dis

missed: hefore he raised the question -

of Communiag in government, Mo
Carthy switched to a new group of
names. For inssnce, in the con-
densaticn of his hook, McCarthyism:
The Fight for Awmerica, which ap-

in the'May 1952 issue of Cos-
mopolitan, McCarthy asked himself a
number of questions and procesded
to answer them

One of the questions i5: “Will you
give the names of wome of those who
have been removed from governrsent
service as 2 resuit of your proofd"

It is significant to know here thas
McCarthy does not now refer o cthe
Stzte Depariment but to £ne
setvice,” despite che fact thae all his
criginal charges were leveled against
the State Deparonent.

1t is equally striking that while Mc-
Carthy listed che names of t;ghr. in-

dividuals in thin Cosmopelitan con-
densation, not one of them was on
the list he compiled in the U.S. Newn
and World Feport intervienr. The

- ntw batch of cases covered eight in-
dividuals in » variety of government

ts,' but here again’the of.

. ficial records show that McGarthy

played ne part in any of these caser.
A ypical example, and we select

t.hisbngb:came:trc ents the

only case am the ei w.lm:h re-

sulted in conviction apd im -

ment, involved William

Remington was first investigated Jong

_ before McCarthy began his attacks.

Actually, it was in-July, 1948, 2 year
and. a half before McCarthy fost
brought his charges, that a Senate In-
vestigating Committes, headed by
Seh. Homer Fergusorn, Michigan Re-
publican, first ipoked inm the R.cm-
ingron case.

Sen. Ferguion, a strong Mcﬂarr_hy_
supporter, said on Apr. 4, 1951, that
he did not want to discount the work
McCarthy had dene, but he made it
clear that “outside of S2n. McCarthy's
general statements of Communism in
government, which of omime em-
braced Remi A | ally o
not: know of ﬁ?nﬂrumm work he
did in the Remington case.” (Letter
to Robert H. Fleming, Apr. 4, 1951)

McCarthy has been equally care
less, om occasion, in claiming oredit
for the conviction of top Commumiat

leaders in the United States. What
are the officiz] facts?
After a prolonged trial in New

York City in 1949 (one full year Be-
fore McCarthy first raised his voice
on the subject of Communismm at
Wheeling, W. Va.), the  government
obtained the conviction of cléven top
Communist leader.

In addition, through the work of
the ¥BI and the Pépartment of Jus-
tice, Julius and Ethel RosenBerg,
David Gresnglass, Harry Gold, Mor-
ton Sobel], and othdrs wers mﬂ‘lm:tﬂd
on ‘charges of espionage.

In none of these cases did MceCar-
thy play any part whatever, :
The story of “the Numbers Game”
provides the d =appinst
which the readsr can follow what

- McCarthy did—and failed to do—

about the *2G5" or "8L” or “57
when he took over as chaimman of che
Senate Subcommittee on Ihvestiga-
Hons with foll T (0 prove his
case (Ser Page 33),

Py



THER_E was 4 time when many
Americans—both Republicins
that the
United States and the Soviet (Jnion
could eyist in peace, at least om a

and Democrats hoped

liveand-let-live basis, however di-
vergent weré their respactive philos
ophies, Thiz belief mme out of our
wartime alliance with Russia ng-nmst
Hitler's Nazis,

Typical of the {ormer atfitude of
the American people toward Russia
was this comment by Gen. Douglas
MacArthur in 1942:

“The world situatisn at the present
time indicates that the hopes of
civilization rest wpon the worthy ban-
ners of the courageous Russian
Army."

Qooted in Roosevelt and Hepkina,
by Robert Sherwood. po 97

The MNational Council of American-
Soviet Friendship, now on the Ar
tormey General's oster of subversive
_ icitions, oumbered during

World War 1 such émingnt Amet-
icans a5 Thomay W. Lamonr, 3 part-
ner of J. P. Morgan; Owen ID. Yum::g
of General Electric; Mrs, Rei
owner of the New York Hevold-Tyib-
une; Secretary of Commerce Jesse
Jones, and Lieut Gen. Leslie G Mc-
Nair. In 1844, Gen. Eizenhower
hailed the Council with this greeting:

30
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“I wish Council the wimost suc-
- posx in worthy work it is under-
taking.” And as late ‘as the fall of

1946, Joseph R. McCarthy made a
statement whose accuracy he left un-
challenged for seven years, in which
he was quoted as saying: “Sealin's
proposal for world disarmament is a
great thing and he must be given
crécdit for being sincere.” (Milwau-
kep Journal, Now, 18, 1944.)

Looking back on that od im-
mediately following World War II,
Secretary of State John Foster Dulles

recently said that “chose in charge of

our foreign policy at that time seemed
ta have assumed, 2 was quite natural
perhaps ro assume —many of us did
—that we were eneering inte an era
of lasting peace, and that the Soviet
Union would not be a threat™

Dulles Press Conference,
Noo. 25, 1953, Neor York Times

Myr. Dulles’ comment came in re-
sponse to a statement made in Tokyo
by Viee President Richard Nixen.
Nixan told the Japaness-Awmetican
Society in Tokyo that “we misjudged
the incennons of the Sovier lezders.”

In the months that followed in late
1945 and early 1946 it became in-
creasingly clear that the Soviet Un-
ion was less interested in friendly
relations with the free world, and

? Guarding
America’s
Sec‘u_ritjy

An Elaborate System
Protects the Government
From Spies and Subversives

especially with- the Trnited States
than many Americans had thought
would be the case in the when
the Soviets were our warame allies in
desiroying Hitlerism.

When it became a nt that the
Soviet Union pouefpimmman: oy
world and that her agents and
dupes in the United States were bent
on furthering the imperial dasigns of
the Soviet Union by weakening
the United States, our government
launched an elaborate program te
guard cur security against thosewhe
would commit espionage, sabotage.
and subversion.

Actually, as far back as the Hatch
Act of Aug. 21, 1989, it bad beén un-
lawful for any employee of the gov-
erment to have meémbership in a
party which advocates the overthrow
of the constitational form of gowern- -
ment of the United States,

Gravely concerned over mounting
evidence of Soviet intransigence in
16, Congrese went further and gave
the Ssrretary of State the ripht to fire
employeed “whenever he shall deem
it necessary or advisable in the in
terests of the Undted Stares” Tais
action was token before McCarihy
wirs e!:ctcd to the United States
Senate.

On June 9, Iﬂ'ﬂr’,thr.thcnSmc_
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tary of State, George G Marshall, ap-
pointed a special Personnel Security
Board to get rid of “securiry risks.”
The Board did just this: it quickly

recommended the dismissal of ten

employees. This was two years
. before McCarthy made hia  first
charge of Communism jn the State
Department. . .
The Truman Administration
laynched a comprehensive system of
investigation throughout the federal
service. Skilled investigators, many
of them former FBI agents, were em-
ployed to make the initizl inquires.
Their data was submitted to a g;muF
of appraisers whose job it was to sife
the evidence and te report to the
boards created to take tescimony and
make deciilans. :

J- Edgar Hoover Explaing
The Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion, headed by J. Edgar Hoover,
gl,ajred a decisive part then, as it
oes now, i the operations of the
federal government's loyzlty and se-
curity program. A glimpse of the
* chavracrer and scope of this aperation
can be gleaned from the testimony
before the House Subcommittee om
Appropriaticns Jan. 24, 1943, by .
Hoover. He then
that the FBI had processed over
4,000,000 employee and
job applicant formas since the lovalty
program was launched in 1947, Of
that number the FBI “opened 20,051
active mvestigations.”

“That is," Hoover explained to the

Congressional Commitiee, “we hawve
opened those Investigations predicat-
u information recsived or in
our l?loef that the individual may be
disloyal. Qur purpose then is to get
the facts, 1o see whether the allega-
ticns can be proved or disproved.
“It has been nécessary in only one-
half of one per cent of afl the loyalty
forms checked o corduct full field
investipations; 287 employees have
either beem removed from office or
denied 2ppointment in government
service a3 a resuit of these investiga-
tions; 9,837 have been retained or
arcepied for employment; 2,824 re-
signed dering the course of the in-
vestigation, This action raises a
question as to why they resignad,
whether from guilty consciences or
for other reasons.”
Gen. Conrad E. Srow, New Hampr

© April, 1954

shire Republican, who then headed

the State Department's Lovalty Se-
curity Board, summarized the char-
acter of the in a speech giv-
en Oct. 24, 1981, when he said:

“II the FBI on this record check
turns up 2 single icém of derogatory
information, in rhe loyaley field, the
employee i given a full field investi-
gadon, and the confidential reports
?]E the Di:\rﬂﬁgatiun are submitied w

e partment . alty  Securi
Board for dmerminﬁ;ynn 11;1' the eu?
ployees loyalty and security risk.
These investigative repotts constitute

the prosecution—the ‘state’s case’
which ig betore the Board for judicial
uon.ll .

The Loyalty 2nd Security Program
which operated before the Eisenhow-
er Administration revived it was es
tablished Mar. 21, 1947, in Executive
Ordar 9835,

This program was in-

' augu;'ﬂtad nearly three years befors

McCarthy launched his charges of
Communizm in government.

At the top of the President's pro-
gram was placed a special Loyalty
Peview Board in the Civil Service
Commission. First Chairman of this
important agency was Seth Richard-
son, described by Time magazine
June 18, 1951, as “a wealthy Wash-
ington corporationt lawyer, a Repub-
lican, and an avowed Dsolationist.
His Republicanism went way back—
to the Hoover Administration, when
he was Assistant Attorney General,
and beyond that, back to his days in
North Dakota™ Richardson was suc-
cesded in 1951 by Hiram Bingham,
who was formerly a conservative Re-
publican Senator from Conmecticat.

Each department was ordered: to
set Tp an Investigating program and
to name loyalty boards to hear loyal-
ty cascs, all of which were subject to
final review by the Loyalty Review
Boanl. Since it wad the State Depart-
ment that McCarthy concentrated on
exclusively during this period, it is
pertinent to recall here the sunming
up made by Gen. Soow, the New
Hampshire Bepublican who bheaded

A LETTER TO THRE PROGRESSIVE;

‘As A Catholic . . .’

GrAnaM GeRPENE, ENGLISH NOVELIST _
AND DISTTNGUISHED CATHOLYN LAYMAN,
 MADE THIS COMMENT ON McoCARTEY IN

“As & Catholic | am complately opposed ta everything that Mc
Carthyism stands for—the smaar tactics which he uses would be de.
scribed in theclogical terms as o lack of charity which to a Cathalic
(and he pretends to be cna) arhounts to & mortal sin.

“We Catholics of Europs beliove that the aspects of Communism
which we, as Catholics, sre reguired to fight, ean only be faught with
honesty and we fael that 2 far worse enemy then Communism is the
kind of trescharcus Catholicism which is represented by McCarthy,”




the . State Department’s Loyalty Se-
curity Board during this period
Said Gen. Snow in & public address:

‘T do oot know of a single item
of new evidence comtributed by
Sen. McCarthy ¢hae helped the
State Department's Lovalty and
Security Panel w0 pass on lﬂllﬂf- !
alty charges,

*The Board thought the other da
that it might have some help &wﬁ
the Senaror. Fe had on the
fioor of the Senace that a State De-
partment employee was assopoiating
with the Compmupists. Omn inguiry
made of the Senator of the name of
the Communist, his office reptied that
the Senator had had the name in lris
hand when he made the statement,
had had it on a slip of paper, Suz he
had lost the paper!”

*Sen. McCarthy has raised a lot of
dust, mistaken for mmoke, by tramp-
ing around the nation and making
over and over again the same base
less and disproved accusations.

*This one man is able (o raise
so uch dost only because {13 he
in a Senator of the United States,
and (2) he ipﬂh ia a loud and
detormined woice and waves in
his hand = bunch of phoroscats
that nobody takes the mouble o
examine.”

"This is MeCarthyism,” the Gen-
eral said at another point, “the mak-
ing of bascless accusations regarding
thc loyalty and integrity of public of-
Ecers and employees who
is himeelf in. high pubtlic office and
who uses his office at omne and the
szme time a5 a platform from which
to shout his accusations and a5 a
screen to protect himself from-action
for defamation. The p of ix
all is, of course, not the public ineer-
cst, but political advancement io
-apmodofpuhhctensmnami

" excitement.”

Speech by Gen. Conrad B, Snow, vpted I

in the New ¥York Times, Oct, 25, 1951

This was ¢he sitvation when
the Republican Administration of
Dwight D. Eisenhower took affics in
{Ta.nua.ry 1953,
nion Address, President Eisenhower
said that the responsibility for “keep-
ing out the disloyal and the danger-
cis” rested primarily en the Execu-
tive branch of the government. The

3z

‘the Executive branch

say that unless

sa, it "In
vited disorder and confusion™ by be-
ing policed by another branch of the
goveInment,

President went on to

‘The Eisenhower Administration ra.
placed the Troman Yoyalty and Se- |

curity Program with its own program.
James C. Hageriy, press secretary 1w
President Eisenhower, in expl:mmg
the Administration’s -Security Pro-
gram, emphasized on Oct. 23, 1953,
these five factors that were being ap-
plied ‘by the new security system:

L. Al new dpplicants for federal
servies must he invest ﬂed Those
who got nen-sensitive jobs are investi-
gatad only hy their own departmen
P and get a “name check” in the FBI

.

2. All persons considered for po-
sitions in semaitive agenc:es are given
a "full held frmuhgaum meaning
thiat FBI agents inventigate their back-
grotruds exhaustively by checking as-
sociates, former employers, family,
friends, and similar sources.

3. All past mmngnuuns that
were not completed 'will be re-made,

4. Al who received a fuli
field investigation In the Truman
Administration are now receiving
another full field investigation wnder
the Eisenhowsr regime. Hagerry
stated that this rule applied w pér-

sons who were so investigated mmljr-

because they got scnsitive jobs, as
wellnathmwhogﬂdu:fu]lﬁeld
inguiry because adverse d»rz had
been filed against them.

5. All employee:s who have
had adverse information fled

In his State of the

- move and, in Eact, movi

against chem will receive Eull ﬁe]d
Lﬂi’ﬂ-tlg'ﬂ.[lom

Factors 1 and 2 are, nf Course, ap-
i)hnd to all new applicants, while the

t thres figure In the re-examination’
of suspacted hold-over eruploysss.

Early in [954, the Eisenhowet Ad-
ministration announced the refcase of
2,200 -employees under this mew se-

curity Depite a storm of
mum&:ﬁ gt the 2530 ‘EE:;'@- Was
misleading becawse it inel wany
whe talked or drank ton0 much or had
other character defects, Atty. Gen.
Herbert Brownell “refused to
arate the ‘drunks’ from the ‘spies.””
{New York Times, Jan. 21, 1954.}
The demand for a breakdewn
gained in volume as piecemeal reports
on dismisals in individual depart-
menty made it clear that an almest -
negligible number involved any -

_picion of “disloyalty."

Brownell Makes 2 Claimn
It is not the function of this study
of McCarthy's epcrations to evaluate
the merit, or lack of merr, of the
alty and securit programs o
:::r..llgaj;:d by Prmid:nt “Truman la:.'nd
after him by Presidemt Eisenhower..
We cite the record showing the
vigilant policing of the Federal Sexrv
ice merely to underscore what has
been em by w0 many top
federal whether Republican
or Democrat.—namelj' that the Ex-
eaitive branch of the government
has, without waiting for McCarthy to
long - be-
fore he made his Grst charges, estab: -
Tlished claborate machinery to guard
againat disloyelty and subversion in .
the federal establishment. :
As the Eisenhower Administration
neared the end of its first year in
power, Atty, Gen. Herbert Browmell
proudly claimed for the GOP regime
that it had licked che problem of
Commuttists in government. In a
: at Fort Worth, Tex., he a5
serted he thinks “all suspected Reds
have. been cleaned out of the govern-
ment.” (Associated Press dispatch,
Dec. 14, 1953.) But McCarthy clung
tenaciously to his political meal tick-
et and sullenly rejected Brownell's
conclusion—although in  this - case
McCarthy ‘did not smear his critic,
as he had so many tinees in the past.
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McCarthy
Takes Over

Ag Chairman of the Investigating
Committee McCarthy Produced.
Many A Hepdling That Did

Not Stand Up.as the

- Evidence Unfolded

OR NEARILY three years, Senm.

‘McCarthy had hurled hiy charg-
€5 of Communism in gﬂvemmem
while he was 2 member of the Re-
publican minority without power 1o
contlnes formal in tions. In
January., 1953, whﬂzpubhcam
ook control of the national govern-

It js noteworihy that in the {5 months
that have followed, & period in which

by McoCarthy's Subcommittes in-
volved the Voice of Atnericn, the ra-
din broadcasting branch of the State
Department's International Informa-
tion Administration (IIA), which
told the American story in some 40
languages to n potential audience of

800,000,000 in 87 countries and which.

put more program hours on the air
than NBC and CBS combined.
Public hearings began Feh. 16,
1958, and mm.inugd on and off for
15 days unul Mar. 19, For 'days be-
Fore the firgt hearings, stories in-
spired.-by McCarthy and his zides
built up a frightesing picture of sub-
version, espionage, and waste. ‘Thus,
on Feb, 13, the Wahington, D.C.,
Times-Herald proctaimed:

Paompus Torn or ANTLUS. Pror
m Voire
INPILTRATION CALLED APPALLING .

"A Senate investigation of Com-
munist influence in the Voice of
Amenca headquarsers here has un-

covered amazing evidence of a con-
spiracy to subvert American policy in
this nation’s yadio propaganda broad-
caste abrpad. :

“Scores of witnesses questioned by

. day and night in the past week have

involved high officials in & detailed

arcount sup by documentary
proof which indicates detibarace sab-
otage of American objectives in fors

cign propaganda.” .
Ou Feb, 14, the Cleveland Plain

" Dealer announced:

MoCartiy Hios SaBoTace By SoME
ON Vorcs Caspy

. McCarthy said most of today's
mndence d{;alr. with “a vast amaamt of
waste runming into ns of miflions'
but he declioed 1o elaborate. The
rest of the evidence dealt 'nnﬂl
subversion.”

On Feb. 1), the New York Times
bioke it this way:
McGanTey SIFTING VOICE OF AMERICA
HEARINGS ON MISMANAGEMENT AND

SUBYENAION CHARGYL TO B
HELD NEXT WEEK

. The sensational charges of an ¢s-
pionage conspiracy operaring within
the Voice of America boited down to
Lhaac Mmajor accusations:

One—Two giant lﬂﬂﬂ-kilowatl: -
dio transmitiers nemed Baker East -

.and Baker West because of their loo

u

k)




cation on the. two major coasts of
the United States, were deliberately
placed in-locations where they would
be ineffective, with an estimated
waste of $18,000,000. This, in effect,

was a charge of sabotage againgt Voice .

officials in charge of lecating the
waansmitters.  Accually, the result of

the McCarthy mvestlgatmn, as the

evidence below emphasizes, was the
cancellation of the world's two most

riul transmitters—precisely the .

end sought by the Soviets.

Two—In broadcasts to Latin
America “very sinister influtnces”
were working in a “pattern”
that was "stij]j.ng ant-Communist
propaganda”

Three—The Hebrew language
broadcasts to Jsrael were ordered

cancelled as part of a “patiern”
- performing a preat service to the
Communist canse. This “pattern”
was too ‘consistent” to be “mere
stupidity.”

Four—The head of the religious
desk. of the Voice of America was ac
cused of being an arheist.

An eéxamination of the official
wstimony—plus documented evi-
dence the Subcommittee curiously
Failed to examine . show:s how far ye-
maved were the facts from, the nrigi
nal charges given great prominence in
the natign’s press.

Baker Eaut and Weit

n 1951 the Voice of America de-
cided to build the world's two maost
powerful broadcasting stations, Bak-
er West to be at Ssurtle, Washingtan,
and Baker East to be in the Cape
Hatteras area of North Carplina. On
the first day oi his public hearings,
McCarthy sought to plant the impres-
sion that the sveas selected for Baker
East and Wast were not the best sites
and were choser hy disloyal officials
to weaken the Voice and thus aid the
Communist cause.

Said McCarthy Feb, 16, 1953 (Hear-
ings, ppr. #9) "As well as the ques-
tion of waste, what other significance
do you firid in this location of Baker
Fast and West? . . . . Assnme 'do not
want that [voice] to reach Commu-
nist territory. Would not the best way
te sabotzge that voice be to place
your trarsmicters within that magnet-
i¢ storm area? . . . . Now has it ever

34

been _suggﬂmd by those whe have

worked with you in the Voice that-

this mislocation of stations, the waste
in the construction program, has not
been entirely as a resuit of incom-
peoence, but that some of it may have
been purposely planned that way¥™

"On the following day, Feb. 17, the
Chicago Tribune frompaged the
story with the assertion that “Senate
investigators disclosed that the sites
of the stations were apparently select-
ed to facilitate jamming of American
broadcasts by Russia” -

Part of McCarthy's charge, that the
wrong locations had been selected,
was backed by Lewis McKesson, a
former of the Voice, who
testibed that the locations for both
Baker East and West were improper
because of the alleged interference
with radic trapsmission by the aurorzl
absorption belt (magnetic storms far
above the earth extending for about a
1,000-miie bele around the north
magnetic pole). McKemon testd
that in his opinion the more southerly
locations 1os Angeles for Baler
West, and southern Florida for Baker
East would be the proper locarioms.
f8ummary of Comirzittee Hearings,
Feb. 16, gp. 2:3.)

Pm additional charge was made ansd

tedly emphasized before the

itter fhat the National

Bureau of Standards way never
consuleed:

“McCarraay: Is it a fact that the

“Voire never contacted the Bureau of

Standards when they were consider-
ing the location of Ba]mr Eas: and
Weat?

YD, NEWBERN SMITH {chwf Cen-
trul Radic Propagadon Eabeoratary,

Radio

“The Big Lie

"Dremagogues who ahear the loud-
eat al:nufwhnﬂummdmum:am anw;dm':vh; ameg .
Tees em
mmm are the fore-

¥ Comtuninm—the Big Lie. They can
be just an grest m denger to your
country and mine—Bo Yo
atd  tnibp—-py e Commynist g
cplex.  They maore
dangerous i that they are oot ar
easly detected 2nd exposed mx the
Communists are."*
Bow, MapcAner Carse Saoms-
Meine Brpublican

can be even

‘Stendards): That is

Surean  of
correct. We were never  Formally
contacted." (Committee Henrings,

Feb. 16, p. 11)

This picowre of 2 group of Voice
officials furtively deciding on loca-
tions for the two giant transmitters
without consulting Bureau of Stand-
ards axperts iz demolished by the
face. Offical records which were not
submitted to the McCarthy investi-
gavors, sthow char the Voice aof
America not only consulted the Cen-
tral Radio Propagation Laboratories
of the Burean of Standards, but

“sought and received -the expett coun-

stl of the research laboraiories of the
tion of America, the
Signai Corps of the U.5. Army, 2nd
the Research Laboratory of Electren- ™
i of the Massachunsetts Institute of
Technology.

‘The RCA report, conducted under

. Contract 8CC-1A-1851, was completed

and delivered in March 1951. This
report concluded: "For TransPacific
tranamissions, Seattle is mmew]:mr. bet-
mer than Los Angeles.”

On Mar. 2, [951, the Signal Corps
presented its propagation study, a
technical analysis without conclusion, ..
to the Voice of America as requested
on: Feb. 23, 1951,

On Apr. 17, 1951, the CRPL of
the Burean of Standards {(Newbern
Smith's division) submitied a 39-page
report covering data eo determine Io-
cations for Baker East and West as

uested by the Vojce 2t a mef:,i::f
held in the Natiopa! Bureau of Stand-
ards Feb. 25, 1951,

This Eaet.if not a contradiction of
Dr. Smith's sworn testimony, gquoted
above, which McCarthy repeated
many times with vitally damaging ef-
fect, i3 at least direct evidence -that
D, Smith's staternent was extremely
mitleading. Technicallys the Bureau
was not consnlied on locaffon, but it
was asked and gave a $0-page report
of data to-be used in delermining lo-
catipn. McCarthy asked the one
question on locgtion only. He made
no effort. to bod our whether any con-
sultation had taken place, nor did Dy.
Smith volunieer information on the
fzct that the Bureau of Standards had
prepared a Sg-[;.ge report which he
must or should have known about,

Proof of the fact that the Bareau of
Standards did indesd conduce a
propagation stdy ac the request of
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Vaice officials is found in the com
plete tramscript of letters on file i
the State Departroent. One of the;e
letrers, from the Voice to the Bureaw
of Standards, dated Apr. 25, 1951,
thanks the Bureau for “the propaga-
tion study submitted o ws un
vour letter of Apr. 17, 1951." An-
other, from the Burean of Standards,
dated Apr. 27, 1951, discusses the
studiss made for the Voice
Meanwhile, sm Mar. 8, 1951, far
From acting hastily or furtively, Voice
officials had uested the Research
YLahoratory of Electronics at the
Massachusetts Institute of Technol-
agy 0 set up a special project {which

mcluded a2 representative of the Bu-.

rean of Standatds) to evaluate all
" three of the smdies previously made

Will It Come fo This?

and present a recommendation for @M.

locations of Baker Ezst and West.

In May, 1951, the MIT study
group, using all the data available
from the previous inqgniries, includ.
_ing the study made by the Burtau of
Standards, endorsed two sites, both of
which were accefled by the Foice of
America.

Later in I9%1, Lewis McKawon,
who had been a principal witness
supporting McCarthy's view, pressed
" his “auroral absorpuion belt” objec-
" tions to the two locations. The Voice
asked the Research Laboratory of
Elecironics at MIT te reevaluale
its ‘findings in the light of these
objections.

On Dec. 25, 1951, Dr. J. B. Wics
ner, director of MIT Research Lab-
gratory of Electronics, by letter to the
State Department, emphatically re-
confirmed the twe original sites in

Washington and North Carolina as .
the best locztions ard stated that Me.

Kesson's “methed of analysis is so
oversimplified as to lead to erroneous
conclusions. . . We believe that the
griginal recommendation that the
Baker station should be placed in
Seattle is still sound.”

-‘-;“"..-' . ’ .
Justua ln The Minneapclis Star

tions Commission (o obtain acinal
data from a monitoring service on
the Wes: Coast. The, results were
not condusive, but southern Cal-
ifornia sites were explored in July of
that year. On July 14, a Voice of
America stalf report, which carefully
weighed all the Eactors, recommended
“that there be no change in the pres-
ent site [Seatile] of the Baker West
transmitter.”

Om Feb. 21,
MIT, kead of the study project, re-
ported that “though there would be
times whet the Seactle (Fansmissions
would be poorts than the scuthern
gites . . . under favorable conditions
transmissions from Seattle would pro-
vide swonger signals than more
southerly poinits. We attempted 1o
determine the relative duratdon of
theze various conditions and then
formed the judgment that for this
particular application the Seande site
wonld provide a more suitable serv-
ice. . . . McKesson believes that the
location [Bzker East] should be fur-

On the strength of this report, the “ther south, possibly in Florida. 1 do

Voice of America went ahead on i
sices in Seattle and North Carolina.
In February, 1952, further MIT stod.
i#s on auroral abesorption raised some
new concern on the whole problem,
Subsequently, at a meeting of experts
which indunded McKesson as well as
representatives of all’ the scientific
study groups concerned, it was de-
cided to get the Federal Communica-
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not believe that anything will be
gained by such a move during nor-
mal conditions. The RCA datz, which
we still believe to be reasomable, in-
dicared that any location en che
southeast coast of the United Stares
would be equally good. Cape Ha-
texas was suggested becanse iz ap-
peared to be slightly better tshar most
other locations.™

R gty ik

1958, Dyr. Wiesner of -

None of the abgye data, showing at
warst -2 confict of expert an,
was ever presented zt che Md]anhy
hearings. None of the engineering
experts 'who would have cestified in
favor of the asites sclecied by the
Vuoice were aver aubpoenzed 1o ap-
peat. In fact one of them, Andrew
Ring, a private radio engineering
consultant, was a2t the hearing Feb.
16; when Dr. Wilson Compton, ad-
ministrator of the Veice, wanting him
to tescify, stated, “"He is right here,”
McCarthy simply repeated, “He'is
right here” [pape 30, Feb. 15, Gom-
mitiee Hearings) and then wenk righs
an asking other questions.

Later, whea Ring was away, R
M. Cohn, McCarthy's chief mrunszz :
staced he could not get hold of

* Ring. McCarthy berated the State De-

partment for - mentioning withesses
who were “out in the Pacifiz and not
available,” although Hen Crosby, De
partment spokesman, made it clear
that Ring was in the country amd
available when the list of wibtnesses
was submitted to the McCarthy Sub-
commiteee. {EHearings, Mor. 3, p. 362) -

Testn Conhitin Chodce

Even more remarkable is che Fact
that on Mar. 3, only ten days afier
the Feb. 2], 1953, letter from Dr.
Wiesner of MIT eo the Stabe Depart-
ment {guoted above), Cohn, in re.
sponse to a reguest to get Dr. Wies
fer's testimony, steted:

*The staff contacted Dr. Wiesner
af MIT. We wglked to him, three of
us on the line for over ore hour. Dr.
Wigmner stated that it was his con-
cdusion that Baker West, from a
standpoint of efficiency and reliabil-
ity, should be moved south and away
From Seattle and that he would just
as soon not come down and testify ax

that would be his opinion.” (p. 361,
Mar. 3 Hearings)
Cobn's claim is ast.-:m be-

cause five months later, on ]ul}f 51, -
1958, in a letzer rransminting the re-
port prepared by MIT in conjunction
with the Ridio Gorporation of Amer-
ica and the Federal Communications
Commission, Dr. Wiesner wrote:
“After further consultation with
representatives of the International
Enformation Administration, and also
with Dr, H. H. Beverage of Radia
Corporation of Arnerira, it was con-
cluded thae i large differences in

35



signal level of the sort pm-chcmd by
Mr. McKesson actually existed they

would most certainly he disclosed by
a brief series of measurements. Ac-
cordingly, plans were made to Com-
duct tests during the period from
May 28 to July 7, 1952, with amist-
ance from the FCC under arrange-
ments established by the Deparl;mmt
of State.

“The results of these tests fail-
ed. to substantiate Mr. McEesson's

e

‘In a statement Jan. 18, 1954, Sen.
Henry M. Jackson, a member of the
McCarthy Subcomimitee, emphasized
that both Dr. Wieaner and the Radio
Corporaticn of America had en
dorsed the original location of the
projects at Seattle and Cape Hatieras.
Said Sen. Jackson: “Their approval
had been based upen their own stud-

ies and soudies of cthe National Bu-

reau of Standards and the U.8. Signal

In the same statement, the Senator
pointed out that Dr. H. E. Baverage,
director 'of the Radic Research Lal-
- aratory of RCA, wrote the State De-
partment May 19, 1952: “Seattle
should be slightly better than Los
Angeles because the distance 1o Cen-
tral China js-abouc 800 miles shoreer
from Seattfe than it is from Los An-
geles. It is Eor this reason that Seattle
was recommended a1 2 preferred
site." _

¥t is sgnificant, too, that Col, F. P,
Andrews, for 14 years the chief of
the Alaska Communications System,
Army Signal Corps, was never called
to appear. Yet in a hearing before
the 'Hickenlooper Committee {Hear-
igs, Mar. 12, 1954), Dr. Compton

testified about his views: “Col. An-
drews' overseas radic hatd princpal
peints in the Seattle area where this
Baker West plant was ta be located.
He stated and T understand has since
then stated in writing that with. che
exception of about five per cent of
thie hours of transmission during the
year, he had no trouble in geuwding
radio signals out of that area, and
that tire Seattle area had o
be over the 14-year period one of the
most advanta 5 arsay. . .

Cm Feb. 17, 1953, work on the
Baker East and Baker West ansmit-
fers was s ded Ly a t-
ened Sta miE‘:’-llaﬂzl:mml: a.;:lh.::tdhr mﬁ’alt;d
a month !at.cr Mar. 20, in ¢heé face of
wide public impression of “sabotage”
and "waste" created by the MeCar-
thy Subrommittee’s pubtic hearings.
The cancellation came at a cost to the
taxpayers of moore than 38,000,000 al-
ready expended for the projected
most  powerful mnmittﬂ'n in the
worid.

Any Eair _mluau;m of the whole
story of the Baker East and Baker
West case which captured so many
headlines for the MoCarthy Subrom-
mittee must certainly t in these
conclusions:

1. The location of Baker West in
Seaitle, despite the fact that only un-
favorable engineering testimony was
produced in the Hearings, was, as the
full evidenet reveals, at most a con-
Toversy Ameng cxpert scientist, The
fact that the Voice of America made
numerous efforts to obtain the best
scientific advice from both™ public
and private ageocies refutss Me
Carthy’s implied accusation that
subversive forces had - “purposely

McCarthyism—Communism’s Most Potent Weapon

"I oppose whet hag come o be kiowrom an MeCarethyiam sot, af ommse,
because # 1s hunting Commmunists, dead or allve, but becausé it 18 no# fighting
Commnnicn. When i distorts the evidepce. when K amenrs the repotations -
of Iomorcent people, when It coavicts by accusation, whea I fortures Sur
jodiclal processes, and when it oeates a limate of fear which shoty cor

" moutha and closes our minds to much mn extent that we might amally il prey
to a Iond-mouthed, ttalitrian suppressdon, 1 sy that McCarthyizm, In 1ts

aatt-Communiem, hap become so much ke

to tell them apart.

that It k& difilcult

"H{Carﬂwuminﬂommnnimamoatpomwupmhﬂﬂsmumm It
I demiocracy's gmultperﬂ. And It iz meking wminous headwey.”
Murray D. Loveooy
President, Farm Bureau Insurance Campaniu
In the Ohto Farm: Bareau Newa
February, 1054 . ]

two -

planned” to “mislocate™ the sites.
None of the evidence showing the
extent to which expert opinion sup-

the Voice of America in it
selections wan introduced hefore the
McCarthy Subcommittee,

2, The Baker FEast location in
North Carotina was never called an
unsatisfacrory location, even by the
Bureau of Standards. The sole excep- -
tion was McKesron, who favmred a
more southerly location in Florida.

8 Ewven if there had been, as
charged, some waste in’ the conserue-
tion contraets, waste which conld ot
possibly have exceeded-a few thous
and dollars, this fact could hardly
have been the cause for
two 15 million dollar projects afeer
mote than # millien dollars had al-
ready been expended,

* The moet extraordinary aftermath

af the jnguiry was the Eact that an
. invéatigation which was n in
order to determine whether the trans:
mitters were “purposely” located inm
. the magnetic storm area, cnded with
the cancellation of the whole plan-.
certainly end most urpently de-
sired by the lin—and with a loss "
of more than 38 million to the tax
payers of the United States.

It in equally noteworthy thar, de-
apite 3l the charges and implications .
of sabotage and subversion, McCar-
thy made no clfort whatever to place
hir case before the At General
for prosecution. The case ended with
the caocellation of the pmgram fur
Baker Fast and West,

‘Coing to the Waldosf*

The investigation of Baker East and
West marked mljr the bepinning of
pmlongul uiry inte the Voioe of
America, hlu:tqtht techniques devel-
oped in the Baker case of having wit-
nesses attribute {under the Subcom-
mittee's leading questions) alleged
mistakes in policy o “sabotage,”

“Communist conspiracy,” and delib-
erate “pattérn too consistent to he
merely stupidity,” were now ta run
wild in the general Voice of America
investigation.

Ambitious and dis -

lo}'m in the VOA were not slow 0
siz¢ up the sitwation. The proces,
whereby some 73 of them formed a- |
socalled "Amerian U
which operated a1 a relay beit of gos-
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sip, rerriminations, and suspicions to
the McCarthy Suboommittee, is de
scribed In Philip Horton's article,
“Voices Within Voice” (fuly 21,
1953, tssue of The Reporter):
“From the moment that the Messs,
Cohn and Schine (McCarthy's staff-
mer! moved into the Schine suite at
- the Waldorf Towers a wesek or a0 be-
fore the commitiee hearings opened,
the ‘American Uindetground’ be
came in efect a secret tribunal. .
At the Voioe offices, meanwhile,
the expression ‘going to the Waldorf
“tock on a al meaning. On
Feb. 1%, the Washingten Times-Her-
add described comditions thus: “Con-
stermation preveiled in the VGA
headquarters at 57th  Soreet and
_ way. . . Committee subpoenaz
were futtering on desks like pigeons

_ in Union Square, and more than one
hundred wimesnes had been lined
up. . "

Out of this enormous welter of
‘charges, rumars, and gossip, MoCar-
thy and the Subocommattze staff
scresned out in execnove sécret ses
siony what they regarded 25 their Best
casex for public hearings. Some of
the major cases are analyred below.

Latip American Broadcasts

Stuart - Ayers, asyistan¢ chief of the
Latin American Division of the Voice
of America, complained that a radio

 series bezmed to our southers neigh-
bors, “The Eye of the Fagle,™ a sort
of superman va. bad men serial story,
was using up most of thelr budget for
. The basic charge was that
. thnumwas "javenile,” macde Amer-
fcx lovk ridicilouws, and contained na
anti-Comthmiunist material. {Heﬂrm
$. 87, Feb. 18) But an anal lj"l:
evidence shows how wide
the charge wal.
“MEe. Conn: Did you make correc.
_tions in this seripe?

"Mp. Avrre: Yeu, I inserted seven
. mentions of the name '‘Communist’ i

the seripe. . - .

*The Chairman (McCazTrv): This
witness [Ayers] has submitted names
of individuals whom he does not con-
sider good loval Americans, at least
not the type of loyal Americans that
should be running the information
program. , .*

. Robert Bauer, the Voice division

the par
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‘HE

Been Cleared?’

Bursk tx The Thicage Fun-Times

chief responsible for the “Eye of the
Epgle” and Pl'l‘-!umahl? listed ax not a
“loyal American,” testified that the
serlal was definitely anti-Communist,
andhedhedman}rﬁnmtﬂpmwhm
statemnent. A few sxamples:

"On page 8, Script |, the real name
of the man who calls himself Gomes
but is a Communist agent, is Saroff, a
Risgian name.  [Saroff] it suspectad
by the local chief of police of being a
top-level foreign agent

“In Scxipt 3, the opeéning para-

graph ia: “Our story begins in a small

country of Central Europe that lost
its independence and lives today un-
der a Brutal tyranny of an aggressor
nation that tries to dominate the
world with i absurd political
doctrine.”

“There is alsa tl:uz language "totali-
tarlan aggressir. . &

“On page 1§ t.l:u: word Communiat
is mentioned twice.

