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J u l y  28, 1977  

AMERICA'S DECLINING INTERNAL SECURITY 
. _ .  . - . . . . .  

I" 
One of t h e  m o s t  net t lesome problems faced by Americans throudh- 
o u t  much o f  t h i s  cen tury  has  been how b e s t  t o  cope wi th  t h e  
t h r e a t  posed by t h e  world Communist movement to  what M r .  J u s t i c e  
F e l i x  F rankfu r t e r  once called " t h e  e f f e c t i v e ,  free func t ion ing  
of  o u r  n a t i o n a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s . "  /Communist Pa r ty  -- of  - t h e  United 
S t a t e s  -._ of  America v. Subversive A c t i v i t i e s  Control  . -- Board, _- 367 
U.S. 1, 97 (1961)  .I One of t h e  most of t -used  devices  has ,  
of course,  been Congressional i nqu i ry  f o r  l e g i s l a t i v e  and 
i n v e s t i g a t i v e  purposes;  it i s  also perhaps n o t  s u r p r i s i n g  t h a t  
t h i s  device  has  been f r augh t  wi th  cont roversy ,  a l though it 
must be observed t h a t  c r i t i cs  o f  t h i s  procedure have seldom 
evidenced any real g rasp  of t h e  a c t u a l  accomplishments of such 
work. 

There can be no doubt t h a t  Congress possesses  t h e  power t o  . I  

conduct wide-ranging inqu i ry  i n t o  t h e  o r i g i n s ,  l eade r sh ip ,  and 
a c t i v i t i e s  of  subvers ive  movements; t o  a rgue  otherwise would 
be t o  contend t h a t  o u r  e l e c t e d  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  must l e g i s l a t e  
i n  a vacuum. 
cases i n  t h e  i n t e r n a l  s e c u r i t y  f i e l d ,  stated t h a t  "TO remain 
uninformed upon a s u b j e c t  t hus  r ep resen ted  would be a f a i l u r e  
i n  Congressional r e spons ib i l i t y . "  /Barsky v. United States, 
1 6 7  F. 2d 2 4 1 ,  247  (1'948), cert. denied,  334U.S. 843, p e t i t i o n  
for  r ehea r ing  denied,  339 U.S. 971./ - I n  t h e  same dec i s ion ,  
Judge Prettyman f u r t h e r  dec la red :  

W e  t h ink  t h a t  i nqu i ry  i n t o  t h r e a t s  t o  t h e  e x i s t i n g .  

Judge E. Barrett  Prettyman, i n  one of t h e  primary 

form of government by e x t r a - c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  processes  
of change i s  a power o f  Congress under i t s  prime o b l i -  
g a t i o n . t o  p r o t e c t  for  t h e  people t h a t  machinery o f  . .  - 
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which it i s  a p a r t ,  and inqu i ry  i n t o  the  d e s i r a -  
b i l i t y  vel  non of  o t h e r  forms of  government i s  
a power of Congress under i t s  mandate t o  i n i t i a t e  
amendments i f  such become advisable. / I b i d . ,  246./ - 

Such i n q u i r y  has  been conducted by l e g i s l a t i v e  committees 
a t  t h e  n a t i o n a l  and s ta te  l e v e l s  s i n c e  t h e  earliest  days of 
t h e  Communist movement i n  t h i s  country.  I n  1919 and 1 9 2 0 ,  . 

f o r  example, a subcommittee of t h e  United States Senate  
J u d i c i a r y  Committee and a j o i n t  committee o f  t h e  New York 
S t a t e  l e g i s l a t u r e ,  r e s p e c t i v e l y ,  conducted s i g n i f i c a n t  inves- 
t i g a t i o n s  i n t o  the  a c t i v i t i e s  of t h e  e a r l y  Communist movement -- 
inc luding  p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h e  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  Sov ie t  agen t s  -- i n  t h e  
United S t a t e s .  Since t h a t  t i m e ,  a succession of Congressional 
and state committees have i n v e s t i g a t e d  v i r t u a l l y  every a s p e c t  
of subversion and i t s  e f f e c t s  on American l i f e  and government. 
Of these, t h e  m o s t  prominent and c o n t r o v e r s i a l  w a s  undoubtedly 
t h e  House Committee on Un-American A c t i v i t i e s ,  later renamed 
t h e  House Committee on I n t e r n a l  Secur i ty ,  t h e  h i s t o r y  of which 
bears  recount ing.  

. .  . . .  . .  . .  

The House C o m m i t t e e  on Un-American A c t i v i t i e s  (popular ly ,  i f  
e r roneous ly ,  known simply as  "HUAC") w a s  created by the  House 

/of Representa t ives in  1938 as t h e  S p e c i a l  Committee on Un- 
American A c t i v i t i e s  under t h e  chairmanship o f  t h e  la te  Martin 
D i e s  of Texas. The committee's mandate w a s  renewed by vo te  
of t h e  House i n  each succeeding Congress u n t i l  1945 when one 
of t h e  committee's members s u c c e s s f u l l y  moved t o  amend t h e  
House r u l e s  t o  provide f o r  a s tanding  Committee on Un- 
American Act iv i t ies .  This  move, born of a r ecogn i t ion  of : 
t h e  need f o r  cont inuing  inqu i ry  i n t o  r evo lu t iona ry  a c t i v i t i e s  
d i r e c t e d  a g a i n s t  our  form of government, a s su red  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  
of  t h e  committee as a permanent i n s t r u m e n t a l i t y  of t h e  House 
capable  of  i n v e s t i g a t i n g  subversive a c t i v i t i e s  w i th  t h e  
e x p e r t i s e  needed i n  such a h ighly  s p e c i a l i z e d  and c o n s t i t u -  
t i o n a l l y  d e l i c a t e  area. Supporters  of  the  committee over  t h e  
yea r s  have recognized t h a t  it i s  v i t a l ,  when one cons ide r s  
t h e  e s s e n t i a l l y  e s o t e r i c  and c o n s p i r a t o r i a l  n a t u r e  of t h e  
s u b j e c t  matter involved, t h a t  t h e r e  be cont inuing  i n q u i r y ,  
h u t t r e s s e d  by appropr i a t e  power of  subpoena, t o  develop what 
i s  o f t e n  called "hard" information admi t ted ly  n o t  r e a d i l y  
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1 a c c e s s i b l e  t o  t h e  l e g i s l a t i v e  branch of government. 

. . . .  . . . .  . . .  . . .  . .  . .  . . .  . 
* .  

OUSF COMMITTFF ON INTFRNAI SFCURITY AND ITS ABOI ITION 

The s tanding  C o m m i t t e e  on Un-American A c t i v i t i e s  e x i s t e d  u n t i l  
February 1 9 6 9  when, pursuant  t o  a r e s o l u t i o n  introduced by 
Congressman Richard H.  Ichord of Missouri ,  who had succeeded 
t o  the  chairmanship of the  committee a t  t h e  beginning of t h e  
9 1 s t  Congress, i t  w a s  r e c o n s t i t u t e d  as  t h e  Committee on I n t e r n a l  
S e c u r i t y  wi th  a somewhat r ev i sed  mandate. The committee e x i s t e d  
i n  t h i s  new form u n t i l  January 1 4 ,  1975, when the  House voted 
t o  adopt r ev i sed  r u l e s . f o r  t h e  9 4 t h  Congress which provided f o r  
t h e  a b o l i t i o n  of t h e  committee and t h e  t r a n s f e r  of i t s  j u r i s -  
d i c t i o n ,  f i les ,  and c e r t a i n  of i t s  s taff  t o  t h e  House Committee 
on the  Jud ic i a ry .  I t  is  s i g n i f i c a n t  t h a t  t h i s  procedure, ad- 
vanced by t h e  "Bol l ing  Committee" as p a r t  of i t s  o v e r a l l  committee 
reform package f o r  t h e  House, avoided a vo te  on t h e  m e r i t s  o f  
t h e  committee as a s e p a r a t e  e n t i t y ,  t h e ' s o r t  of vo te  t h a t  t h e  
committee had i n v a r i a b l y  won throughout t h e  e n t i r e  pe r iod  o f  
i t s  ex i s t ence .  Thus, by means of what committee suppor t e r s  
have c a l l e d  a par l iamentary Sleight-of-hand maneuver, t h e  com- 
m i t t e e  w a s  e f f e c t i v e l y  abol ished.  

The r e s u l t s  of  t h i s  t r a n s f e r  w e r e  a s  p red ic t ed  by those  knowledge- 
a b l e  i n  domestic s e c u r i t y  matters: :the J u d i c i a r y  C o m m i t t e e  d i d  
nothing i n  t h e  area of i n t e r n a l  s e c u r i t y  d e s p i t e  t h e  r a t h e r  _ -  .- . -  . . .  _ .  . . - .  

I 
'There has  always been a g r e a t  f law i n  t h e  argument of 

those  who contend t h a t  it i s  s u f f i c i e n t  t o  r e l y  on t h e  resources  
o f  t h e  Federal  Bureau o f  I n v e s t i g a t i o n  i n  dea l ing ,wi th  subversion. 
Many of t h e s e  .people f a i l  .to a p p r e c i a t e  t he  r e s t r i c t i o n s  wi th in  
which the  F B I  ope ra t e s .  The f a c t ,  of  course,  i s  t h a t  t h e  Bureau 
func t ions  p r i m a r i l y  as  t h e  i n v e s t i g a t i v e  a r m  of  t h e  Department 
of  Just ice ,  a r o l e  which is f a r  d i f f e r e n t  from t h a t  of a Con- 
g r e s s i o n a l  committee. I t  i s  t r u e  t h a t  c e r t a i n  d a t a  developed 
by t h e  Bureau have been made a v a i l a b l e  to Congress, p r i n c i p a l l y  
dur ing  testimony before  t h e  House and Senate  Committees on 
Appropriat ions,  b u t  t h e  Bureau does n o t  e x i s t  to  develop i n f o r -  
mation as t h e  b a s i s  f o r  remedial  l e g i s l a t i o n  t o  cope wi th  sub- 
v e r s i v e  a c t i v i t y .  This  can be accomplished only  by a duly  
au thor ized  committee of  t h e  House o r  Senate  armed wi th  t h e  power 
o f  subpoena. Furthermore, s i n c e  t h e  Bureau must by d e f i n i t i o n  
be s u b j e c t  t o  t h e  w i l l  of  t h e  Attorney General, who may o r  may 
no t  recognize t h e  need f o r  t h e  ga the r ing  of  domestic i n t e l l i g e n c e  
data on subversive groups and i n d i v i d u a l s ,  it is a b s o l u t e l y  
e s s e n t i a l  t h a t  Congress possess  i t s  own independent c a p a b i l i t y  
i n  t h i s  area. 
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L,. a a i v e  hope i n  some q u a r t e r s  t h a t  something might be accomplished. 
I n  t h e  I n t e r n a l  S e c u r i t y  Committee's l as t  annual r e p o r t ,  sub- 
mi t t ed  t o  t h e  House on January 29, 1 9 7 4 ,  Chairman Ichord had 
wr i t t en :  