“The kidnaper in Script 5 12 Bu-
koff, a Russian name; his poons are
Ivan and Sergei; the saboweur is
Voronov. . . The plot is about saho-
tage ofs an oil refingry. The en-

gineer of the refinsry has joined the

Communist Party, but when he saw
what their rotten aims were he quit
the party, calling them extortiofiistd.
Although 10 years have eIapsed the
Communist Parry is trving to foroe
him to be ity tool.

“In Seript 7 the Eagle says: “The
steamer Red Star is registered under
the flag of a Comrounist county.”

 ters was  “waste,”

The spies are on the Red Sar. . "
{Hearings, Mar. & pp. 536-37)

It is clear from the above that .
even children would get the point
of the Eagle vs. innumerable Rus-
sian names ay  villaine. Joooseems .
claar that we have here an of
fice squabble about whether the
propzganda shovld he laid on with
a shovel or merely a2 trowel.  Yat
this for McCarthy ‘was sufficent to
raise the questdon of loyalcy of a de-
voted public servant. :

In answer to the charges that aw
ing up most of the budger for plac-.
Baver testified
“that after wa sent six sample
grams [Eye of the Fagle] mtl:mﬁpm
not less than 28 American missions
in Latin America have requeated 123 -
complece sets of the program.” He
cited a2 series of rave notices and
cager Tequests for this series from -
American missions and embassies in .
the Dominican Republir, Salvador,
Honduras, Costa Rica, Uruguay,
Chite, Peru, Guha, and Venﬂuﬂa

So comvincing was Baiuef's testi-
mony that Sen. Kar! Mundt, second-
ranking Republican member of the
McCarthy Committee, falt obliged to
say: "I am inclined to believe that
Mr. Baner is making a very cffective
prmntahnn, and that thera is some
question in wy mind but what we
are wasung a lot-of opr Committee
tims trying to srbitate an :
ment between dramatic th:luﬂ which

pens  all  over country.”
fHP earings, Mar. 5, 1953, p. 335}

-Sen. Maundt's comment dismi

the h a "wasting a lot““%

-me" did not, of conrse, receive any

thing like the attention given the
. charges, :

Ui::wﬂvertheﬂ:hrmﬂruldmﬂ

The McCarthy investigation har-
vested znother crop of headlines in-
volving the Voice of Araerica when
it wrned microphones and news
camperas on the proposed discontinr-
ance of the Hebrew language broad-
casts tn Israel. Serious charges
purportitg o present “a deliberate
patiern $0 destroy and nollsfy™ rhe
VOA program were placed bafore the
McCarthy inquiry and duly received
their share of newspaper and radio
attention,

Two of the charges were made by
Dr. Sidney Glazer, chief of the He
brew Service of the Voice of Amer-
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ica, whose desk would have been
eliminated by discontinuwance of the
broadcasts. D Glazer's two COm-

plaints were: 1) that close to 25 per .

cent of the le of Israe]l could
understand Hebrew; hence the need
for comtinuing the program, and 2)
the discontinuance of the Hebrew
languzage broadeasts would have come
at a time when the VOA might have
exploited in JIsrael the sensationat
Slansky trial in Crechoslovakia which
produced widespread charges of
Communist anti-Semitism. (Hearings,
Mar, 4, pp. 397-798 and Feb. 38, pp.
190-211.}) Actually the proposal to
drop the Hebrew broadcasts was hot
carried out at the dme, as a result of
a decision by Migher VOA officials 10
continue the p:rograms for a while,
(Mearings, Feb. 28, p. 198)
The third and most significant
was made by Gerald F. P,
., acting . chief of the Near
East desk of VOA, who charged there
was A “pattern” favorable to the

Communist canse in the action of the
VOA:

“Doorzr: Well, in my opinion the
cessation of the Hebrew broadeasts
would have been a wellsiruck biow

" in the Communist cause.” fFﬂb 28,

. 150}

“Conn f(rounsely: Have you de-
tected a pattern along l:l:wse lines?

"Dﬂnmm I have. .

“Sn. Porten: Mr, Dooher, do you
consider that the policies were the

result of design, or just plain
seupidity? '
"DookHEr: Wei], sir, I hate to go

inta the reasoning which may have
“been behind this pattern, However,
I must say that it is’exactly what the
Soviet Unign wanted to happen.

“SEN.
too consistent to bhe just plain
stupidicy.

“Dooper: It was certainly con-
sistent, sit, and it certainly was stu-
pld.hmlbehmﬂmtthamma
pactern, and stupidicy, I believe, does
not fall into patterns.

“The Chairman (McCartnr):
- .. If a man is merely stupid, he
does the right thing once in a while.”
(Feb. 28, p. 159)

(Note: No other charges werss
made that could establish a “pat-

aa

Porree: You thiok it was -

wern” by either Glazer or Dooher.
The cancellarion of the Hebrew
broadcasts was the only explicit
charge.)

Reed Harris, deputy administrator
of field programs for Internaiional

Informmation Administration, oestified

in direct refutarion of these thace
charges that!

. Oe—The decision to cance! the
Hebrew languape broadcasts was
made as a result u.f/};udget cuis or-
dered by Congress. wias Teached
at a full meeting of the Al-
locations Board in July 1952, well
before the Slansky trial's spectacular
revelations of anti-Semitism in Com-
munist Crechoslovakia. The decision
to drop the broadcasts, moreowver,
was made with the full knowledge
and agreement of Dr. Comption, head
of the Veice program. (Mar. ¢, g
00}

Two—The number of letters re-
ceived in December, 10562, from the
Hebrew hroadcasts at & Hme when
Dr. Glazer testiied "“we had a ter
tific increase of listeners” right af-
ter the Slansky trials was I6, os
compared, for the same month, with
1,657 from ‘Turkey, 13501 from
Greece, 712 from Yran. (Hearings,
Mar. 4, p. 448.) Facts of this kind
confirmed the belief of Voice of-
ficials that Isras! was a more edn.
cated and Jiterate country than many
of her neighbors in the Middle East,
with Brst-rate news services of im
Gwn, and that this was why the
Vipice was not much listened 10—
not mearly so murh as in nearby
countries like Turkey snd Fran,
which have fewesr sources of news,

Thres—Glazer) insistence that the
Hebrew language programs were
most effective for Israel was disproved
by a leter from the American Em-
bassy in Ierael, dased Jan. 9, 1958,
which said: “The WVOA Hebrew
brozdrasts to Iarael acill fail to evoke
any great listener -interest. As the
Embassy sces the situation, 2 rep-
ular continuing press campaign is
the only remaining Hope to create a
ratzon d'elre for the VOA Hebrew
-broadeasts.” (Hegrings, Mar. 4, 5.
148) .

Foor—A scientific panel convenexd
by VOA and asked how the Voice
of America could best program 1o
Hebrew or any other languages in

Israel, concluded: “Language choice
—English preferred; Hebrew sec-
ond.” * {Hearings, Mar. 4, b. 449}

Five—VOA hroadcasts that go into
the Near East and cover Isragl in-
clude English among many other
modern: languages familiar w the
multi-lingual population of Israel.
fMoreover, daily wire and news
servicey to bsreel were net cot ac ail
bur continued fo carry a heavy volume
of anti-Communise propaganda every
day.) (Mar. £, p. £52)

It is worth noting here thar again
‘the factual refutaton received no-
where near the attention given the
criginal Tharges. Ewen more sig-
nificant in this case, however, iz the
remarkable face that two months af-
ter the public hearings had been
concluded, Dr. Robert 1. Johnson,

resident of Temple University. who
Ead been appointed head of the In-
ternational Informatiom Administra-
tion {TIA) by the Fisenhowsr regime,
did pracisely whac those pilloried -
by Mc¢Carthy proposed to do: he
canceled the Hein,-w hnguagt-
casts to Incael  Bur this dme ﬂ:m
was no mention at all of a “parern”
of Communisi-innpiré] sabotage.

The Charge of Athcism

On Mar. 2, 1955, Dr. John Cocutz,
acting chief of Voice's Fumanian
service, was (esdfying critically of
Voice operations. In the midst of
a discussicn of the use of religion o
fight Commynism in VOA broad
casts, he said he had heard that
Roger Lyons, director of religious -
pregramming for the Voice of Amer-
1A, was an atheist.

“I talked with [Edwin M. J]
Kretmran  (chief policy advisor of
VO4A) about it and he informed me
there is a religious desk in the VOA,
which is supposed to help the dif-
ferent language services with relig

-~ Jous materials and scripts. ‘But,' he
said to me, ‘T already told some
other religious leaders around here
that the chief of that desk does not
believe in God.” (Hearings, Muar. 2,
f. 234)

“The Chairman (McCanmuyl:
You mean the Policy Director put
an atheist or agnostic in charge? . . .

“Dx, Cotrrz: 1 am just quoting -
what Mr. Kretzman told me,
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"8EN. Jarkson: Mi. Eretrman told
you he was an atheisi?

“Di, Cotvrz: No; Mr. Kretztoan
told me that he told somebody else

also that Mr. Lyons is an atheist.”

(Mar. 2, gp. 224-235)

Lyons demanded an opportunity
to reply. Under oath he testified:
"l am not an atheist, or an agnostic.
I do believe in God and I would not
have accepted the position of Direc-
tor of Religious Programs if T had
not belie i God, and I realize
the importance of emphasizing re-
Jipious and moral factors i che Vioice
ol America broadeasts, . . . I have
been in the presen: position for 18
monthe, and I have statements from
the religious advisory pancl of the
information program consisting of
distinguished religious leaders =stat.
ing that since I have been in this
position there has been a marked
improvement in both the quality
and quaitity of religious program-
ming on the Voice of America.

"I also have letters from clergy-
men of all faiths testifying thae [
have done a good job under my re-
sponsibility,” (Mar. 2,.p. 29%) _

Kreoman, czlled in to testify on
Cocniz's Atatérhent, said-

“I was zsked at one time by a su-
perior in the Department of State
what was Roger Lyons' specific re-
ligious sectarian adherence. My an.
swer was that that was not a pert-
nent guestion for him to ask; and
laughingly 1 added, 'For all 1 know,
he may be an atheist.'

“Thia I knew not to be 2 fact be
cause I bad talked to Mr. Lyens
previomsly. . .

“T would like to hasten to add
that I do not think an atheist cowld
do Mr. Lyons' job and I knew that
he was not. . . He is a man of pio-
found religious beliefs [and] a t}Jeep
helief in God, and he hay done a
magnificent job in stepping up the
religious output of the Voice."” [Mar.
2, pp. 307.308)
© No s ing evidance was pro-
duced fﬂll?%j:u&mu hearsay chﬂr;'gt
by any n despice che faiet
that for 18 months en his job Lyons
was daily in touch with leaders of afl
faiths and worked directly with an
advisory panel of religious leaders.
The headlines reporting refntarion
of the charge that the head of the
VOA’s religions desk was an atheist
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were, inevitably, far smaller and far
less conspicuously displayed than the
ariginal front-pige stories screaming
the ery of atheiem.

Destroying the Voice®

The . McCarthy  attack on  the
Voice of America contineed in sub-
sequent hearings. On Mar. 3, Reed
Harris, the deputy administrator,
was called, ostensibly to answer the
charges made against the VOA at a
public hearing of the Subcommittee
which was natlonzlly “televised. In

~ accug]l face, of the pwohour sesion

covering 440 of testimeny (.
331-370), only nine dealt with
the charges against VOA. The other
%1 pages constituted a gruelling
crossexamination on a book, King
Football, written by Harris 21 years
before, in 1932, just after ke left col-
lege. The book—which Harris tesii-
fied, “I wrote in three weeks and
have regreteed ever since’—dezh

1 with the dangers of the aver-
eﬂﬁZ&u of intercollegiate football,.
but inclunded other reflections o
higher educaticn -

On the basis of a few paragraphs
of sophomoric conclusions arising
from an excess of youthful idealistic
enthusiasm for academic freedom in
2z hook which had almost no sales
and was long since repudiated and
forpotten by it aathor, McCarthy
embarked on a relentless vilificacion
that far outdid anything previously
heard in these hearings. .

No possihility of guile by innuen-
do, nor by the most tenuous or fleet-
ing association, was overlooked in
diﬁmg' into svents that oocurred ina
totally different atmosphere 21 years
ago. Nineteen years of a diatin-

ished career in public service with
ull FBI ‘clearance—in = fact, the
man’s entire mature  life-—was g
nored while a 1U.5. Senator explared
the “sinister” asignificance of a few
paragraphs in King Football,
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. ment in it

-

“McChrthys methods of inve
ﬁtﬁgﬂ?ﬂiﬁehﬂl?ﬂuﬂ

which Cathallca have been
as ¥ wus. Io the toral of
has once aguin been

distortkmy and over

“The Ghost of Torquemadsa’

Christianity
likenesy af God' pnd 2o [ved by Him that He died on B
Democracy Iv coe attemipt in the political sphere to mfsguard
mnnmmhud:mmfwmmmmmumgam&mnm“m

*MeCarthry has stirred the ghoit ol Toequeriads zod the Tmeuisihors, .
o hburym:maﬂnnd:ﬂpﬂ.eumtmddm
lﬂ:m%wuh But for meny todey the Church
-

“It acemp that Catholicy shonld re-examine the baslc tenets of taelr own
Exith and of the American pulil:l:n]ufnnﬂ democratic aystetn, For with the

diu-upumandn:glumofwmthlnghcﬂiﬂuunpmmtmﬂ:drﬂum

art a1 Atpgeolt on and & dendal
teachen that men mre ‘made in

ke

1

we mre headed for dhe

Georce Patmck Micrarpr Camim
The Catholic Worker
Jaouary, 1954

What waz the remult of these
"hearing™?
. The T.5. Adviory Commizicn on
Ininrmatmn, a pgroup of distin-
mhed citizens appointed by the
ident, reported Feb. 3, 1064, that
the kind of investipation conducted
by McCarthy had seriously crippled

the county's global propaganda
“Ft is frot too much io say,” the
Commission re “that the desir-

able resolts sought through the activ-
ities of the information program are
largely offsct, if not destroyed, by the
comstant connter-barrage which & so
groeromsly distributed to the peoples
of the world.”

Noting that the information pro-
gram had been investigated in 1933
by two groups, the McCarthy Sub-
committee and a Senate Foreign Re-
lations Subcommittes headed by Sen.
Bourke B. Hi of Iowa,
the Coromission found that the Hick-
enlooper group “rendered thorough-
ly and extremely conaomctive”
service in revealing bath “the
strengths” and “weakneses” of the
information

Bur, turnmg its atendon 1o the

inquiry, the Commismion
l-llﬂ‘ “'I?'he wide and unfavorzble
publicity that resulted from one of

the Congressional investigations gave’

the agency such a bad name
that professionally competent per.
sons were reluctant to accept employ-
Moreover, said the
Commission, such investigations
make -information workers concen-
rate on “how the messages will
sound or aqmar to investigators and

completely sight of whether they
o .

will! be effective mth their intepnded
JAaudience.

"Some of the investigations which
this agency has undergone in the
past year have produol unfavorable
impressions abroad on the very per-

' the

sons ‘to whom Program
directed.”

" Gommenting on the report of the
Commistion, MeCarthy said he pro-

posed te reopen the investigation of
the overseas information
“I know we will scare hell dut of a
few Communists-—demoralize them. ™
he said. *“T den‘t mind-demoralix-
ing the Communist Party.”

This comment was made by Mc
Carthy despite the fact that the Com-
mision is com of Exwin D.
Canham, editer of the Christion
Science Monifor; Phllip D, Reed,
chairman of the Board of the Gen-
eral Electric Co.; Ben Hibbs, editor
of tha Saturdgamwmng Paﬂ, and
Jastin Miller irman of the board
of the National Asodation of Redio
amd Televisior Broadcasters.

The “Book-burnings™

The McCarthy investigation which
thilled thoughtfvl Americans most
and shook the prestige of our coun-
try za the leader of the free waorld
was the inquiry into the presence of
books by Communist authers in 7.5
libraries in: foreign countries. The
striking - fact about these explosive
hearings was thet they were com’
pletely unnecessary, for the Repuwb-
licancontrolled State Department,
under which these Hbhrames fune
tioned, had seven weekn earlier
ordered the remowal from the li-

‘Communist

| bra.ryshtlm“uf all books by Com-

munist authors and sympathizers
which did not “affivmatively serve
the ends of democracy.” The basie
principle in the State Department
directive, issued Feh. 3, was that the
content of the book, rather than the
identity of the author, should de
termine it utility. In other words,
it would be permissible to carry on
the shelves of overseas libraries a

" book written by a Communisi it che

contenty were xuck rhat che bhook
could Be wed for ap anti-Commu-
nist purpose. : -

In egtablishing its poli the
I%0 librariﬂ, wﬁt E,Dﬂlf.;?ﬂﬂ?b’:’:h in
6% couritries, ¢he State Deparbment
wus guided by the recammendations
of i Adﬂwry Gnmmmion of emi- -
nent authorities: Dr. J. L. Mornl,
president of the Univmity of Min-
nﬂntu, chairman; Dr. Harold Willis -

:dcnl: of, Pringeron  Ulai-
versitr Fdwin E. Fred, president
of the Umen{ty of Wiscohsin; D,
Martin R. P. McGuire, of Gatholic
University; and Mark Starr, educa- |
Honal director of the militantly anti-
International Ladies
Garment Workers Tinion.

This Commission wnanimously en-
dorsed the recommendation of it
Comarnittee on Books Abroad

of top-flighe boak. ubli "
ibrarians, and scholars} w. made
thix rtmmmmdauﬂn the Com-
miteee is positive and unammnus in
m decision to recommend co the
Afviwg] Commission on Edn--
czuma ange that authorship
should not be a criterion for de-
termining. whether or not a book Is
available for U.S. libraries abroad.
In this connection ithe Committes i
nnanimous in I8 recommendation
that the content of the hook regard- -
Tess of. atuthorship, he the criterion
which determines its availability for
incasion v the TS, Ihraris.”
(Ftalics ours)

Evidence produmd by the State -
t showed that almost al!

‘the books by Communist authors

and sympathizers on the shelves of
overseas libraries were of pre-1947
vintage, Other books were, in-addi-
tion, purchated after 1948, and on
these Ge.n. Walter Bedall Smith, form-
er head of the Central Imelligence
Agency amd presemtly Undersec
retary of State in the Eisenhower Ad-
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. ministration, testifisd emphatically
- before the Senate Approptiations
Gamm:tu:c July 20, 195%:
. the Library Service had s
ne mnne]r since 1947 for books by
Communists. , . I ¢an say categorical-
ly that the Secretary of State iz and
has been opposed to the works of
Communist authors per s, . . But
the overseas libraries must be Eree
put Communist works on their
shelves if they can be used 1o.counter
Sovietr propaganda,”
- This common-sense approach to
the problem, which represented the
heart of the Brate Department’s Feb.
% directive, which in turn was based
on the unanimous judgment of two
groups of distinguished authorities,
was 1ot allowed te function for long,
“ however. On Mar. 24, 1953, Mc
Carthy launched his much-publicized
on the charge that Ameri-
can libratiss abroad were ated
with Commmunist books. Instead of
the quief corrective adopted by the
State Department, the nation and
thewarldwmtobcﬂpmedm
days of noisy headlines shouting z
 Gommumist plot o subvert the over-
scas Hbraries for Sovier purposes.
McCarthy's tactics in conducting
the inquiry were clearly designed to
m3; the scope of the prublem
and :ireaue m; m:npr:mon £ wide-
8 alty among gOVErnment
ﬁww Th}tru., hgg subpoenaed

before his Committes a namber of -

witnewes whoge political views were
already well-known, in some cases to
the]n1h]ic,mdina]1cammthﬂ
FBI. These witnesses, who were not

government employees, had writlep

bnnh which app-eared on the shelves'

«of the overseas libraries. When
tioned under gath regarding
munist connections, they refused fur
a variety of Teasons 1o testify, claim-
ing the protection of the Fifth
Amendment. ]

McCarthy siucoseded in so confus-
ing the authora with government
employees that the public gained the
totally false im ion that & num-
ber of public officialy were claim-
ing the protection of the Fifth
Amendment.

This impression was heightened by
the eestimony of witnesses friendly to
McCarthy like Karl Baarslag. former-
Iy associated with the American Le-
gions Natlonz]l Americanism Com-
miwion, who sabwequently . joined
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McCarthy's staff as a employee,
Baarslags testimony [:Jd 4]
Counselor  Cohn's qucunnmng ran
like this:

“Cosr: Did you look o
whether you could Gnd any anti-
Communist material [in Germany]?

"BAARSLAG; . . . My estimate of the
proportion would be that the pro-
Soviet, anti-American literatwre ran
roughly eight or nine to bl]r four
or five books on our side” (Hear-
engs, Apr. 2, p. 160) "1 was rather
shocked n.everthelm to find that they
had never heard of it [Ammmn
Legion Magazine}. So 1
asked for The Freeman. They had
nevier heard of chat. I asked for The
Nationgl " Republic and they had
nevcrh:a.rll;-ltofthat There were no
ant-Communist magazines™ {Apr.-2
anc Co agazines.” (Apr.'2,

{Wote: These three magazines
seermned o have exhausied his list of
American  anti-Communist blica-
tioos, altho he lacer lﬁl‘.lfi'i that
the libraries subacribed o 520 publi-
cziions, including most megazines—
nearly all of wﬁch aTe coDservative
and sirongly anti-Commeuniat-—avail-
able ai newstands.}

B continued;

pattern is cne of 2 vast,”
as we feel, planned conspiracy that
has hern going on In this country
for many years not valy to push pro-
Soviet and anist  books,
but, to me w js far more sinister
and dangerous, the blacklisting, sup-

[

/Aping the Dictators

23 m
mmmhma.mmm

pmmmmmﬁngoi bmksanm.r;r
gide, the antiCogununist books, and
the books telling -the trath about
Sovier Russia.” {Haanngs Apr, 2,
p, 163)

It is A measure of the demnrah
zation in the Stare T Tt
ated by McCarthy's operations that
Dr. Robert 1. fohnson, tormer pres
::lcnt of Temple Univenity and the -

ible bead of the IlA uonder
wlm.‘h the libraries operaced, did not
answer these shocking charges wncl
more than two muntm later, on July
15, when for reasons of ill health he

resigned his post. .
Helping the Communists

Dn that date in a public statcment
and alse in a letter wp McCarthy,
Johnson lashed out ab’ Baarslag’s
statements as “Hagrantly inaccurate”
and “false.” He said: “] catnot un-
derstand why anyone would deal in -
such  patent falsehoods unless he
were completely incompetent ag an
observer or t malicgus.™
Jobneen pointed out that his depart-
" ment had distributed 6,000,000 anti-
Communist books and that there
were 16,729 anti-Communigt works
© "The reputation of the Ameriean
people has suffered enough as a re

sult of imresponsible charges and
actions in connection with our pro-

Em abroad. The only group . that
grined through these wicked at-
mrlsha.shem the Communist in-
ternational movement It is one of
the tragic ironies of our time that

'mcnfthme'whnan:_int.hgforc-

front of the Bght t Commu-
pism’ aré amon who are
damaging the action ams that

do battle against it.”

Meanwhile, in the interim between

Baarslag’s April tesimeuy and John-
son's July reply, s greatly harried
State Department issued a series of
divectives which af Grst sought o
clarify the Feb. 3 directive, but sub-
sequently began to reverse the pre-
vious critevion of content rather
than authorship, Dhirective after di-
rective seems only to have heightened
the confusion and fright of overseas
library niﬁr;ials who could read the
headlines in- the current American
mﬂapehrip and who knew whac kad

¥ pened to the Voice of
America,
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While our friends abroad leoked
‘'on with mounting horror, frenzied
American u&lmls abroad sought 1o

work their way through the layers of
- confusion. n, on Juns 15, the
world . press reported t a jittery

America, succumbing to the Hitler

like methods of Molarthy, was ac-
tually burnifig books, A frontpage
story In the New York Times June
16 follows:

- SOME Bmis_anuv Bmﬂm
Arter Inguiry, Dutres Rrrorrs

“John Foster Dutles, the Secretary
of State, disciosed today that there
had been a literal though mmall-sale
hurnmg of books after Congresional
investigations 2s his nt had
movad to tid the shelves of it In-
formation -Service Mbraries abroad of
worky hy Communist authors.

“Secretary Dulles ser the. number
af books burned at 11."

. Omly the day before, Pmldcnt

Fisenhower had fele obliged o™ de:
nounce the book-burners and thought
control. Speaking at the commenoce-
ment service at Darimouth College,

e M T Tl ek s -

]umﬂﬁwhmhemuthgm |

“Library Association, - assembled in

the Presideny said: “Dun;]uinthE'

hook-burners. Don't think you are
-geing to conceal faults by conceal-
ing evidence that they ever axisted,
-Don't be afraid 1o go in your jibrary
and read every book as long as any
document dots mot offend our own

ideas of decenicy. That shoutd be the -

only censorship.

“How can-we defest Communinn
unless we know what it is? What it
.teacheswhy does it have such an
appeal for mwm? . . . . We have got
hg PEght it with something bctxg'c:’.'

‘The tide now began to run against
McCarthy on thin jssue. President
Eisenkower returned to the. attack

convention at Loa . Criticiz-
ing ‘as up-American ztalots” who
with ‘“maore. wrath than wisdom"

-snught to auppres miormatmn and -

Trﬂ:dum cannot be censored im
to existence,” he said. A
smugly. disdainful of mew ideas wuﬁ
Ix a sick democracy. A -democracy
chronically fearfvl of new ideas
would be 2 dying democracy™

At the cooclusion of Ity conven-

tion, the American Library As-
sociation adopted a- resolutiom
threatening co withdraw its support
afpmgmmthﬂ 5 “unleas tt;: and
¢ integri
sHfectivener: of the. tris e
assred.”  The Association, consist-
ing of 21000 membemn, aninimously
criticized ﬂle State Departmeny for

B ¢he libraries
becauunﬁuyaltjrnfmeauthm and

the warerial in soms:- vulumu m:re_

quuttuned. these

‘Heartened by dﬂeiafnmenu
and copoemed about the frightful
toll in world opinion, the State Dp-
partment decided ta deﬁr McCarthy

and send out, on July B, ity 11th di- .
rective to the oversezs libravies, n-

structing them to revert “to the
original Feb, 3 directdve “to judge
removal of books by content rather
than by authorskip. R
The new directive terged book-

burning a “wicked symbalic  act”

that way not to be condoped. The -

yardstick for selection of Books for
overseny libraries, it emphasized, was

the ‘wsefulness of 2 particular hook

in meeting the icularized needs
of a particular area. Said Dr. John-
son ot thae occasion: “We don't déal

onviction of

everybody
rellgious angle ints e

‘Maklng lt Eaar far Cnmmunmh’

Dupluﬂ:eh:tdnt”cﬁnhyhumtbmmpmﬂ:h .
imansaity, b mmﬂndhhhﬁ:uhmm :h.;':d“muumdmnhghu
[ e es an
pubﬁcmtbtdmumuiﬂummmm
Whath:hnn:maﬂydmeiutuhdualﬂudufhyﬂﬁlwﬂchnun'
plcmﬂ:eKmhnnﬁuhﬂ}y "Dhvide and comquer’ b an old techolque, Moke -
suapicious of his neighbor, torn frieud opwos frfeod, foject &
. unid when the time ir ripe and probgon-

with we by imitating
the ian BIGUEs We.
spise. burning of a book is not

the McCarthy Subcommittes, -Sen.

ar act free  insdtutions,”
McCarthy's respon

statement 2 discusyion of the
issue on ks mmerits, bue thmnttm:d 5
.o cut the b of the Inter
"pational Informa Aﬂministraﬁm
in reprisai. '

* Perhaps -the mosg revealing reac - -

tion to ohison's statement came

ffom & I{zpubllmn ‘member . of

Gha:lesPuttcrnmeh:gan who ex- .

claimed:
like ' this committes, . It seems we
can't go 15 minptes *.mhamt T
into some mew problem."
by Unitsd Press, July 17, 1953)

"I've mevelr -seEn anyth;mg__ .

(Quatcd'._ )

The record would not be complete
withowt noting that despite the- u‘ﬁr_

directive
auﬂwlﬂli

cortent rather
the yardstick of

ability fn:r books in overseds hl::ﬁz o

the foreign information

since retreated in several majet re-_ _

‘apects irom.that position—largely in.
- Ieapotss  to hyur.'rm gmnrntcd by

Me[‘.nnhﬁm

McCarthy's hamﬂi.ng‘o{ the case of
Edward Rothechild, a bookbinder in

_the Gowsromene Printing Office

{GPO), can be interpreted an a strik:

Jing example of the Senator’s inabil- .
ity 1o stand prosperity. For hers was -

a case that seemed more solidly based -

than his others, and many of hix

mulihe ‘had something here.

ma-:r 1 Tr
But McCarthy wis unwilling  to

nick - 0. concede that *

rmn:ﬂwfacuuthqwm,h::

nsisted on indulging

in reckiesy ax- .

aggeration and distortion. For e&x- -

ample, or a dash out to San Diego
o “take care of a matter” con

the GPO investigation, McCarthy,

with a straight face, told nevesrben

that this case could be “worse thin "~

the
dispatch, ‘Aug. M, 1953

Him case” ({Urnited Pr'm_'

Not conten? with his case againat

Rochschild, which itself was magui-

fred the ble facts (see
below), McCarthy, in a setien of

ixte have themsehren out. lh:p In and t=ke owver.

press conferences, mued out these,
“lotentiopally or uot. MoCarthy is making it ewsy for Commuplets to o

a:cmatmm .

operaty behind the amokezcresn be throws up.
L i HuGarthjr that
Sun P:im rwu)’sm-c:mfmm | e Prmn md 2
i : ‘gambling rmg lie said heawy tm- .
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ers among employees could be black-
mailed by agents who sought classi-
fied information and mighe gladly
square losses to pet such data. This,
he held, made gambling ‘a grave se-
curity risk'"” (New York Times,
Aug. 29, 1953)

Aside from the refusal under the
Fifth Amendment of one witness to
answer questions on this score, no
evidence whatever was presented at
the hearings to substantiate this sen-
sational charge of a 'gambling ring'
operating in the GPO, and none has
turned up since,

2. "Chairman (McCarTHy): .. ..
Counsel has been instructed to con-
tact Mr, Cole [GPO security officer]
and tell him as soon as he is ready to
attempt to explain wh}' 35 cases—
where they had a great mass ol in-
formation from the FBI and other
Federal agencies of Communist ac-
tivities—all were cleared.” (Adug, 22
Hearings, p. 114)

Cole, when he testified before the
Subcommittee, was never asked the
question raised above about the "3b
cases”’ and was obliged to make his
reply on this point at a press
conlerence:

“Mr. Cole also disclosed that the
FBI had been asked to make a full
field investigation of 176 printing
office employees who occupied ‘sens-
itive’ positions,

“Of the 35 employees who were
principals in loyalty cases handled
by the printing office security ol
ficials, he stated, 15 had been dis-
missed. One had retired, he added,
and the cases of the other 19 were to
receive full field investigation in ac
cordance with the new security pro-
cedures established by President
Eisenhower several weeks ago.” (New
York Times, Aug. 21)

3. Throughout the hearings and
in his press conferences McCarthy
give out a vastly exaggerated version
of the amount of classified material
handled by the GPO. Typical
COMMINENL:

“McCarthy also said he was ‘trying
to establish® whether Soviet agents
purportedly working for the GPO
stole secret hydrogen bomb infor-
mation.” (United Press dispaich,
Aug. 24)

Cole again had to make use of his
press conference to put the situation
in its proper perspective:
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E L R R T AT R AR Y

This page illustrates one of the most striking facts to emerge from
a study of McCarthy in action—that he has actually pleased the
Communists and played into their hands. Herbert Philbrick (in-
set left), who risked his life as an FBI counierspy within the Com-
munist Party for nine years, wrote the story of his experiences in
the book shown above. At the time of the launching of the book,
Philbrick was interviewed by newspapermen in New York, The
New York Herald-Tribune, the paper for which Philbrick sub-
sequently went to work, reported that he said that Communist
Party members “just love” McCarthy's “name-calling” because “it
creates confusion, it makes the party's strength appear greater
than it really is, and harms men whom the ‘comrades call those
stupid liberals.” "
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" *Secrets of the atomic bemb or the
hydrogen bomb, Mr. Coie daclired,
‘were mot available to employees of
the printing office. Material marked
restricted, confidential, secrer, and
topsecret came to the plant from
other government agencies, but very
little matteér in the last two categor-
ims was

* “Secret material d in the
printing office ‘constituted onty an
mfinitesimal part of the $75 to $98
mitlion worth of printing it did
annually.’

“He criticized 38 ‘completely mis-
leading’ some newspaper headlines
that ‘carloads of secrets” had been
stolen from the office.” (New Fork
Times, Aug. 21}

Btill, if we ignore McCaithy's sen-
sational exapgerations and speciac
ular of “gambling rings' and
“%5 cases’ that were intended for
newspaper headlines, the evidence in

the Rothschild case was of a rela-

tively solid character as compared to
his “evidence™ in all previous cases.
The svidence ran as follows:

1. M. Markward, an undercos-
er FBI agent ing as a Commuwniit
from 1934;; tapg;lﬁulg, definitely stated
that Mys. Fothachild was 3 member
of the Communist Party with whom
she' had actended some 12 meetings
and carried ont a number of mass
mailings in New York and Washing-
ton, D.C., in the period 1945-1047,
Mr. Rothschild was in the Navy at
the time, and Mrs. Markward there
fore was not able to make any state-
ment on whether he had had any
Communist nneéctions. . (Remme
of Kearings, hp, 1-28, Aug. I7)

2. James Phillips, a fellow GPO
employee of Mr. Rothschild, testified

he had attended a meetng with

Rothschild where he had been in-
“vited to help in forming a GPO Com-
munist cell in 1939, In che samee
year FPhillips alleged that & Fred 5i-
.lers and Rothschild again pressed
him to join the Comrmunist Party.
{Restme of hearings, dp. 2830, Aug.
17)

8. Miss- Cleta Guesy; former GPO
worker as asmsistant to Rothschild,
testified, in & sworn affidavit ﬂl:ndg;it
the hearings, that in ﬂﬂm 194]-

48 when she had wo with him,
E.othschild had put in his right pock-
et a secret of the Merchant

Marine and other pamphlets; had
carried the Daily Worker in his left

44

packet; had shown an interest in ait-
plane manuals; and had defended
the Communists in an ment with
her. (Resume of affidaviz, Heavings,
Aug, 20, pp. 110-112)

Both Mr, and Mrs. Rothschild re-
fused, under the protection of the
Fifth Amendment. o tesily in an-
swer to the charges when they ap-

betore the Subcommittee
public hearing, although Mr, Reth-
schild had previously denied four
times under oath at Loyalty Board
hearings chat he had any Communist
connections, It 1 noteworthy tha
Rothachild was the frst among the
scores of government employess smm-
moned by McCarthy over a aix-
maonths who refused to anewer

inf; the

,qwt.lom_
of the Fifth Amendment. All the

other witnesses who had claimed the
privilege wp (o then were not em-
ployed by the government.

As z result of the hearings Roth-
schild was suspended and later re-
signed. ‘To date there is nothing 1o
indicate that the Anttorney-General
has found sufficient evidence in the
hearings to seek an. indictment of

It is worth poting here thar in
what was his strongest case MeCar
thy's target was an agency of gow-
ernment “not under the executive
anthority of the White House., Re-
sponsibility fer the Government
Prindng Ofios rests on the six.man
Joint ional Committes on
Printing, consisting of Sens. Jenner
of Indiana, Carlson of Kansas, and
Hayden of Atizona, and Reps, Le-
Compte of Iowa, Schenck “of QOkio,
and Tromble of Arkansas. The
chairman is $en. Jenner” (S:. Louts
Post-Dispatch, Aug. 18, 1951)°

’l"hi.‘. Monmouth Caper .

Of the many investigations econ-
ducted by McoCarthy few have been
more spectacularly launched than
the investigation into "espionage™ at
Fort Monmauth, N. J. ﬂ]lf Army's
vast Signal Corps facility where some
of the most vital research into radar
it carried on.

Few flopped more spectacularly.

McCarthy was on his honeymoor
in Spanish Cay, British West Indies,
when, as the Amociated Press report-
ed Oct. 9, 1955, a staf member of
the McCarthy commictee announced
that “alleged security leaks” were be-

 ‘Joopardize Forcign Policy’
‘W%ﬁﬁaﬁ&;ﬂﬁu )
Department . foseph R. Bc-

Coarthy,. Wiamesn Republican, y

A i heve
reeched m polot- where they Jeopard-
Izg this naHon's. ﬁmﬂﬁ policy mnd
threnten collapee of Repoblican
Adminisyation program at home”

Eau Clolre (Wir.) Leader
Agpril, 1953

. whith few other papers

ing investigated at Fort Monmouth,

Dramatically cutting off his honey-
moon, McCarthy nshed back to the
United States. Up until the time he
arrived in New York to take over
the *investigation, there had been no
claims of eap: invelved in the
probe. On Oc. 12, he formally
launched the headline phase of the
investigation with the statement, “Ie
has all the earmarks of extremely
dangerous espionape. IE it develops
it may envelop the entire Sipmal
Corps.”” The next day McCarthy -
tald the Washington Star, “I am of
the opinion that it dehnisely in- ~
volves espionage.”

‘Hearings were held behind dosed
doors. Developments were fed 1o the
press by McCarthy Rimself when he
cmerped peticdically from the secaet
Eerooeedings 1o tell the pyblic what

wis “uncovering.’ is strange

manner of riing a vital story on
espionage did not prevent otherwise
. responsible  papers from runming

headlines s as these:

“Asmy Ranax Dara ReprorTEd
Missmog”; “EspioMAtE m SigMarn
Corrs voR. TEN Yrans 5 CHARGED™
“McCartey Hvts o Sey Pror Hir-
e WaoLe Swenal Comes™; "W
Nesy Craces, Bares Sery Rmic av
Rapan Cewren™

The New York Pest established a

ttern  for ible reporting,
vh followed, by
mnning the following box with each
SMOFY QI Dew dﬂclgpmcnm in the
hearings: “Neither the Post woy any
other newspapér or prem service is
being tted to oover the current
Senate " hearings. What read
here is what Sen. McCarthy gives out
to reporters when he peri-
odically fBom -behind the closed
dooms.”