- I n  my appearance be fo re  t h e  Select C o m m i t t e e  on 
Committees, commonly known as  t h e  "Bol l ing  C o m m i t t e e , "  
I s t r e s s e d  t h a t  it w a s  no t  impor tan t  w h a t  committee of 
t h e  House of Representa t ives  does t h e  work i n  t h e  f i e l d  
of  i n t e r n a l  s e c u r i t y ,  bu t  what i s  impor tan t  i s  t h a t  t h e  
work i s  done. I poin ted  o u t  t h e  i m p r a c t i c a l i t y  of  adding 
t o  t h e  work of  an  a l r eady  overburdened J u c i c i a r y  Commi t -  
tee. Y e t  the proposa l  i n  the working d r a f t  of the  select 
committee 's  r e p o r t  p rovides  for  a s u b s t a n t i a l  i nc rease  
i n  t h e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  and workload of t h e  Committee on 
t h e  Jud ic i a ry .  

To p u t  it b l u n t l y ,  I do n o t  t h ink  the matter of  
t h e  i n t e r n a l  s e c u r i t y  of t h e  United S t a t e s  w i l l  r ece ive  
any S i g n i f i c a n t  . a t t e n t i o n  i f  t h e  progosed t r a n s f e r  of  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  of t h e  Committee on I n t e r n a l  Secur i ty  t o  
t h e  J u d i c i a r y  C o m m i t t e e  is  accomplished. 

h U S F  J U D I C I A R Y l k k  S RFCoRD OF INACTION 
While it is  possible t o  t ake  i s s u e  wi th  M r .  I chord ' s  a s s e r t i o n  
t h a t  it does n o t  matter which committee does t h e  work, egpec ia l ly  
i f  one assumes t h a t  an expe r t  committee and s t a f f  are p r e f e r a b l e  
t o  those  whose e x p e r t i s e  i s  spread too t h i n l y  among many sub- 
ject areas, one cannot  q u a r r e l  w i th  t h e  accuracy of h i s  pred ic-  
t i o n  about t h e  d i s p o s i t i o n  of t h e  work. Any i l l u s i o n s  on t h i s  
score have long  s i n c e  vanished. The f a c t  i s  t h a t  du r ing  t h e  
p a s t  two and one h a l f  yea r s ,  t h e  House J u d i c i a r y  Committee 
has  done p r e c i s e l y  nothing i n  fu r the rance  of i t s  expanded mandate 
over  "Communist and o t h e r  subvers ive  a c t i v i t i e s  a f f e c t i n g  t h e  
i n t e r n a l  s e c u r i t y  of t h e  United S ta t e s . "  Consider t h e  following: 

I 

* The J u d i c i a r y  C o m m i t t e e  has  inves t iga t ed  n e i t h e r  t h e  
e x t e n t  of subvers ive  a c t i v i t y  i n  t h e  United S t a t e s  nor 
t h e  a d v i s a b i l i t y  of  any remedial  l e g i s l a t i o n  to  d e a l  
w i th  it. Ins t ead ,  to  a l l  appearances,  it has been 
con ten t  t o  engage i n  running harassment o f  t h e  Federa l  
Bureau of  I n v e s t i g a t i o n  w i t h  an eye t o  r e s t r i c t i n g  s t i l l  
f u r t h e r  t h e  a b i l i t y  o f  t h e  Bureau t o  engage i n  e l e c t r o n i c  
s u r v e i l l a n c e  o r  o t h e r  meaningful domestic s e c u r i t y  work. 

* The I n t e r n a l  Secur i ty  Committee's p ro fes s iona l  s t a f f  
personnel  have been sys t ema t i ca l ly  dismissed wi thz the  
except ion  of a token handful .  The  t r u e  i n t e n t  of t h e  
J u d i c i a r y  Committee's l eade r sh ip  i s  e a s i l y  seen when one 
real izes  t h a t  those dismissed inc luded ,  i n  many cases, 

. . . .  
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people wi th  t h e  deepes t  knowledge o f ,  and longes t  
exper ience  w i t h ,  t h e  I n t e r n a l  Secur i ty  Committee's 
work. O f  the  committee's former minor i ty  staff ,  a l l  
o f  whom p a r t i c i p a t e d  a c t i v e l y  i n  some of  t h e  committee 's  
most s i g n i f i c a n t  i n v e s t i g a t i v e  e f f o r t s  d e s p i t e  being 
s m a l l  i n  numbers, a l l  w e r e  dismissed. 