Here 2re some of the most sémsa-

tional charges that helped w make
The PROGRESSIVE



those headlines and also the Eacts
subseguently uncoverad which reveal
how uently flimsy and soemetimes
nen-¢xistent was the evidence 1o
support the reckless charges:

Omne _Twentysix out of 57 secret
docoments missing from che Signal
Corps laberatory showed up in the
Russian Zone of Eastern Germany.
This charge was made in Chicago
by Sen. Everett Dirksen, Xliinois Be-

vblican and member of the Mc
Earth].r Subcommittee,

In a series of docomented articles
on the Monmouth investigation in
the Washington Posi, Murrey Mar-
der ex the distortion involved
im this as well as other charges made

McCarthy -and his asyociates.
Moarder showed Nov. § that this was
an old that had besn inwvesti-
gated in 1952 by Army Intelligence
and the FBI and found to be with-
.out basis in fact. The Associated
Fress Oct, 18, 1053, thae
the Army had determined “more
than a year ago” that no documents
had been stolen. The Armoy, said
the AP, officially anncunced thar
“the documents alleged to have been
E:;ssing at that time were accounted

Two—McCarthy charged that an
East German scientist who had fled
the Soviet Fone reporied that he
heard Communist scientists say that
“the Russians could gei anything
they wanted out of Fort Monmouth.”
McCarthy, describing the wman as an
“eminent scientist,” said chae the
“scientist” had seen “many micro-
filmed copies of documentis.” :

The Washington Past re on
Nov. §: "Ap investipation of that
charge, in which the FBT participat-
ed, was ordered in December 1952

[rearly a year before McCarthy ‘un-.

covered® him], and then was dropped
ahout March, 19538
knowledged thar some intelligence
officers balieved that the man was
‘boasting” In news accounts last
maonth the man was firse described
as ‘an eminent scientist' and then a2
‘rechnician’ when it was found he
was only 21 years old at the time of
escape from the Soviet Zone"
Meanwhile, on Nov. 13, Secretary
of the Army Stevens told a pres
conference chae “we [the Army}
have been unable to find anything
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relating eo espionage.” According to
the Christian Science Monitor of
Nov. 18, Stevens had said that among
the 33 suspensions at Fort Mon-
mouth {most of which occurred after
McCarthy started his probe), nene
had . tummed out to be spics. On
Nov. 24 the Monitor gquoted Stevens
as saying that no “current case” of
subversion had been uncovered dur-
ing an Army G-2 Investigation paral-
leling McCarthy's.

McCarthy Sbifts His Position

McCarthy, in the meantime, be-
gan ta deny, that k= had ever charged
“espionage” at Fort Monmeuth {and
at the same Hme launched a divers
ionary investigatiom of General Elec
wic in Schenectady).” But the As
sociated Press had quoted him in a
dispatch which hit many front pa
Oct. 12 as saying that estimony
fore his Spbeommittee “haes all the
ezrmerks that extremely dangerous
espionage had been committed” and
“if it develops as it has been, i1 will
envelop the whole Signal Corps,” On
Nov. 17, McCarthy was gquoted in
the New York Times in teply to
Army Secretary Stevems: “The open
hearings beginming next Tuesday
will permit the public to see the ex-
tent of Communist infiliration and
espionage in the Signal Corps. It is
extremely important, in view of Mr.
Stevens’ statement, that .the pablic
watch the testimony closely.

fess of what [ say, or what Mr.
tevens said, the nal word will comoe
from the witnegses.™

In a radio debate with Roy Cohn,

counsel’ for the McCarthy Subcom-
mittee, Joseph Rauh, vice-chairman
of Americans for Demoeratic Action,
charged on Nov. 22 that McCarthy
“would have nothing on [the fol-

lowing] Tuesday vo support their

‘Secretary Stevens, dated

Re .

hoax." Cohn seplied that the public
hearings “will bear out everything
that Sen. McCarthy has sajd.” e

Late in November there were two
days of open hearings. Three wit-
nesses refused to testity about alleged
Communist activities and two refused
to say if they had engaged in espion-
age. None of these were current
or even recemt Fort Monmouth

employees. '
Later McCarthy shifted his posi-
tion. Altho he had several times
inzisted that “espionage™ existed {as
on Oct. 13 when he aaid, “I think
thetre iz ho question but that espion-
age s involved"), he said Dec. 9, “We
don't sxpect to come¢ up with any-
ing mote than contempt or perjury.

It is not our fanciien te develop cses - .

of expionage.” .
But McCarthy was again to chan

his story. In te mte Feb. 2,
1954, McCarthy insisted, his one-man
inquiry had turned up *‘very, very
current -espionage” at Fort Mon-
mouth. He made this claim after
Sen. Allen J. Ellender, Louitiana
Democrat, read \a letter from

Jom. 15,
1954, saying that “ineofar a2a the
Army haa thus far been able to de-
termine, there is ne cozent espion-
ape o

at Fort Monmouth.”" (Congressional

- Record, Feb, 2, fJ 1053} -
n

After complet UE_a comprehensive
inguiry into McCarthy's Investiga-
don of Forr Monmouth, the New
York Times reported Jan. 18, 1954,
that 19 employees were suspended as -
security tisks, one becauss, among
other things, his mother had en-
rolled him in the tefewing Young Pio-
neevs of Amerlesr in 1988 and 1984,
when he was 12 and 13 years old;
angther, an elecvonics engineer, be-
canse he “favared the “leftse’ policies
of Max Lerner,” a militantly anti-

‘McCarthyism Could Lick Us'

“T da pot think Scaln could bave Hcked us; I do not think that whotwer

oyw may be nmoing Fucda can lick ws. Bot

ws—ne deuht without intendon, but they could—hy get-
w ourselves ke the Romonr. by perroading

at be ah over his shoulder, to make ggre that the man be-

slde him doesn't steb. him In the back. ‘Thers Is still eoough \mi;:ﬂ-est-

and the spirt of Mc.

E¥ETY mad

em civilization o gave us, unlesy we inalst on disemboweling

Ermer Davis
[on Bt We Were Born Feee
{Bobba-Rlerrll, 1554, p. 228)

other mubvervive activities .



Communist writer; and a third,
a physicist, because, among other
things, he “attempted to transmit”
a reprint of a publication to a Czech-
oslovak professor who requested it
Said the New York Times:

“These, a New York Times study
shows, are among the 19 Monmouth
employees now suspended without
pay as security risks. . . .

“Such charges—none involving es-
pionage or disloyalty, and all vigor-
ously rebutted by the employees—are
generally a far cry from the headlines
of possible Monmouth spying raised
by Sen. McCarthy. In fact, the Wis-
consin Republican’s Senate Perma-
nent Subcommittee on Investigations
has thus far called only one pres-
ent Monmouth employee in public
hearings.

*So [ar as can be determined, only
two of the employees now suspended
have been charged with even past
membership in the Communist Par-
ty. They and all others deny any
Communist sympathy."

Public Opinion Supports
The Monmouth Workers

During the hearings Telford Tay-
lor, pmminem New York attorney
and former Brigadier General who
was chief counsel for the United
States at the Nuremberg war crime
trials, delivered an address at West
Point on Nov. 27 in which he said

that "most of the McCarthy ac-
cusations at Fort Monmouth are
indefensible fabrications.” Unless

McCarthy proves his charges of es-
pionage, Gen. Taylor said, he "will
stand condemned as a dangerous ad-
venturer who does not hesitate to
gamble with the national security.”

McCarthy replied that Taylor had
left government service with an "un-
resolved question of loyalty” show-
ing on his civil service record. He
also demanded an explanation from
West Point officials of why Taylor
was allowed to speak to the cadets at
the institution.

Taylor declared that McCarthy's
charges were “unfounded and false.”
Philip Young, Eisenhower-appointed
chairman of the US. Civil Serviee
Commission, said he knew of no
questions about Taylor's loyalty be-
ing raised since he entered the Com-
mission in April.

“I've noticed in the past that some
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of his [McCarthy's] references have
not been oo accurate,” Young said.

On Dec. 9 McCarthy said he was
issuing a subpoena for Taylor to ap-

ar before the Committee. “He is
retired,” McCarthy said, "and we are
going to see if he 15 getting a pension
or in what way the povernment is
supporting him.” Shortly afterward
Taylor, still awaiting service of a
subpoena, predicted tha: a “thor-
ough investigation” of McCarthy's
Fort Monmouth charges would “de-
stroy the Semator.”

In the communities where the
Monmouth employees live, public
opinion has run strongly in their
favor. Thus, the Asbury Park Press,
in a Nov. 28 editorial, characterized
most McCarthy charges then known
to it as “ridiculously thin accusations,”
and said McCarthy's tactics "can
easily become a threat to American
principles of liberty and justice.”
The Long Branch Daily Record, in
a Dec. 16 editorial, denounced “the
spectre of McCarthy daily sitting in
sole judgment of free American
citizens, like a demigod.” The Daily
Record hitterly denounced what it
called the Senator's “reckless charg-
es: his masterful dissemination of
half truths, insinuations, and in-
nuendos; his assumption of the roles
of prosecutor, judge, and jury, and
now his threatened intimidation of
the Army’s loyalty review board; his
callous disregard of the reputations

of American citizens who have never
been convicted of amything, much
less accused; his snide ‘ad lib® com-
ments; his abrogation of tme-hon-
ored civil liberties.”

The Federation of American Sci-
entists, after hearing a report from its
own committee which looked into the
Fort Monmouth case, adopted a state-
ment saying that the McCarthy in-
vestigation was wrecking morale
among the scientists at Fort Mon-
mouth and could “result in a net
gain for those who work against the
intevests of the United States.”” Sci-
entists, it said, will seek work else-
where rather than endure the kind of
treatment suffered at McCarthy's
hands at Fort Monmouth.

“Investigations which are charac-
terized largely by sensational head-
lines and wholesale suspensions can,
by crippling our defense research, ac-
tually result in a net gain for those
who work against the interests of
the United States,” the statement
said. “The effect on our national
security would be extremely serious
if such investigative methods are al-
lowed to spread to other areas of this
country's scientific effort.”

At a conference of scientists at
Columbia University, Prof. Ernest C.
Pollard, Yale University physicist,
who is chairman of the Scientists
Committee on Loyalty and Security
of the Federation, reported that
“morale among the professional staff
[at Fort Monmouth] is very poor”
and that “a high percentage of the
scientists not implicated in the pres-
ent investigations are now planning

‘to seek employment elsewhere.”

Prof. Pollard emphasized that "no
charges of actual espionage or real
subversive activity have been made
against any of the 19 scientists sus-
pended or the ten scientists who
have been transferred to unclassified
work.” He emphasized the fact that,
contrary to pgeneral belief, "not a
single scientist” at Fort Monmouth
had pleaded the Fifth Amendment,
and only one of those suspended had
received a public hearing. Pollard's
committee found that the “atmos-
phere of suspicion and distrust” cre-
ated by the McCarthy charges had
“seriously disrupted” the vital de-
fense work of “developing the con-
tinental defense network” of the
United States. (Quoted in the New
York Times, Jan. 30, 1954.)

The PROGRESSIVE



in the Republican New

Writing .
York -Hergld Tribyne on Dec 8,
Waler Millis, author and historian,
said, "“This really wvital and - sens
itive military ipstallation has been

wrecked —mive thero
Soviet saboteur could have dreamed
_of daing iti-by the kind of anti-
Communiym of which Sen. McCarthy
has made himself the teader.

ly than any

nxperaﬂbn fear, and Fatilicy. .

*The personal injustice involved is
ot here
of the national defenne js something
which no one whrose life may one day
hang upon the axcellence of our ra-
“dar wreens can dare vo disr¢gard.”

Editorially,
said, *The picture of this place as a
nest of spies can hardly done
less than weaken the incentives which
spur such men to creative work—to
say nothing of ing doubts and
confusion in American public,

The thought that such a picture was .

created by Sen. McCarthy to further

his own ambition js bitter indeed”

. The Washingtén Posi said McCar-
thy's acousations "shatiered merale
at a post of vital siFniﬁcame to the
national defense and hadly disrupted
activity in an area where work ought
to be going forward with uemost

Dr. Hamld C. Urey, one of the
pation's forcmoost atomic scentists
and Nobel Prize winner, dmhu:we;d
McCarthy's investigation as an “irre-

SPm'lllhleftﬂJc of actvity” which had
" ruined morale “among scientific per-
sopthel at Fort Monmouth,” accord-
ing o an Asociated Press dispatch,
Saiel Dr. TUrey: “7 don't believe the
USSR, har o better agent in the
country ihan Sen, McCarthy”

April, 1954

He -
waid the Investigation wasn't closed.
He has never formally closed one.

McCarthy had the las: word

A Major Sethiack

" Before Sen. MnCarthy had com-
pleted six months as chuirman of the ,
Senate Permanent Subcommittee on
Investigations, he had beem in a

. headon clash with the press, some of

the nation's -edurationa] institutions,

SRR AT

the Foreign Economic Administra-.:

R T
R

tion, and the White Honse.  Ar. che

end of ¢ix months he found himself
in a stormy controversy-involving re-

on—a controversy in ‘which he -
gﬂmnﬁwamaprd:feat,:hnwom'

since he took- omtheSu!::mmlm:tu':" '

in Januaty of 1953.

'I‘heuagewuset!ortheﬂplmiun- _
members of the .

when the mix other
Subcommittee recsived = . mentob#n:

" dum From McCarthy late in fune i_r'l-

~ the State Department, the Pentagos,

.The impairment -

the Herald Tribune

g | “[X have] no real hope

; Carthy had crﬁered ro evidence wharever o suppm-t

forming thém [or. thie first-tite

The Fort Monmouth nmwe

The thr:mimg chnmcl:r uf Haﬂqrtﬁ;.r’s claims in thu .Fm Mm
mouth casé. shows up gfaphlmﬂy in the hmﬁabh. '

» - Oct, 1%, 1958

“It has all the garmarks of extremely da

it -devetops, it may Euv!.lup the entire S:gnulnﬁpu. {New Yu:rk
Times)

"Itluokavmmmhhkcameutcuﬂunespam;ge_. '

ceted Pressj _ S

] : ; ﬂn.zl} Co
"Ilmnntla]r:ngwhﬂhﬂthmmuplmgenrthmumt...

It would be improper for e to evaluate the testimony. . . I think -

;tuuﬂiﬂramportcrmmahamuknlndu{um

‘I have been giving reporters a daify resumie of the tesimimy. I-

think with oIr.heemIenne :

. may have wsed the word ‘alleged ex o o There is gvidemce

of ex Imfusemmythmmotunmfmpiomge]u

. this time. Imlaendmhtthueﬂidemelpuiiur tll.'.li oTwen'e o

evaluate, hmthmmmdmmnﬁupmnag: i '

s

Nov. 5, 193

hemaspmnage in theﬁrmy&:guzlﬂmm
Stay)

{Waﬂungmn Emmmg

= to come up with an
Itunotouriunmnnmdwelnpmnfupmnage. (NewYmi
Times]

| Feb. %, TOB4
2,1954,1: 1083)

Nore: W'hen thiy ivue of The Progressive | went. to
mﬁ'ﬁ‘“

i

PR Ry ALY

(dsso. .

out—] think ‘some of them . . 3 o

(Was! on 1

) a." "
ik

“There is no question now, from the guﬁm:c. tbalz thn'e lms '. g

Dec. 19, 1953 - - :
of pmvmg ﬂpmnage]. J i We Goo's % A
mﬁmpt ot Im:lurr 'lr. -I.

“We have unvovered espionage” ( Cangrﬂmnal Rmﬂ‘. Fcb i_-:

- T
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* . Traveler. During

he had hired Dr. J. B. Matthews,

"whewn I consider to be an ovtstand-

ing man,” as executive director.

- Matthewn i» » former exereme left-
wing Socialist who admits he was a fel-
low-traveler " nf the Communists,

© - though he denies ever taking out a

membership card: In 1958 he publish-
ed a hook called Odysiey of & Fellow
his feliow-travel-
ing days he -was fond of blasting
away at the churches and clergy as

- the “tools of capitalism." Fis theme

was that the basis of the dergy's op-
position ko Russian Communism was
the oppusition of the men of wealth
who conwol the churches, This
theme was ==t forth in.his book

Parinery in Plunder. A survey by

the Washington Star in July, 1953,

" prothiced the conclusion that “he was

actHye with Commuonists, Socialists

“and . cthers In 28 differenc front or-
ganizations, in 15 of which he held

an official position.”

‘Matthews had been active as chief
investigator for the old Dies Com-
mittee, after his conversion from che
left. He was briefly back in the
headlines in Jate 1950 in the abortive
attempt tn smear Assistame Secretary
of Defense Anna Rosenberg’ as ‘a
Communist—an attempt which back-
fired badly. Matthews proudly dis
E{layu a desk set inxribed, “To |. B

atthews, a star-spangled American,
from one of his pupils and admirers.”
The set 18 a gife from Sen. McCarthy,
fCited in the Washington Staxr, July
6, I1952.) _ t

A few days after McCarthy's col-
leagues on the Subcommittee had e
ceived notioe of the hiring of

Matthews, the July issue of the

American Mercury appeared. The

magazine is owned by Russell Ma-

guire, whose name has been linked
in the past 1o the old ractst Christian
Front. The lead article, by Mat-
thews, wasr called, “Beds in Our
Churcher” Ita opening paragraphs
were!
*“The largest single group support-
ing the Communist apparatus in the
Unied States today is composed of
Protestant clergymen. '
“Since the beginning of the First
Cold War in April 1948, the Com-
munist Parry of this country has
placed more and more reliznce upon
the ranks of the Protestant clergy o
provide the party's auzbversive - ap-
paratas  with i3 agent, ALOORES,

48 L

T

dupes, front men, ,and fellow-
traveltrs, ' .

“Clergynien cutnumber professom
twe to ope in supporiing the Com-
munist front apparats of the Krem-
lin conspiracy. . . . ‘The Communist
Party has enlisted the support of at
least 7.000 Protestarit cliergymen in
the same categories—party members,
fellow-travelers, espionage agents, par-
ty line adhereats, and unwithng
dupes.”

McCardhy's GConflicting Scories
About Matthews' Article

Dm!orments broke swiftly and
explosively,

Om July 2, the three Democratic
members of the Subcommirtes, Sens.
Jackson, Symington, and McClellaern,
isamed a smtement derouncing the
article as a "shocking and unwar
rantad attack against the American
clergy.” They clled on McCarthy
to convene the Subcommittes as
“early as possible” o “consider ap-
propriate action.”

McCarthy seemed stunped by the
storm that broke. Oun July 2, C. P.

.'Trussell reported in che New York-
“Times, "Mr. McCarthy said he knew

about hoth of the American Mercury
articles hy Mr. Manhews when he
pffered him the Svboommitiee post.™
On July 8, Samurl Shelion, Jr., of
the S:. Lounis Pest-Dispatch, quoted
McCarthy as saying on' the previous
day, “I haven't read all of Matthews'
material and I do not intend to. He
undoubtediy has written many chings
with which I disagree. But T feel 1
have no right of censorship over
anyone.”

Lacer, om July 1k, McCarthy de
clared in a letter to the thrée Demo-
crats, "I was totally unaware of the
controversial artcle written by Dr.
Matthews. It first tame to my aften-
tion the Arst week of thiz month.”

Meanwhile, it became known that
the article was familiar to Congres-
sional circdes, Tt had heen inmo-
duced into the Congressional Record
ot June 27 by Rep. Kit Clardy,
Michigan Republicen and a member
of the House Un-American Activitizs
Committee (pp, A41144117).

Whether he had read the article or
not, McCarthy stood by Matthews.
On July 2 he said, "Dr. Matthews
hzs the reputation of heing one of
the most outstznding authorities, if

not the outstanding . authority, on
subversion in the TUnited Seates”, -
{New York Times, July 2}.

2n fuly 3, Sen. Pouter, Michigan -
Republican, joined the three Demo-
crats in the view that Macthewt
should not be retained on the Sub-
committee.  When McCarthy con-
vened the p to consider the ques-
tion on JTuly 8 he Faced this line-up:

our members committed to firing

Matthews; two—5sns. Dirksen and
Munde—ahgent z2nd uncommitied;
and McCarthy for retention. _

Pon Irwin reported to the New
York Herald Tribune July 9, “Lines
hardened in the t joined yester
day whea Sen. M y refused to
Fpérmit a Subcommiites vote on the
question zltho four {three Dem-
ocrats and Sen, Potter} of the group's
sever, members demanded Mr. Mat-
thews' arativn. . . Wot a single
Subcommittee member came to Sen.
MecCanthy's assistance yesterday—two
Republiens (Mundt and Dirksen)
were pointedly absent, , "

McCarthy emerged from the meet-
ing 1o tell newamen, “Y have not ac-
cepred  his resignation. I do mot.
intepd to do so.” He szid that he
had refused to put the question of

resignation to a vote beeause Mat-

thews was not 2 ' al staff
member” as defined by law and.
therefore could not be fired by a ma-
jority of the Subcormmittee —ornly by
the chairman.

President Eisenhower

Tokes 8 Hpmd

Meanwhile, proteses came frem
church teaders ail over the country.
Or July 6. the Christian Science
Manitor that . Bi i Wil
hazm €. Mattin, ident of the Na-
ti Council of the Chuarches of
Christ in the US.A. and Methodist
Bishop of che Thallas area, made this
statergent: “There are only two bases
1 which such a staternent as the
Llatthm articdle can be accounted
for: pither it is deliberate Commu-
mist da or it is a revelation
of apmdepgrie.‘:n of stupidity and mis-
represencation which can be reached?
only in an ammosphere of suspicion,
distrust, and fear. A . Communist
agent could afford o subsidizé the -
article liberally. He knows that any
influence that tends 1o weaken the
confidence of the Protestant lzyman
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in his church-and its leaders is help-
ing to remove the most stubborn
barrier in his path.”

In New York,"Dean James A Pike

‘of the New York Cathedral (St.

the Divine} spoke for thous of
the Protestant clergy when he at-
tacked Matthews' article as “so ab-

csutd on the face of it as to reflect on
Mr. Matthews competence to hold

any public office. . . It iz alarming to
find that procedures resulting from
fear of Commupism #e causing us
to lose those very things thar moat
distinguish our way of life from
their.”

Even 'as the headlines were pro-
claiming across the country thar Mc-

Carthy wonld atand by hiz “star- '

spangled” friend, the final blow chat
was to end Matthews' briel tenure as
executive director was being prepared
in the White
Fisenhower on July 9 had received
from the three mational en-chairmen
of the Commiission on Religlous Or-
ganizationy of the National Confer-
ence of Christians and Jews
ohn A. O'Brien of the Univensity of
otre Dame; Maurice H. Eisendrath,
president of the Union of American
Hebrew Congregations, and the Rey.
Dr. John Sutherland Bennell, pastor
of the Fifth Avenue Pres
Church of Mew York) the following

telegrani:

“The President
“The White Houze

“The rweepkw attack oo the loyelty aof
Protestort  clergymen ond the charge that

they are the largest single group mpperting
the Communlet appatatus i anjuatifed amd

. depll:ml]!llt.

"Thia i5 & matter of vital concern to the
nation. You mre fo be congrmatifated on
vour recknt warnlng agalnst caséing doubt
en  the loyaky of the churches and

Ayt

"We hlly recognize the right of Con-
orei to -dovestgace the lowvalty of any
citlzen of the office be may oc-
cipy, tical or ctherwise, But de-
atrerfing trust it the leaders of Proteatantiam,
Catholiclsm or Judalam by wholesale con-
demmntion 1 to weaken the greatest Amer-
Itan  bulwerk agalng athelstic materfaﬂsm
and commurlim.”

Mok, Jonx A O'Bamw,
Rapm Baumce H. BuEnowars,
D, Jonn SurbEktasd BONNELL

The President replied immediataly:

“I have received pour telegram of today’s
date. [ wamt you to know at once thet I
Fally share the coovictons you stabe. Tht
isaves here are i:'[ur Generalized and ir
responsible attocks that sweepingly <on-
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House,  President-

“Quick, Men—Get T-‘lﬂ-‘l
Bible Off the Shchm"
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ctate, ket him
Y
o

oomwicted and
» h}'ﬂ g
in individual freedom and hu-
. Th.isja{-m I the lving semree
spiritup]l streagth. And this
our armor in fur
struggle agaiost the forces of
ryrenny and oppression,.”

Dm::&'rﬂ. ExznRoweR

McCarthy rolled with the punch.
On the same day, he anoounced that
Matithews' resignation had been ac-
cepted but said that it had been ac
cepted before the President had
taken his action. Newswmeeh fox July
20 reported that the Presidential an-
nouncement had come ar 5:29 pun.
and the MeCarthy announcement at
6:35.

But the question of whether Mc-
Carthy was to have sole power w
hire and fire commitias nnel
was not yet setiled. Newsweek e
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“I Want Ynu to Shake Hands

v, What's Wron
Wu# ¥ou G«uy;r" &

that Vice-President . Richard
Nixon bhad worked out a compro-
mise under which Matthews was .10
resign and MygCarthy was to have.
sole hiring and firing
ment of the other membery of rhe

‘Subcommiteas, _
On July 10 the Subcommittee et

and by a party line vote of 48 gave
the chairman sole ] em%nln]r
or disch 3 members, An-
nouncing that they had been put.in
“the impossible’ position of ‘having

resporgibility  without any  voles, —

right or authoriry,” McClellan, ]ack—
san, and Symington remgned .

"1 will accept the resignations,”
McCarthy said. “H they don't want

. to take part in uncovering the graft

and corruption of the old Truman-
Acheson i 'ﬂaunn,:hefm,nf ;
course, entitted to refuse.” {M’cﬂarth
made no effun to detail “the
and corruption,” and a. study ﬂm
official record shows he has dope
Litile if anything in this Held.}
Realizing that he headed a solely
Republican commitese instead of 3
Senate committes, McoCarthy changed
his tune by July 1§ and sént an in-

- vitation to the Dempcrats to come
* back.

“I sitwerely hope,” he. said,

49

lryagme-



oo

. comservative V

"t blacken the
" Americans for hic'own notord

*vou will not permit such differences
of opinien among us on detail of

cur houstkeeping to cause you not
to continpe the service which you

have been rendering the couvotry

while fulfilling your reapom:halmu
ax mambers of the Subcommirres, .

The Democrats said that the l-.-tter

had not influenced them to change .

their positions in the slightest degree.
McCarthy again went back to the
brm knuckles. On the Natiomal

Ao, e the B on iy

19, he said that the Democrats
qmt betau:sc the Subcommittes was
nosing graft and corruption” in

th: TrlIIIIan Administration, He -

said that he would make no move o

force them to veturn if they felt that -

as Senators “they wanted to draw

their pay and not do their work.”

He compared them te "small, irre-

aponsible boys.”

McCarthy continued to defend

- Matthews, telling the radio and TV

audience -that he bad not "fred”
Matthews and had not accepred his

resignation. “He quit,” McCarthy
sxid, “when the opposition rafsed the
phorry religious issue where “there

was 1o rehgiarus Inguee”

The furor cauvsed by the Matthews
article brought Sen. Harry F. Byrd,
inia Democrat, into
the conLroversy. “Mr. Matthews,” he
vaid, “should give names and facts to
sustain  his charge or sand con-

virted as a chea , willi
‘of hin fellow-
and
personal gain'  (New York
July 10, 1953}

The Matthcws' AEric Ends |
In Retreat and Defeat

Noting _that McCarthy had said
that Matthews was “an outseanding
anthority on subversion in the Unit-

_ed Htatés" the Christian Advocale,

official organ of the Mathaodiat
church, said, “In weakening comb-
dence thar Protestant laymen have
in their cirurch and ita leaders, Mr.
Matthews iz doing precisely what
atheistic Communism wants.”

The Luiheran, news magazine of

the United Lutheran Church in

America, said, "To save Tis [McGar-
thiy's] shriveling reputation he an-

5o

sions ih

-nounced that he had accepted Mat-

thewy' ‘resignation.’ The rafters are
ringing with the explosive replies
made to Matthews' charge.”

. An appeal by Matthews ta the Sub-
comuittee to be allowed to testify
and “document” bhin charges was
turned down by Scbcommittes mem.
bmonmtgruunﬂa:ha:uwuuld
plunge the inty an investiga
tion of the m. N Area mvﬁhich
it had no jurisdiceion.
Times, july 18.)

On a suhaequmt'TV show, “The

Big Jume,” Matthews was asked, “If

teatifyinig under oath, could you 1o

night nams a single Protestant min-.

ister a3 an espiomage agent?” He
replied, “T could not.” He was asked,
“If testifying under cath romight,
could you name 1% Pratestant clergy-
men who are card-carrying members
of the Comimurdst ‘Party He an-
swered, "I could mot”  (“The Big

B television pmgrm o Sep.t.
14, 1953.)

When C reconvened in
January of this year, the question of
what to do about the ab:;em Denio-
cratic Subcommittes members was
before the Republican leadership for
selution. The Amociated Preas- re-

that on Jan. & 1954, McCar-
thy said he was willing t “!n:au aver
backward" to get the absemt mem-
bers back, but on the issue of hiring

ml::d ] the saff, "Inwill bt"!tm-
plete t—1I will' not give an
pleply siemani—1 s

"By Jan. 25 his retreat and defeat
in the Matthewn' affair were com-
. Tt was announced that the

the Sobcommittee MoCarthy not
only  suptendered his excliosive an-
therity to hire and fire saff members,

but agreed 10 the following conces

signs Hmirng his POWET: -
When the Demoeratic

unammmhf oppeses public hearings

on any isws, the question must be

taken to. the parent Commilter on

Goverfiment Operations for decision

by a majority vote,
The Democratic mmunl:y will be
provided with its own coinssl and a

clerical employee - to  ktep. them’

advised.

On Feb. 2, 1954, the Senate voted,
86 to 1, with Sen. J. William Ful-
brighe, ‘Arkansas Democrat, the sole
dissenter, to grant . MoCarthy's -Sub-

{New York:

futummingm.

mmmt}r |

' combmittee $214,000. for -this year's
Jnvestigatlons. . .

Tn the Matchews casé McC.'lrthy :
again skowed himself to be a masker
of the diversionary tactic: when in
troukble on one isswe, break into the
headlines- on another. On July 10,
1953, one day after he wan forced ‘to
accept Matthews' . resignation, Me -

¥ launched ‘an attack on the
supersceret Central  Intel
Agency (CEA), which brought hmm a-
new harvest of headlines on a new
issue. In the end McCarthy was.
obliged t0 retrezt on this one, oo,
but not, as the notﬂclmtlmr.
column _=Ju1}r 16, 1953, until "Ad-
ministration erategisis altowed him

a litle phony face-saving,”

The Pattern in Summary -
In case after case, as the

makes clear, McCarchy rhe(lhz!rman
demoralized vital services of the na-.

tiona! government, t:mmzwlgovgm-

ment Eermnnr.l, and act o
to the wezkening of uur de
fe:niles, a8 the acientists ey in

their réport on the Foart Monmonith -
Headlines and hysteria made up
moat of the crop harvested by the
Subcommittee, which often func
tioied as a one-man show with oo

‘other Senator, Republican or Denio-

matihm hand. As Peter Edsom,
Wakhington correspondent for the:
Newspaper En ise  Associztion, -
put it July 11, 10§3: °

“There has been a headline a
- day—-sometimes two or threc—an
nd;hmﬁum has leaped with

ity * Tag to
boiled . down, however, the mb-
nmntmtru:hﬂ: -comtrilm.

. iy not oo rmpremive.

illel’“u
as vigoronsy

It is not difficalt to understand why
a veur earlier ($ee Puge 43) Herbert

Fhilbrick, who sisked his life as an . .

FBI countérspy within the Commu-
nist Party, rold ters that the
Comurmines “just love” MoCarthy's
namc-m]hng, be-:auu: it “rreates con-
fusion.” Confusion zid diszmity in

"lnhcd goah nf% lost. cher-

The PROGRESSIVE = . -
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Me Ca_ rthyism

cCARTHYISM has been defined
mamriet}'tszm:ﬁzmni
them flattering to the man w ve
s name o rthe iom. Perha ga.
most effective method of evaluating
McCarthy and Mdlaﬂh:usm is 1o
observe them in aceion, .
Cme of the most criticized 1
entd in McCarthyinm i the ru

smearing of individrals who MPM'

to hold views on Foreign
ather jmuts which McCarthey ﬁldl

- ohjectionable.

The Mickigan Catholic, official
publication of the archdioiese of
Detroit, skillfully caught this char-
acteristic of M. in an edi-
torial (Sept. 20, 1951) which conced-
ed McCarthy's t to Gght his Foes
ﬂn fnmg'n pﬂlmes. and then went

Apel, 1954

“But matnquhﬂadlﬂﬂent mat-
‘ter Erom exposure of covert Com-
mumumﬂm]tumwthm

ought to be fought on

merits, and not as 3 et

ﬂ-llﬂl

When charged with conducting a
%:l‘: as he has been, not
Lh-}f Catholic publications but by
men - of viriually every e

' denomination, McCarthy
hal:umalljr denies the chm-ge with a
scatement like: :

“Alt what innocent PeTIOn
have I injured? I've asked that
tion lota of Hmes—on forums

ep—and nobody ever tells me.
ve never yet had anyone give me
“the name of a aingle innocent

F

mwhahmbeenhmby-my

mtthods.” {New Fork 'World ‘Tele-

gramn and Sun, June 17, 1953)

Americany- whio have ‘the

have no Aifficuley driving M-
ites 1 cover whes thiy

tion -8 asked. . The -official. Tecords .
h RS

and the reports of the country’s’

. seliabie viewspapers show thé extent
mwhmthhnhyhasmmﬂm
we look at a few

dividuals, 5u
of the better-ka canes, -

On' June 14, 1851, sp
aﬂhutcm;:tyﬁmaterhmbmhﬁa-

Carthy delivered a ﬁﬂ.ﬂﬂﬂ-wnrd ‘at-
m.tad:nnoneofthcmtdml

of State, former Chief of

Suaff, a’ fivestas’ general’ and b -

facts |



BY WILLARD EDWARDS
[Chicago Tribane Press Service] |

Washington, June l4—Sen. !'.Il:-
Carthy, [R., Wis.] told the senate
today that Defenze Secretary Mar-
shall consistently has advanced
the designs of soviet Russia since
1942

MeCarthy spoke before packed
galleries, attracted by advanee no-
tice that he would outline * the
blackest conspiracy in- history."

McCarthy Charges Marshall
with Aiding Russian Cause

‘ran. made common cause with

ern plains of Europe ahead of the
Russians.
“TIt was Marshall, who at Teh-

Stalin on the strategy of the war
in Europe and marched side by
side with him thercafter.
Opened Secrets to Reds
It was Marshall who
his chief of military mission Mos-
cow under no circumstances to
‘jrritate® the Russians by asking
them questions a.bl:rut their forces,

ir N

ined |

Some notion of how the pro-McCarthy press played McCarthy's
hitter blast at Gen. George C. Marshall can be gained from the
above headline in the Chicago Tribune.

sequently (1953) winner of the
MNobel Prize for Peace.

Although McCarthy has since of-
fered a wvariety of mterprctdtmns of
what he recalled saying on that oc-
casion, the record is clear that he ac-
cused Gen. Marshall of treasonable
conduct. One of the most pro-Me-
Carthy of the nation's newspapers,
the Chicago Tribune, reported Mc-
Carthy's speech this way:

“Sen. McCarthy told the Senate
today that Defense Secretary Mar-
shall consistently had advanced the
designs of Soviet Russia since 1942

. From largely friendly sources,
McCarthy compiled a review of
Marshall’s important acts which led
him to the conclusion that Marshall
had always supported Soviet inter-
ests and opposed anti-Communist
proposals,

“‘How can we account for our
present situation unless we believe
that men high in this government
are concerting to deliver us to dis-
aster?” McCarthy asked. “This musi
be the product of a great conspiracy
on a scale so immense as to dwarf
any previous such venture in the
history of man.”™

Chicago Tribune,
Jume 15, 1951

In his bitter outcry against
Marshall, McCarthy went on to say:
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“Gen. Marshall is at the head of
our Armed Services. Quite apart from
the destructive nature of his public
acts since the beginnings of World
War IL I ask in all gravity whether
a man so steeped in falsehood who
has recourse to the lie whenever it
suits his convenience is fit to hold so
exalted a place where he must be a
maodel to the officers and men of our
Armed Services."

Congressional Record,
June 14, 1951, p. 6752

In his book-length attack on Mar-
shall, America’s Retreat From Vie-

Gen. George C. Marshall

tory, McCarthy p't'ﬂ[f'\h?‘: o see in
Marshall's activities “a pattern which
finds his decision maintained with
great stubbornness and skill, always
and invariably serving the world
policy of the Kremlin" And Me-
Carthy added:

“"Even as we were spending vast
amounts of fesh and blood and
steel to win the war there was still
being conducted what appeared to
be a planned loss of peace. . "

In his June 14 Senate speech Mec-
Carthy, after describing "a conspir-
acy so immense and an infamy so
black as to dwarf any previous ven-
ture in the history of man,” went on
to say that the object of this "con-
spiracy was to diminish the United
States in world affairs, to weaken us
militarily . . . to the end that we
shall . . . finally fall victim to Soviet
intrigue from within and Russian
military might from without.”

And yet McCarthy continues to
insist that “no innocent person has
been hurt by my methods™ If
Marshall has not been hurt by Mc
Carthy's smear attack, the only rea-
son can be that Marshall is too great
a figure and too patriotic an Amer-
ican to be affected by McCarthy's cal-
culated attempt at character assassina-
tion. On Aug 22, 1952, Dwight D.
Eisenhower said:

“Gen Marshall is one of the pa-
triots of this country. If he was not
a }:\Erfer.t example of patriotism and

oval servant of the United States,
I never saw one. 1 have no patience
with anyone who can find in his
record of service for this country
anything to criticize.”

The conservative W'Hahingtﬂn Star
characterized McCarthy's tirade
against Marshall as “an adaptatmn
of Hitler's big-lie technique.”

In 1953 when Gen. Marshall was
awarded the MNobel Prize for peace,
McCarthy was asked if he had any-
thing to say on the award in view
of his bitter attack on Marshall's
loyalty. "No comment,” was all he
would say.

Dwight D. Eisenhower

McCarthy broadened his 60,000
word smear attack on Marshall to
include others whom he sought to
associate in this “black” and “in-
famous” conspiracy. Among them
was Dwight D. Eisenhower, then
General of the Army and Command-

The PROGRESSIVE



- . munist Party jine.”

er-in-Chief of Ametican forces in

E ., who way described by Me
y a3 a partner in‘ the Marshall
“conspiracy” against America.

The incident was recalled recent-

by the Associated Press in a dis-
patch from Washington;

“In a blistering, two hour and 45
minute speech the Wisconsin Sen-
ator wove the mame of Dwight I.

Eisenhower into what te described

as ‘2 conspiracy so immense and an
mfam;r 0 black as to dwarf any
prﬂr:uu.!- such venture in the history
oi man.'