* Though t h e  House r u l e s  as adopted i n  January 1975 
provided t h a t  a l l  o f  t h e  I n t e r n a l  Secur i ty  Committee's 
"proper ty  and records" should be t r a n s f e r r e d  t o  t h e  
J u d i c i a r y  Committee, t o  "be a v a i l a b l e  f o r  use by t h e  
la t ter  committee to  t h e  same e x t e n t  as i f  such p rope r ty  
and records w e r e  o r i g i n a l l y  t h a t  of t h e  C o m m i t t e e  on t h e  
Jud ic i a ry , "  t he  l eade r sh ip  of t h e  J u d i c i a r y  Committee 
has  i n t e r p r e t e d  t h i s  language as a mandate t o  e l imina te  
t h e  I n t e r n a l  Secur i ty  Committee's f i l e s  as  a source of  
in format ion  t o  t h e  House, a goa l  long sought by t h e  
profess iona l -enemies  of  Congressional committees inves-' 
t i g a t i n g  subGersion. The massive f i l e s  on r evo lu t iona ry  
groups and ind iv idua l s  accumulated by the  Un-American 
AEtivi ' t iesand I n t e r n a l  Secur i ty  Committees between 1938 
and 1975 -- and, it should be noted, r e g u l a r l y  consul ted  
as a b a s i c  r e fe rence  source by r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  of  appropri-  

w e r e  a te  execut ive  branch agencies ,  i nc lud ing  t h e  F B I  -- 
reviewed, packaged, and consigned t o  storage, thereby 
e f f e c t i v e l y  r ende r ing  them unava i l ab le  as a p r a c t i c a l  matter. 

* The p r e v a i l i n g  men ta l i t y  among t h e  J u d i c i a r y  Committee's 
l eade r sh ip  i s  f u r t h e r  i nd ica t ed  by t h e  f a c t  t h a t  l e g i s -  
l a t i o n  designed t o  d e a l  wi th  t e r r o r i s t  v io l ence  as  a 
s p e c i f i c a l l y  Federa l  o f f ense  has ,  d e s p i t e  t h e  desce rn ib l e  
p r o l i f e r a t i o n  of  terrorist  groups wi th in  t h e  United 
States i n  r e c e n t  yea r s ,  occasioned n o t  so much as one 
day of  hear ings .  This  l e g i s l a t i o n ,  in t roduced  by 
Congressman John M. Ashbrook of Ohio, himself a member 
of tne J u d i c i a r y  Committee, has  been pending before 
t h e  committee f o r  two and one h a l f  yea r s  wi thout  anyth ing  
whatever being done t o  assess t h e  need f o r  it. Introdu'ced 
by M r .  Ashbrook as H.R. 1577 on January 1 7 ,  1975, it w a s  
aga in  in t roduced  by him as  H.R. 152 on January 4 ,  1977 ,  
and i s  t h e  only  such l e g i s l a t i o n  be fo re  t h e  House - -  a 
f a c t  which is, i n  i t s e l f ,  i n d i c a t i v e  o f  a s t e a d y . d e t e r i o r -  
a t i o n  i n  Congressional awareness of t h e  n a t i o n ' s  i n t e r n a l  
s e c u r i t y  needs . 
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The above f e w  f a c t s  should se rve  t o  demonstrate t h a t  t h e  House 
J u d i c i a r y  C o m m i t t e e  -- o r  a t  least  t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  of t h a t  
committee -- has n o t  t h e  s l i g h t e s t  i n t e n t i o n  of f u l f i l l i n g  t h e  
elppanded mandate confer red  upon it i n  1975. I t  should be clear 
t o  any reasonably o b j e c t i v e  person t h a t  i f  meaningful inves- 
t i g a t i v e  and l e g i s l a t i v e  e f for t  i s  t o  be undertaken wi th in  
t h e  Houseof Representa t ives  t o  a i d  f n  our  government'.s 
a t tempts  t o  move a g a i n s t  t h r e a t s  t o  our  form of government 
posed by r evo lu t iona ry  groups and i n d i v i d u a l s ,  it w i l l  c e r t a i n l y  
no t  be forthcoming from t h e  p r e s e n t  J u d i c i a r y  Committee. I t  
should be equa l ly  clear tha t ,  given the a l r eady  heavy j u r i s d i c -  
t i o n a l  l oads  of  e x i s t i n g  House committees, t h e  b e s t  -- indeed, 
r e a l i s t i c a l l y ,  t h e  on ly  -- means t o  t h i s  e.nd i s  r e v i v a l  of 
t h e  House Committee on I n t e r n a l  S e c u r i t y  wi th  s u f f i c i e n t  funds, 
adequate s t a f f ,  and t h e  power of subpoena to  enable  it t o  
conduct in-depth cont inuing  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  t o  assist t h e  House 
i n  determining t h e  need f o r  remedial l e g i s l a t i o n  and a l s o ,  i n  
d ischarg ing  t h e  related Congressional o v e r s i g h t  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  
t o  determine t h e  d e s i r a b i l i t y  of a d d i t i o n a l  a c t i o n  by appropri-  
a te  agencies  w i t h i n  t h e  execut ive  branch. 

I n  o r d e r  t o  a p p r e c i a t e  more f u l l y  t h e  dismal record  of t h e  
J u d i c i a r y  Committee i n  d ischarg ing  t h a t  p o r t i o n  of i t s  r e v i s e d  
mandate t h a t  p e r t a i n s  t o  i n t e r n a l  s e c u r i t y  o v e r s i g h t  and inves-  
t i g a t i o n ,  one must t r y  t o  ga in  an understanding of t h e  accom- 
pl ishments  of t h e  House Committees on Un-American A c t i G i t i e s  
and I n t e r n a l  S e c u r i t y  dur ing  t h e  b e t t e r  t han  35 y e a r s  of t h e i r  
continuous ex i s t ence .  So much concent ra ted  e f f o r t  has been 
expended i n  r e c e n t  t i m e s  on impugning t h e  record  of the  committees, 
as w e l l  as on impugning t h e  motives and methods of domestic 
s e c u r i t y - r e l a t e d  agencies  i n  gene ra l ,  t h a t  people seem unaware, 
i n  a l l  too many i n s t a n c e s ,  of t h e  p o s i t i v e  s i d e  of t h e  ques t ion .  
A s  i n d i c a t e d  earlier,  t h e  c r i t i cs  of t h e  committee very o f t e n  
seemed n o t  to have any f i rm g rasp  of what  t h e  committee was 
about  . 

From t h e  o u t s e t  i n  1938, t h e  committee w a s  concerned wi th  a l l  
v a r i e t i e s  of subversive a c t i v i t y  i n  t h e  United States. I t  i s  
n o t  g e n e r a l l y  apprec i a t ed  t h a t  t h e  f i r s t  hea r ings  conducted by 
t h e  D i e s  C o m m i t t e e  i n  1938 d e a l t  wi th  t h e  German-American Bund, 
n o t  w i th  t h e  Communist movement. The Bund, an  obvious ex tens ion  
of H i t l e r i t e  i n f luence  wi th in  t h e  United States,  remained a 

-. major focus  of committee e f fo r t  u n t i l  the  Bund passed from vie.w; . .  



however , ,s imilar  a c t i v i t i e s  cont inued t o  occupy t h e  committee 
throughout i t s  ex i s t ence .  

The committee he ld  ex tens ive  hear ings  on F a s c i s t  and Ku:Klux 
Klan o rgan iza t ions ,  demonstrat ing,  i n  many cases, a d i s q u i e t i n g  
in t e r lock ing  r e l a t i o n s h i p  on matters d i r e c t l y  involved wi th  
a c t i v i t y  which w a s ,  by any reasonable  s t anda rd ,  a t h r e a t  t o  
t h e  coun t ry ' s  s e c u r i t y  i n t e r e s t s .  The committee documented a 
cons ide rab le  degree of co l l abora t ion  between l e a d e r s  o f  s eve ra l  
domestic Fasc i s t -o r i en ted  groups and a c t i v i t i e s  c l e a r l y  designed 
t o  advance t h e  i n t e r e s t s  o f  t h e  N a z i  movement, i nc lud ing  direct  
c o l l a b o r a t i o n  wi th  t h e  German-American Bund i t s e l f .  The hear ings ,  
appendix volumes, and reports of t h e  D i e s  C o m m i t t e e  are, even 
today, an  inva luab le  compendium of primary information on t h e  
N a z i  and Fascist movement i n  t h e  United States du r ing  a 
p a r t i c u l a r l y  p reca r ious  per iod  i n  American h i s to ry .  

During t h e  1950s.  and 19608, t h e  s t and ing  C o m m i t t e e  on Un- 
American A c t i v i t i e s  cont inued to  develop such informat ion  for  
t h e  use of  t h e  Congress t o  m e e t  i t s  need t o  assess t h e  impact 
of r evo lu t iona ry  and o t h e r  subversive movements. I n  1954, 
f o r  example, t h e  committee i s sued  a Pre l iminary  RepPrt on 

N . & - $ ~ ~ & ~ ~ ~ a n d  H a t e  Groups .<which dea l t  ,wi th  t h e  a c t i v i t z s  of -:... . 