“McCarthy charped, among other
things, that Gen. George C. Mar-
shall, as World War II Chief of
Staff, played Joseph Sealin's game—
wage the campaign agzimt Ger-
many in a manoer ‘5o bad for the bree
world and so good for internademal
Communism.'

“And ‘in all these attitudes, de-
clared M-::Garr.hj'. Marshails ‘'finm
supporter’ was his East- mmg pIOlCgE
Tee’ Eisenhower."

' Aussociated Press Repord,
-Wisconain Stale Jeurral.
Now, 29, 1933

McCarthy's exact words, as they
appeared in his bock, were these;

“In all these attitudes Eisenhower,
who had been Commander-inChief
in Morth Afrim. was Marshall's firm

supporter.”

America’a Retreat from Vietocy, by
Sen. Joseph B, McCuethy, p. 28

Philip . Jessup
Angther prominent American
smearad by McCarthy—-and vindicat-

ed by the evidence—was Dr. Phili
C. Jessup, professor of internatio
law at Columbia Univensity. Dr.
Jemsup has held 2 number of govern-
ment posty during the past 25 years,
starting in the Justice Depirtment
during the Coolidge Adminiscration.

In 1950 McCarthy
Jessup *has an unusualwmty for
unist causes” {Congressiongl
. Record, Mar. 30, 1950, p, 1464} On
another occasion McCarthy said,
“For some reason or other, you find
Jessup always is iullumng e Com-

McCarthy persisted in his smenr
of Jessup despite clearcut evidence
to refute hic charges. .

Hiram Bingham, former. Repub-
lican Sepator from Connecticut,

April, 1954

- Loyalty Review Board
eenc{of approval on l;hc action of

then head of the Federal Govern-
ment’s Loyalty Review Board, wrote
Sen. John Sparkman of Alabama in
reaponie 10 a query:

“My dear Senatori Wikh furcher
reference to your lectsr of 24 re-

fquesting information as to the status
of Philip C. Jesup, a T of thé
pﬂ.t.

l.he Loyalty Board of the Seare De-
partment in fOnding there iv ne
reasorable  doubi of. hu lovaley.”
{Italicy outs}

H Nomination of Philip C. .
wﬂﬂ!— nfﬂﬂfhﬂip Jeasup,

Committee on For-

.Eﬁﬂﬁﬂaﬂmﬂﬂ&nﬂhn“ﬁ

Dwgn D. Eisenhower, then Presi-
Columbia Universicy, wrbee
an wnsolicited letter to Jessup Mar.
1B, 1950, in which he said:

"1 am writing 1 tell you how
much youwy umiversity deplores the
association of Your pame mt.'h the
current lovaley investigation in che
Undted States Senate

“Your long and distinguished rec-
ord as a scholar and a public servant
has won for you the respect of your
colleagues and of the American

pie 25 well. No one who has
‘can for a moment ques
tion the depth or unn:nt}f of vour
devotion to the of Ameri-
canism. Your university associates
and I are confident that any im
sinnmthtmnuarywﬂlbcquw
dispelled as the Excts hecome kiowan.™

S5aid the New York Times

editorially:

"1n making a political career of'
mud-slinging and Red-bairing, Sen.
McCarthy has lawnched T
sible, unprovable and ridieu

inAt 50 Many
Ciinens 1t bl atacks have Eacome
aimost an accolade. )

“Sheer disgust and weariness’ of
his demapogic tactics impel
minded mem to rise to the defense
of his vicHma . .

"In the casc of Dr. Philip C. Je~
sup, this newspaper has sharply dis-
agreed on occasion with bis views
and his awitudes on matters of pub-
lic policy. He la a liberal whose good
impulsea have sometimes confused

misled hirp. Bur ‘we have never

had the slightest doubt of his loyal-
ty o iy pattiotism.*”

ltlst;methltﬂr.J up#nm
on' foreign policy were bitterly de-
nounced by critics other tian Mo
Carthy. For instance, Somiei State
arnd Law, an official Moscow publi-
cation, ﬂ!.l-d thu sbout Jesi-up :
he:n a ﬂmhfui umrlm
unPenahsm and is ane of tl:u: moax

dﬂulieym apoluginu of i foreign
po

Al Tan,thgniﬁmlSmuctm
;;,vcncr, said this :huut Jesup on
ay 26, 195k o -
“The representative of the United
States, Dr. Philip Jessup, spoke om
thesamelmuﬂ::hfr. Davies. B
shander t L~
-of th: Soviet wwgpo
from the fHlthy sources of anti-Saviet -

Arthur Eisenhower Compares McCarthy to Hitler

Artingr Eisenhower, brother of the President and vice-president of the
Commerce Trust Company, It Koosss City, was gquoted by the Associated
Preny in a' dispatch from Lax Vegas, Mev,, July 24, 1553, as saying: “Tt &
nhmrbklhmthnt”ﬂﬂuthykaﬂepuﬂmfwhhudmmm

70 cret, He iy the most dangerous menace to America,
%mllann!McChrtElyIluhmaH:nﬂyﬂ:ﬂnkanlﬂu. Im:uld

belleve apything abou Bim™

hhdﬂhﬁmqhh\ﬂuﬂmﬂnﬁmﬂﬂhﬂmulﬂmunb}mﬂm

.E_ilmhuwermqumdﬂming

" course he hax He wants o keep his oams in the papers sk 1] oosty.
He icllowa the oid polidical game which ix “whase name & mentionsd the most
lnpoﬁﬂnhc&enudeﬂndht&ehighutdﬁu

"MeCarthy ix a throwhack o the Spanish tnquisttion, Humﬂuinpmpk
and procesds o moke fotls of them by twistng thelr answers. What chance
do- chey have? They have no rebisttal because they have ba recenme to the
mm&muﬂmmkhﬂmﬂhmﬂwﬂnmhaﬂaﬂumuhm

o Hozeo ks thet he has never been responsible for the conviction of ope—

of
nim.ﬂndm—Cmuﬂﬂ."




propaganda, he attempted to justify
the aggressive policy of the Western

L

Powers . . .
Testimony at Hearings, Nomination
of Lhilip C. Jessup, Subcommities

of Committee on Foreign Re-
lations, U.S. Senafe, p, 502

‘Shoot First, Ask Larter’

Another ingredient of McCarthy-
ism is the practice of shooting first
and asking questions later, of rushing
into print with sensational charges
and then, after a while, looking a-
round for some evidence that might
support those charges.

A notable case involved McCarthy's
shameless attempt to imply that
former President Harry Truman had
deliberately concealed from the FBI
a list of some 150 Soviet spy suspects
received from Canadian authorities,

McCarthy's statement hit the front
pages with big, black headlines, as
he knew it would. Then, according
to the Associated Press, “McCarthy
fired off a letter to Atty. Gen. Her-
bert Brownell asking if the Justice
Department ever got such a list from
Truman. He called this a first step
toward deciding whether to ask the
investigation's subcommittee to call
Truman as a witness.”

Two weeks later, McCarthy re-
luctantly revealed that the FBI had
assured him Mr. Truman had not
withheld any information he had
received from Canada—a fact which
inevitably received far less promi-
nence in the press. McCarthy, of
course, could have acquired the nec-
essary information by picking up a
telephone or writing his letter to
the Department of Justice before he
rushed into print with his original
statement.

McCarthy was asked why he did
what he did the way he did it, in a
“Meet the Press” program shortly af-
terward. William 5. White, Wash-
ington correspondent for the New
York Times, put the question to Mc-
Carthy this way:

“Would it perhaps have been bet-
ter to check first with the FBI bhefore
suggesting that you could call the
former President:"

"You might do it one way, Mr.
White, I might do it the other.”

Still another ingredient of Mec-
Carthyism is the sly use of innuendo
to plant doubts about the integrity

54

and loyalty of Americans of unas-
sailable character and patriotism.
One of the shabbiest examples of
this McCarthy treatment involved
Nathan Pusey, the new president of
Harvard University.

In the summer of 1952, Dr. Pusey
was president of Lawrence College,
located in Appleton, Wis, McCar-
thy's home town. Dr. Pusey joined
with a group of distinguished citizens,
among them bankers, industrialists,
clergymen, educators, doctors, and
lawyers in sponsoring The McCarthy
Record. Throughout the campaign
of 1952, when he was seeking re-
election to the Senate, McCarthy
refrained from attacking The McCar-
thy Record or its sponsors, and re-
fused to challenge in any way that
documented analysis of his record.

In the summer of 1958, when Pusey
was appointed to the presidency of
Harvard, Neal O'Hara, columnist for
the Boston Traveler, asked McCarthy
for an estimate of his fellow-towns-
man. In his reply, McCarthy said:

“I do not think Dr. Pusey is or has
been a member of the Communist
Party.” The use of this language to
create a doubt where none was justi-
fied was bitterly denounced by the
paper which is closest to and most
enthusiastic about McCarthy's opera-
tions, his home town Appleton Post-
Crescent, as a “gutter-type approach”

In his statement to the Boston
Traveler, McCarthy went on to say of
Dr. Pusey:

“His activities could well be com-

to the undercover Communist
who slaps at the Communist Party
in general terms, cusses out the thor-
oughly well-known Communist, and
then directs his energy toward at-
tempting to destroy those who are
really hurting the Communist Party
by digging out the dangerous under-
cover members of the party, who
parade as loyal to the country which
their conspiracy is attempting to
destroy.

“What motivates Pusey, I have no
way of knowing. He is what could
best be described as a rabid anti,
anti-Communist.”

McCarthy's attempt to smear Dr.
Pusey infuriated some of the Sen-
ator's best friends in his home town—
people who knew Dr. Pusey well and
who were thus exposed frst-hand for
the first time to McCarthyism in
action.

The most outraged response came
from the Appleton Post-Crescent
quoted above, whose managing edi-
tor, John Reidl, was listed number
one among “McCarthy’s Wisconsin
newspaper backers” by Richard Wil-
son, chief of the Cowles correspond-
ents in Washington (Look, Dec. 1,
1953 ).

After noting that McCarthy had
been fighting “a two-front battle
against the machinations of the ene-
my, and against the doubts of his fel-
low Americans as to the fairness of
his methods,” the Paost-Crescent went
on Lo Sﬂ.}‘:

“These doubts have not been con-
fined to the political opposition. The
Senator's supporters in  Wisconsin
have had to defend him again and
again from the charge that he has
besmirched reputations in order to
advance his own career,

“The Senator has multiplied those
doubts by his gratuitous and com-
pletely uncalled-for attack on Dr.
Nathan Pusey. Dr. Pusey is known
to us all here in Appleton for his
integrity, his devotion to American
ideals, his exemplary personal life,
and his leadership in the liberal arts
movement that is just as important
in fighting Communism as McCar-
thy's exposures.

“The BSenator’s act has caused
dismay among Dr. Pusey's [riends
and associates, many of whom have
been strong supporters of McCarthy,
and are known to have contributed
to his campaign funds.

The PROGRESSIVE



“In stating that ‘I do not think
Dr. Pusey is or has been a member
of the Communist Party” McCarthy
has used a gutter-type approach. He
could have referred as correctly to
Pope or President. It is an insult
not only to Dr. Pusey, but to-all who
know him and are proud to call him
{riend.

“The only motive for the Sen-
ator’s statement appears to be Dr.
Pusey’s opposition to him in last
fall's election. If this is the case,
McCarthy is running way out of
bounds. Dr. Pusey, like any other
loyal citizen, has a perfect right to
take whatever stand he pleases in a

litical campaign, and should not
Eg subjected to personal slaps for so
doing.”

McCarthy's hunger for revenge
against Pusey went on a long time,

In a New York inquiry, which had
nothing to do with Harvard, Pusey,
or education, McCarthy repeatedly
threw poisonous barbs at Harvard
and Pusey and referred to Harvard as
“a sanctuary for Communists.” (L'nig-
ed Press rveport quoted in Wis
congin State Journal.)

The Commonweal Case

McCarthy's use of innuendo in the
case of Dr. Pusey is paralleled by a
similar device he used in attempting
to smear The Commonuweal, the dis-
tinguished Catholic magazine which
has been critical of many of Mec
Carthy's methods, In the Pusey case
he said, “I do not think Dr. Pusey is
or has been a member of the Com-
munist Party”; in the case of The
Commonweal he sought to achieve
the same result by inviting the public
to “draw vour own conclusions.”
Here is what happened:

In August 1953 the North Ameri-
can Newspaper Alliance, a national
press syndicate, released to its member
papers a four-part interview with Mc-
Carthy. In it the Senator was asked
to comment on his habit of labelling
critics as “Communists.”

McCarthy replied, "I'd have to
know what critics you have in mind.”

When The Commonwenl was men-
tioned, McCarthy said, "I never said
The Gommonweal was Communist.
I just said that, in front of the Jen-
ner Committee, one of its writers re-
fused to say whether he is a Commu-
nist or not. From that you can draw
your own conclusions.”

April, 1954

‘Help! I'm Being Followed’

uHPROVE? £
ARG ES qepn
::'ﬂn_rg DEFT

Harblock in The Washington Poat

The editors of The Commonweal
asked McCarthy to identify the writer
to whom he had referred. Five
weeks later McCarthy “replied” by
asking the editors “what connection
Thomas Davin has with The Com-
monweal—whether he writes for it,
whether he has any wvoice in de-
termination of policy, etc.”

The Commonweal reported in its
issue of Mov. 27, 1955:

“We . . . assured Sen. McCarthy
that Mr. Davin had never at any
time written a single line for The
Commenweal, that he has never had
the slightest wvoice in determining
the magazine’s policy, and that, pre-
vious to the present incident, four of
the present five editors had never
heard of him. We therefore ask the
Senator to make a public correction
of his own statement (with its dark
innuendo: ‘from that you can draw
your own conclusions’) and to bring
this correction to the attention of
the North

Alliance."

In a letter dated Nov. 12, 1953,
McCarthy had failed completely to
respond to the request of the editors
of The Commonweal that he set the
record straight. Instead he renewed
his attack on The Commonweal,
widely regarded as one of the most
effective of anti-Communist publi-
cations in the United States. In his
letter McCarthy said:

“I may also have pointed out that
while you referred to your publica-

American Newspaper

tion as a Catholic magazine, as far as
I know, you have no right to use that
title unless the fact that apparently
your editors [eel that because some
of them attend the Catholic church
they are entitled to call The Com-

.monweal a Catholic magazine. So

that there will be no doubt in your
mind as to how 1 feel about ;xur
magazine, 1 feel that you have ne
and are doing a tremendous disservice
to the Catholic church and a great
service to the Communist Party . .. "

In the face of the big distortion
heaped by McCarthy on his original
innuendo, the editors of The Com-
monweal decided against engaging
in a name-calling contest with Mc-
Carthy, Said the editors of The

Commaonmweal :

“No extended comment on this let-
ter seems necessary. It is sufficient to
note that Sen. McCarthy ignores the
point in question (the fact that no
Commonweal writer has ever ap-
peared before the Jenner Committee)
and apparently refuses to correct the
false implications of his widely publi-
cized comments on The Common-
weal, resorting instead to his familiar
method of personal attack.

“Discussion on this level 1s, of
course, impossible and The Common-
weal will certainly not stoop to at
tempt it. But we are indebted to
Sen. McCarthy for one thing: he has
again demonstrated, more elfectively
than we could ever hope to do, the
level of his 'crusade. "

A fnal word on The Common-
weal’s controversy with McCarthy
came from another Catholic publica-
tion, The Wage Earner, published in

Hitler Parallels

Returning from a trip. to Europe,
Bishop . Bromley Oxnam, of the
Methodist Chureh, told reporters
that religious leaders in Europe are
concerned about BMcCarthyism be-
cause “they see too many parallels to
the pre-Hitler days.” Sald the Bishop:

"Sen. McCarthy has done more to
discredit the nation abroad than any
other single factor. Europeans over-
estimate the place and power of Mc-
Carthy in this country. They seem
to think he is dictating the policy of
this country."”

The MNew York Post
Feb. 16, 1954
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- Father Hubble: “Havi

- im,

Betroit by the Association of Cathalic
Trade Unionists. Writing in - the
anuary 1954 issue, Father Karl Hub-
le, of the Detroit chapeet,
after observing that "one cannot go
on indefinitely being silent about Joe
McCarthy,” struck back at McCarihy's
“glaim that The Commonweal was
doing 2 “tremendous dimervice to
the Catholic church” and was “dis
honestly uerading” as “2 mouth-
piece for the Catholic Church,” S$aid
read The
Commonwes! for most of the 29 years
of ity existence, we need look no far-
ther for a beter example of the
slanderons tesulis of the umfjrmgljr
simple McCarthy methods.™

Tigtorting the Truh

A recurring McCarthy device is to
play Laat lonse with the record,
¢ven in cases where the record van
be epasily checked. An example of

- McCarthy's loose use of the truth
could be found in McCarthy’s No-
wvember 1953 radio and television at-
tack on’ former President Truman.
In deppuncing the former President,
McCarthy said that Truman's defini-
tion of McCarthyism was exactly the
same as that of the Communist
Weorker. The definition, he
was "idendical, word for word, mm-
ma for comma."

Afver the broadcast, however, when
asked what isaue of the Daily Worker
contained the Truman-employed defi-
pition, “an offidal source of the
committee of Senator Mr:Canh]',
cording to the United Press, ‘}nd
the McCarthy statement. It il

- appeared in any single issue, this
source sajd, but in sclected phrases
prt together by McCarthy.

Thus, the quotation wal mot, 2s
McCarthy had pretended, “word for
word, cormnma Eor comma.™ Quite the
‘contrary, it was a serics of Dsolated
phrases eretching over Issues
which were assembled by McCarthy
in order 1o present the wholly faise

jvn that Truman bad liited

the D.:::I{ Waorker's precise languape
ing McCarthyism.

¢

Annr.hnr significamt mmPle of
this characteristic of -McCarthyimm—
distortion by tampering with the
truth-—was on display in the Eall of
1953 when Mﬂﬂarg:l
ed a new attack on the Pen
charging that it kad sent out “clear
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cut, Communist pmpnganda o 3?
of 1t commands last year."
"Iiyuumdl.hmandbehﬂtdlt,
you would mwove to Russia® Mc
Carthy told re._p-urtem pmnt:ng m

tatir of 70 pages of
ocument he md w1 pre for
an indoctrination course intel-

Ligence officers and othern. -

Repur'l‘ed b'.]' the
Assoiiated Bress.

Sept. 10, 1953

Army authoritles were furious, not
only because McCurthy had disclosed

“restricted security information in vio-

latinn of she espionage laws, but be-
cause be had clearly distorted the real
meaning of the Army's bulletin which
war an inielli study of the “psy-
choldgical and cultural traits of So-
viet Siberia,” made in January, 1952,
by the Far East Command.

By sclecting certain passages Irom
the McCarthy sought to back

up his claim that the document was

" cent Communist

Ptll?;ut in his releass EI%
significanily omitted precisely those
portions of the report which clearly
shwowed the intent to be the exposure
of Commnunism as a way of lite. For
instance, McCarthy conveniently
failed to make available to the pres
the conclusion of this Army survey
which- read as follows:

"The Soviet citizen enjoys neither
thl: liberty nor the civil rights which
we insist upon as a natural endow-
ment of all! men. The “free worker
in the Sowict Union is as much
chained to his job and local arca
as is the convict ... .

*He has no redress against a harsh
authoritarian goveroment . . . His
voting rights are a. travesty ou ithe
ideals and purposes of democracy . .

¥ suddenly open-

'Greatest Menace'

“The best mennce o liberty
.mhwgmh:hnqﬂmehh{:r
Carthyinw , . ., MoeCorthy will be
blown wﬁm?wpkmke

upmwﬁlth:hut[m

D Jomn Larr”
Former Directar of the
Soclal Scimge Deportipent

by
March 2, 1951

Hc iy the he‘-:lﬁ:lm prisoner of a slave
- - Such an existence would be
mmlerahle to Amerlcans. Amerlean

traditions and beliefs militate against

every facet of government activity in
the USSR. British and American
Communist sympathizers who visit
the 1J.5.5.F. nearly always return in
bitter disllusionment. Thers is no
better antidete for radicalisem.™.

McCarthy's fdilure to make this
part of the report available o the
E]:‘:aa at the time he waz denouncing

report 2 Communist propaganda

shows again how lazy he believes oth-
erz are. Ferbaps he lelt that Pent-
agon officials would not care to fi
back, but it is difficult to
stand why he would not Inow that
newsmen would not content to
acoept hit handout, but rather would
ask for permision to examine the
entire report.

Another example and one which is
a revealing study of Mcﬂanhylsm in
action came in a speech

gave in Ml]wauk:t. Sept 3 1953,-
during his primary campaign for re-
election. Mc(arthy said in the
coaurrse: of his address; .

“There are those who say. ‘But
there' are no longer Communists ip
government.” 1 am not going to ask
yautatalemywurdfnrth;?glhnw
~in my hand the brief prepared by .
geven lav of tha ]usr_we Depare- -
ment dated July 28, 1952. - Let me
read to you from it:

*Illegal passports have been uaed
to expedite travel in COWtes
by ‘menibers of the Communist Party.

‘Plans have been discussed by leading

members of the party and agenes ol
the Soviet secret police to obtmin
blank American from the
{5tate] Department from Commn-
nists cmployed in the State Depart-
ment.*

“For the benefit of the press, that's
ot 01 of their very cxcellent
and lengthy brief." -

Two days later, on Sept. 5, the As-
sociated Presa ted from Wash-
ington that Atty. Gen. James P. Me-
Granery had exposed disterion
McCarthy bad made of the Depan-
ment report. McGrapery said thag .
Paul Crouck, au acknowledged form-
er Communist, had testified that in
1728 he had met a man identified as
the head of the Rusian secret police
in the United States and frodn
him that 2 plan was afoot to obtain
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blank passporis from Gommunista

employed in the State Deparimeni. |

*Hiz [McCarthys] reference to

lans' discussed (o obiain blank -

ican passports from Commuriacy
employed in the State Department.
does not mean that there were Com-
muanists employed in the State De
parmment,” McGranery said. .

In pthet words McCarthy used a
quotation from the Department’s re-
port which referred to a condition
that was alleged e exist 24 years

earlier under the Administration of .

Calvin Coolidge, 1o support his
charge that there were Communrists
in government in 1952}

Another in t of McCarthy-
izm is the reckless use of exaggeration
to bolster a weak cise or o credte
headlines for personal and political
aggrandizement. An interesting ex-
ample of this characteristic of Me
Carthyism was exhibited in the sump-
mer of 1955 when McCarchy returned

to his bome state po address the R -

blican Convention of Wisconsin
in Madisan, June 15, 1953,

In that speech McCarthy demanded
that the Justice Department bring
the *“mraitors” res ble for the
ammunition shortage in Korea be
fore a grand jury and -make them
answer for their crimes McCarthy
seemed to be basing hix charge and
demand on the ipvestigation of the
Senare Armed Services Committee.
But Sent. Leverers Salvonseall, Masss-
chusctis Republican and chairman of
the committee, pmmpt[yam-tedt.hnt
there was nothing whatever in the
disclosures before the Commiutes to
indicate 2 “general ute of treas-
on.” The “only thing charged” hy
the investigatory, Saleonstall told re-

on, June 15, 1955, way “in-
efficiency and bad mzanners®-—cer-
tainly a far cry from treason.

McCarthy frequently atempts o
prevent the puhlicadon of uafavor
able material. A notable example
occarred in Jate 1951 when Prob
Hariell Hart, professor of saciology
and anthrupolngy at Duke Univetsi-

ﬂ.‘l‘lﬂl? to publish his sur-
vey ent eCarthy Fersus the
Stale Depnﬂmm! Hart, more con-
siderate than many authors, sent a
preliveinary drafr of his study to Me-
Carthy. “Hs uested a factual
criticlsmn.  Ins he received from

Jean Xerr, then McCarthy's secre-

tary, a letter Grlling the survey “a

April, 1954

The Great Flop

Hlmﬁtrkk In The Ht. Lnciw Mﬂllplwh

typical Communiat Party line smear

Senator MeCarthy.” Convinced
the of his findings, Hart
decided to go ahead with publication.
McCarthy then wrote the presiden:
of Duke: :

"The purpose of this letter is 10
call your attention 1o the fa=t that
this preliminary draft of the Har
report contains a vast amount of the
vicions, false, and libelous attacks
which have been leveled at me by
the Daily Worker and some of the
Communist camp-following elements
of the and radin. This is o po-
tify you

pmject in case- you are mot aware
of it at this time, and that I shall
hold the University legally account-
able for the publication of this
document.”

On Oct, $1, 1951, McCarthy wrote

a second letter which contained the.

Eallewing:

*“Unless 1 hear from yon on or
before Nov. 14 thae you are taking
steps to have retracted the false and
defamatory statements made, I shall
asjume that the mavcerial in the publi-
cation ‘meets with your ap! "

Dml'!:lite these ihreats of libel ac-
i art and Duke University went
akead with publication. When the
Hart saudy appeared, McCarthy took
refuge in silence, ,

51ill anotker example involves the
then Assistant Secretary of the Navy
for Air, Joha F. Floberg. It was

- terial to0  uvoanthorlied

‘pensonally of Mr. - Hart's

Floberg who had a the award
of medals to M {See Pages
911}, but apparently MeCarthy was
concerned that Floberg, in discusing
his approva! of medals for McCarthy,
mipht delve into portions of Me
Carthy's service record which he pre-
ferred 10 leave undisturbed. As a Te-
sult, on Jan. 2, 1958, McCarthy wrote
Floberg saying that he had heard
Floberg was “displaying classified ma.

Pe:rmnn:l."
Further, said McGCarthy, “this -is
inform yow thatlamwmufﬂm
gituation and you will be held fully
aecountable.  'Will you please pre-
a report to me on such acuﬂms
E:H . and have it avail
able for

F«uemntim; to me as
7§ chairman of the Senate Invﬂﬂgnu'ng

Note how McCarthy used thc pow-
et of his position as chairmnan of the
Senate Investigating Commitfee to
crack dewn on Floberg. Floberg
wrote' McCarthy Jan. 5, 1953, “you -
are advised that I have not
at any tme disclosed any classified

maierial to any unaurhur;zed
OF DETsOny; any Teporis w. hu:gemm

hnv:recﬂvaioinnymdlﬂmdun
‘on.my part are false”™ -

“The Ruthless Effore to

Make Himsclf Feared®

The recent vproar gener
McCarthy's violent clash mth
U.s. Army--a case in which he
cured high Army officials of “cod-
dling Commuaists”—is perbaps ‘the

b\y
the
A=

best recent example of McCarthyimm -

in action, The backgrolmd.

Dr. Irving Peress, a New Yark
dmtist, was ealled to du
il:mI Jan. 8,1953, In
vm tllilln'::I Fifth Amendment in ye
fusing o answer questions. In Jube,

e routine:

1953, the commandant at Camp Kil. - -

mer, M. J., where Peress -war sta-

" Honed, reommended that the dentist

be dismissed. 'This was move than
six months before: McCarthy took &
haod.

But as a result of the ATmy's "hu.r-_ ;
ry up and wait™ delays known to
every GI, Perem was not dignised
then. In a completely separate. mc-
tion Peress received an actomatic pro- - 7
motion to major in Octgber uwnder. - - -
the law uqu{]ﬂug advancement of . -
medical men according o age and -

asacp.
that followed, he in .
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professional experience, On Feb. 2
1454, he was given his honorable
discharge. - .

Army officials, the New York Times

ted Feb, 26, 1054, “admit cer-
tain aspects ol the case have been
poorly handled. . . But, they were
quick to point out, they “had no
teasible legal! alternative but to
grant the dentist an honerable dis-
charge under Defense Department
direcrives. . .

The case began 1o command front-
page headlines when McCarthy sum-
moned Gen. Ralph - W. Zwicker,
new commandant at Kilmer, ta a se-
‘cret hearing. McCarthy's treatment of
Zwicker angered Army officials. The
official transcript shows that Zwicker,
a combat veteran much decorated for
keroism, had declined to answer some
questions because a Presidential of-
der forbade Army officials from
revealing details of loyalty investiga-
tions, Zwicker's steadfast insistence
on following Presidential orders en-
raged McCarthy into using fanguage
_ of this kind: . _

“General, let's ry and be truth-
ful” . .. *I capnat help but question
either your homesty or your intelli-

e” . .. "Don’t give me any of
that double-talk.” . . . “Anyone with
the brains of a five-year-old child can
understand that quesdon.” . . . "Any
[General] who gmys, 'l will pratect
another Generzl who protected Com-
munists’ is not Gt e wear that
uniform,”

Afterward, McCarthy said, “I was
toc temperate”

Sccretary of the Army Robert T.
Stevens, expressing resentment at the
“unwarranted abuse of our loyal of-
ficers,” ordered Zwicker and other
Army officials not to apgcar before
McCarthy and announced ke would
go himself.

But the showdown did not come
off as scheduoled. Scevens met, in-
stead, with McCarthy and the other
Committee Republicans. The out-
come of the conference was universal-
ly interpreted as complete surrender
hj;' Sievens, for he ngrged to give the

" McCarthy Committes the names of
everyone invoived in the Peres case,
and coomsented to their appearance
before the Commistes,

Greatly troubled by the adverse
public reacrion o Stevens' capitula-
tion to MeGarthy, the Eisenhower
Administration gave 100 per cent ap-
proval to 1 statement by Sievens

52

enemy anHme
“side. . . . He has become completely

which said: “T did not at that meet

ing [recede] . . . irom .any of the
principles on’ which I stand. . . . I
shall never accede to [Army person-
nel] . .. being browbeaten or hu-
miliated. . . . From asurances . . .
received from rhe Commirntee, I am
confident will not parmit such
coeditions :th::fdﬁvtlﬂp in the famre”
McCarthy struck back by accusing
Stevens of having made “2 completely
Ialse statement” about the aeeuranoes.
The violence of McCarthy's attack
on Army officials created a front-page
sensation throughout the world and
measurably lowered American stature
here le could read. Ewven
papers usmﬁrﬂ?ﬂend]y to MeCarthy
were orideal of his behavior. Thus,
the Chicage Tribune commented:
“"McCarthy will better serve his cause
if he learns to distinguish-the role of
investigator from the role of aveng-
ing z2ngel” H. V. Kaltenborn, vet-
eran newscasier who said that up w
then he had "enjoyed defending Mc-
Carthy,” found it imposible o
swalilow McCarthy's comduct in this
case, “McCarthy uses the same bludg-
eon to hit- an honorable Army Gen-
eral that he u.wi.uix at z aeacherous
Communis. He has become 30 vin:
dictive . . . that fe treats as-an open
who is not on his

epotistical, t, atbirrary, nar-
row-minded, reckless, and irresponsi-
ble. Power has cottupted him,

- Frank Conniff, writing in the us
ually pro-McCarthy New York Journ-
al-Amevican (Hearst) said: "I think

“OK. Bud, When 1 Want You
Again, il Send for You”

Joe owes the Army an apology but I
doub: i cur soldiers will get it; the
Senator has sure lost his tonch sinecs
he ok up with those oilxich, anb- .
Catholic Texas millionaires, the very
4ame gang which threw the shiv a
+Al Sruch back in 1928

Summarizing the whole case for
the Republican New York Herald
Tribune Feb. 27, Walter Lippmann
cxpresed the conclusion of counsiess
middlecf-theroad newspapers and
citizems when he said;

“Manifestly, MeCarchy's purpose
. « - Was o0 demenstrare his power w
intimidate the Army, to show that he
was so powerful that he could reach
over the head of the Gommander-
in-Chief and terrorize individual
officers. . . . ' ’ .

"This is the rotalitarianism of the
man: his cold, calculated, sustained,
and ruthless effort to make himself
feared. Thac is why he has been mag-
ing . . . demonstrations, each designed
to show that he respects nobody . . .
and no insutution in the land, and
that everyone at whom he growls will
Iwn away.”

The shocked outcry of and
public led Leonard W. Hall, chair
man of the Republican -National
Committee, who had previously
called McCarthy an asset to the GOF,
to say Mar. 2: “When he begins to
attack persons who are fighting Com-
Munism: just as conscientiously as he
is, I can’t go along with him.,”

On Mar. 8, ihe President Jda.
nounced the “di of the stand-
ards of fair play” in Co fonal
investigations, and warned nation
that “in opposing Communism, we
are defeating ourselves if sither by
design ar carelessness we use methods
that de not conform to che American
sense of justice and fair play.” :

McCarthy sought, as always, to re-
serve the last word for himsell,. He
issued a ‘statement sneering at the
“silly tempest in x teapot” and char.
acterized the cziticism as “unprec
edented mudslinging ... . by the
extreme left-wing elements of the
press and radio. . " MeCarthy did
not make it clear whether thin desig-
nadon was meant 1o inctude the Chi-
cagn Tribune, the Hearst press, and
the scores of ulira-conservative dailies
ard radio commentators that had
condemned his conduct. :
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‘Striking at
the Freedom
- of the Press’

ONE OF the most frequently re-
curring characteristics of M.
Carthyism i3 his attempt to pin the
Red label on chose who criticize his
~ methedy and morals. This tendency
‘has been especially marked in Mc-
Carthy’s dealings with the nation’s
press. :

At one time or another MeCarthy
has denounced as being practically
indistinguishable frem the Commu--
nist Daily Worker such
American - publications as rthe St
Louis Post-Dispatch, the Washington
Pogi, the Milwavkee Jfournal, the
MNew York Post, the Ghristicn Science
Monitor, the Salurday Fvening Post,
Time, the Madison (Wia) Capital
Times, the Pordand Ctregoncan, the
Louisville Courfer-fonumal, and the
Denver Fost. In addition, MoCar-
thy has accused the re-write desks of
the thres great news-gathering agen-
eies, the Assoriated Press, the Unitad
Press, and the International News
Service, of doctoring and distorting
stories dealing with his operations
in Washington. (McCarthyism: The
Fight for America, by Foseph R, Me-
Carthy, §. 3.) :

The principal characteristic of Mc-
Carthy's treatment of critical publi-
cations has heen an attempt to
intimidate them by smearing them
as “Daily Workers,” threatening
them with 1ibel actions, and secking
to launch advertising boycotts againet
them. :

Perhaps the best known case in-
volves the Washington coluromist,
Drew Prarson. After Pearson had

April, 1954

leading -

written  several * oolumns  exposing
some of McCarrhy's operations in the
Senate, McCarthy picked a fist fght
with Pearson at a Washi n club;
on the wave of the publicity that
followed, he made a twohour Senate
speech demanding that all his friends
hoycott Pearson’s radio sponsor, the
Adam Hat Company. Shartly after-
ward, the Adam Hat Company with-
drew its sponsorship of Pearson's ra-
dioc program, although officials of
the -company denied that they had
acted in response to McCarthy's
itimidatiorn.

Late in 1951, McCarthy tangled
with Time ine. ﬂn}r Oct. 22,
1951, Time had carried a document-
ed story showing that “after nearly

- two yearn of vamping the nation,

shouting that he was rooting ot the
skunks” (Communists in government]
McCarthy had fafled to root out a
single Communist. McCarthy strack
back with an appeal to the mag-
arine's advertisers (o withdraw their
patronage, with the familiar charge
that the of Time's story
wai e “obstruct the Ffght againsi
Commumnists,™

Time, bowever, refused o he
intimidated. James A. Linen, pub-
lisher of the ine, isued a
smrement on Nov. 9, 196], saying,
"We believe our in tion and
analysis of Sen. McCarthy's political
activities -is an honest and factual
one. drawn from months of inter-
views, research, checking, and cross-
reference” Moreover, said Linen,
S Time’s record in the fight against

“The Whole Thing Reeks With
Totalitarianism,” Sald the Voice
Of the U. 8. Newspaper Profession

Communism is long, clear, and con-
gistant. It cannot he cwisted around
ta make it appezr that Time is ob-
sructng thae fight.” Heonry R. Luce,
editorin-chief of Time, in a letter o
McCarthy Nov. 5, 1951, asserted that
“Time feels you haven't lived up to
those principles [of fairness] in your
campaign against Qommumism.”

‘Betraying Principles of Decency’
Commenting on McCarthy's at
tempt to [aunch a boycou by Time
advertisers —an  effort whicz pro- -
duced no noticeable results—the ul-
tra-conservative Boston Herald said
edirorially Feb, 14, 1952: '

"Sen. McCarthy is a good man
with a smear, but he can't wke it
when he is on the recriving end. of
the tar brush. . . : This new tech-
nigue of sandbagping qewspaper and
magazine cricirs through their adver-
tisers -is dangerous and should be
stepped on promptly, It strikes at
the wery basis of an independent
press and {5 as un-American in its
exssence pf anything the Senator haa
criticized in others.”

The Chattancoga Times observed
Jan. 30, 1952, that McCarthy's boy-
cott cthrear against Time invalved
“actioms and accitudes that betray
every principle of decency. . . . We
have never wimessed a mome dis-
reputable act on the part of one who
helds bur does not henor, the posi-
tion of United States Senator. . . .
McCarthy does not deserve to sit in
2 body which represenis the emtire

1
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nation and any investigation worthy
of . the name would confrm this
face.”

Ome of McCarthy's more success-
ful efforis at intimidation concerns
the Syracuse (N. Y.) FPosi-Standard,
which denounced the Senator in 1951
about the same time that Time did.
McCarthy sued for $500.000. The
Post-Standard’s lawyers evidmﬂ{ de-
cided that some of the paper’s cha
o0 were not true, and that a
settlement was in order. The set-
tlement included some cash and a
retraction that was unique. The re-
traction eook back, not only the
statements which the Pogl-Standard
could not prove, but statements for
which offimal support existed.

For example, the Post-Standard re-
tracted it crideism of McCarthy's
$10,000 Lustron housing pamphiet
fee, by remarking that this deal vras
made “after the Republican Party
had been defeated in the 1950 elec-

tions atd had lost control of Con- -

gress and Sen. MceCarthy was
unpopular with the Trmman v:g
ministration. It is nat
therefore, that Sen. McCarthy

‘could have been uselul o the

Lustron Company with ¢he Truman
Administration.”

The Ezct, as rclated'ot‘f'maﬂy in the
Hennings Subcommitees it on
Me¢Carthy in December 1952 (See
Pages 1221}, wax that McCarthy's
Lustron deal was initiated not after
the 1950 elections, bat before the
1848 clections—in other words, while
he was still vice chairman of a joint
committee on housing which proved
?mm useful to Lustron by preparing

lation for RFC loans to pre-
fabricated housing companjes. Mo
C'a_t'th‘f must be one of the few libel

mwuie winners who has compelled the .

defendant not cnly te isue a Tebac
ton, but to iewtlte history in his
behalf.