&e,:..Ra.tibnal; Renaissance Pa r ty ,  an avowedly Fascist group, and.'. 
Common Sense,  a racis t  and aggres s ive ly  an t i -Semi t ic  h a t e  shee t .  
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I n  1965, t h e  committee aga in  undertook exhaus t ive  hear ings  on 
t h e  a c t i v i t i e s  of Ku..Klux Klan o rgan iza t ions  i n  t h e  United 
States.  The r eco rd  of t h i s  i n q u i r y ,  which f i l l e d  f i v e  volumes 
of testimony and e x h i b i t s  and a s p e c i a l  r e p o r t ,  i s  q u i t e  
probably t h e  best a v a i l a b l e  body of primat.y source  material on 
t h e  Klans i n  r e c e n t  t i m e s .  The committee's i n v e s t i g a t i o n  r e s u l t e d  
i n  hear ings  du r ing  1 9 6 6  on l e g i s l a t i o n  s p e c i f i c a l l y  aimed a t  
terrorist a c t i v i t i e s ,  as w e l l  as  i n  a le t ter  of apprec i a t ion  
f o r  t h e  q u a l i t y  o f  t h e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  from no less than  t h e  l a te  
Emanuel C e l l e r ,  chairman of  t h e  House J u d i c i a r y  Committee and 
c e r t a i n l y n o t  a man who could have been charged wi th  any pro-HUAC 
bias. Cel ler ' s  l e t te r ,  as  en te red  i n t o  t h e  record  of t h e  1966 
hear ings ,  reads i n  p e r t i n e n t  p a r t  as follows: 

I followed m o s t  c a r e f u l l y  t h i s  Committee's 
i n v e s t i g a t i o n  of the  Ku Klux Klan. I d i d  so because 
many had expressed t o  m e  t h e  /sic/ misgivings about  
t h e  purposes of  t h e  Commit tee-on-Un- American A c t i v i t i e s  
and had ques t ioned  i t s  o b j e c t i v i t y .  Indeed, many had 
asked m e  as Chairman of  t h e  Committee on t h e  J u d i c i a r y  
t o  undertake t h e s e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  because of  t h e i r  m i s -  
g iv ings  of the  C o m m i t t e e  on Un-American A c t i v i t i e s .  
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Having spoken to  you p r i o r  t o  t h e  commencement o f  
t h e s e  hear ings ,  I had no hes i tancy  i n  adv i s ing  those  
wi th  whom I spoke of my convic t ion  t h a t  t he  hea r ings  
would be thorough, product ive,  and ob jec t ive .  I a m  
more than  p leased  t o  be a b l e  t o  say  t h a t  my conv ic t ion  
w a s  completely j u s t i f i e d .  When t h e  r eco rd  is  p r i n t e d ,  
t h i s  country w i l l  be suppl ied  w i t h  a u t h o r i t a t i v e  i n f o r -  
mation on t h e  who and what and how of t h e  Ku Klux Klan, 
and wi th  t h i s  record  no i n d i v i d u a l  can absoive himself 
by saying he d i d  n o t  know of  t h e  Klan's t e r r o r i s t i c  
a c t i v i t i e s  and t h e  degree of ha t r ed  and v io lence  f o r  
which it s t ands .  

The s i n c e r i t y  of t h i s  Committee and i t s  wish t o  
reach a t  t h i s  e v i l  are now f i rmly  e s t a b l i s h e d .  

The phenomenon of terrorist v io lence  w a s  of p a r t i c u l a r  concern t o  
t h e  I n t e r n a l  S e c u r i t y  Committee u n t i l  t h e  very end of i t s  e x i s -  
tence.  During 1 9 7 4 ,  which w a s  i t s  l a s t  f u l l  year  of  ope ra t ion ,  
t h e  committee embarked upon a major i n v e s t i g a t i o n  of the terrorist 
t h r e a t  i n  an  a t tempt  to assess t h e  d e s i r a b i l i t y  of new l e g i s l a t i v e  
or execut ive  branch remedies. I n  a d d i t i o n  to t h e  many o t h e r  ter- 
r o r i s t  groups considered,  many of them overk ly  Communist i n  or ien-  
t a t i o n ,  t h e  Nation of . I s l a m ,  known as t h e  Black Muslims,-was'given 
s i g n i f i c a n t  a t t e n t i o n  i n  t h e  testimony of  t w o  i n t e l l i g e n c e  spe- 
c i a l i s t s  from t h e  San Francisco,  C a l i f o r n i a ,  p o l i c e  department. 
The testimony and documents provided f o r  t h e  record by these 
two e x p e r t  w i tnes ses  form i r r e f u t a b l e  proof of  t h e  t r u e  na tu re  
of t h e  NO1 as opposed to  t h e  popular misconception, f o s t e r e d  by 
t h e  media, of t h e  NO1 as an e s s e n t i a l l y  r e l i g i o u s  o rgan iza t ion .  
Perusa l  of t h e  committee 's  documented record  shows to  any in -  
t e r e s t e d  r eade r  t h a t  t he  Nation of I s l a m  i s  i n  f a c t  s teeped i n  
t h e  r h e t o r i c  of v io lence  and p a r t i c u l a r l y  v i r u l e n t  race ha t r ed .  
I t  is  of f u r t h e r  i n t e r e s t  t h a t  t h i s  record  w a s  developed almost 
t h r e e  y e a r s  be fo re  t h e  Hanafi Muslim takeover  of  c e r t a i n  p u b l i c  
b u i l d i n g s  i n  t h e  na t ion '  s c a p i t a l  . 
The e x t e n t  to  which t h e  committee concerned i t s e l f  wi th  r a c i s t ,  
Fascist, and N a z i  o rgan iza t ions  and t h e i r  a c t i v i t i e s  over  t h e  
y e a r s  has been, as  s t a t e d  earlier,  gene ra l ly  unappreciated: 
neve r the l e s s ,  it w a s  a major focus of committee i n q u i r y  and cer- 
t a i n l y  r e f l e c t e d  a de termina t ion  by t h e  committee-and i t s  profes-  
s i o n a l  s t a f f  t o  maintain s c r u t i n y  of subvers ive  a c t i v i t i e s  emanat- 
i n g  from - both  extremes of t h e  p o l i t i c a l  spectrum. I t  is, however, 
demonstrably t r u e ,  as  so many have observed, t h a t  t h e  primary 
focus of the committee's e f f o r t s  w a s  upon t h e  threat  to o u r  in -  
s t i t u t i o n s  posed by t h e  world Communist movement and -the va r ious  
exemplars of r evo lu t iona ry  Communism i n  the United States. 

I 

T h i s  
. .  
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w a s  not ,  however, because harrassment of Communistsprovided com- 
m i t t e e  members  w i t h  the  j u i c i e s t  head l ines ,  as p r o f e s s i o n a l  
enemies of  t h e  committee have o f t e n  contended; r a t h e r ,  it w a s  
because Communist groups have demonstrated far  more s t a y i n g  power 
and have shown a n  unequalled a b i l i t y  t o  i n f i l t r a t e  v i r t u a l l y  
every segment of ou r  s o c i e t y  and achieve near  r e s p e c t a b i l i t y  a t  
seve ra l  key j u n c t u r e s  i n  recent American h i s t o r y ,  a l l  t h e  while  
pursuing g o a l s  which 'a re  obviously a n t i t h e t i c a l  to  t h e  commonly 
held va lues  t h a t  u n d e r l i e  Western c i v i l i z a t i o n  i n  genera l  and 
t h e  United S t a t e s  i n  p a r t i c u l a r .  

I 

I 
1 1  

CoMMUNrsM 
There have been innumerable s t u d i e s  by academic and other author-  
i t i e s  on t h e  na tu re  of Communism i n  t h e  United S t a t e s ,  bu t  t h e r e  
are none t h a t  provide the  r eade r  wi th  a b e t t e r  o r  more comprehen- 
s i v e  overview of t h e  s u b j e c t  than those  i s s u e d  by t h e  committee 
over  theLzyears. A t  va r ious  p o i n t s  dur ing  i t s  e x i s t e n c e ,  t h e  
Un-American A c t i v i t i e s  Committee i s sued  b a s i c  s t u d i e s  o f ,  f o r  
example, t h e  advocacy by t h e  Communist P a r t y  of f o r c e  and v io lence ,  
t he  role of t h e  Communist P a r t y  as  a n  agen t  of t h e  Sov ie t  Union, 
and t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  of the  Communist Pa r ty  t o  t h e  worldwide Com- 
munist I n t e r n a t i o n a l .  Other s t u d i e s  included informat ive  r e p o r t s  
on such s u b j e c t s  as  Communist atomic espionage, t h e  role  of  
S o v i e t  agen t s  w i th in  t h e  American government, a t t empt s  by t h e  
Communist P a r t y  t o  subver t  t h e  American Negro, and t h e  r o l e  of 
Communists w i th in  t h e  l abor  movement. A l l  these r e p o r t s  w e r e  
based on c a r e f u l  i n v e s t i g a t i v e  and r e sea rch  e f f o r t  and were re- 
f l e c t i v e  of t h e  e x p e r t i s e  developed by t h e  committee and i t s  pro- 
f e s s i o n a l  s t a f f .  One may ask  whether such e x p e r t i s e  would have 
been developed had t h i s  work been r e l e g a t e d  t o  a n  a l r eady  over- 
burdened committee wi th  more gene ra l i zed  j u r i s d i c t i o n ;  i t  seems 
l o g i c a l  to answer t h a t  it probably would not.  
e x p e r t i s e  on t h e  s u b j e c t  of Communist subversion w a s  probably 
unmatched i s  i n d i c a t e d  by t h e  c o n s i s t e n t  f e r o c i t y  w i t h  which t h e  
Communist P a r t y  opposed t h e  committee's work throughout i t s  
ex i s t ence .  