Another revealing example of Mc-
Carthy's tactics wai on display in his

treatruent of the Milwaukee Joxrmal,.

largest dzily in Wisconsin. After
McCarthy's election to the Senate in
1946 the -Journal hopefully editorial-
ized; “We think that Joseph McCar-
thy has it in him to be a good Sen-
ator and a good representative of his
stace. . , . IE Joe McCarthy will use
his talents and his experience in be-
half of the people of Wisconsin and
the people of the United States, he

L H

p-oau:h!e,'

can have x bright juture in the U. §
Senate,”

But the Journal soon found Me
Carthy's activities in - Washington
impossible to condone. [t criticized
him editorially. McGCarthy struck

back. Although the Journal is well-

known in Wisoniin for the militan.
oy of ita anti-Communisn, McCarthy
promptly pinned the Iabel of "ﬂ'u:

Milwaukes edidon of .the Daily-

Worker” on the Journal,

‘On Aug. 6, 1950, 1 ing ac the
conventton of the Wisconsin Retail
Grocers Amociation, McCarthy urged
the retailers to withdraw their ad-
vertising. “ in mind when you
send your checks over to the Journal
or pay a nickel apitce, you are con-

tﬂbutmf to bringing the Commumnst .
ine

intg the homes of
Wimunﬂn"

Hﬂddﬁng the Watera
M taxed the credulity of
mw’wmt admirers when he
suggested that the conservative Sar-
urday Evenin Post had fallen for the
Commumnist In che Joly 9,
1950, issue of thal magazine, _‘,lmeph
and Stewart Alsop toported their
critical mprﬂuum of Mc(hrﬂly's
activitiex in ch Comumynism in
government. MeCarthy

angrily wrore
Ben Hibbs, editor of the Saturday

Evening Post, on AuEh 15, 1950: It .

is dizsenrbin
is almost 1

tx find that this article
per cent in line with

Planning Tomorrow's Menv

mm&lnmﬁt Lnnﬁlnd--ﬂw

"of papers

the officdal insqucdons isued Com-
munists and fellow-traveling foem-
bers of the press and radio by Gus |
Hall, national secretary of the Com-
munist Party.”

Hibbs, who knew the Ahnpa‘ rer
ord of combating Communism, re-
plied to MeCarthy: “The Alsops and
the Saterdsy Evening Poit  are
agalnat the employment of ‘traitors
and perverts” in ‘povernment, just. as

ave. But we are also againg
wild, unsupported charges such as
you heve been making. We fecl
very stromgly that the tactics you.
have smployed siereed only in mud-
dying the waters and playing into
the hands of the cnemy.”

MeCarthy's harassmenc  of  the
prews takes many forms. Thas, for
instance, on Avg, 22 1955, McCar
thy, according to & United Press dis-
patch, announced that he had asked .
the Post Office Department to- mpply
him with zstimates on the cost “of
“subsidizing distribution” of the
Washington Fost, the Wall Sireei
Journal, and the New York Comma-
nise Daily Worker.

In a letter to Postmasier General
Arthur E. Surnmerfield, MeCarthy
said that “they zre typical examptes -
that overburdencd saxpay-
emshnuldnntbemﬂe@uponm
subaidize.”

'Onr May 7. 1958, arcording to -the
Washington Posf of that date, Me
Garl.h'_r directed Harvey Mansow, a
cne-time Communist, to supply the’
McCarthy Committes with = list of

"n]lthenamunfﬂnmmuniauwho_._

have infiltrated the news media, .

Irha]utthatﬂmmllbenmnnuv"

mmtal taek,” McCarthy told Matu-
“so T will not ser any date by
whldt you art to complete it” Ma-
tusow is the man who told a Montana
audience during the 1952 ‘campaign
that chere were 125 “duespaying
Coremunists™ on the staff of the Sun-

‘day New York Times. A check

showed that the entire staff of the
Sunday Timer totaled only 98

Wechsler Fights RBack

Perhaps the most noterious case
invalving atternpted inthinidation ‘of
the press—a case in which MeCar-
thy took on a considerable sepment
of the American press—was the dis-
pute which arose from McCarthy's
quutiunjng of  James A, Wechsler,
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' editor of the New York Past. Wechs-
- ler, who had been a young Gommu-
_ nist in his teens, but bad abandoned
* Communism mote than 15 years ago
- to become one of the narion’s most
effective editorizi foes of the Soviet
line, had been high on McCarthy's
list for a long time because Wechs
ler had been equally effective in ex-
g::g Lhe machinations of the junior
tor from Wiskonsin,

On Apr. 23, 195§, Wechsler was
summcned (on 18 honns” notice) to
 testify before MeCarthy's Investigat-
ing Subcommittee. The Subcommit-
tee was ostensibly invesigating the
State Department’s gverseasy libraries
and Wechsler was called to testify on
his views, his past, and his newspaper
opinions and persannel,

The egal pretext was thar Wechs-
ler had written books which appeared
on the shelves of US. overseas k-
brariex, McCarthy, however, never
was able o el which of Wechsler's
books had given offense, This, plus
the equally cbvious fact, clear in the
official transcript of testimony, that
MdCarthy was much more interested
in Wechsler's conduce of the Post
than be was of the views expréssed
by Wechsler in his books, led to
widespread denmunciadon of McCar-
thy's tampering witk the free pres.
Of his experience as a witness be-
fore McCarthy, Wechsler hzs written:

"Iz ia not gquite ible to oum
municate the ?luietmm'
jnation by McCarthy, I ha\fc
wounds te exhibit; T wxite whal: I
please about McCarthy. I bear avery
external resembiance to the person
I was a moment before the relephone
call from Washin fsummoning
him to appear u&ﬁnm McCarthy
Subcommiteee]. But I do nor com-
mend the experience o anyone else,
. <« No moment can be imuch more
hideans than that in which your
own estimate of yourself js alleged
to be a case of mistaken identity;
when you are charged with harbor-
ing the doctrine that you long ago
renounced; and worst of all when

know that the men who are mak-

mg the charge do not believe what
they are saying. To be catapulted
into the realm of madoess withoot
losing one’s own reason is a romgh
journey. (The Age of ‘Suspicion,
p. 323)

" Wechsler recalled, in his book and
in a series of articles he wrote for

Aprl, 1934

Tames A. Wechaler

hia y that in pailing dewn his
antipa-ﬂommpﬂ unise a‘udmhfigli, be of-
feved as an exhibic 2 satement issuerd
by the Central Committee of the
Communiss Party in December 10562
which said thar che
Wechsler, alang with a group of anti-
Communint jabor lezders, were large-
ly responsible for wrecking the Com-
munist attempt to rell up a big vote
for the Progressive P‘artymthe 1952
elections.

The Communist ncement
had charged that “the Reuthers, Du-
binskys, Wechslers, i al, paralyzed
independent political action by pro-
tecting the myth that [Adtai] Steven-
son was an obstacle to the advance of
reaction.”

The exhibit seemed o Wachsler
“devastati coticlusive, 1 thought
it might :%g jar MeCarihy. I un-
derestimated the man. Suddenty the
faint, familiar smile vafished from
his face.

*'Did you write that statement?
McCarthy asked sullenly.

© AL Brat T wondered whether I had

heerd him eowrectly. When he made
chear that I had, I asked wherher the
queationy was facesiops, He repeat-
ed 1t, broadening it this dme to ask
whether I or gne of my deputies had
inspired the Communise aieack on
e,

"In what I will always recall as
one of the most ¢ IMOmE-
ents of my life, I therenpon sotemn-
ly denied under oath that I wan the
author of Communist statements de-
nouncing myselfl™

- activities of

One of the mest
satenents from M came afrer
Woechsler had seemed to mieetr every
known test of ant-Communims. “I
am convinced,” said McCarthy, "you
hmndmuuﬂywhatmwulddu
i you were a member of the Com-
munist Party, if you waneed (o have
a phony break to the advantage of the
Communist Party.” (Hearings, Apr.
21, p 276}

Some indication of what MnGarr.h)r
waa up to in his examination of

can be found jn thewe
3“: uctes irmn the official transcripe of

"Do you have any other people
who are or were members of the
';’;ung Communis; League wnrimg'

you on m:w:inpu-?

Your racnrd,}:;u}'ar ay | can see :E,
has not been to fght Communism.
You have foupht every man who has
ever tried o fight Communism,
Your . In my opinion, is next
te and almnet perableling the Daily
Worker. , . Have you been

ateacks on . Hoover in the
editwial columns of your paper?

'Haveynuﬂerm}rnurcd:mnnl

columne, over the lasq two yeams,
praised the FBI? . . . Have you al-

- ways been very critical of the heads

af the Un-American Activities Com-

wmitiee; Do you think Jenner is
doing a job? . . . Do you know
Bernard DeaVotn? , . . No one who is

an anti-Comminist would put the

' New York Post on a shel to hght

Communigly any more than they

“would use the Daily Worker. . . If

you or I were a member of the Com-
munist Party end we wanted o ads |
vance the Communist line, Pcrha
the most effective wayafdmugthlt
would be to claim we deseried the
party;_and if we got in control of the
paper, use that paper to attack aml
amea? amybody who actually  way
ﬁghting Commupism, Now, witliout
g whether you have done it, you
zgmee that would be a
tactd, would you ooty . I fes]
that, you have not bmir.n thh Com-
munisg jdeals, I feel thac you are
serving them very, very actively,”
McCarthy's treatment of Wechaler
brought a wive of angry ediwiial
i many of the nation’s [eading mews-
papers. The American Society of
Newspaper Editers appointed a com-
mittee to investigate. The commit-
tee divided, sevén to fomr, om the
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_ specific issue -of whether McCarthy
had violated the constitutiona] guar-
zntee of a free press.

The majority of the commitiee
confessed to some confusion. They
could not make up their minds
whether M had intended wo

igh or challeage Wechaler's opin-
wns 25 an editor. wotdered
if maybhe McCarthy had only been
interested in establishing the facts
of ‘what Wechslexr's opinions were,
LUnable tn agree that an ofense tw
freedomm of the press had been com-
mitted, the majority urged other edi-
tors to read the record and decide
for themseives.

“A Dangerous Precedent”

Four memhers of the ASNE com-
mittee wrote a supplementary report
in which they expressed thejr own
strong convichon that McCarthy had
been tampering with constitutienal
rights. *The people,” said the re-
port drafted by J. R. Wiggins, man-
aging editor of ‘Washington Post,
“suffer some diminution of their
right to know fully and comment
freely upon their government when-
ever a single newspapet, howaver
worthy or unworthy, is subjected by
one Sepator, however worthy or un-
worthy, to inconvenience, expense,
humiliation, ridicule, abuse, con-
demmation, and reprosch, under the
anspices of governmental power.”

McCarthy soupght to reserve the
last word for himself. He isued a
statement demanding thar the ASNE

- HF McCarthy's Wagon

“We have Just completed octr owm
personal survey cm the sabject of Sen-
ator Jopeph MoCarthy.

" At the recent Centznnial Convention
of the Winconsin Press Asenclatlon we
talked with I# publishers. al! of whom
have Bcthvely aupported “Jumbled Joe
during hiy mecent cempajgm, OF the 16,
no less than 1 have had encugh.
TheyTe off Joe's wagon for keeps.
Pour more bad loat =0 mock of their
epthustesm for Joe thet they po Ionger
aypport  hiw, although  they arent
actively oppodng him. One—iust vae
of the l6—atilll regarda Joe as the
Mozer 10 lead us out of the wildemens.”

SunkClt;/Star
Jume 4, 1953 *

&2

T - =]
H-Irﬂo:.‘l in The Woabiogien Fost

"You Wouldn't Criticiee Me,
Would ¥ou, Pal?"

Committee “investigate the extent to
which the chairman of your Cotumit-
tee, Mr. Wigging, chrough his paper,
the Washington Pose, has prostituted
and endangered freedom of the pres
by constant false, vicious, intemper-
ate attacks on anyont who dares
expase any of the _undercover

Communits. . .

But cthers sought and got the last
word. William M. Tugman, editor
of the Eugene, Ore., Register-Guard,
wha was a meml:u:r nfyfhc special
commitiee, characterized MeCarthy's
attack on the Washington Post as
“anather move to try to intimidace
editors for their honest opinmions, . .
The Senator’s attack on Mr., Wiggins
verifies the conelusions we made in
reviewing the Weachsler case.”

As for the larger isue, whether
McCarthy's grilling of Wachsler in-

- volved an attempt to investigate the

Post's editorials, the most significant
{mzlme::e ame from Editor and Pub-
irher, newspa industry's lead-
ing trade paper ry
cuded that McCarthy had indeed
t to probe into editorlals evit
ici McCarthy, Said Robert 1.
Brown, the publicaticn’s editor:

- Nevertheless, that §s just what
he l:hd do.” Cantinued Brown: “The
Senator has every right to attack the
Past, its editor, or any other news-
pa or newspaper man. -But we
think' it is an abuss of his pesition,

and a dangerovs precedent, for him

to use the forum of his investigating
Committee to accuse an oditor of
subservience tn  the Compgunist

.has dared to =

publication, which con-

cause becauss that editor's writings
arc noc to his liking. Particularly jis

‘this s3c when the chainman of the

Commiteee approaches such a hear-
ing with preconceived ideas and re-
fuses to review every aspect of the
record objectively.”

. The sirongly pro-American Lon-
don Ecomomist found. Wecheler's
courageous response to MecCarthy's
attemnpits at intimgdation -the begin-
ning of what it “hoped would. be a
general movement in the American
press co fight back. Baid the Fron

omist: "It has been particularly dis
maying throughout this whale period
of McCarthyism thar the people whe

control the media of public com-
munication, though they have a vest-
ed interest in freedom of thought
and expression, have on the whole
refused to t back. It seems to
have taken Mr. Wechsler to show
thae blood could be drawn ever un-
der klieg lighm.”

America, the national Gar.hnlic
weekly review published hy the
Jesuits, concluded afier exsmining
the evidence that Wechsler wan
hauled before McCarthy “because he
ge in a give-no-
gluaﬂ:r fight against McCarthyism.

aving had some experience of the
way the Senator goes about ‘replying’
to his critics, we admire Wechaler’i
refusal 1o play dead.”

Perhaps the most effective sum-
mary of McCarthy's relztions with
the press, as indeed in every other
aspect of McCarthyism in action, ap-
peared in the newspaper profession’s
eminently comervative organ, Editor
and Publisher. Said that magazine

-at the time McCarthy was threacen-

ing Trme magarine with an adver
tﬁng bayu':tt:gﬂl

“Wher =z "United States Senator
atternpts to silence ariticism in the .
press by high-pressuring advertisers
inta dropping their econpmic sup-
port of a publication, that is a new
low in politics.

“This strikes at the very roots of
press freedom—the economic
that makes-a free press poa.si’b]go
is one thmg to answer or attank
critice—it is another thing ro attempt
to intimidate and silence them, And
in this case the dignity and influence
of the 1.5, Senate is being perveried
to this sin. _

“The whole thing reeks with
tolalitarianism

The FROGRESSIVE
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at any cost _

RITICS of Sen. McCarthy fre-
quently assett that his tactics
are strikingly similar o those of the
Communists, whose ideclogy he de-
nouzhoes 3o pasionately.  §E his man-
ner of operation, they say, were to
be distilled into a wrilten dogrna, as
" othe Communist. ereed has been, it
would show no less devotion to the
doctrine that the end justifies the
means. As Arthur Eisenhower, the
President's brother, put it July 24,
1953, McCarthy's purpose is power
and his strategy to "keep his name in
the papers at all coars.”

Patient ressarch into the rech-
nigues of McCarthy's political cam-
paigns resulis in the conclusion that
his one all-dominating considera-
tion has becn to win at any cos. To
achieve his ends he has failed to
repudiite support irom the extreme

Jeft and extreme right, including.

Communists on the far left and some
of the most disreputahle, hate-mon-
gering, Eascist-minded groups in the
nation on the Far right

MeCarthy's first experiences in pub-
lic life are discussed in an earlier

chapter. This section is concerned
with his political conduct in the years
since he first became a candidace for

U.3. Senator.

In 1944 McCarthy ran unsuocess
folly for the Republican norzination
against the incumbent, Sen. Alexan-
der Wiley, now chairman ol the Sen-
zte Foreign Relations Committee. In
anar&tinn for that campaign, he
aced two obstacles: 1) he was in

-April, 1954

The Truth About the Man Who Ran With
Communist Support and Then Reached
Out for the Support of the Far Right

military service in che Pacific, and 2)
Wisconsin Jaw made it a felony for a
judge to Tun for a [h::ti;iul office.
His friends heiped him overcome
EBoth by launching his campaipn for
him and by having the 1943 session
of the Wisconsin legislature repeal
the Jaw. {There was alw a constu-
tutional ision against judges run-
ning for palitical office, but that was
ipnored. See Poge 7.)

© MeCarthy's friends ran the 1944
campaign for him for a while He
was presented o' the public by a
former Hearst editor a.ns Milwaukee
public relaticns man, James Colby,
as_a. “fghting Marine” who had
waived his immmunicy to military serv-
ice and *enlisted as a buck private ir
the Maring Corps,” though he never
served an hour as a pﬁ?agt:.

In July of 1944, with many dreary
and dangerows weeks of fighting
ahead for his Marine buddies, Mc-
Carthy wangled a leave and was back
in Wisconsin where he managed 1o
show himself at numerous political
rallies in his Marine uniform.

The Communists Help to

Elect McCarthy Senator

The 1244 campaign is remembered
principally for chapter it added
ta the of McCarthy's curicus
financial affairs. The Senate Sub-
comrmittee on Privilepes and Elee
tions, which later investigated his
financial afairs (See page ¥2), found
that the Committee to Elect Joscph

R. McCarthy to the 11.5. Senate filed
reports with the Wisconsin Secrecary
of State, showing the foHowiig con-
tributions to the campaign:
Howarn MoCARTHY
{brocher} _ o 210G
T McCartny (father) 4,000
Eomay KCONELY .
(brother-in-law) 5,000

On page 27 of its report the Senate -
Subcommittee drew this conclusion’
about the Anancing of the 1944 cam-

ign: "In that these velatives of Sen.

cCarthy do not appear 1o he le
ol substantial means and for the
further reason that Sea, McoCarthy
made a profit on securities transac-
tions in excess of $40,000 in 1943 and
withdrew maost of these: profits in -
IM‘L prior (o the Aug, 14 Pﬁm‘bl
glecton, it might appear possible
tha:t the $17,600 zllegedly contrib--
nted hy Sen, McCarthy's relatives
were, in fact, personal expenditures
of Sen. McCarthy." _

McCarthy was deieated in the pri- .
mary by Sen. Wiley. After revigning
from the Marines Dec. 11, 1944, he
returned to begin the campaign that
was to defeat Sen. BPobert M, La-
Follette, Jr., in 1946, :

During the campaign of 1946 the
mail boxes I the atiés and rmal
routes were jammed with-literarore
showing Mcéaxﬂg: in his dashing
“tail-gunner’s” outht.

But perhaps the most important
single factor in wirning the nomina-
tion for McCarthy was the help given
him by the Commupnists. It scerms in-
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CommunisisHe

La Follette Shields Role Of
Reactionaries, Says Seaman

-----

Iped {oElectMcCarthy,

featBnbLaFnHetteIn 46 Campuign

In"1946, Say"Reds to
Blame.for Bob’s Defeat

(This Is the last of thres ar-
showing how Communisis
in the State CIO In 1948 hel

State Leaders In CIO
Blame Communists For

elect U, 5. Sen. Joseph

64

L s

credible now that McCarthy should
owe his membership in the U.S. Sen-
ate to the Communist Party, but any
informed appraisal of the factors in
the 1946 campaign can lead to no
other conclusion.

The Communists were in control
of the Wisconsin CIO during the
1946 campaign. The state secretary,
the key man in the organizational ap-
paratus, was Melvin Heinritz, a mem-
ber of the Communist Party., The
Wisconsin CIO News was diverted to
the role of a propaganda sheet for
the Commumists. Is influence ex-
tended deep in the 75,000 rank-and-
file members of the CIO unions.

In May of 1945 LaFollette had de-
livered a major address on the Sen-
ate floor warning the nation of the
aggressive designs of the Soviet Un-
ion. That was cnough for the
Communists. Through the CIO in
Wisconsin they opened up on LaFol-
lette at just about the same time that
Circuit Judge McCarthy was focus-
sing his sights on the veteran Senator.

The line was laid down and sent
out through the locals. The GIO
News began a systematic smear attack
which reached a crescendo of vilifica-
tion in the closing weeks of the
campaign. (See cut.)

The Communists falsified Bob La-
Follette's voting record and refused
to correct the lies when ordered to do
so by officials of the national CIO.
According o McCarthy: The Man,
The Senator, and the Ism, by An-
derson and May, reporters asked Mc-
Carthy about this Communist attack
on his opponent. “"Communists have
the same right to vote as anyone else,
don't they?" McCarthy is rupurtﬂl to
have answered. (Page 104.)

LaFollette's strength had always
been great in the labor areas of
Milwaukee, Racine, and Kenosha,
but McCarthy captured all three and
thereby won the election. LaFollette
was defeated by a margin of 5,578 out
of a total 410,474 voues cast. It was
clear enough, and CIO officials have

Above is evidence to show the extent to which the Communists
came to McCarthy’s aid in his bid for the U.S. Senate in 1946.

The headlines in the upper

two-thirds are from the CIO News,

then completely dominated by the Communists. They threw their
heavy artillery against Sen. Robert M. LaFollette, Jr., whose seat

McCarthy was contesting.

The lower one-third shows excerpts

from a 1952 survey by Aldric Revell, anti-Communist CI1O leader
and political writer, quoting present CIO leaders as exposing the
extent to which the Communists helped McCarthy in 1946,
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confirmed the fact, chat without
Comaunist support MeCarthy would
‘have been beaten.

Later in that year the ant-Com-
munist forces in the Wisconsin CIO
were successful in <leaning the Com-
munists out. Herman Steffes,
waukee, was elected state president.
In an inrerview in 1952 with the
Madisor Capital Times Steffes said,
"The Communists were definitely
responsible for the election of
- MeCarthy.”

Harvey Kitzman, Milwaukes, di-
rector of Ddstrict 18, UAW-CTQ, said,
"The Communists certainly did de-
[eat LaFollette and elect McCarthy.
They are the people mainly respon-
sible for McCarthy, Thc}r Flayed a
big role in his election.” ‘Walter
RKappel, UAW-CIO representative,
said, “There is no doubt in my mind

that the Communisss were mainly re-

sponsible for clecting McCarthy.
. They were strongest in Milwaukee,
Racine, and ¥enosha, and that's
where' McCarthy ran ahead of La-
Follette.” Said John Giacomo, ineer-
national representative of the ClO

Steelworkers, “The Commeonists cer- .

tainly were responsible for the defeat
of LaFollette and the electlon of Me-
Carthy. They didn’t come out pub-
licly and say to vate for McCarthy
but they ap LaFollette with
everything they had and that was the
samie thing.”
~ McCarthy won the general election
againgg  his Democratic ™ opponent,
Howard McMurray, by a vore of
620,430 to 378,772, - After the electon
he was interviewad Nov. 10, 1946, by
Lawtence C. Eklund of the Milwau-
kee Journal, who quoted the Senzior-
elect as saying: ,

"Stalin'e s2l for world dis-
armatnent,” he said, “is 2 great thing
and he must he given credit for being
sincere about it.”  (McCarthy waited
eight years hefore repudiating the
qu.’mtauon but the Milvaukee fours-

al’s president and editor, [.
guson, publicly announced Dec. 6.
1953, that the qunotation was accurate
in every respect.  “Sen. MeCarthy,”
he gaid, “corveniently forgers or de-
nies statements which might now
embarrass him.™}

It is nonsense, of course, to couple
Red votes jor McCarthy with his ac
colade for Stalin and conclode thac
MeCarthy was or is pro-Communist
But many a McCarthy victim has

April, 1954

been publicly pilloried with fay less
Aenee,

McCarthy Goes After ™

"MacAnhur in 1548

Mil-

McCarthy's next excursion inte a
Wisconsin politiczl campaign was in
the Presidential pre[tren-m
in the spring of 1948 aal?
Coleman, boss of the state G{}P had
Elut together a-slate of del;gate: fer

arold Swssen, on which
was a candidate for delepate-ar- large
A slate was in the Held for Gen,

Douglas MacArthuz, who had wited-

from ‘Tekyo that he would consider
himself “derelict™ in his duties as a
citicen if he were called and did not
serve.  Thomas F. Dewey also had a

slate ip the feld. - |

It was clear that the Stassen slate,
with the backing of the Coleman ma-
chine, was the moat formidable in the
field. But a strong ap was being
made on behalf of MarArchur, prin-
cipaltly on the that he was a
"narive son” who claimed residence
in Milwankee, Stassen supporters
spught to explede the “native son”
appeal and to plant the notion that
the General was an old man and al-
50 a divorced man. It was McCarthy
who did the hatchet job.

In = letcer that went out all over
the state, with partenlar attention
paid te church groups that frown
on divotce, McCarthy said, “Gen.
MacArthur has been a great General.
But he in now ready for retirement.
He would be 72 years old before a
term a5 President ended. Twice be-
fore we have had Prastdents wha be-

came physically weakened during-

their term of office and Both times it

had wery 3ad resuls fer our

*On reeurning to Wiaconsin,” Mc-
Carthy continued, "I notice that han-
dreds of big campaign billboards tell -
the pecple o support the General
becauge he is a native son aof Wiscon-
sin. ~Fhe Hearst papers, which are
booming the General's candidacy, re-
fer to him as the "Wisconsin-ham
General’ This is oot true,

“The General was born in Little
Rock, Ark., on Jan. 26, 1880, and not
in Wiscomsin, He is not listed on -
any poll list a1 a voter of Wisconsin.
Neither his first nor his second mar-
riage, nor his divorce, took. place m
Wisconsin. He was first married in
Florida o Mrs. Walter Brooks of
Baltitnore, who now lives in ‘Whash-

: D.C. After she divorced him
in Reno, Nev., ha was remarried in
New York City. Neither wife ever
resfded or voted in Wisconsin, Inm e
AWOIm marTi. application for his
second marriage he did npot claim
Wiscomnin as hia remd:m:e. bat gave
Mznila as his residence aned Balei-
more, Md., as the domicile of his
former marrisge™

A majority of Stasien’s delegates
were elected, among them Mo(archy.

I 1552, when Gen, MacArthur was
four years older than when MoCarithy
urged his retivernent from active’
lic life, McCarthy suggesied publi
that the here of the Pacific would be
a good candidate for Presidenc.

McCarthy's next major appearane: -
in the lmch%::mwm'bchnhlggmt. :
On Jan. 7, 1 he was having din-
ner _at the Colony Club in Washing-
ton with Father Edmund Walsh, dean
of Georgetown Univenity's foreign-

D. Fer-

Eplscopal

tion of Interpatenal Communiem,”

- ‘Homespun Totalitarianizmw’

D:. Clad Walsh, a director of Eplacopa] Church MNews, the naticnal
oagasine, anld at Appletan, Wis, McCarthy's hane town, Sept,
1, 1953, that “intevnatioasl Communiam and domestiz McoCacthylam™ are twin
theeats, and theChﬂ:ﬂanchurchumqutl!ﬂl_Jﬁmufm': fight agalnst them, .
“Our danger Ix that McCarthylem will greduelly grow ioto 8 homespon
varety of totalitartpnign, apd wifl deatroy our lberbies ax soraly =3 Com-
- munism would. The antics of the McCarthyltes are mnde tp order for the
propagabda mrtposea of mbernatieos] Cenirbinles
. T am aure that McCarthylber are not IntenHooally nlding the International
corapiracy of Soviet Commuplam, but If they were Commumixt agents they
eould pot be doing ' more useful Job, from Russin's viewpoint. "The wikder the
McCarthyites grow, lluwu‘urdlwlmwﬂmtdm,lndﬂumuthpuﬂf
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service school, Col. William A. Rob-
erts, Washington attorney who repre-
sents Drew Pearson, and Prof. Charles
_ Kraus, of LOWI'S
science department (Notes on this
conference appear in the diary of a
clase amscciate of gne of the partici-
pamis; the story is alse published in
Anderson and May's McCarthy, page
172, and has a frequently in
the press without challenge from
McCarthy.)

McCarthy was worried abour his
political future, His stock had been
dropping back home. Hizs income
tax scandals had rocked the state;
his “'quickie” divorces and his
troubles with the bar associaton and
the state Supreme Court were not
easy 1o explain.

McCarthy confided thae he needed
an isue for his 1952 bid for reelec-
ton. Several supgestions were made,
but McGarthy was Entrigg:d;m::}r the
Pmsibi!itj' that he try unism
in nt as an issue. None of
Mm three dinner companions
had any noticn of the kind of show
he would conduct.

The Trespirable Back Street’
Campaign in Maryland

McCarthy put the suggestion into
effect 3 month lacer m%ﬂr.he now
well-known speech at Wheeling, W.

Va. (See Pages 22-22 for a full veport
of the Wheeling speech and Me-

Carthy's subsequent lzap into the
fimelight.) :

In the Maryland campaign of
1950 McCarthy had a chance to test
the Communistsin-government issue
‘as a political possibility Eor himself.
Sen. Millard Tydings, conservative
Maryland Democrat, was up for
re-glection. ' '

Tydings had headed the special
Senate investigating commictee which
fourrd that McCarthy's charges of
Communists i ermment were i
*fravd and a hoax,” McCarthy had
determined to “get” Tydings, and he
jumped into the Maryland cam-
paign with his Communist issue.
Tydings was defeated, though there
in considerable dlsapreement about
the effect of McCarthy's influence.

A Scoate oommittee composed of
two Republicans and thres Dems-

ctats looked into the Maryiand cam-
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political .

ign. These Senators were Eobert
g Hendrickson {Republican, N. .%
Margaret Chase Smich ( blican,
Maine); A. 5. Mike OnYOneY
(Democrat, Okla); Thomay C. Hen-
ninge. Jr. (Democrar, Mo.); and Guy
M., Gillette {Democrat, Ia.).

The Senators unapimously con

cluded that the Maryland slection

“brought inta sharp focus certain
campaign tactice and practices that
can best be characterized as . . . de
soructive of fundaraental American
principles.” (Senate Repart No. 697,
82nd Congress, It session, p. 5.)

It was, the report continued, 2
“despicable hack street’ type of cam-
paign which usvalfy, il exposad in
time, backfires.” -

A four pape tabloid, entitled From
the Record, Maryland, This
tahloid featured what the Commicze
report called the “infamous compaosite
picture” which through a2 process of
photographic faking showed Tyd-
ings “in close physical proximicy 1o
Earl Browder, rmunist leader.™

"The tableid,” the OCommites
found, “contains misleading half
cruths, misrepresentztions, and false
innuendos that maliciewsly and with-
out foundation attack the loyalty and
patriotism not only of Sep. Millard

ings, who won the Distingaished
Service Cross for hattlefield heroism
in World War I, but also the entire
membership of the Senate Armed
Servicea Commiteee in 1950,

Mra. Ruth MeCormick Tankeraley,
then Mrs. Ruth McCormick Miller

“Stop That! Mcﬂ‘ar:h}t Will Demanid
Space for a Heply”

*and composite

and publisher of Col. Robert R. Mo
Cormick’s Washingion  Times-Her-
ald, testifisad before the Committec
that “the first time 1 heard of the
contemplated uction of the tab-
loid was when Sen. McCarthy called
me that a2 group of persors in

in Sen. Butler's [Tydings’ Republiczn
opponent] campaign were congider-

ing producivg a tabloid and Sen, Mc-
Cargr_? asked me if they reached a2
decision 1w nee such a thing

could the Times-Herald do the job.”
{Hearings, pp. 431-2.)

Thea Committes concluded from the
evidence that “Sem. Joseph K. Me-
Carthy of Wisconsin was actively in-
terested in the algn o the exrent
of making his staff available for work
on rtesearch, pictures, composition,
printing of the tableid From the
Record” (Senate Repori, p, 5.)

Although the¢ Committee did not
charge McCarthy with personal re-
sponsibility for the composite picture
of Browder and Tydings, it reported
that menzhers of “his [MoeCarthy's]
staff, and icularly Miss [ean Kerr,
his rese assistant, vigorously sup-
ported the riety of the cabloid
photograph in their
testimony.” (Senate Reporl, p. 23.)

On Page 9 of its report the GCom-
mijttee—Democrass and Republicans
elike-—offered this serious Tecom-
mendation to the Senate: "The ques-
tion of unseating a Senmator for aces
committed in a Senaterial election
should not be limited to the candi-
dates in such elactions. Any sitting
Senator, regardless of whether heisa
carvlidace in.the- clection himself,
should be subjact ty expulsion by ac-
ticn of the Semate, if ie finds such
Senator engaged in practices and be-
havior that make him, in the opin-
ion of the Semate, unfit to hold the
position of U5, Senator.”

The Aug. 17, 1951, imue of The
Commoenweal, the Catholic weckly,
said editorially, *“Such campaign
methods and tactics are desroving
our system of free elections and un-
dermming the very doundadon of
our t. .. If the Wese Poine
cadets are to be tried for cheating,
why not McCarthy? . . . The issue here
is not whether or not Gommnnism
must be fought at home; it mnst. .
The issue is whecher or not we have
the inteltigence and the, courage o
do it in the way, or
whether we will leavé the job—and
our liberties—to a man who runs
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along the back streets to do his cheat-

ing when he hasn't the staff it takes

to do things the soaight and open
- way."

‘When McCarthy came up for re
electon in 19562, more than two years
bad passed since he went to Wheel-
ing, W. Va.,, on Feb. 9, 1950, to make
Commmnism in government his issue,

He had become a national figure and

was attractiog a fanatical following,
many of them Americans who seemed
genuinely éonvinced thar McCarthy
was the only person in government
fighting Communism.

In the pri election he defeated
an iuﬂl:Pcmieilt Republican, Leomard
F. Schumiadt, 515,481 to 215,701, McCar-
thy made but one major s , &t a
Milwaukee Republican rally, broad-
cast over a network of 51 radio sia-
tivns in Wisconsin, during the pri-
mary race.

In it McCarthy appealed for votes,
gaying that he needed them “badly.”
But most significant, in view of
kis subsequent attitude toward the
Eisenhower Administration, was his
failure to ask support for the GOF
Presidential ate. His ‘only
refevance to Eisenhower was a critical
one, mada without mentioning his
name,

Hi: Democratic o
genetal election was
child, & bri]]iaﬂwcmng attorney who
had served as Wisconsin® Attorney
General and as the T8, Attorney for
the western district of Wisconsin,

McCarthy divided his time batweean
campaigning in Wisconsin and barn-
storming oLgn' states in behalf of Re-

ublican Senatorial candidates. He
iken to take credit for the defeat of
Sen. William Benton of Gonnectirur
and Sen. Blair Moody of Michigan,
and other Democratic incumbents
inst whom he rampaigned. Bu
ilelgmcamﬁﬂly avoicds mﬁg:n of the
fact chat he also went into Washing-
tom, Mismguri, and Montana, where
despite a3 Republican trend in those
states, he was unsuceessinl in prevent-
ing the defeat of three of his closest
Senatorial cromies: Cain of Washing-
ton, Kem of Missouri, and ¥eron of
Montans. Perhaps the most notable
exhibiticm: of M thy's lack of pull-
i er was displayed in the stape
of hmfgmn There McoCarthy
worked for his most effusive sup-
porter in the Senate, Hamry Cain.
But whiie Dwight Eisenhower carried
the state for the Republican Party
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nent in che-
as E. Fair- .

Mon-Composite
Campaign Picture

! -
Heorblock In The Waabkingtom Fost

by a majority of 106,008, McCarthy’s
friend Cain was defeated by the
Democrat, Henry Jackson, by 134,000
YOLeL

McCarthy's hid ir Wisconsin was
well-inanced - and was conducted
through two principal organiztions,
the Republican Party and the Me
Carthy Club. The latter riised money

across the pation for the campaign.’

Advertissments appeared in news
papers throughout the country solicit-
ing contributions. Letters were sent
te  McCarthy's newfound friends
among the cil millionaires of Texas.

fMilwaukee Journal, Dec. 20, 1953.)

A flocd of outofstate money
in. Among the contributors

were sich well-known men as H. R.
Cuallen, multi-millionaive Heuston
oi! man, whe came through with one
of the largest single contributions,
$5,000; Seymonr Weiss, one of the
top figures in the old Husy Long
machine in Louisiana, who was sent
to jail for mx and mail frauds; Gen.
Robert E. Wood, chairman of the

board of Saars, Roebuck & Co.; Craig -

R, Sheaffer of the Sheaffer Pen Co.;
and Maj' Gen.: Claire Gheunau‘ljt,
long identified a8 a major figure in
the “China Lobby™.

McCarthy roamed the state. The
Aswociated Press reported that at Eau
Claire he told an awdience he would
make a “good American™ out of Ad-
lai Stevensen H he were put aboard
Stevenson's campaign train with “a
slippery elm ciub.”

McCarthy . never permitted any-
thing but the Communist issue to be
raised in his campai He ignored .
repeated atternpts of the Democrats
to 3moke him out m;ei:i voting rec-
ord. Questions desi to get an
explanation of his swrange finan-
cial operaticns and tax difficnlties
brought the reply that the questions
were “Communist fnspired.”

McCarthy continued to ignore his
Wisconsin epponetnts uwntil che Iast
days of the campaign when fe was
forced w ize the gravity of a
charge hrought against him by Ed-
ward P. Morgan, former administra-
tive assistant to FBI Chiel ]J. Fdgar
Hoover and a specialist on Commun-
nist activities. Speaking over WIM]J-
TV Nov, 2, 1952, Morgan charged
that. McCarthy, “in a mad effort to
justify hiy-charges of Communism in
the State Department, produced a
thick document on the Senate Hoor™
which “ten agents of the FBI t0ld me
was an out and out forgery.” (Quoled
in the Milweukee Joumal, Nov. 3,
1952) :

McCarthy felt obliged to answer
in his last campaign talk on tha right
of Nov. § at his. home town of Apple-
ton. McCarthy called the Morgan
charge 2 “new low in mmp:ifgn de-
generacy,” acoused Morgan “pos-
ing” as an FBI agent, and Aourished
a telegram from Hoower saying Mor-
gan now had no official connection
with the FBI, This was a typieal
McCarthy diversion, for Morgan . had
emphasized in his TV presentation
that he was a former FBI agent and
was now practiting law in Washing.
ton. M thy made no effort
whatever to  answer the Morgan
cha of . for [as he insd-
tuted libet or slander action against
the former FBI official.

McCarthy's Role as
Hatchet Man in 1052

The mest spectacular part he
played in the 1952 campaign was in
his old role of hatchetman  His
talents were mobilized for the task of
smearing Adlai Stevenson as distoyal

On Sept. 4 he had announced in
Milwaukee that he was checking the
Stevenson record. He said, "We are
finding proof not of guilt hy associ
ation but of guilt by collaboration.”
Addressing himself directly to Stev.
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enson, he declaved, “After your en-
nrermrdlsglmﬂwm,andlcan

assure you it will be given before .

Nov. 4, if the American people want
yout, they can have you. I dor't think
they will”

Frora then on there was a steady
build-up for the day when McCarthy
wonid “tall all" about Stevémon. A
378,000 radio and celevision network
show was scheduled o be hroadcast

The monety way raijsed by a group
headed by Gen. Wood. Some of the
most  generous contribitors  were
Texas oil millionaires whose support
McCarthy had auracied. One of the
contributors was (& 'W. Murchison, a
Dallas piltnan whe has heen host to

McCarthy at his fabulous homes

during the Senator’s visits to Texas.
Other Texans listed were W. L. Gol-
stan, Houston, and E. B. Germany,
Dallas.

The attack wos delivered in the
familiar McCarthy style. Profl. Wil-
lizm H. Pedrick of Northwestern Uni-
vermity Law Schoal soberly analyzed
the McCarthy charges in a scholarly
artitle on the [aw of libel in the May-
June, 953, isue of Norfhuwesisrn
University Low Review. FProf. Ped-
rick cites several examples of the Me-
Carthy technique, of which this one
is typical:

McCarthy speaking: “. . . Steven-
som says, ‘T was the man whe form-
ulated [our post-war Imbian] policy’

. angd the head of the Central In-

Elligmoe Agency [Gen. Walter Be-

dell Smith) says the policy then was
to ‘connive’ to put Communists inte
the Italian government, ‘conmive’ and .

to bring Togliatti, the Communist
leader, back from Moscow, which
they did. Now I wonder what their
- dfefense of Stevenson’s plans for foist-
ing the Communiss upon the Izal-
ians wifl be.”

Prof. Pedrick’s investigadon pro-
duced the following facts: Stevenson
had headed a Foreign Economic Ad-
ministration mision w survey and
repart on Italtan economic probilems
in 1943. The report he submitied
was classified secret, but thae did nat
prevent McCarthy from speaking as
though he were summarizing the doc-
umyent, although he made ne claim
that he had read it

“To suppart his charge that Stev-
ensgn formulated a policy of ‘con:
niving' to put Communists into the

ﬂ -

“¥Yau Sure Xna&hd Some Loyally
Inio Them, S=nator”

Italian government,” Prol. Pedrick
said, “Sen. MoCarthy refers to Walter
Bedell Smith’s My Three Years in
Maoscow,

“Mowhere in Smath’s book 13 Stev-
ensgn’s name mentioned nor for that
matter ix any reference made to the
Izalian Foreign Economic Adminis-
tration misgion or It report. If
Smith undertook to give-any credie
for our wartime political policy in
Italy, it was to Gen. Eisenhower and
Mr. Robert M ¥, hie chiel
lHtdeal adviser.” el por

Twoe days after the Mcﬂarthy
’ . the Stevenson report was

lassified.

"What doets the report show as re-
gards t]:u: mission’s recommendations
cone Communist participation
in cthe Lmlian government?” Prof.
Pedrick asks,

“The answer is—mothing, nothing
at all. Nowhere in the report is the
name of Togliatd nor the Com-
mumist Party mentioned.! The mis
sion simply did mot. address jesstf to
the problem of the elempents to be
congidered for participation .in a
government for a democratic Fraly.”

McCarthy also charged disioyalty
agams: five of Stew.nmna advisers

supporters. ‘The charge ag-ajmt
Pm[. Arthur Schlesinger, Jr., Har-
vard historian, is typical. _

McCarthy said: “Now in 1946, Ar
thur Schlesinger, Jr.. says the present

syatem in the United States makes

" even freedom-loving . Americans look

wistfully at Ru;sin_. o

'Ic‘lim ir.pn:nl:m::n:-n ““mkﬂr&n?! 2:;
article in Lifs ma uly
1946, Iv apputeﬁu:r,]:i*r e title,
Tre 1, 5. oMUyt PARTY—SMALL
RUT TICHTLY . DISCIFLINED, (T SERIVES
WITH FANATIC ZEAL TO PROMOTE THE
As oF rUssiA”  Writlen at a time

when McCarthy was receiving Com-
munist help to defeat Bob LaFollete

in Wisconsin, the ardcle was one of -

the most efective anti-Comminist
pieces of its day and was writcen: af-
ter consultation with Whittaker-
Chambers, among others.

Schietinger had written that tl:ue
way (o defea Communism is ta elim-
inate its breeding. grounds— 3]

and discrimination. * “The TS
nises,” he said, "are looking to- 2
 mext

ion as their happy hant- -
ing ground, The way to ﬁﬂt them

is not repressive legislation or
return Martin Dies to public servme :
but i prevent that deprmou

to correct the faults and injustices in
our present system, which make even
fre +loving Americans look wist-
fully at Russia.”

Americe, the well-known Jesuit

weekly, in “the issue of Nov. 22, 1052,

“called the McCarthy artack on Stev. ~

enson a stunt” and in it
mue of Dec F.,’f, 1952, said, “That
Sen. MeCarthy, without a shred of
w:rﬂnt,mmtmurnear the yeputd-
tien of Gov. Steverwon by trying o .
wrap up his aodidagy in The
Daily Worker seems ‘to thiyv writer]
in view of the evidence, simply
mcontrovertible.” - - _ :

MoCarthy Runs Far
Behind His Own Party S
On the night before the 1952 eloc- . -

‘tion McCarthy went, on 2 radio net-

work and agein r:pcatnd his charges -
against Stevenson amd his advisers,

*To his supporters he had risen to a
If Eizephow- - -

new and hercic sezture.
er and the other Republicane shéuld -
carry Wisconsin the next day, they
told each other and. McCarthy, i1 -
would be hecanse McCarthy ru{nu:l .
the trick. - _
The ppople of Wisconsin mad.c a
somewhat more rectrainad soemerpsne.
When the votes were counted on the

right of Nov. 4, it wax founsd chai .
_ Htﬂuthyhadtﬂ:lﬂﬁrb&qnﬂﬂm.
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Gov. Kobler, for example, r=n
407,327 votes akead of his Democratic
nent. Gen.  Eisenhower ran
847,669 ahead of Stevenson. Repub-
lican Secretary of State Fred R.
Zimmérman, at ou en Foe of
McCarthy whom McCarthy had at
tempted to purge in the pri , Yan
505,300 votes ahead of his Democyatic
opponent; he led the whole Repub-
lican ticket, and polled the highest
vott: ever given to any candidate in
the history of Wisconsin. Molarthy
beac Fairchild by 139,042 votes. i—hs
margin of victory was 102,616 less
than it was in the general election of
1946 against his Democratic eop-
ponent, when he ran as a compara
tively unknown circuit judge and ex-
Marige, and congidsrably less than
every ather Repuhlican on the state
ticket.

McCarthy did not let his compar-
atively shabby showing in the Wis-
- comsin  election t him from
darting back into the ]jmchghr. and
reaching out for a ma role - of
leadership in the Rep bim Party.
It is now fairly well sattlad that he
" will play a prominent part in the
Republican campaign of 1954 to re-
min control of kot McCar-
thy has repeatediy declared his de-
termination to campailgn this year
for Congressional candidawty who
share his wiews.

But the bhig question concerns
1956. Will McCarthy make 2 bid
for the Presidency?

In Wisconsin some of McCarthy's
lifelong friends know that such am-
bitions are ot beyord his conceptions
of the politically ible, Some
clalm to have heard his boasts that
be would someday be the first Cath-
olic President of the United States.
Hin friends know him as 3 gambler
who plays for high atakes.

McCarthy's White House ambitions
have claimed much nationai atten-
tion in recent months, i
sines he chalienged the lezdership of
the Eisenhower Administration on

basic issues in the closing weeks of:

1955. Those ambitions were known
in Wisconsin long belore.

John Wyngaard is an able Wiscon-
sl EWIpA who covers the
. state capito] at Madison for 2 string
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. biggest ju

larly -

of ublican in the state.
He F::Pt close pﬁPeur.r:l confidant of
che Wisconsin Scrator and a2 long-
tinte ] friend. To Wyngaard's
children, McCarthy is Inown as
llt-Ian.c Jm_ll
‘Washin correspondent for the
Gow]qut;n nmpe%n Wyngaard, in
the Dec 1, 1953- Look magazine

artiche mutled “The Ring Around -

McCarthy,” as one of the news
men close to MzCarthy.
eolumns in Wisconsin  papers are
watched carefuily for clues as (o Mc-
Carthy's moves and moods. As long
as Oer. 5, 1961, Wyngaard re
ted to his that MoCarthy
El?:: been Impﬁltﬁf:d by some of his
admirers around the counuy o en-
ter his name in a few of the early
state Presidential preference pnmar
jes™ of 195Z.

paper-

“McCarthy's career to daie has not,

been distinguished by the caution of
his approach,” Wryngaard wrote,
“"While there is nothing to indicate
that McCarthy intends to make the
mp of his spectacular po-
litical life, those who have followed
him closely know aiso that they will
not be uurpmed if such a decision
comes.”

McCarthy ‘decided inst showing
kis hand in 1942, postibly because, as
Wyngaard pointed out, if the plan

“You Maan I'm Supposed
To Stand on Thai?™ -

Richard Wilson, chief

‘Wryngaard

faited “it woult probably have a dh-
asrous effect upon his candi
Senater in his home state”
cauke the “barest asnouncement of
surh a plan would be degimental —
giving his criticc an opparivnicy to
say that bis Communisthunting ex-
ploits, were calculated solely for hia
own political aggrandizement.”

The Wisronzin Semator's recent
repeated denials that he ‘has Pres-
idential aspirations are probably -
mativated in part by the realization
that it is not politics to let his
smbitions. show too abvicwsly, On g
radm ;mgram in Wahinpgton. Dec.
6, he said he had "no desire™ .
to be President and there was “no
possibility” that he would run.

Dpenmﬁ Up on the

I - ] . ! L) - L] ’

- anti-McCarthy press. - One

5 lation about his ambitions
broke into headiines all over the
country after his nationwide radio’
and TV broadcast Nov. 24, 1958, -
whmhenhargcdthel?.:mhwar!d- C
ministrztion .with “batting zerc”™ in

ithe removal of some: Gistoyal Llid.l.-
t and in- -

viduals - from governmen

sisteddt that he, McCarthy, would be
the issue in the 1954 campaign. It
was given greafer impetws when, a

that pecple write end wire the
ident to change what
Statcnullmmledthe"hmofuur .
foreign policy.”

Newsmen who study Mcﬂarthy at
¢lose range saw his ambitions fong
before this, liowever. On Oct. 27,
1552, ﬂlcﬁlsophmr.hﬂ:,mnnfthr'
most infuential of Washi or-

rEAEondems‘ who write for the Re-
publican ' New Yurk Herald Trib-

une, rej that “the prize he Is
p!apngfor:smthl lmsthmthc-
sublican Presidential nomination

m ONG.” A sury of apinion amnulif
Democratic m:m:leIr ublicain
teians in Wa.shmgmn n;n;d thl: Al-

to . 16, 1953, that "it-
i Blmoct bajvematly agseel i Mc.
Carthy' ﬂbjecme 15 the Prmqu
and sothing less”

The immediate reaction regarding
the motivation of - McCarthy's Nov.
24, 1953, speecis blagting both former
Presiden: Hatry Trpnan and the
Fisenhower Adwipistration was the
same in both the Prq-Mc{:arﬂ;z and

his

'b-e-'l

few days later, he made an. apﬁ o



statinchest supporters in Wisconsin,
Editor John Lhapple of the Ashland
Press, immediately called for McCar-
thy't nomination in 1956 “Let
FEisenhower be a one-term President,”
he said. “He deserves no more. Let
him make way, however unwilling,
for McCarthy.”

The Chicago Tribune, a warm and
unwavering friend, said McCarthy
“will make the fght for the Repub-
lican Party even if a grear many pto-
fessed members of the parcy lack the
stomach for any fight ar all”

Commonweal, the Catholic weekly,
said in is Dec. 11, 1853, issue thac
McCarthy's :Eceech is “perbaps his
first hid for Republican nomina-
tion for the Presidency in 1956."” The

i Sun-Times (anti-McCarthy)
- seid, "It is clear that he proposes to
take over the Republican Party, Ike

included, and shape it in his own .

image." Jossph C. Harsch, Wash-
ington correspondent for the Ghris-
tion Science Monitor, reported, “One
White House spokesman character-
ized the McCarthy speech . . . 23 a
'har.—in-the-rinics e Lyle Wil
sor, chief of ashington bureau
of the United Press, wrote, "There is
ample ¢vidence hers that some dis-
tinguished Administration inziders
believe Sen. Joseph R. McCarthy is
grabbing for the 19556 Republican
Presidential nomination.” Writing i;:
Magazine Digest for Angust, (953,
' _]l.li'g::l: M. Snﬁ;ﬁ said that McCarthy
15 grooming himself to be “the man
of the hour.” Commenting on Mc-
Carthy's denizl that he wants to be
President, Soyder said: “But there is
no other goal toward which his am-
bition can take him. As ke told a
friend not long ago, 'T'1l either end
up in jail—or in the White House.' "

McCarthy Labels Demacrats
*The Party of Treason'

It is the theory of soma Washing
ton abseyvers that McCardhy, failing
to captare the R.esuhlican namina-
tion, would head a third-party
movement  “MeCarthy,” the
reported in April of 1958, “would
have ne compunctions at all about
wrecking the Republican Party, if
this seems to serve his “Purpmes..“
And William 8. White, ashing;t;ﬂ
corresponident for the New ¥
Times, althou unconvinced thae
McCarthy would run for President,

o

wrote in the June I6, 18568, issue of
Look magazine thar “McCarthy is on
no account a typical party man. . .
When "McCarthy,’ as he sometimes
calls himself in the third person,

transfers his atack from ‘Achesan’ -

.« . to the present Republican State
Depariment he is not much wroubled
by party consideraticns.”

And yet, in recent months McCar-
thy has seemed o regard himself as
a Republican spokesman. In a ser-
ies of Lincoln Day addresses begin-
ning at Charleston, W. Va, Feb. 4,
1054, McCarthy ealled on Democrais
who are “loyal” Americans™ to join
the Republican Party. In Cakrton,
)., Feb. 5, actording to the United
Press, and in subsequent “Lincoln
Day” speeches, McCarthy character-
ized the Dempcratic Party -as “the
Party of treason.”

The speculation about McCarthy's
ambitions hat caused some obiervers
to attempt an assessment of the kind
of supg;::t he could expect if he
makes his move in 1956. Newsmen
tioted chat 2t about the time he was
challenging the lezdership of Pres
ident Eisenbower, a group of na-
donalists and McCarthy backers et
at the Harvard Club iz New York
City and aznnpunced plans for the
formztion of an Amevican Action
Coromitiee.

Former Rep. Hamilton Fish, the
MNew York super-nationalist, issued a
statement saying, "It is ohvious that
if che Republican Party in 1956 again
nominute: an  internzdonalist  for
President and adopts an iottnadon-
alist platform, :'ﬁ?ere auwomatically
will be 4 third party with machinery
st up in every state”

Gtﬁm interested in the new or-
ganization are Col. Robert R. Mec
Cormick, pubiisher of the Chi
Tribune; former S5ens. Burton K.
Wheeler of Montana and Albert W.
Hawkes of New Jersey, and Frank
Ganoelrt, $ubﬁshu of a chain of
Eastern fewspapers,

There seems livle question that
McCarthy could command considar-
able financial support from men of
great wealth to advance his political
ambitons. One of the Arst indus-
trialisss who offered to come to his
financial aid was Walter Harnischfeg-
er of Milwzukee, a backer of extreme
right-wing causes with <lose ties to
nlra-nationalise forces in Germany.
In 1947, when McCarthy was in das-

. both, mm uleers.™

te financial straits and was being
pressed by the Appleton Stare Bank
on his overdue loans (sz¢ pages If o
{8), he wrote bhis banker, Man
Schuh:

“1 have made complere arrange-
ments with Walter Harnischieger to
put up sufficient coliateral to cure
Two years later,
McCarihty played a pugnacioys amd
uninvited role in a Senate commil-
tee's investgadon of the Malmedy
“magsacres” during che Battle of che
Bulge in World War IT—z casze in
which Harnischfeger was greatly
interested. [uoled in Commentary,
March, 1553.} :

MeCarthy's conduct during the in-
quiry brought charges that he had
based his extremely pro-German posi-
tion o0 materials provided by n
German Communist spy and ultra-na-
tionalist forces in any. The
records show that McCarthy was as-
gisied in his role in the Malmedy in-
quiry by Tom Korb, lawyer for
Harnischfeger, who was carried on
McCarthys Senate staff payroll as “ad-
minjstrative asistant™ during six
weeks of the investigation.

But most of McCarthy's financial
support has come not from Wisgon-
sin but from wealthy Texans, They,
like some other business forcey in the
country, were carly impressed by Mc-
Carthy's attirnde on labor, The New
York Temes of Dec 6, 1946, quoted
McCarthy 25 saying during a coal
crisiz: "I believe the President should
use his to immediately draft
Jobn L, Lewis into the Armed Serv-
ices, Lewis should be directed to or-
der his miners to mine coal. If be
does not de that, he should be coure-
martialed. We should go straight
dawn the line. 1f subordinatss of
Lewin fail o ovder the miner back,
they should be court-martialed.”

McCarthy's Texas supporters, most
of whom have made their mil-
lions in ofl, are enthusiastic about
McoCarthy and what he is doing.
They eatertain him royally at their
luxurious homes in Texas, provide
him with private airplanes with
whicth tn travel ahout the country,
and contribute generously to his po-
litica] proj '

MeC s Texas henefpctors

" stoutly insisy -their support of Mc

Carthy has nothing to de with his
voting rerord.  This may well be
true, but an analysis of the Senator's
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These illustrations present an interesting case study of
one phase of McCarthy's support. The photograph on
the lower right shows E. M. Biggers, Texas rancher and
printer, presenting McCarthy with a 56,000 Cadillac in
hehalf of McCarthy's Texas supporters. (Details on
Page 74.) The two illustrations above, “History of the
United States,” a crude bit of anti-Semitism Featuring
the caricature of a Jewish pawnbroker as the dominant

symbol of America, and “Names of Jews Running the
United Nations,” were mailed out by Biggers on re-
quest to the address shown on the lower left. The UN
pa.m_]_:lhlet distributed by Biggers is sponsored by the
Christian Nationalist Crusade. Among other things, it
urges: “The reader of this tract should join the Amer-
ican Committee for the Abolition of the United Na-
tions.” To date McCarihy has not, publicly at least,
repudiated Biggers' support.

official woting record shows that
whether by conviction or other mo-
tivation, McCarthy almost always
votes their way in the Senate. On
Mar. 29, 1950, he voted for the pas-
sage of the so-called Kerr natural gas
bill which gave natural gas interests
an exemption from regulation by the
Federal Power Commission. This
bill was opposed by the Republican
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and Democratic Parties of Wiscon-
sin. The state, through its governor,
attorney general, and legislature—all
Republicans—made known its oppo-
sition on the ground that it would
mean an increase in natural gas rates
for Wisconsin consumers. MecCarthy
and one other Republican Congress-
man cast the only votes the oil
people got from the Wisconsin dele-

gation for the hll which Congress
passed but then-President Truman
vetoed,

On Sept. 28, 1951, McCarthy was
paired against an amendment to the
tax bill that would have cut the 2714
per cent depletion allowance given to
oil operators—an allowance which
saves them millions of dollars in tax-
es each year.
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On April 2, 1952, he voied for
] of the sotalled tidelands odl
m which the federal govern-
mest urned over to Texas, Cali-

fornia, Louisiana, and Florida the
offshore il deposits worth billiona.

CauoiTmSnpportem

An mmugauon of McCarthy’s
connections with these wealthy Tex-
ans was récently conducted by Edwin
B. Bayley, a seasoned political analyst
of the Milwankee Journal. The re-

sults were published in the Der. 20,

1958, issue of that paper. Here arg the
names ‘of some o?a these millionaire
supporters of McCarthy and perti-
nent data about them: .
Huca Rov Curirny of Houswon,
who broke inte headlines in 1047
when he s¢t up an educitignal and
charitable foundation with 169 mil-
lion dollars worth of oil properdes.
He was in the news again when he

gave $2,250,000 m the University of

Houston ¥ {but subse u:antly
denied) for vnnmng a fmtbaﬂ

against Raylor University and a wee:k
+ Jater gave a million o Baylor. e
contributed $5,000 to McCarthy's
campaign in 1952, the legal limit for
any on# contributer and the largesc
single contribution by the
McCarthy Club. - In 1948 he wrote 2
lester to Houston papesy attacking

Jones, former Cabinet officer. -

esie

gm-, among other things. trying to
run Houston “with the assistance of
a bunch of New York Jews" {Quoi-
ed by the Asmaciated Press, Jan. 17,
1554} Cullen subsequently said he
“dido’t mean anythi dg by that r=
mark. 1 was just mad.”

DouGias MarsHarr of Houston,
whe i Cullen's sen-inlaw. He en-
tertained McCarthy at his home and
gave 3500 each to the campaigns of
two Wisconsin Republican Congress-
men, both of whom votad for the
tidebands bifl.

C. W. Murcauon of Da]las, who
has an estimated total * worth  of
§218,000.000, owns 19 tions,
Mexican ranches, and several private

aitplanes which have been wsed to

fly McCarthy around Texas. Murch-
ison gave $10.0C0 to the 1950 Mary-
land campai
rected againgt Sen. Millard Tydings.
This was part of the money which
was not reporbed, as reqt&red by Iaw
unti] 2 Senate committe began an in-

vestigation of the campaign. Murch-

ison said in an interview that he
had contributed a total of $25,000 o
various candidates at MeCarthy's
Tequaest .
In late Mﬂ.‘_&l‘ and early June of
1958, McCarthy was Murchison's
guest in Texas. Part of the vacation
was spént on “an island owoed by
the Murchisons off the coast of Mex-
fco near Tampico, where the Duke
and Duches of Windsor had been
entertained two Yyears before,” the
Journgl said, *The parcy was said to
inclwde 14 ailmen and the purpose of
the trip was the shooting of rare
‘white winged doves’ * cCarthy
had announced before leaving Wash-

- ington thet he was goigg out of the
.coutitry for about i0 days on busi-

ness involving his investigating com-
mitree,

Cirrianoe Appgape 111 uf Dallas,
another one of the -ail millianaires

“Wrecking theRepuhhcan Pafty’
“Mﬂaﬂh}rﬂhﬂﬂmmptmcﬂmsﬂaﬂnbﬂutmckﬂngtbthub—

lican Party if It seemx to serve hin
was atply during

Hiz cortempt bar his owin party

the battle over the confirmatien of Charlea

depatrated
E. Bohlen as ambessador to the Soviet Union. Hr then implied cleasty that
the Republlenn Spcretary of State was o llar. He orrogently defed both the

RBepublican lender pod the chpirmen of the Republican Poligy

Com-

mittee, And at lemst by implication, he aleo attacked the Repoblican Presldent.
“MoCarthy bas certaln vers.rurentamts (am o oew party candidate]. Far

the st thne in American political
bim th

history, he has succeeded in uniting be-

hind e whole pasortownt of small, proto-Pascist extremist groune,
Theee have sxisted for o long Hme, hut desplte thelr attempts to poison the

' I_ pu!tﬂnllmmplnre.tbqh;

we heretofore been hardly more then a nufaance.
one movement, which can exercise o balance of

Tre Alsors
¥ sahkin

Apr. 15

Fros
1953

which McCarthy di-

who entertain ‘McCarthy when he is
in Dallas, He arranged speaking dates
lor McCarthy at American Degiun
meetings in Texas,

» Avyry Hancoex of Szn Anb:mm in

a retired imwrance executive and

founder of the American Heritage

Protective Associadon, Hancack, who
was quoted in Look, Dec. 1, 1953, as

saying that he ho mgetthe 1955

icann Presidential nemination

for MeCarthy, has discributed a con-

siderable fumber of anti-Semitic

. tracts, sorx® writtén by himself, ochers

written by fellow racists,
W. L. GowpstaN of Houston, who
contributed $500 to MeCarthy's radio
and TV attack on Adlal Stevenson
during the 1952 campaign.
E. B. GerMany of Dallas, anothet

pilman” amd chairman of the board
of a bank and president of the mil-

lion dollar Lone Star Steel Co., who

contributed $250 to M::Garl.hfs ai-
tack on Stevenson.

H. B. Krce of Houston also i

an oil tycoom. When MeCarthy and
 hii wife flew into Maditon, Wia,
had at their dis- -
posal a mnw:rttd Douglas B-26, de-
. scribad by personnel as the Madison

Nov. 1, 1953, they

sirport as “plwsh” The plane i -
owned by the Su il Co. of
Houton., The ident of the Su-

perior Gil Co. ia H. B. Keck, who,

according to the Milwaukee fourmal, -
as the

“is possibly the same
'‘N. B. Keck' listed as a donor of
F2.000 to McCarthy's campaign club
in 1952," The Jouwrnal pointed out-
that Maady's Indusirials, an fneestors”
service. manual, indicates that the
Superior Oil Co. is interested in tide.
lands oil and that in 1947 it joined
with another counpany in from: -

Texas  about 66,000 acres sub-
merged knd in the Gulf of Mexico
and Galveston Bay.

Ancther private plane which Me.
Carthy has vsed to carry him abowmt
the country belongs to John Fox,

ublisher of the Boston Posi, Though

.'nx‘isnmaTexan,hehaswide

Ia oil holdingn. Gas fields in .
Pﬂmnfivnma alone, according o the
Saturday Evening Post, bring him an
cstimated $400,000 a month. Hiz
paper has :joined McCarthy in ar
tacking Harvard Universicy as 2 mest -
of Comtounists, When McCarthy

" came t0 ‘Wisconsin from Boaton Nov.

19, 1953, and landed at the Stevens:
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Point airport, he was flown there in
Fox's plane.

Harorpson Laraverte Huwt of
Dallas, who is McCarthy’s most im-
portant backer among the wealthy
Texans. His income has been esti-
mated at $200,000 a day, or about
70,000,000 a year before taxes, and
he is reputed to be the nation’s rich-
est man. He made his money in oil.
According to Ben H. Bagdikian, who
wrote a series of articles about Hunt
and his political activities for the
Providence (R.L) Journal-Bulletin,
Hunt was recently awarded leases on
tidelands oil property by Gov. Allan
Shivers of Texas. He was the biggest
single awardee, getting more than
100,000 acres at an average of §6 an
acre while others paid as high as
§400.

“Hunt believes that Shivers is a
good possibility for President,” the
Journal-Bulletin reported. “He thinks
the same of Sen. McCarthy.,” When
Hunt was asked if he were supporting
McCarthy for the Presidency in 1956,
he replied, “Some day I might be
able to answer that better. But I
think it is a little too early. It's two
years away.”

“Hunt,” according to the fournal-
Bulletin, “is esumated to own 200
million dollars’ worth of farm land.
He is estimated to be the biggest in-
dependent oil operator in the world
with holdings in excess of 500 mil-
lion dollars. He is estimated to
be the largest grower of pecans
in the world. He has, in addition,
gold mines, natural gas, and other
interests.”

In 1951 Hunt established Facts
Forum, which the fournal-Bulletin,
after an exhaustive investigation,
described as “an organization of
growing power in American mass
communications and public opinion.”
Facts Forum presents political views
on a network of radio and TV sta-
tions, most of the time for which is

On the right are samples of
issues of “Common S{"nsu."*
published by Conde McGin-
ley, one of the nation’s most
virulent racists, featuring, 1)
anti-Semitism; 2) attacks on the
Messrs. Eisenhower and Stev-
enson as “Marxist stooges,” and
3) fulsome praise of McCarthy.
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furnished free.  Hunt has said that it
is 2 non-partian, non-political, edu-
cational project with rules againmt

carrying on ganda. Far.ts
-Forum sends nu{r:Pa

i quan
literature and puh!qmnpmmu pul]s,

and is building local vmits in com-
mumities throughout the country. It
pays members for letters that they
ublished in thelr loml .
fmtp of which are leteers thnt%t
the views of Hunt and McCarthy. Et
has obtained a tax exempeion for ftx
expendivures and its contributors.
The Journsl-Bulletin found thag
half of Facts Forum's “basic program
more often than not is devoted 1o the
ﬁhﬁﬂl philosophy and methods of
cCarthy.” According to Richard
Wilson in che Dec. 1, 1934, fssue of
Look magazine, Jean Kerr, former
aide to McCarthy and now his wife,
hel “to launch a recorded tele:
vislen series ealled Facts Forum. The
Wam was backed by H. L. Hunt,
ay oil operator, sometimes called
the richest man in America. Me
Carthy was the first gueat star on the
program. Some say Hunt will even-
toally back him in a series of
to the mation on his activities”
According to Frederick W. Collins,
‘Washington ndent for che
Providence (R, L) foumel-Bulletin,
he was asked by Vicior Johnston,
former McCarthy administrative as-
sistant and now secretary of the
Republican Senatorial Campaign
Commitiee, to appegar ocn a Facts
Forum interviewing McCar-
thy. Collins reported in his paper
that Johmaton told him Hunt was
Teady to spend some of his formme
clecting “our kind of guy.”

Hunt, according to the fournal

Bulletin, is the biggeat contributor to
Ameericans for America, an

tion that "spent more than §50, ﬂ{Il)
for the benelit of ultra-conservabve
Republican candidates all over the
country.” The head of Americans
for America is Gen. Robert E. Wood,
chairman of the board of Sears, Roe-
buck and strong McCarthy Yacker.
Wood i1 an offiocr of Facs Forum.

One of McCarthy's most enchusn-
agtic Texas backers i3 E. M, Biggers,
we:lth}' rancher who took the lead in
collecting the te buy McCar-
I‘.]'I.]’ a Sﬁ,ﬂ]ﬂ Ladiltac for = wed&ng

made the presenta-

r.iontuM jrandhumfe:n

7d

Washington. In an interview with
the Milwavkee Jouwmal, Bi gaid,
""We had more money n  we

needed, 30 we bought all the access-
ories for the car that we could. Then
we still had some money, 56 we in-
amted it for him. 'Ihénwclﬁ!lhad
svne, 8o we gent what was left 1o

Jean- [Mzs. M. ] and told her
mmitmbuygu?urth:m"
‘The Racists Backing Mdhr!ﬁ;

Blggcn who also nperam; & print
ing plant, scems to dislike Eisenhower
as much as be did Truman and thinks
that McCarthy is the salvation of the
Republican Party, according to the
Milwaukee Journal. *The Repub-
licans are al! through unless they
embrare McCarthyism completely,”
he said in an mm-mw wuh the
Jeterngl,
danger and Joe is about r_ht only one
who knows it )

B s does not think that Rusaia -

i a danger to America. T don't
worty about Rusiz” Riggers told
the Mitwaukee fournel, "We could
shut them up in 48 hours. Just give
'em an uldmatum.” ‘The danger to
this countiry, he old the fournal, is
“being swallowed up by liberalism,
socialise, or whatever you want to
call it.{“‘ He w:; qm;md,in tbu;
Journal as saying that a k Tt

the m:mntry’:lmgmble In ajﬁ F; the
fact thar “there are too many Jews
in Washington.” Biggers'has a repu-
tation as one of the most active and
violent of the peddlers of race hatred.

One of the items distibuted by

Bi in entitled History of rthe
Urited Staies, a four panel cartoon
in which the familizr Narzi mricature

of 2 Jewish pawnbroker is shown de-

throning Uncle Sam following Uncle's
successful rout of the Americn In-
dian, (Sée Poge 71.) B has 2l
distributed the bigofed literature of
Merwin K. Harts National Foo
nomdic Council in New York and che
anti-Semitic leaflets composed by
Gerald Y. K. Smith, cne of the best

known of the hate-mongers.

Cut ont of the same cloth as Bi
gers is another one of MeCarthy's
Textas ‘backers, Austin Hancock,-.a
tetired insurance executive, of San
Antonio. He is the founder of an
organization known as the Amerd-
can Herltage Protective Association.

In October, 1945, Hanoock isnned

“This - country is in great’
. that

a, 24-page buﬂklet entitled, Unfaldmg

That Fair Employment Practice Plol.
To help support his thesis that the
FEPC ion B “communistic”
he cited such authorities as Elize-
beth Dilling, the notorious Chicago
hate peddler. On Page 21 he lumped
the CIO and the National Assgcia-
tion for the Advancement of Colored
People with “un-American” and
“eommunistic” groups.

A Hancock bookliet issued in No-
vember, 1952, sarivlad Unfolding So-
cial Sscuri%smm's the late 17.5. Sen.
Robert F. Wagner of New York. On
Page § is found this siarement: *“This
limited scheme of inmrance was -
originated and imported. (it i3 said) -
from Germany by its original author,
R F. Wagner, New York, 1. 5. Sen-
ator originally from Germany—=&
staunch New Dealer and author
of many un-American bills including
unist-Socialized Wag-
nerm:t. . - It {s unnecessary to give

ﬂer’s Germen Jewish an-
u':su'r— racc issue has no place in
this ntation. Anyway, we do not
know Wagner's original name.”

This same pamphlet, on Page 44, -
carries an article entitled, “Jewish
United Nations,” by Conde McGin-

, editor of the notoriows and yio-
ll:'nﬂ]l' snti-Semitic Common Senae.

Richard Wilson, in the previcusly

uoted article in tHe Dac 1, 1953,

ue of Look, says. ~'He [H:mmd:]
has said that he hopes to help
Republican Presidential nomina

for McCarthy."

MeCarthy has  attracted—the re-
corded facts do not show that he
sought—fanaticel support from hare .
groupa across the country. The dean . -
of the hats mri_rﬂchants, Gﬁ;lldh:..di
Smith, grows rhapsodic w i
cusses McCarthy o the pages of his
publication, . The -Cross and The-
Flag, and ke has made his Christian |
Natiopalist Crusade a distributor -
of McCdrthy speeches .and other -
marcerials,

The December 1950 issue of The
Crows and The Flag said, “"We are re- -
printing another of Sen. McCarthy's
speeches in this issue. This fearles
volng tatesmpan consHtutes one of -
the most hopeful signs that has ap-

on the-horizon of our nationat
ite.” Smith bas helped McCarihy
carry on his fewd against President .
Eisephower. In the November, 1958, .
issue, Smith roted the attack made .

tiorn
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on McCarthy by Arthur Emenhower,
brother of the Presidemt.

“Eisenhower hates McCarthy,” he
gaid. “The braoen brother let the
cat out of the bag in Las Vepas when
he referred t¢ McCarthy as ‘another
Hirder" and  as ‘Naztlike’ This
guetatien from brother Are smells
Jewish to me. It increases my dis-
satisfaction with ¢he . Eisenhower
family tree, We have gied in vain
to find out why the West Point Year-
Book referred to Dwipht Eisenhower
2 2 "Swedish Jew' even facetiously if
that were the case, but our answers
have been very, very unsatistzcrory.”

McCarthy is alsp backed by Conde '

McGinley, the hate-mongering aditor
of Common Sense, perhaps the shrill-
est racist publication in the nation
ioday.” In Apri, 1950, McGinley
wrote i his publication: “Those
Amsticans who with to live an free
men and enjoy Christian worship as
. they see best, should thank our good
Lord for such a man as Jod McoCar

thy. . . These 58,000 admirtted Com- -

munist party member are only shock
troops for the Marxist-Zionists who
are the brainy and directors of Comn-
© monism.”  On Go. 15, 1950, MoGin-
ley warned in a headline, “Ymoms
ARX1sTS Pror 11.3.A. Drrear ay
IS8 8" In the same fuae, MeGin-
ley wrote that the “Yiddish Mardss
invented the fionist movement. Yid-
dish Marxists developed this Zionist
- movement into the most subtle in-
strument for apgression in the his
tory of the world.” Another McGinfey
headline, this one Aug. 15 1952,
shoated, “InviamRLE GovERNMENT
RuLes BorH FArRmEs—ApLAr axp IKE
MARXIST STOOGES." (Se¢ cut Page 73.)

Frank L. Britton of - Inglewoad, -

Calif, is also a McCarthy realot. His
Amerivan Nationalisz, on Ang. 18,
1958, published  the that
“Tews Plot to Murder McCarthy” and
attacked the “McCarthy-hating Na-
tional Conference of Christians and
Tews™ Virtually every issue carries
laudatory references to MoCarthy--
sandwiched in between aftacks on
Neproes and Jews.

-Another sounrce of MeCarthy aup- .

port is the Minute Women of the
U.S.A., Inc., which was exposed az a
fanatical organization by the Hooston
‘Past, in a series of articles by Ralph

O'Lesry, beginning Oct. 11, 1553.
"Time mapazine, on Nov. 2, 1958, re-

Aprll, 1954

" shabby and shadowy

porved that the Post series showed
the Minute Women to he engaged
i::h “irrespomsible  vigilantism"
“the 1 1 organization -of
i“kiﬂd+.qﬁﬂ€ﬂlhtxll!““x Klﬁll."'

‘McCarthy wrote Suzanne Silvercruys

Stevenzom, fowrder of che Minute
Women, May 8, 1952, hailing the
organizations work in fighting
Communism.

There are many others from- the
Do have allied v Mo
mon who have rallisd o Mc
c:an.lgzn:mﬁrhm iy nothing in the
record to show that McCarthy has
either solicited or repudiaved their
Stpport. - ' .

McCarthy alse has formidable
and radio sup from the Hearst
and MoCormick newspapers and
from euch commentators as Fulton -
Lewis, [r., Westhrook Pegler, Walter
Winchell, Geotge Sokobky, . and
others.

A_distingubhing charactaristic of
MoCarthy's  political caresr was

and .

_ paotitical prize of all, he comp.

aint fied by
i Bar Commis-
his disbarment becanse
of his copduct in the 1946 campaign:

that put him in the 17. 8. Sénate.

summed up in the
‘Wisconsin Board
oners aski

“"He . . . knowingly and willfa
placed the gratification of his p.l:]er]r
sonial ambition abaove the interests of
the public,” the Board said,

It is eight years since that Roard of
noted Wisconsin Jawyers formed this
baszic judgment of McCarthy's ‘char
acter. Certainty the documented facts®
assembled in chese pages confirm the
accuracy of their estimate of the man.
His "win at any cost”™ approach to-
public affairy fed him to lawnch his
national political career with the sup-
port of the Communisty, and, as he
seerned to reach out for che biggest
the
circle by atiracting the support of-the
right-wing extremists the Texas oil-
millionaires, the Chicagn Tribune
nationatists, and the racist spokesmen
for the hate cult c
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H.E modt itowic commentary on
Sen. McCarthy's operations is the
fact profusely documented on _this

© and gei—that the man
who hay made ﬂn-commumm his
. career has strengthened the Com-
munist caus more than any other
single American. As La Croix (The
Croas), the French Cathollc dajly, put

it with devastating Hedty June
19, 195%; “Far from a formid-
able fot of Commumism, McCarthy i

Bt beopming the precious =lly of
Communism.” And a leading spokes-
man for American Protestantism, the
Christian Cendury, reported Sept. 285,
1958, that "“in the fres nations" Mc
Carthyism, ing America an ob
ject of derision before the world .

[i] helping the local Gﬂfﬂmllﬂill‘.
Parties"—30 omuch so that McCarthy
has become “the best agent Mmmw
hu L

In no area of American pnlltiu]"

life have Md:hnh;'l 130
proved more destructive than in the
~ critical and highly sensitive field of

ign relations. The teuimnny of
American diplomats, jonrnalises,

travelers, and of political leaders and -

pablicisis in the countries of the free
- world, is virtually vnanimous that
Mc(hrthyhumaltymded the Com-
munists by creating a widening gu].i

OF

SOW /IN G SEEDS

DISUNITY

Facts on the Extent to Which MeCarthy
Has Split. the Free World and Has Helped
To Strengthen - the Commupiit Cause

- .

which McCarthy has operatéed w0
divide thaanu«ﬂummunm nations of
the Weat: . _

1. Theprmupul straeegic goal of
the Kremhn—ay defined
Premier Stalin and  the . privent
Premier Malenkor—is' to locsen the
bonds' that hold the nationn of the
West  together under "American
leadership. :

2. Itwthgnwmoithmhm
Soviet strateyy that led Secretary of
State John Foster Dulles to exclaim
in a pres coiference Dec. I, 1958:
"thﬂlmhmymthﬂt

nﬂmewhmgoodiriuﬂ!tndﬂlhu-

opcant o muck o os”

Yﬂhhpttdselfatﬂﬂlﬂmm
moment iu history that MdCarthy

maapmdﬂinigrmﬁnrthe

his ‘country’s repuuunnbxw decency

E.

Even McCanthys

 beginning .
'fonunitethntlheglmemlopinimh.-'
' :hus-m MeCarth

the lae

- 1mperiling the secprity of

for democratle rghe . the British and Wenern Europs
oA
" shaken when they sec harvest of it

uimnmﬂm Itwuun-.'_::
is another, Hig

M {Maditon, Wis. ChpttalTimu,--_'-_

ﬁrw 93, i953) - '

Rep. Sheehan's mndmon thﬂ

Eump: y rega.rdu r.Cirr.E

'mofedlmu'iahlnﬂmﬂum

pres. An - sialysis of this. editmul-_

oorniment showy that eritlcinm of Mo

Carthy is based in part om the fear

that the. Wisconsin Scna;ur is crip- .

pling Amerian foreign Iﬁghq and
alliance designed 1o, pr:v:nt Cnm=- ::'.
munist aggresion. )

Parir-Match, annes ot J.mpocrt

" ant weekly.
x mmﬁw anrdiehce. nfmn;rilm
a million;

put It this way
1953: “1f the United States i ruled -
by fanatical, Grutal MoCarthy, -
aﬂ-—:
dema; b n the ﬂ:l i with
e mﬂ “crisis .
in ttﬁ.'u‘:ﬂmm Alliance, Hﬁfluth?

~has bemm: a_weapan. hr

A leadmg French dall'f, Pam-' '
ng’ tepeed :
which McCarthy h;u conif mnd -
wezkensd U5, when it -
said May 19, "195% "The United

‘Sates hum&n-eurﬂucn{&am—«
: Ml:ﬂl.l‘ﬂl]l' and Dulles, and in: a&x-_':_«

mmaﬂm_

one <&, .

t I I .-_"\.-

sorauorzed . the. extent to. -



’

¥

- weeks McCarthy has created dor

. seeurity chisf devoted com ¥ to
- McCarthy, i on D a deal
with Gresk , lorcad the

Dulies most cruel embarrassments. He

. decapitated the Voice of America, al-

most torpedoed the nomination of &
S, ambassador to Moscow, called

Dulles a liar, fastened on Dulles a

firing of two competent officials in
Germany, aﬂdnmwtrymglolm
pose 3 China blackade . .

This b]raFmﬂdldaﬂy

_ friendly to the 1S, i accurate, but in-

complete. For it was written some
miomths before- McCarthy added a.
significant new chapier by atl:achng
what Dulles cabied 'Ihl! very heart’

of U5 f ipolicy in 2 nation-
wide radio and television program

. Nov, 24, 1958,

What most astonished Evropeans,
a1 of their discloses, 1=

- the Eact that while his original targets’

" had been Democrats Truman amxd

Acheson, he continwed: to blast awny
at the President and Secretary . of
State al now were Re-
publicany Eisenhowser and Dulbes.
Combal, a2 French daily, reflected
the opinion of mapy other European
rewspapers when, jn am article en-

titled, “MoCARTHYISM: THE ADVANCE

Guarp oF FasCism m THE Uniied
States;” it sid on Apr. 22, 1953%:
“While the Democrats were in power
McCarthy took out after Acheson, but
now that McCarthy's own is im
power, far from :

: i e
-mlmhavednuhhd!ﬂl"mlmd

does not hesitate to atmck Duller atid -

- vore—he lives

Eisenhower.” As Stewart - ob-
served: in the Republican New York
Herald-Tribune Jan. 10, 1954, "Me
Carthy is, after all, 2 political carni-
artacking. He can-
not subsist indefinitely on the corpse

._ of the Truman Administration.”

The Eiscnhower Administration

" had been in ‘office only two wesks

" when McGarthy struck. On Feh. 2,

1953, President Eisenhower delivered

his firgt State of the Union message
l‘,oﬂung:lﬂl In it he said that "“the

ibility for keeping
" our the mxlg;m al and the dangerous

- 4, McCarthy initiated
- series of attacks on the State Depart-
ment whose head,

. Apedl, 1954

reats squarely upon the Executive

. Branch. I am determined to meet this

responsibility.” Two days later, Feb.

ohin Foater Dulles,

had jlut two before taken his

oath of office, B]rIeb.EE'rheNew

“York Timer could headline a ‘Wash-

ington dispatch this way: -

MeCanrae Posss Aoummstiarms Prosiau
Ho Wxa EMMHthmu
A Tug STam Dﬂm

McCarihy's Attﬂl:k

on Charles E. Bohlen

firat of a -

Before the Eisenhower Administre.

tion had been in office thres momihs,

broadenad his attack b?
ch the integrity of the Presi-
deni, the Secretary of State, and the
Republican leaders of the Senate, In
February 1953, President Eisenhower

mominated Charles E. Bohlen for the -
‘key post of American ambassador to

Moscow. Bohlen entcred the Forcign
Service under President Hoover in
1929 and had served his government
for 24 years when he was selected for
this importan: ambawadorship,

The Senzte Foreign Reladons Com-
mittee, a1 it - iy duty, examined

Bohlen's qualifications for the posi-
tion. Fhe members of that commiities, - PTEW

which inchuded R?nhllun -Bena
‘Taft, Khowland, W“

2 nr:gy mm“”;;?.’a.m
unarni a
Bohlen'a ualifications.

Then M ¥ rosée by accase and
arcack. He charged Bohlen with be-

ing a security risk and that
there was in the
F.B-Iﬂleumﬂuhlmﬂobm:ﬂd:d

McCarthy attack- ﬂmammnf

Evidence
lanning
& Trip 1o Moscow™

“We Hove
That Thir Man I

" the Scnate

- TR Haw. 25, 1953
FBIIhHI t they disagreed with Bohlen's

-well ited with. his pl
| that he was

T )
phi L
e b
gﬂliﬁed man in the United Statey

this important post. :
For MeCarthy, the whole-hearted
%'.Ppmvaln{thg;hmdmt_' and Sew.
nftandthemembenahh:&mm
F Mmﬂmuumm

dla.rg'ed Secretary Dulles with “uo-
e’ statemmu,mdnntheﬂmrof :
the Sepate questioned the of .
ajority Teader, :

F. Knowland of California. - i
So malicious were the McoCarthy

tirades Bohlen and those who
dent and the. State, thet

Enowland cried out in the Senxte:

*If we have wo confidence
.. in men In the of the
* United States, then God help wa”

McCarthy himaslf war thoro
repudmted when' 74 Senatars -

~af Boblens a
mm+ m“ld
mlutn]mnhmnumm
Tlinois; 'nwmh.k.l daho; Gold:
Walter, i H



Eansas; Welker, Idaho, all Repub-
licapy; Johnson, Colorado, and Me
Carfan, Nevada, Democrats.
MrCarthy was repudiared, but Mc-
Carthyism made its conribution to
the mmunist cause; Ambassador
Bohlen's departvre was delayed for

weeks by McCarthy's attacks at a time

when expert American representation
it Moscow was important to the new
Republican makers of foreign policy.
It was the period mmediately after
Stalin’s death when vital decisions
affecting grave imsues of peace and
war were being hammered ouc in
Muoscow; the United States alone had
no ambassador there. As Clifton Ur-
ley told an NBC audience, “"Even in
the Bohlen matter, where his case
was 80 bad it was foredoomed 1o de-
feat, MeCarthy essentially command-
ed the Senate to stand still for two
weeks—and it did.”

Throughout  the nnn—Gommum.st
.coururies of Furops, McCarthy's ef-
fort to obstruct the Eisenhower Ad-
ministration caused deep concern
over the influence he would exercise
on American diplomacy. A survey
condocted by the New York Times
Mar. 29, 1955, found America’y allies
inquiring whether American diplo-

; maumthefuturewmgmngm be -

bulfied inco making distorted reports
to please McCarthy. Anti-Commu-
nist leaders were reported as
appalled by McCarthy's antack on
Eisenhowtr's “new team,” and Amer.
ican prestige was found to be "visibly
tarnished.” Senate approval of Boh-
len was hailed. on the other hand, by
tI1¢ leaqu non-Communist papery of
‘The influence of Mr. Mc-
C‘.arﬁty in the Senate is clearly di-
minishing," said a leading French pa-

ﬂaurlﬁl.ﬂohlﬁn.

p;;% Le Mondc hopefully on ﬂpl' 7.
1

Other outstandinyg d:plomnu hnve
been hounded out of government
service by McCarthyism: The Sen-
ater has used the Stzte Deparapens
and the Foreign Service as a pnlitmal
punching bag. The fact that in
doing so he .weakens American di-
plomacy and strengthens Commu-
nist diplomacy. has never deterred
him from irresponsibly assaulting
individuals,

The survivors of McCarthy's at-
tacks carry on their duties greatly dis-

‘heartened. Never knowing who will

be McCarthy's next victim, State De

parement employess avoid responsihil-
ity for action and duck decisions

‘A Form of American Totalitariamism’

William F. , Bsanclate

&0 RO -
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Clancy, edltor
weal, told the ADA of Newark, M. J.,

“IE omie 35 tuly ml:i{hnmuulat.
McCarthylte. Both ere anathema & 2 free,

L

he mald “he must.nf

Cuoted 1n the ADA World
Movenbwr, 1943

, rency of the w]

.1 s

which could be distorted inio Puhl‘.-
ical acacks. |

More important, American diplo-
mats must spend Lime
against sirdden stabs from McGarthy
and his numerous staff of jowesti-
gatom instead of devoting themselvis
10 advancing the cause of the free
world.

Americans of :l:.'lau'cll.u'lqir and ability
have become reluctant to serve. the
Department of State and its Foreipn
Service.  Young men are dissuaded
(rom even applying for positions by
the thought of being future victims
of political smears. Foreign Service
job applicacions declined by almost
half in the first six months of 1953

ared to what they were in 1952,
'WiTE

A

2 ojuch smaller group frem .

which to choose, standards of ability
and inteiligenice are measvrably
lowered,

The Christian Snmm'Mammr,
June 6, 1953, reported an intsrview
with a2 State Depﬂ.rtm.ent -official,
whos¢ identity it protected, in these

-words: *The men and womer in the

State Departmmt don't talk any long-

er pbout staying for the good of the

service. They want to pet out fast:
~They feé] their Depa.rtﬂmm has been .
ruined beyond . mpm Ftar."‘in—
trigue, and m:mon are tow the eui-
Stats Deparement.
No ope truscs asyone.
anything he cap.avoid saying. The
pmﬂmufrandm have come to the
Upited Stares,”
In = lettar 1o the New ¥ork T:mes

Nﬂﬂﬂ.ﬂmﬂ_..

Jan. 17, 1984; five of America’s most

diaringuishrdiotmer d;pﬂlomau upota;h
up inst the nnpm MeCarchy-
magt; the F Bervice of our
coumtry withont i
ator by name,

tifying the Senr R

Th:ﬁvemmwhungnedmelc:-'

-ter were: Joseph G. Grew, who had
4] years in our Lorcigm service and.

war our ambassador to Switzerland, -

Terkey, and Japan, and served fora
tme a3 Undersecretary of State; Nor--
man Asmour, 35 in tha Sme
Department, whe held, ama &

the of ambassador o Chils, Ar-

Y

genting, and Spain, and was an - .'

sistant Seorctary of Stace; R.ubm'
Woods Bliss, 35 years in the State -
Deparanent, onetime chainpan: of -
tie Board of Examiner for the
Di ﬁcSu'viu,mmhmrmSwed-
e, ambapmdor to Argr.nr.ma, G
Howland Shaw, 27 ycars in thnSmte

“The Pmm..___ B




Department, chief of the Division of
Near Eastern Affairs, expert on per-
sonnel problems, member of the State
Department's Policy Commission;
and William Phillips, 39 years in the
Department of State, Assistant Secre-
tary of State, Undersecretary, ams-
bassador to Belgium, Italy, and min-
ister to Canada.

Writing of the attacks “from out-
side sources” on the “loyalty and
moral standards” of the TForeign
Service, these five retired diplomats
pointed out that “with rare excep-
tions the justification for these at-

April, 1954

tacks has been so flimsy as to have no
standing in a court of law or in the
mind of any individual capable of

differentiating repeated accusation
from even a reasonable presumption
of guilt.”

Among the “sinister” results flow-
ing from these reckless attacks, the
five men mamtamed, was the fact
that *the conclusion has become in-
escapable that a Foreign Service of-
ficer who reports on persons and
events to the very best of his ability
and who makes recommendations
which at the time he conscientiously

believes to be in the interests of the
United States may subsequently find
his loyalty and inteprity challenged

. A premium therefore has” been
put upon reporting and upon rec
ommendations which are ambiguous-
ly stated or so cautiously set forth as
to be deceiving.

“When any such tendency begins
its insiduous work it is not long be-
fore accuracy and initiative have heen
sacrificed to acceptability and con-
formity. The ultimate result is a
threat to national security. In this
connection the history of the Nazi

79



and Fascisx Foreign Serviges hefare
the Second World War

After pointing out the extent 1o
which anonymouws informers and
carelers inveyti :ganumplnythmrpm
in the type of attacks made on the
Foreign Service, the five diplomao
ask “whether we are not laying the
foundations of a F Service com.
petent to serve a totalitarian
ment rather than the
th:l]'mudstnm“wehauhcrem-
fore known it

"Fear is an important
iuAmeﬁuE:alirfI:Etthg tﬁ
As a remlt the seli<gnfidence, the
confidence in others, the sense of
fair play, and the instinct to proect
the rights of the non-conformist are—

temporarily, it is hoped—in abey-
ance. But it would be wagic if this

beav, expremsing itself in an exagger-

ared emphasin of security, should
lead ws to cripple the Foreign Serv-
ice, our first line of national defense,

at the very time when its effective.

mmmhﬂmwﬁﬂhgthtplau
_ wluch humnhasmgmdm w.”

on-the

from within, would hawe difficulty
in equaling the Wwreckage of the
Amenican diplomatic service achieved
by McCarthy from his Senate sage.

The Greck Ship Deal

MecCarthy has not been content to-

bhatter and intimsidate the men who
ane with our national secur-

ity, but he has ventured into the field _

of making foreign policy on his own.
As Senator he haz not only played at
replacing ché FBI and ] Edgar
Hoover, but also at r:phung&me-
htqr of Star.e Dulles and President
foreign poli d%m
, a3 clearly
mthe{:wﬂ?utinn.uthe responyibil-
;qr of the EmuuveBrn.m:h ufuur

T]:l.c ﬂm of McCarthys ventures

of f would
loutvony Fubiw oAl |
wa:nn uff, if it had not con-

mﬁ.uinn:munguurnlr
huaboutthed:mﬂerﬂiﬁm&nmn
policy.
On Mar. 27, 1953, Mc(“rth?re-

ceived hip first repudiation by his
party and the Eisenhower Admin-

1

r.nt"-m-y

istration s headiines i ‘the

Bohien appointment Bat an hour .
alter he was decisively voted down on -
the floor of the Senats, MceCarthy's -

tchphomdthepmmleryur
» When the Wash- -

ainounce 2n im
ence the mext

hgrom ts had assemnbled,
Mu[lanh]rhmkehnﬂmtshippmg

M{Emh}r'smmgfmleapmgﬁ'nm
was part of the basic' pattern

the Bahlen
of " his “banleplan” described by
H. Hall in the St Louis Post-

Dispatch Apr. 4, 1953: “Amack al-

‘ways, never defend newer pxplain

and neves Yetreat; when in a hot apat,

break off the tanrdalm:t

on another frooL” .
McGanhyannounmdthathehad

been carrying oo - with

the Greek shipowners of New York

City: As a result he had secured an -

agreewemt with the owpen of 242

. srerchani ships 1o stop 2l pade with
Communist China, North Kaorea, and.

He spoke of =

the “dismal failure” of the Eisen-

Russizn- Pacific ports.

tiower Administration in not stopping
this trade and éldimed that le was

Wtrmkdinsmﬂl]rpe. Bent-
aun's story was based ‘on a2 danger
which didd not exisi. The Greek own-
ers told reporeers that their ships

rqmultnthcﬂru'kah:p_.

“the- iur:u
The

uﬁmufafmmgu

publicity:* (8¢ Louis Post-Bis U.‘h
Apr. 5, m}(j pHie

On Mar. 81, lﬂﬂ;ﬂﬂﬂm Yﬂk
Times quoted the - Greek

- iis saying the vessels have “not taken

of atrategic materials 0 Red
China, but have wuafly arrived ¢mp-

bunmadtpubhcl‘j ini the Bajtic shig-- -
ping- excliange in London." Londot

_Gmhallnnﬂi:medﬂntuhipsmlder
1o Come -

their flag were not-
mmﬂ.ltpommdtbatlhiphmedw

nist u:nmtnu London rm Fi
I7, 1953) Moreower, tesfilnony-
fore the Committee thowed that thm

were only 28 Greek-owned ships in-. E
‘volved in any- r.rade with {Ching, m:i

- Actually Mcﬂanh'_ir cldmaﬂ nﬂdit

,-fnrmthmglhelﬂunhﬁ'umr&d-

minisration' had  already  apeom:
phshnd.Tthtanepammmd
the: Foreign Operations. Adeiniy
umhada&#mhprmmmly.afa
hermumh:ﬂnq;udmmmd
act with ‘the Groak
m :Iltﬂowni's

| = "‘""ﬂ"
_ mr.ed, phony clums" {Nm ek -
| Times, Mar. 30, 1953)
McCarthy had . not anir md&
phon}r:himhuth:htdtnmaﬂin-
mumonuimﬁmalmgummm.?
coumiry. Hl.m'kl

- ty at Darien from J .10 Joad coal
fax a;nn and SOYR for India,
Cay The -deals have.. .

:l




-~ close associave of MoCarthy's, Etﬁntly
 amserted that MeCarchy's tactics were
X American foreign poli-

o' and were “harmfel to our ob-

 jective” {New York Timés, Mar. 31,
- 1959 ]
In a latter to Sen. John L. Mc

This statement McCarthy was unable
to challenge and, as the New York
Times said, *"The Voluntary Secre-

tary .of State ised to retire. fror
his unconsticntional role™ {Apr. -2,
.1953) - To veparters McCarthy ad-

“miteed that the Initiative for the

- Clellan, a member of McCarthys—Pgreement had come from the Greek

-Subomrmittes, Stassen  wrote  that
- N g action “had these un-
. fortunate effecis; It confused the is-

sue of respomaibility in the ssaking of
internatonal action to cut down che

flow of goods to the Communists; it
: inmﬂ -difficulties of conclud-
ing the necessary apreememts with
other nations which we are seeking
+ » » and it han made it more difficult
‘to obtin information and,-mger—
ation” in investigating Greek ship-
owners. [Quoted in the St Lotus
Post-Dispatch, Apr, 5, 19233)

After Secretary Dulles called M-
Carthy to a conference, a press stase
ment war relezsed by the Eisenhower
Administradon which peinted to the
dangers of G s uncenstitutional-

" Iy entering the lield of foreign policy.

~Aprll, 1954

- Carthy setst his two

shippers. But the Senator, corpered
by his contradictions, refused o dis-
cuss the matter further. A few weeks
later he was again back at work en-
dan American foreipn policy on
other fronte. '

Cohn and Schine. Leave _
Trail of II-Will in Euvope—
Europeans who lacked first-hand
knowledge of McCarthyism and what
it means wers b t fare to face
with its workings in April of 1958 Ax
chairman of the Senate’s Permanent
Subcommittee on Investigations, Mc-
nal aides on
an “investigation™ trip through West-
ern Europe. These rwo young men,
Foy M. Cohn and G. David Schine,

i to retire Bom.

aged 26, were supplied with a fat -

cxpenss account oui of the US.
Treasury for-a whirlwind trip across
the continent. Stopping briefly at key '
points, they left behind them a trail

‘of demneiations of American officialy

and a shocked E . No time ‘was
taken for sober study and invespigs-.
tion. Radio Free Europe’s staff of
L2, for exazmple, was ;
by Cohn and ine in litde more
than & half hour,

Neither of the men whom Me-
Carthy selected had any
of Eutvpe or of its diplomatic pro
lems. Schine had a bhackground of 2
wealthy playboy who had written
severz]l popular songs, served as a |
press agent for a dance orchestra, and
had chased after Hollywood starlets.
Cohn's cxperience was mores serions,

" but limited to a few vears of legal

practice. These two of MreCarthy's
“investgators” a in Europe—
Tepresenitatives the 11.8..

ment—to insule officials and display
their buffoonery and ignorance in
cach city they visited. Their antics in-

‘< 81



Europe earncd them the derisive
-nickname of the Eeystons cops.

Writing in The Reporter, Richard
: . Rovere o that the trip “was
marked from g to end by

low comedy. In the basie circumaetance
of the trip there was the ready-made
plotforagmgmmfm—mwung

men madly and ty ‘bent
on the ideological purification of the
greatest ntonmrth And
the j itself, the real journey,

had sach familiar fixtures of faree an
a femzle spy who was once the tnast
" of Vienna, a contretemps that in-
volved & platoon of diplomats in a
search for a mislzid bilMold, and an
altercation—denied in toio by the
_ m:lpm but sworn to by reputable

0 t» and in any case EHrmly

;hed now in the profoundest reali-
tes of myth—in which young Mr.
Schine chased young Mr. Cohn
around the hotel lobby swatting him

over the head with a rolled-up

magazine,”

Rovere, who conducted 2 mmpm-_'
hensive ingqulry Into the Cohn-Schine

expedition, reported that it "2ppears

to have been st up only a few dayw
in advance, and the purpose of it was
so ohscured that almost everywhere
the uavelers touched dowir they gave
a different acoovnt of why they were
traveli .Iantqudtherwm
lgoking
offjoe umm I:tn%om: they said
-they. were looking for subversives.
. Asked in Munich which it was,
_ Cohn explamed that it wan both.
'Efilncm’:}r, said, mclufdu com-
te political reliability, If apyone
gin&eruwdmthcﬂummunuﬁ.thm
he cannot be efficient.’

Y

- had heen spent ‘it

“In Rome, a new cAme o
i McCartliy, back..in Washing-

ton, bad told the press that they had

been ‘sent abroad o bring back a
Teport oa thie amount of money that
putting acroas the
'I‘tummﬁﬂmmsmnn in Eurepe.
'I'huwﬂﬁﬁﬂmﬂnhn,bﬁthem

equal to it. "We hadn't heard about
tHat, he £aid, "but anything the chair-

‘man of our committce says, if he

said it, poes with ma)

'A}En_rmtly they had no
beyond MeCarthy's contin
of - ﬁwﬂylhtﬂthmchﬂngama-
ment.”

The | nfEurope,Erommm
atfve to liberal, warnsd of the il &f-
fect the Cohn and Schine mission had

glnngadwmdim;;rwdoﬁnflhe

United Stz2tes. The mision gave the

Communists’ a boost in their . anti-
American cam mdﬂmunint
papers were jubilant over the activ-

“ities of MoCarthy's agentl. -

_ One Euzopean mtmnut picmred

over an American - da.lh:hk

arking, “Ts there snything archingd
hmwhmmdm]mmmhr

America}” To this question the offi-
cial bravely and honestly aniwered,

“Besides you, nothing elsel” - (New
York Times, Apr. 15, 1953) '
In Vieona, the pro-m.

can Arbeiter Zeitung, afur hearing
Cohn and Schine’s hasty denuneia-
tions of American officials,
tioned whether McCarthy's.

dilfered essentiaily from ﬂmﬂ: of the
Communist  secret polie. In Gen

many, the mdeﬁmdmx Munich
Mer, ur expn ror at the ex-
BNt 1O W

 the McCarihy. aides

Suppmg Ameﬁu’s Preshze

“'I'luCnmmuuisu.manl

London

-::!Eurupﬂndm:fur*hlcﬂarﬂwm

an & maneover to divide the Linited States. from Kz uﬁunbmndhuumd

concern here,

m'mu&mudmmnhmmmmm-'
McCarthy .

mmlmatp-rﬂ?ﬂhhwhd.nfﬂuuﬂvlﬂudh

+ Hat

mmpwmmmuwwmwmm

thrp:uﬁgrandmﬁumneuilhﬂdud
"Prof, Dennis W, Bragan deciared

Ttkmmmﬁmbﬂm
is oge of the most

British_and Amsrican peoy [wnd_ hetween

other Buropean patiorme).”

opinion
o MeCarthy wmbnlm

“undermined confidence” e anti- -
Communist; radio broadrasts beanved ~
to the Russian people. "It is not
krown whether 3en. McCarthy s’
helping the Sowitts ineenti ¥
not,” said the Merkyr, “bDut the of
iectafhilnmvidcuwas such that he -

ﬁbabl&ﬂbe made an-h .

Commumst Parey by

the Kremlin soon” (Quoled in the
1.5 offictal HICOG . d:gen of Ger' .
man. preg mmmm} .

mm:armyl-an@m

. To the Name of Amm'im ) -
In Stackholns, Nyheter,
Sweden's largest and most inftuential

daily, said of Cuhn amd Schine:
'"What the gentlernen pmbl}' might
have discovered have =already
‘spoiled by foolishreis ind arrogarios. .
They bave mfi;trtx:l'l]md mwm :
P@Uingmlda more effsrtive
what pomibly could have beem ac-
-complished by the ‘Communistic’ -
bonhandpummtheymtm P-mud
to ilwutigau: G u:nap B
i:l thlt Joseph

of E -

the re-

ﬁm of what Aunerica § fm.' and . -
at we have learns] 4o appeerisce. -
His name is thearchenmyoﬂ;bcr. _
ty, and a di th: the- maime. of -
Americs."” {Jprﬂi'i Iﬂ'!?) ' :
When thé twé nquisitors cane’ ta_-_
London, Lord Beaverbrook’s consere-
ative Daily Exprass aaid: “McGarthy .
is see to te bitterniess be.
tween Britain and Amerina, thereby 7
plaving Malenkov'y game.” - S
The London Neds Ckramﬂs wid
tlu Cohn-Schine visit- might be wisith-"
while if they shauld depart with the i

© The - ulmp-mmermm Fma!lml"l :
Times Iost Its temper over I.ht harin.
done by these two : :
ipoke of them 2 “seummy muop:n“,"_.'
and “distempered Jaczhls. L
Times, on Apr. 29, described. thc
Cohu-Shine expedition us. a “gro--.
tesque voyage” apd noted lhdut Mg -
'Earthy had so" grea dmagﬂd us. i
interests sbroad thir L: I
the diveey coneern. of - th: Um,_m‘l';'
States' alltes” .

m‘.__ rma_i_sﬁg-;‘:;f




m Umfed Press from S¢n. Alcander Wiley,

- McCarthy's

pr. 24, 1953, that The In- Wisconxin colteague and chairman of * =
Mnt Weekly, pu%mﬂnnnfthg the Poreigy Relations Committee, and
England, refexrrod o the best ranking Republican mem-
““McCarthy's .two agenes of ‘in leb-' ber-of the Commiteee, Sen. H. Alex-
" ance and totalitarianism.” « _mduSm:thqu Jersey, were -
P . d:tu the attack of their

rtbli
Pﬁgcarthy affalr, Ben. S

' Bﬂiﬂ ‘T can ‘imagitoe naﬂnng more
pleasing 1o the. Kremlin .

Iﬂﬂnuin.ﬂuleehuunedmmm;-
ey the j_.lld‘zﬁem of thgth::nth,r
!pwﬂi I do not think anyone
in_ this .conatry judges America by
Sen, McCarthy. The Britsh Lalior
-~ Party and” I mynelt‘ have been vigor-
ouly o the Gommunist Parry
. in this country ever_since iu forma-
% ﬂmmbafm-_ﬂqrnﬂnﬂarthfm
lee,” and g him with insuldng cvT
. th&AInjted States and its citizens, The French Catholic Daily, Lz

m Croix, said June 17, 198%:
u:ﬂ“ oooention Tor McCasthy's ™% Ganthy' insulting of Attlee caimed
: wmchmueemdem:hehmm bation o

¢ of Commons a3 leader of Her

lﬁwm u;:;f Cﬂﬂ"ﬁﬂt. pulxt thit way May .15:
mwnﬁu Mliister xplained MeCarthy’

anMdlltthythilmnmbum to
'ﬂﬂﬂommunhuﬁnmdmﬂinhe
uUnited ‘States and split this nation
~'from - dita. allies was not enough. In
Mafa{ 1958 MeCarthy puumiaﬂh;s

iy sors. in this lundofeloqmm.ﬂueb—
Presid -t_xa._lgrhme:rdid h:tl:crnnthtbutday
; . hepu-hml," L _

‘At the end of ¢leven monchs of
McCarthys ' conarant
' Ameriean poli
mli.ﬂlEEI

' for the Ad-
minilmﬂm hrutmﬂmmmpwerh

phinndthlthchadmmun of
m‘hidﬂllg the Amcriean system’ of

A ﬁwﬁ. 1954

"Mc-

umd notes,”
“Llond  trade.”

with phrases Llike “

;phan oo,

he Tablet, chief organ of the Cath-
olfc church in England, wamed {Dec.
12, 1553} after the McCarthy outery,
“Unlest the President can silence the

Senaror, the ublicans will be in
dificniies . world today conld
Aot Jupport an]rl:hinglhortoiahard

cold repipm guiding the policies of
the 1.5, TFhe time it 0o eerious for

Mossizhs uf cither right or left.”
The | - Sun-Times (Dec. 3,
1253) . the editarial ion

of many middle-oftheroad dailies in
this country when it characterized
H::Carr.hfn principal theme 5 a de-
mand for * blm:kmaﬂ, coercion, aned
intimidation” and “bluswring and
dﬁmlm-i methods” in the conduct

not cracking down on allied nations
which trade with Communist China, .
the Sun-Timer said: * MeGarﬂl}' who
profeses to abkor Communist meth-
ods, would employ those very methods
te bring our allies ab;ectl].r tr heel.
He would threaten acd bruwbcat :
them as Russia does her satelliten.”
McCarthy's attempt to discredit the
Republican Adrmd
doning *blood money” trade between
pur allies and China was answered
by Harold E. Stamen, chief of Fore 1&“
Economic Operadons, who wag
Catthy's choice for President in 1948,
Stamen had poiated out ba an ear-
lier occasion thar the problem in-
volved “a very complex guestion. If

a3

tration for con-



we imist onr Allss breat off some of
their present trade some of them
would be in a positon o ask, ‘How
do we stay alive i 7" On
Jan. 9, 1954, Stassenm, whose anti-
Communist credentials are as impres-
sive a5 any official’s in the Rezpubli-
mn  Administration, said that in-
creased East-West trade this
would help push
through the fron Curtzin and n::Eh
¢ven improve political reladom with
Russia,

Stasten -declared in anl ipterview,
carried by the Associated Press, thar
the Republican Administration is
now inclined to Eavor East-West rade
because Weatern Eurdpe’s recovery
haz reached the point where such
frade can be economically as well as

licically profitable. He pointed out
ﬁat the ?A.&numsu'ndon 1::.]:”1?11 apposed
trade with Bed China, and would at
Iease until peace i3 restored in Korea
and Indo-China, but, he emphasized,
a gencral resumption of East-Wiést
trade could "succeed in convincing
the peaple of the Soviet bloc that the
Free world is pursuing z gemuine poli-

of peace and even force "their
leaders to be fess hoatile to the West.”

On Dec. |, 1953, Sacvetary of State
Dulles, after receiving the President's
approval, struck back on the broader
issues Taised by McCarthy in his at-
tack on the Administration’s forei
policy. Without mentioning
name, but with direct reference to
MecCarthy's attack, Dulles repudiatod
the Sepator's Tecent insinuaztions that
the Eisenhower Administration was
appeasing the Communists.

Dulles told the press: “The burden
of that criticimm was that we spoke
too kindly to our aliies and sent them
'perfumed notes,’ [the McCarthy
phrase] instead of using thraats and
intimidation to compel them o do
our bidding.” After stating the desire
for constructive criticism, the Secye-
tary of State said that these charges
[McCarthy's] were attacking “the
very heart of American policy.”

The Secretary of State went on to
discuss the need for the closest coop-
eration with our allies. These nations
had been willing to give dhe Unjred
States air bases on p-enphery alk
the Soviet Union which were emen-
tial to protect the Awerican people
from suddee air attack. And our ai-
lies. Dulles said, were not as Mo
Garthy would have them, satellites on

&4

the Soviet pattern. Therefors; “We
shall be firm and persistent in oying
Lo pecure t on what we be-
lieve to be t 'We shall ex a
fair muingﬂ&haﬂom_and bupxﬂﬂ?m.
But we shall not try te he arrogans,
or to demand of others what we gur-
selves, if droumstances were'md
would reject.” -
President Eisenhower utmd Eully
behindl Secretary Dulles in opposing

the McCarthy policy of treating our

aflies i such a way as to drive them
inte Soviet hands. In his confer-
ence the President said, a» para-
phrased by the New York Times Dec.
2, 1952: “Such coetvion, imposed by

- viho disagree with the Soviet s

um on our Alliss, wonld mark the
United States, hot as 2 leader, but.
as an imperialist power, which is the

- vexy charge leveled against us by -

Soviet propaganda that feeds on Mr.'
McCarthy’s diatribes.” o
Britain, the nation which hay suif-
fered wnost from McCarthy's actacks,
hajled the Administration’s step.

"~ The Manchester Guardian Weehly
safd Dec. 14, 1955: “The rebukes is-
sued by the President and Secretary
Duiles to Sen. McCarthy have been -
reassuring, at least on chis side of the
Atlantic, because they have set up a
barricade of sense to stem the
flood of vituperative politics.”

The London Baily Telegraph
{Dec, 5, 1953) devoted ita lead edi-
torial ~ to denouncing McCarthy's
“intensification of . the demagogic
technique which has inflated him into -
a figure of woridwide aipntficance . ..
Even if the Senztor fails to shake the.
Administration, hin campaign  will
oontinue to poison American atti-
tuces to friendly nations.”

Reviewing the whole episade, AHG
an importane nmPa in anm
Spain, said Dec. 4, 19

“The intolerant amrmmm of
hix e t and an im ble
instinct for publicity have led Mo
Carthy to believe that ‘the most im- .
portant ‘man in today’s .ﬁmeriﬂm
political life is McCanthy . . .

"Having received for nntl'u_ng ane '
halfhour on radio and TV networks, -
warth in normal circumstanoces several
handred thousand dollars, McCarthy
used the thirty minutes not to defand -
himself against atkacks by ex-Presi--

* dent Truman bub to actack President

Eisenhawer, the allles of the United -
States, and those of the Republicans -
hunt

which is foremost in the ° min

Senator's political capital .

“The imple negratmn oE the ob-
vious is a famitiar tactic for the Sen-
amrfmmWismusin,+.Higwo:H
is divided hetween traitors at “the
s:r'm!: of Bussia ‘and patriots at thc
service of McCarthy . . "

In Rome, Giornals d'Ttelia, the”
conservative .daily, commented chat
Eisenhower and Dulles took the polit-
ical risks irvolved in Fighting back-
against McCarthy because “from too
many capitaly came alarming repores
of the opinion that had been forming

. Ths PROGRESSIVE



In friendly couniries about the Amer-
imn eostduct of foreign affairs.” The
- Fisenhower Administration; seid this
{wlian paper, felt-obliged to act be-
caus¢ “In Europe and Asia the im-
ion was gro wmgl that M::Gart.h}r

s dominates Wanhmgw _

- The incalculable damagc done
by McCarthy to the Western cause in
it hqmm: le agairist Commu-
shows up with great
c!a:d sober comuments of our
m ‘Burope and Asia. The cen-
tral Sofiet
emphasized, is to drive a

Eremlin strategy has
be-

tween the United States and ics allies.

. That is why President Eisenhower
urgemlf mphamzi:d Dec. 4, 1958,
“umity among free natjons is gur

_ nﬂym survival in l:he Eace of

: weight of Smrmz mJlll:arjr b}r
That is why Secretary of Scate Du].l::.
. sdd Dec. 1, E95% “Never in ali our

wat there a time when good
_a‘nmaz and olliss meant 30 much
fo ™ :

* Yet it is precisely at this rime that
- MecCarthy creater doubt and division
mmong out friends and holds Ameri-
can inedmdens ap to ridicule and
mnckery ﬂ:l.'buuglwut thit free world.
Frw Americans realize how serioualy
aur alles zhroad take McCarthy and
how deepty he strikes tervor in the
- hearts of our friends. ’

On ]uljI 1, lﬂﬁ&dlmeph C. Harsch
“r;pmd hristian  Science

onitgr that "Sen. McCarthy is the
.:nmu Em:[uﬂ:u.l}lr discuszed A.merttan
. in Europe.” -
-~ Constantine Brown, colemnise for
. the W 1 Sigr, wrote from
* - Switzevland Oct. 9, 1953 . “McCarthy-
Im s more discussed ' in_intellectual
circles here than the Soviet threat or
‘Eisephower’s foreign policies.”

-The New Yorker for May 3, 1958,
. carpied a disparch from Paris noti
' that“fntthepastmonmﬁmmcan

visitory to Europe who are important
' enough to know important Europ-

cany have been reporting that they
‘are e?erpuherc being ashed the seroe
' uut.mn' ‘What are ing to do
Mnﬂmhﬁ ‘What has happened

Frum Rome, Frank EKelley cabled .

: the New York Herald Tribune July
" Apdl, 1954

* Carthy’s

26, 1958, the that theé Italiam
“are thix a mBaton so
urang a5 Amerien should be o toler-
ant of [McCarthy's] fansticiem, of
witch-bunting methods in dealing
with problems of Commaniam.”

From (Pyris, Don Cook of the New
York Hergld Tribune wrote July 26,
1958: “It iy & rarc Paris diplomatic
gathering where a remark is not made
10 the effect, But when we see things
like McCarthyism happening to your
couniry, we certainly have doubts
shout Amexicd's capacity for worid
leadership,’

- In Belgrade, Eric Bourne snt a

tch to The World, phonthly US, -

magzine for November 1953 report-
among the forces in world

in
a.f.g.ln oSt f:sm:d in Yugu]mria is
“the influence on 1. S polu:jr
Juseph McCarthy . . .

in Tokya, Prof. Sadayoshi Fukuda,
writihg in the Dctu!‘a;r issua of the
wagazine Bungei Shinju, reported
that one of tEI:IE principal reasons for
anti-Americanism in Japan s “the
recthunting conducted by MoCarthy.”

In Delhi, India, The Sunday States-
mar wrote Nov. 22, 1953, of "Mc
special nese for polida by
smear” with this observation: “Whils
it would ke fqulf:h (T+] t that

thcﬂmimnmmdhmbmpm-
by McCarthy, i slow poiwon -

has spread fairly wide and deep”

In 2 scrics of articles in the Chris-
tian Science Monitor in July 1953.
Joseph C. Harsch miade igmni-
ficant comments while siudying con-
ditions in Earope: “In each Eurc-
pean country and-McCarthyism tzkes

ity own scparate form based on Da.
tional experience . . . In Germany the
German mind has found what it re-

an a release from i3 own sense
of guilt abour Hitler. From the day
Hitler achieved power, Germans
have winced under the charge of hav-
ing lacked the political wisdom and
the moral courage to scop Hitler be-
fore it was toc late. To the German
of 1953, Sen. McCarthy Ix reason to
s2y to an American, Now practice
what you have preached’ Sem. M-
Carthy has become the German's vin- -
dicadion of kis own sense of guilr
about Hiter.” {July 22) "If the fu-
ture generation of Eoropeans turns
again to Communism, the turn will
be dated from the spring of 1943
when MoCarthyism discredited anti-
Communitm in Europe Europe can-
not he held againat Commpnism with-
out the su of its intellectuals
and its wor classes. In those areas
the damage [done by McCarthy] has
been devastating.” ‘(July 27)

is atrikingly ificant that aif
anti-totalitarfan tical groups in
Europe are ied to McCarthy.
The New York Hevald-Tribune for

May 22, 1953, put it this way: “He is
criticized as much from the extreme
Right as from the extreme Left, and

.the Center him a1 a threat to
the world it is trying to create.”
On July 22, 1953, Joseph C.

Harsch of the Ckristian Science Moni-
tor expressed much the same condu-
aion in these words: “There are liter-
ally no defenders of Sen. McCarthy in
Europe cxcept for the occasional in-
dividuwal who always hated America
ADYWAY . . - Such 2 person says, and 1

A ‘Fesxful Thing’

Wmdmﬁu&ymmumumnunm.unw

mﬂuheq‘lnn&ng npuimednndhufulmmg making

: cb-m‘g: hﬂpﬁlﬁhhﬂﬂmifhtﬂfﬂbﬂ.ﬁm
Inyecurs. the anvions, the canfosed, and che afreaid,

'Ttbuldmm:th.mdhhlmmm...w:hl\iehuwndmnuwm

It want on forever

in hirtory but ¢this ix 3 specinl Hod—ao evil kind, 3 dellherate
hpﬂ.wllddnhhm‘tn!heah:iyhlu. : ¢
*It represents the other side of the elecHon cofn. It In the our and

the counterfeit. It would be legal tender nowhers In any woeld neASCR
wuaudwhueluhﬂmumumﬂm -

Ihe Commomeeal

Cathollc weekdy magazine
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sy

. T .

have heard it, I like MecCarthy, He

Prmu how barbarous America realty

Evmmuremgniﬁmtthmﬂlhunh
vermal loa of MoCarthyium by
the democratic forces of Eurape li the
fact umtmcCummthpa‘malme
makes little or no penuine protest
against McCarthy, for it is m the
totaliterian interest to bave Ameri-

casgoodnmnbemr:h;dhrthe'.

junior Senator from Wisconsin, A

of the French press, conducted
by Liontl Durand, former .foreign
editor of Paris-Presse vl more re-

cently editor of the official brgan

of the Wotld Veterans Federation,
shpwdthnuwanmpkpmodnf

two months in 1953 papers of all but
one political and . complex-
ion—oonservative, middie-of-the-yoad,

‘Catholic, Protestant, and in

£ alarm and disgust over
McCarthy's o ‘The one ex-
ertmn was the French Communist
d:ulr, E’Humanite, which alone made
o dm:ct attack on, Mcﬂarthym

!-1- - l‘]].ﬂ C . L

Americans know that MeCarthy iy
not running the United Scates, des-
pite the fact that he wiekly ure

. mendous influence, and chat the oa-
- digons of Americen Feedom and

democratic procsdure are atill strong.

"MFeel Free
Ta Write Whatever You Wanr”

B4

'meuitheﬂohnm.nﬁniun,uu:-

« Paost
| very

T Hear He's Gmng to Dmmd
Equal Time in the #7hiie Hnlﬂﬂ"’

Bt cutside of the Umieﬁ Sﬁm it is
the re of McGarth‘f'l charges
which give the distorted: ‘impression
of hi And when, aa in the

tamdmg officialy are discharged af-
subjected o McCarthy's
atmr.k. McCarthy's rale of terror

‘seems sronger in the eyes of owniders

Lhanltren]lyrm.ﬁsthnw
outMBct..!r.IQES,th:
- seems
mhawmchaduucn?rm}m heiphts of in-
timidation s abnost a3 -damaging as
if the intimidadon were a fact.™
5o great has been the adverse im-
pact of McCarthylim on 1.8, foreign

polk}rthatthtlfﬁ.gnvcmmenthu'
the. barriers .

officiall
¥
the succesifal funciioning - of that

- policy. The National Security Goun-

cil, the most important - Uralcgic
- body in the United States,

made up of thé military and diplo-
matic chiefs, has had w concern itself
witha'def:aﬂqdumdypithecﬁectui

MeCarthy in undermining confidence
in America. fWHhugtm Post, Now.

[ 21, 198

But it is the aid McCarthy gives

" Community thet chisfly concerns our

iriends abroad. Adlai Stevenson. for
instence, in Loak ‘magasine

Sept. 2%, 1953, that “one of Western: -

Europe's most responsible and re-
‘leaders told me that Mc

'mnn'jrand
of Americin. Enemies of the United

- harm im eight nmnthi than W:
agmdahmdminm:ym;;
Bill Bagps, colummist for the Minpad . .

Daily Nmrcpomdammutbnj"

. mthaﬂmau who ;

=.  that McdCarth

ha.'rd fﬂcrus.

Itnly a Cﬁmmnsnemumi-:

¢ fobnd that Itatien "
G’ommumm:md":mﬂthm&l‘
to McCarthy heﬁ.uuehu&qtzmml
the U.5: Information Service led to
the removal from - their - library'.
lbnlmdmﬂnft]umteﬂaﬂ:ﬂ@

. anti-Commuidat ptmpaganda wertn :

appmriultﬂ]f

I Cenada, the Montrﬁ! Star T8,
pm‘tedﬂhtMcGanhy"‘hmhqma
symbal  in ' man of - his " own .
of thé worst king °

Btatés - joyfolly proclaim this, “and- "
mmyﬁlmdl’uf.ﬁmmﬂ-h;ﬁhﬂ_

| theix fmthmﬂmmml::duﬂp'
wakeneﬂb?:h:m ludli
mmmtheﬁenm -

““If the Sovier G&umumlﬁlmgn
mwﬂmﬁeﬁumﬂm

Heﬁlmnwﬁhmm

'deat.hafrcndmgﬂ:rr mllliﬁlﬁ
-2nd American d‘? ;

um:almltil'lﬂﬂ:




!l!pﬂﬂ fremn swiuerland Oket. 10, 19855,
‘that Gommunists were effectively
wild rumors about the de-

gieé 10 which McCarthy is now able
ke control American thinking. One of

the "concoctions” of
. Aganda nst the.
. showa tI::E;tem, Brown reparted, to
. whichi the Communiss have exploit-
od fears of McCarthyism.

CLMA e of .this concoction was
served with cigars
' dinner attended by this reporter: ‘Me-
" Carthyism ia -actually an Amegican

muus

“form of Hitlepism. McCarchy's linpact = [FH
_on the fightened American mind of .

‘today is.no lew powerfnl than Hiker's'
. was before be' cume 6 power 20 years.

.-ago. He has.creatéd the bogey of trea-
‘son’ in the govérpment and has

“sigrred the repuiztions of men whose £

.ondy guilt was to think, years ago, dif-

- fezently .from the present American -

th.mhng.’"

-Feeports of this kind by commenta-
. toTé an conservative as Constanddne
" Brown, whe afe not identified as anti-

H-I:C.u'th‘_r mﬂkei!dmhuwpﬂuﬂy
the Communists’ Have: bern ung

CMcCarthy’s tation a5 a wa
. ating duuhtr:npg wspicicn oE:Ln.enﬁ_\
-among European {riends. These
' numors. deve and -circulated by
Gommumhn&mchedmmamfm
Americen Switzerland thut one of
newipapess, the

s outatanding
~ Swisk NM Zuricher Leitung, pledded .

-with Americans to realize “what Yind
- of impressidn is created abroad by

"~ those tendencies which are character

. ized by the name of McCarthy. Persons

whnmmhadbemmeuudtnad—'

have been helplealy. suhjmd
. to the most’ debading iavesti
]gzuﬂhd in g GGeneny dﬂ'gﬂ‘
e Fork Hﬂ'ﬂﬂ 'I‘rlblml:' hﬂ,‘! 26
1.9‘53} .
Inmhulﬁmuumam::imb
G‘Iﬂh‘y and his works, the Neue
. Wiener Tagemeitung said Apr. 19,
IQE! "Md]arthys influence and Ius
methuch of action of ‘making
'r.he

‘- pas;-character . of ghe. United: Swies

- and 4o the spirit achuating i -den-
' feinds the sacred principles of fair
. play.”
Apoher. Austrian ewimate of Me.
Eanhr.thhmbyﬂr Chiul"olhk.

% ApHl, 1954

ited * Sraiis”

and coffee after u.

The Chn“enga_

Fhtapakrick |n The 5t Looky Pook-Tiepetah

-

chief editor of the militantky and-
Comniunist Arbeiter-Zeilung, on Apr,
14, 1953, characterized McCarthy as
“the best ally the Communists have
in the United Stapes.” On angther oc-
casion {iay 20) this - Austrian
dng{put.itthilwa}r
tatal of MeCarthy's acdviiey, one
mm;imwmyhyﬁ
Wiy
into the hands‘of the Communists,”
Said the drbeiter-Zaitung in a lead-
itig editorfal -Apr. 14, 1953: “The
methods of the y GPU. are
2 mockery of the liberties of an Ameri-
can citizen—liberties of which the
ddzens of the whole free world are
proud. It is the worst and raost inef-
fectual weapon against Cormmumisn
—lo copy its G.P.U. No one jmudesd
needs 10 warn us in Auatria . . . what
Communist infiltradon mﬂm and

how it should be k t. ‘That ia why
we protest cCarthy and his
terror. It th:ehttlehaxﬂﬂfor

Amﬂnﬁ—-mdﬁ’lrm" .

La Croix, the Gatliolic dau]]r of
France, not ‘only described McCarthy
ﬂ:n]un: 19, lﬂﬂz.au"ﬁstbammg
-the i ally of Comppermrizm
flup*?ﬂ tut went on to say edi-
_torisd]y: “Led by another man than
- McCarthy, the Commitiee to invest-
gate the danger of Communing
woulid chrtainly have appreciable re

sult.u.Unﬁrnnmdythuhnotﬂm-

case . hmn&mbeuidm&un

at the .

L.
1

how

Carthy and the whole Democratie

Party, half the Republican Party, the

State a.rmm, and perhaps even
te House) hds done to Ameri-

muchthatw (beswesn Me
¥

the Whi
" ¢a and the wholr world; that war of

of groundless attacks, slander,
and pompous declarations tha: Me
Carthy has waged with pitlem vio-
lence . . . McCarthy dossn’t care a bit
about results, What interests him s

. the publicity these affairs bring him.

His only fear is to fall into chscurity.
Hiz puly dewrer attract attenton,”

" Op another phase of McCarthy's
operations, Le Croix noted that “in

3 aecwming  indiscriminately the inho-

cent and the guilty, McCarthy does
enormers harm o the former and
gives a inanifest advantage to the lat-
ter. Bue far from wishing to drange

g his .methods, he has a tendency to

worsen them. He lies. He accuses with
no prool. He starss with the idea that
the public is too stupid to prefer a
complex truth to 4 simple but spec-
tacilar lie . . . Let ns hope that in the
interests of the United- States and of
the entire world .they [the American

people]do pot take long to dis-
cover the truth about Joe Mcﬂanh‘jr,

‘Renator and witch-huncer.”

Another French daily, the influ-
ential France-Soir, a moderate paper,

" said on Nov, 4, 1958: "Sen. McCarthy

specializes in che moat far-fetched ac- -
cusations, launched under the cover

“Haven't You Heord? McCarthy's
Declared War on the Army™
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If McCarthy Were a Witness

A well-known British journai- -

ist, for three years ¢ Washington

£OTY dent, last ;ramr tried his
hand ot reposting a hypothetical
Senate hearing w the witness,

rather than the inquisitor, was
Sesator - McCarth wt where
the mathod war sill strictly Me-
Carthyite. The remarkable re-
sult, reprinied below, wes pub-
lisked in the fomouws Engli

magazine, Punch (fune 10, 1253)

CHamMAN, Well, Senator, pick-
: our questioning where we

i:f nE yestexday, you wili admit,
I take it, that when you defeated
the late Sen. Robert LaFollette in
the ‘Wisconsin in 1044,
vou had the support of the Com-
munist and fellow-traveler vole?

MoCartavy, What of i1? As 1
said at the time, Communists
have votes, don't chey? o

Cramatany, Please answer the
quﬂtum Senator. Did you have
of the Communiat

s
m-t traveler vote against
Lal?nllem?

MoCantay. I beliewe so.
CHATRMAN. t. Now would
you alo that LaFolletts,

whom you defeated with the aid
of this vote, though holding
strong liberal views, was iptense-
ly anti-Communist, long before

you ormmtﬂthugrofmmdanﬂ-
Communisty of y thought of
- taking up such a position?

MoCARTEY, 'I'm not familiar
with the late Semator's recerd

CHARMAN. It's not within your
knowledge, then, that he was one
of the very few memben of the
Senate 1o see, in advance, the ap-

palling dangers of the mood: in

which President Foosevelt ap-

. of energy on the

proached the Yalia Conference, to
the point that he acyually went 1o

President hefore he lefe for
Yalta to plead with him 1o take a
tougher and more realistic acti-
tude towards Yhe Rassiana?

McoCarray. No, it nol.

CHARMAN. You d::;; whatsle:

L at, though, L
E:mrm—gthat [‘Jnmmum]r:; and
iellow-oravelers in Wisconsin had
very good reasons for wanting to
get LaFollette out of the Senate
and you in, and were delighted
when you su

McCarray (banging ihe table,
thereby stimulsiing a new burst
vt of the pho-
tographers) If that is so, they've
had every reason suhmquemly
regret it.

CHARMAN, Amycrummrci‘

McCanrey, I'd like to read in-
to the récord a resoluton
by tite American Comraanist Par.
ty amnd published in the Dgily
Worker to che sffect that Semator
I:]"-:mep]:l McCarthy it one of the

tterest and most uuulenung
foes of Communism. . .

CHARMAN.
thing you like into the yecord,
Seqamr}:nhut did you help to drait
the resolution?

McCarrey, Did 1 help
that's ridjm:lnm We’re
RTOWL up, argn't we?

- Caammax. Answer the qués.
tion.

McCartay, No, I didn'c

¥You can read any-

both

CuamyaN. Now another ques- .

tion. Have i present
or former Eﬁmgtfnﬂa:ron your
stafE?

MeCanray, 1. .,

CHAIRXMAN. The ‘question,

- MoCaxrny. My staff has been
carefully selected and screened.
CramMan, What we want
know iz whethét there are any
present or former Communists

among therm.

{4 povie.)

MoQARTHY. Twnform:rﬂum
munists who .

CHATRMAN. Gﬂﬂi For -tha
record, the Secnator employs two
former Communisti. He was
elected! in Wisconsin with Com-
munist and iellow-traveler sup-

t. He denies being as of
Emmcmbtr of the (.'I--:m|.1:|':|blemg unist anz
ty, but it is 3 matter of public
Yncwiedge that his activities since
he became a Seaator have greatly
bemﬁbed rJ:le cane of Comme-
nism here in the United Statu
and abroad.

Furthermore, it cn be saud
with a certainty that, if he were
an undercover party member,
chogen for that reason o gust La-
Follatie ticularty d 1,
from thgipammun t m“n{-
view, bacause a-p ive him-
self, and bearing a name famots |
Among ives, and at the
safne time intensely and Enowl-
cdgeably anti-Communist), cvery-
thing he hes done and said sub-

would sy such a -
qunly . _support

McCarthy be du-
Iat{; mnf::l’!!y gm;mn I:ﬂ?f:ﬁty
photographed the whils,)

CHATRMAN. You'll have every
portunity, Senasor, t0 rebur

IISIIWSIIE th;:rl mm

Muccramer -

Edltor Punch




pm-!iamenuq immunity against
hgh officials and .eminent persons.
" His accysations arc always made in
the most sensacional foim. In peneral,
. these accusations are not followed by
:real proof, but the noise made by the
Senator shatters the most -
nblished reputations and has alveady
résulted in the desuraction of -careers
of men well known in the United
Seates”

"~ The nght-mng Parix dmlyr, Aurore,

mnde this comment on June 9, 1953:
“Since Sen. McCarthy launched the
“witéh-hamye, the United States, which
had been wntil then sure of io
awength and of s institntions, Tves
in a tense atmosphere with the press
"sach moming dencuncing new plot-

- tery and  the radio revmlmg eal:h_

mglunmlrmmpitmu.
In MNorway,  Arbeidernes Prese
knnmr, news service of the Labur
-Party which serves 45 N
 newspapewi,. tarvied an article mr
11, 1858, by Anders Burass, who had
Mmmplcmdnf:wmmth:fmt-
uipthruughﬂnrlh&mﬂl-

mm:.!uﬂ:ﬁ“'{.'
_cin

Inﬂ:&
mtnfdmworldtthruug:nfﬂmer
ita has been weakened . Dm
oacy- hasy survived mnr a to

- fight, but semewhire there must be a
limit co what democracy can ¢ndure.”

Mm in Norway, Kontaki, a middle-

uEt‘hﬁ

- of-the-road  monthly ine, ob-

served in June 1953: "Muﬂardlyman '

ﬁert: the information ma
-it, namely " during . the ' period of
Etnlin’admth...'IhemultnfM&

' Carthy's investigations iz a arippling
demunhmuon of nt em-

loyees . Nubodjrdammake:ima
J::r . He creates
~Eear Among Ammcam + .. It is the

m:ﬁnund.&tiﬁnmwhl:h Hitler |

~built his Gertoany . H:Guthg in
‘the inost hung nncl n
lous politician of the century.”

Aktuell, md:pendenl: news MAgR-
zine thet i3 printed in Norwzy and -

t al! Srandinavia,
‘wrote May 23, 195% “Among those
- whao malgit wioat diffienlt to be a
aamber o e destruys maore. gocd
- anmber one. He
will thar the Information Service can
-possibly build, Whien he is mght

“Aprh, 1954 -

the tovestlgathre thet the
rights of individml grs being
moat v auptaniied,

lying; he answers by spreading more
_pmm:_t." *

Dagbladel, largest daily in Nor
way, warned its readers Mar. 20, 1958,
that the United States was mistaken
in fecling that Fascism was a y
European disease. “Hitler had less
support in Germany when he tock
over than McCarthy has in America
It was rather difficult in the
to make peo understaznd
what type of a man Hitler was. Those
who tried to well the much were
told they were h?!r.euml if not some-
th.mg m‘

IH" . ) - *
holm‘! Margsi daily, nmnmenhed edi-
torially "]'une 19, 1953, that “Mc-
-Carthy's position in American polin-
cal I:ie is alarming in more than one .

vqimutmmnaur '
”tin'uwhm.hﬂuﬁﬂlu&mnﬂmhr'

" pionage linen being washed in

T S
'I:ﬁw;_.('-..‘%:-mf; -\'.:h_i‘-;_‘.‘hlﬁ- -

sense . . . These reactionaries with
ting of Fasciom hawe succeeded, al-
though 1o a limited s far, in
discrediting the prindples of any v

-ing democracy, They have succeeded

in pressing President Eiscmhower and
other high offfcials in a manner which
in our eyes has weakened the pres
ent American government, and Amer-

. If any in America is
m un-AmnE:n aoctividien i

.mrl::a.l.nl]r in Sen. M::Chrth]r and his

fallowers."

In Itzly, John P. Leacacos, a con-
sexvative European oo dent for
the Cleveland Plain Dealer, cabled
from Rome Ddec. 4, 1953: "Dirty e3 |
blic
back home has lowered esteem for the -
Unijted States and indirectly enhanced
Bussian prestige. Actusations that
tormer American officials were onee
Reds is used by the Comumumist press
te brag: ‘See, even in capitalistic
America there are important prole-

tarian patriots who believe in
Communism,” ™

Leacacos that scoffers who
dislike the United States are abis io
capltal::l: on tha tions of Ameyr-

icans like M. ¥ by being able

to s2y: “Willy nilly, the United States

u:mngmnmﬂfiumhﬂnﬂﬂ‘ﬁ
Fear imbued by Red

ferror-in jts victims is allegadizj;lu{;;h—
cated by fear and uncértainty

in Amerian citizens by
charges.” '
In Germany, the Frankfurt Alige-

Our Reliance—*The Love of Liberty

Below 3 the Lincoln quolstion wihich McCartky, tn & redio addreas do
the nation Nov. M, 1953, prbbdlnddtlfnr&dhpnﬁmmcﬂprﬁtm

pnﬂt:ﬂfﬂnmbl‘amim

Wnﬂmﬂmmﬂuhﬂwuknfmmhbeﬂymdindm:! Ir

M.anﬂmmﬁamagﬂnﬂmmm ALl of thoae may be
' -.mmﬂw!hluwtﬁmmhndmmhtimmemggla

I.Illllﬂ}rm

; -z rellance I in the love of Liberty which God his plaated In
deferse I3 in the spir? which prized Liberty as the herttage of 3l men, &
lands everywhere, Deatroy thiy spirit and you have planted the
despodmr at your owo doors.  Pantliarize yoursshres with che
bondage and you prepart your own lmbs to woar the.
trampl* oo the rights of others, yoa have lowt the geni of your wom
dwmummmnmmﬂmemm;mmm

|

" AbeaetaM LiNcovw, 1858
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meine, an i ot conservative
and one of the most t dailies
in Western Germany, on Nowv. 13,
1053, warned that the “spread of
MctCarthyism" woold “HIl Amer-
fca'y Erieads with increasing amdecy.”
On Dec. 2, 1958, that German
daily editorialized that it "is an
illusion” to believe that McCarthy's
chiet objective in to expow spies.
“What is really going forward has
emerged inte clear light in Me
Carthy's challenge to President Eisen-
hower. Forces are growing in Amperica
with which we have long been fzmiliar
in our less fortunate continent. Na
couniry in protected againse fascistic
germs . . . 1f these forces should con-
tinue to gain ground in America, the
leading Power of the Wescern World,
there would be reason for the gravest
anxiety.”

Om Dec 22, 1953, Der Kurier, a
French-licensed daily in Berlin, one
of the moat influsntial Christian
Pemocratic publications in Germany,
in-a review of the Anderson-May book
on McCarthy, commented thar Mc
Carthy "sees Communisis everywhere,
as a delitions alcoholic sess white
mice.” The review wonders if “not
the least importan: explamation of
McCarthy's . . . following in the
L.3.A. is the fact that Americans saw
only from afar” the tragedy of the rise
of Hitler.

This theme that McCarthyiom

might be a stage in the development
of Mazism i contained in scores of

warnings in the Gerian press, The
Wesser-Eurier, an indzpem]:znl; publi-
cation, said that if Goebbels were
alive, he "would have appreciated
McCarthy,” and the Aligemeine of
Frankfurt professed to see in Me
Carthy “a dnited loundspeaker o give
“woice te the antiliberal, aud -
ite, and anti-British foress . | | in
Ameri¢a.”
* The exposure of the frightful price
the United States is paying for Mc-
Carthyism comes not only
American correspondents abroad and
ign editors. but from American
travelers and Gls stationed overseas.
Two comments from Americans
abroad are representative of conntless
othes like Ome iy from at
Americant  soldier, the othér an
Amtrican woman,
Josepk V. O’Brien, now a civilian
after 12 years of active miljtary and
combat doty in Eurcpe, Africa,

o0

To What Low Levels?

Japen. and Kaorea, was on a furlough
in Copenhzpen, Denmark, during the
summer of 1953. In a t to the
Milwankee Journal, Dec 26, 1953,

O'Brien winte that he met 3 Chinese

Communist whe pold him thag “Sen
McCarthy is one of Communism's
best friends in America,

I asked why, to which the Chinese
replied: ‘Your Sen. McCaythy gener-
ates and ads icion, donbe, and
distrust of your public officialy, mili-
tary -leaders, vour religious., educa-
tional, and scientific instituiions,
neighbor against neighbor. We care
nothing about who McCarthy talks
for or against, so'long as he generates
and spreads confused thinking and
widespread distrust. Your Sen. Me-
Carthy supplies us indirectly with
endless propapanda material which
we use to our great advantage and
the detriment of America.*"

The American woman is Josephine
Ouirk, She traveled in Europe on
a confidendal mision during the
summer of 1950. She reported her
findings in an article in the October
1960 issue of Father Bakey's Ficinrvian,

a Catholic monthly published by

Father Baker's Homes for Charity
{Natignal Shrine and Basilica of Our
Lady of Victory) at Eackawanna, New
York. Here is what this woman who
has spent 15 years lecturing in this
country on Communism had to say
about what she heard in Evrope;
“Even if man accused {by
McCarthy] of Communism is yeally &

Red, it will never jum'.l‘:f the weapon

. he has given Moascow to blast amd

misTepresent us.

“The Senater is the ‘darling” of
Moscow. They hope he goes on kor-
ever. Wherever there is a Red leader,
the Senator's acensations are hailed
and passed on to the people a5 actual
proofs of the of the Kremlin .
in the most important depsriment
[State] of-the U5, government . . .

“The Rusians, no matter what
we think of them, are no dopes about
gauging the sensitivensss of Enrop-
eans. They have beer waiching
effect of McCarthy's foaming charges
with very shrewd interest and hawve
been exploiting them to the hile.”

It would be possible 1o go on in-
definitely with comparable quota-
tions. All of them harmmer home the -
same conclusion—that McCarthy has
setiously impaired the functioning of
American foreign policy, reduced our *
capacity for leadmm‘gn in the free
world, sown seeds of doubt and dis
unity among our friends and allies,
and strengthéned Commaunisy in the
world struggle of ideologies. Just as -
significant as the multighcit}r of, anti:
McGarthy comments by anti-Com- ©
munist foroes abmadiis the acarcity, |
if not the downright absemce, of
quotations in the Communist news .

era of Evrope. These pa m- .
% Mcﬂarthjrpcu their ht:lg:: be- - -
cause his itvesponsible attacks-under-
mine confidence in the men and in- -~
stitutions that are most datgerous @ -
the Communiats, ) :

‘As Great a Threat

As the EKrembin®

Perhaps the most stuiking com-
mentary on the exient to which Mo
Carthyism parallels Commanism’
in its threat to.freedom cawme frem
Father Leon ScMivan, a Catholic ms- -
sionary who was impri by the
Communists in Chinz. Writing of his -
experiences in The Commonweal, the
Catholic weekly, Nov. 14, 1952, Father
Sullivan said: “I would rather return
to my Chinese Communist prison cell
than avail myself of Semator MoCar-
thy's "protection.” He i an great, if
vot a preater threat to American free.
dom than the military might of the
Kremlin, and, believe me, I do not
underestimate either the Krembin's
might or its clevanes.” ’ .

The PROGRESSIVE -




‘The Btg Tru th ’

Our Great Hope Is a Fighting
Faith in Freedom, Not the

THE DOMINANT real:w that

s from the docursénced
record of M:.Cdﬂhy in action is the
fact that this man who has made anci-
Communism his political carcer Das
vontributed dangerously to strength-
ening the Communist cause. If the
Kremiin could succeed in plan
one of its own ts in the Senate
the United States, it conld hardly
bope for ter results in creating
_doube, disunity, and fear in America
than ‘it has gained from McCarthy's
" opérations.

If this judgment seems harsh and
cxHreme, {l-nre can only veply that the
hard facts painy y assembled in
_this izsue of The Progressive make it
clear that—

» McCarthy has struck violenedy at
the very principles of freedom .and
fair play which distinguish dempcrat-
ic seli-governmen: from Commuonist
regimentation.

o McCarthy has sown seeds of sus-

picion and disunity among the na-
tions of the fras world at the very
moment most need onjty apainat
the threat of Communist aggression.

+ McCarthy has ¥ demor.
alized the civil and military establish-
ments of our government ac a time of
unpanlleled warld crinis,

_teria for facts and evidence, McCar-
~ thy has mso successfully harmessed

Hitler's concept of “The Big Lie” w0
hi» own purposes that many decent
Americans actually believe he has ex-
posed 2 Communist plot in our gov:

- Aprl, 1954 .

coml el
E e . . -

. Fear Generated by McCarthy
. »

ernment and rescued the Republic
irom betrayal by traivors.

Many Americans who share this be-
Lief say theljr find McCarthy’s methods
repulsive, but_ they feel that in tense
t:meu like ours we need sncone to

do “the dirty work” of exposing the
subyersives in our madst.

This widely held feeling t be
more understandable if MeCarchy
were in fact expoging Commumists in
government and saving us from a
Red plot. But fact piled relentlessly
on fact in this jssue of The Pro
gressive shows that the evidence does
not in any way supporr. such 2
conciusion..

In the pitifully rare cases that he
has Jocused his sights on what may
have seerned like a worthwhile target,
McCarthy has so totally distorted the
evidence and overplayed his hand as
1o repder his “revelations” less than
useless, In his eyes honest mistakes,
misindgments, or misunderstarvdings
become part of a sinister pattern of
LONApArAcy.

The evidence seems to o over-
whelming that if we overlook meth-
ods becavse it is remits we say we
want, McCarthy has pot in any meas-
urable way contributed to strengthen-
ing the sccurity of owr country
against -spies and saboteurs. More

'thmfmwyearso!ht-md-runan-
By. substituting headlines and hys-.

cusations have yet 1o produce a single
convicticn of a Communist in gov-
ernment on cvidence unmered by
McCarthy.

Some Americans who know of no
specific achicvements in MoCarthys
record of joi—hunting are still loath

to criticize hecause they think his ac-
tivities have been worthwhile in dra-
matizing the evils of Communism zed
alerting the pation to the menace.
However, as Elmer Davis so criaply
put it recently, “This amounis 9
saying that nothing brings the

of fire more to the aneniion of
public than tvming .in false alarms
ell over town.”

But means and methoda gre it-
portant to people who love Tiberty
and :hcn_th! inciples of tolerance
and fair play. It is the contrast be-
tween our means and methods, and
thase of - the totalitarians, whether
Communist or Fascist, which mark

As America Goes,
50 Goes the World

Fimputzlick in The 3 Lonis Port-IHspatsh
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cne of the great gulfs between them
and e

Allan Nevins, one of our forermnost
hisrorians, summed this up with greal:
claricy recently when he said:

“The fact is that in ths prowction
of basi¢ human righe, method is
everything. The Spanish Inquisition
justified torture on the ground ihat

it was in B . good cause, and was x -

mere matter of method. The -Rus-
gian secret. police juutiﬁu the knock

on the door at 8 a the summary
unr.cnm,mﬂr.hpu shot. or de--
portation 1o a slave camp on the
ground that all this ia in a
campe and in a mere matiey of
method.”

The right of Congressional com-

mittees to investigate and the need
for the most eomprehensive surveil-
lance in guarding the nation’s securi-
ty are not at issuc; what is at stake iy
-the £ necessity for and
combaing the dangeroudly o Amer
ican character of McCarthy's onc-man
show before it completes the corrup-
tion of what is Gnest in the American
system of law and justice. -~
Learned Hand, one of the wisest of
Ametiran jurists, who has retired as
Chief Judge of the Federal Cireuit
Coart of Appeals after 42 years on
the bench, warned his covntrymen of
this very danger in 2 memorable ad-
dress 2 year and a hatf apo. Said

Judge Hand:
"] belicve that that community is
in the process of disselution
where each man to aye his
neighbor as a possible enemy, where

nnn-ounfo with the aceepted
m;.r as well as religious, is
a mark nf dicaffertion: where denun-
ciation without specification or back-
ing takes the place of evidence;
where orthodoxy chokes freedom” of
dissent; where [aith in the eventual
supremacy of reason has become %0
timid that we dare not enter our con-
victions in the open lists, to win or
loee,
“Such fears as these are a solvent

which eat out the cement that hinds

the stoncs together; they may. ie the
cnd subject us 1o a as ¢vil
a8 any that we dread; and they can
be allayed only insofar as we refuse to

proceed on mupicion, and trust one

another uvntil” 'm: have tangible
ground for misgi

- In his nigh newlr.ut Feb, 24,
1954, Edward Murrow - queted
92

| appeal to the underprivil

Wl'ton the

David Schoenbrun, CBS chief in

Pzru,nnpcrennljrthupmnt Com- ;

menting on the shocked response uE
anr friends in Europe to the ca d_l.}
uonnitheUS.ArmytuM arthjr,
Schoenbrun  told Murrow: “They
[our friends] don't think a line can
be drawn between objeciives and
methods, particularly when. smethods,
as in the M CIt, aTE $0 Spec-
tacular and destruetive chat theéy ob-
vinusly achieve objectives far removed
from the avewed one,

“1t s a case of burning down the
barn to.catch 2 rat, ooe Frénch editor
told me, poi ot thal; it is 1i-
diculois ﬁm&ng
catching, althou lore the
fact that the barflbumndd;]:rwm You
mt separate the (wo, any moere

you can say that you approved
Hicler's atms while deplori g
couth methods,  Hitler's may
have been to eradicate Communism
in'Germany and destroy the Sovie:
Unipn, but what his methads did in
fact accomplish was to eradicate de-
mocracy in Gemmany and  destroy
France—.not Rusia.”

-

o .

We live in a dangerom 3
surely one of the preatest E:ngaﬂ
that confronis us is the counterfeit
¥ of Comwmmism znd in
af hn-
manity. But we do not begin 10 meet

. atmm;lgnere of hjrstgria.

his un-

bz and I:nl?g::reaﬂng 2

that menace

asked at Daronouth lest yesr, .
“unles we lmaw what it i
What it teachei—why does it
bave soch an & for meca? .
....‘Wehtregatmﬁghtil.wi& ‘-'
mmcthinghettﬂ'" .

Here is the heart of our
in this dangerous age-—the ::ﬂfiengc N
o 0 e Communism with some. -
thing bettet. Thit we can pever

to do if we abandon gur mos -
cherished democratic principley and. .
embrace the very methods we abbor -

- ih Communipgrn.  This pmcu&oi"

diluri -
ung Prm:e]y those ‘2‘:““

activitics carry w loualy clnse to
the Kremlin that uial by
jury must be with - trial by -

cipn nDaklon et
mented satsliite or s;,tll‘er dur -
and reprisals. -

The first ha.ttle in the
against Communimn is Wi
selves—to a our gwm
cation io dmomlqm by- livirig .
mmpe]]mg prim:iplu in our daily

1fwca:etu b-e true to oumalv
and effective in- action with' othm
ommmlhmtbnnamn&g&
tive adherence to anti-Comamnism..
A fighting

185
8

*'.*E.

histarie clash of idectogies that s :hc';'_'-;-
dominzans fact of life in or.rrtimc. i

Lie" of Communitm amd Mc
ism with "The Big Truth” m
ing d:mocnqr :
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Help Others Know the Truth

Send thée opecial ceoue of The Progressive—

McCARTHY

A Documented Record

to your friends and associates, your library, local —_—
newspaper, and clergyman. L |

® URGE your fellow club, co-op, or union members, :
the brothers of your fraternal and civic associ- Reduced pnciees
ations, and your local political organization to

order enough copies for every member. QUANTITY ORDERS

Single copy 75¢

| _ Three copies  $2.00 .
e ACT NOW to stem the wave of fear and intoler- Five: copies $3.00
ance generated by McCarthyism. Ten copies $5.50

Twenty copies $10.00

Prices include postage on either
a bundle to one address, or in-

e ORDER ADDITIONAL COPIES of

McCARTHY—A Documented Record dividually to your mailing list.
For prices on larger guantities,
write
Use the coupon below, or :!I;n We will ;end ei’thurdn h;m:"rlle
insert in this issue, to order to one address or individually .
additional copies. to your mailing list. The Prugramve
Madison, Wisconsin
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[ ]
E Fand copies of the issue on McCarthy fo |
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