That t h e  committee 's  

The hear ings  conducted by t h e  Un-American A c t i v i t i e s  Committee 
w e r e ,  o f  course,  marked by cons t an t  cont roversy ,  bu t  they  were 
fa r  more c a r e f u l l y  prepared and decorously conducted than  most 
people realize.  The t r u t h  of  t h e  matter i s  t h a t  even t h e  m o s t  
s e n s a t i o n a l  of t h e  committee's hear ings ,  inc luding  t h e  mass:-vely 
pub l i c i zed  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  of Communist p e n e t r a t i o n  of Hollywoo2 
and government, w e r e  j u s t i f i e d  by l e g i t i m a t e  concern over  t h e  
e x t e n t  of Communist subversion i n  key segments of American l . i f e .  
It  w a s  e n t i r e l y  proper ,  f o r  example, t h a t  the  committee, i n  
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t r y i n g  t o  appr i se  i t s e l f  and t h e  House of t h e  me-hods which 
Communists used i n  advancing t h e i r  r evo lu t iona ry  a i m s ,  should 
i n q u i r e  i n t o  t h e  manner i n  which Communists ope ra t e  through f r o n t  
groups and other i n s t r u m e n t a l i t i e s  t o  raise huge sums o f  money 
o s t e n s i b l y  f o r  worthy purposes  while ,  i n  f a c t ,  t h e  money w a s  
des t ined  f o r  t h e  suppor t  of subversive a c t i v i t i e s .  T h i s  w a s  .. 
c e r t a i n l y  t h e  case i n  t h e  Hollywood hear ings ,  which demonstrated 
t h e  e x t e n t  t o  which t h e  P a r t y  had tapped t h e  unusual ly  high 
salaries of  major f i l m  f i g u r e s  f o r  subvers ive ,  as a g a i n s t  
genuinely humanitarian,  purposes.  This  w a s  f a r  from being t h e  
on ly  accomplishment of t h e  hear ings ,  bu t  it w a s  a m o s t  s i g n i f i -  
c a n t  c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  t h e  fund of  knowledge on Communist decep- 
t i o n  a v a i l a b l e  t o  Congress i n  meeting i t s  l e g i s l a t i v e  respons i -  
b i l i t i es  i n  t h e  i n t e r n a l  s e c u r i t y  area. 

. .  

COMMUNIST INFII TRATION OF GOVFRNMFNT 
I n  l i k e  manner, t h e  committee's i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  i n t o  Communist 
pene t r a t ion  of government w e r e  o f  i n c a l c u l a b l e  va lue  t o  t h e  
country.  Through many yea r s  of pa ins t ak ing  e f f o r t ,  the  Commit- 
tee on Un-American A c t i v i t i e s  developed a record  which documented 
i n  met iculous d e t a i l  the  p a t t e r n  of Communist espionage a g a i n s t  
our  government. The best-known such i n v e s t i g a t i o n ,  by a l l  ac-. 1 - .. 
counts ,  w a s  t h e  case of  Alger H i s s ,  convic ted  o f  p e r j u r y  i n  a 
t r i a l  t h a t  probably would never have been conducted had it n o t  
been f o r  t h e  ded ica t ion  wi th  which t h e  committee and i t s  s ta f f  
pursued t h e  f a c t s  of t h e  case through a maze o f  decept ion  and 
dissembling by H i s s ,  t o  say nothing of t h e  obs t ruc t ion i sm fo r th -  
coming from t h e  execu t ive  branch i n  t h e  i n i t i a l  s t a g e s  of t h e  
i n v e s t i g a t i o n .  One r eads  t h e  t r a n s c r i p t  o f  t h e  Hiss-Chambers 
hear ings  and i s  s t ruck  by t h e  p r e c i s i o n  of  much of t h e  ques- 
.t&ning.;. a phenomenon which i s  i n  s t a r k  c o n t r a s t  t o  t h e  o f t en -  
advanced view of t h e  committee members and s t a f f  as mere mind- 
less Red baiters, unconcerned wi th  f a c t s  and obsessed wi th  
headl ine  hunting. 
t h e  Committee on Un-American A c t i v i t i e s ,  Alger H i s s  would never 
have been brought t o  j u s t i c e .  

I t  is  f a i r  t o  say t h a t  had it n o t  been f o r  

The committee's e f f o r t s  w e r e  no t ,  as  has so o f t e n  been contended, 
conducted wi thout  r ega rd  t o  l e g i s l a t i v e  a i m s .  
l e g i s l a t i o n  i n  t he  i n t e r n a l  s e c u r i t y  f i e l d ,  the  I n t e r n a l  Secur i ty  
A c t  of 1950, w a s  based d i r e c t l y  on the  accumulated weight of  t h e  
evidence developed over  t he  yea r s  by t h e  committee. There w e r e  
also numerous o t h e r  b i l l s  r e f e r r e d  t o  t h e  committee, some of 
which w e r e  enacted i n t o  l a w  and some o f  which w e r e  not ;  they  a l l ,  
however, f e l l  s o l i d l y  wi th in  the  committee 's  mandated ju r i i sd i c t ion  
and could n o t  have been handled nea r ly  as e x p e r t l y  by ..any: ' 1  

The p r i n c i p a l  
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o t h e r  committee of t h e  House -- i nc lud ing  the  J u d i c i a r y  Committee. 
(Again, one must come to  g r i p s  wi th  t h e  q u e s t i o n  of  fu l l - t ime ,  
as opposed t o  merely par t - t ime,  e x p e r t i s e  i n  a n  area t h a t  i s  
admi t ted ly  esoteric and c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l y  d e l i c a t e ,  t h e  l a w ,  bo th  
l e g i s l a t i v e  and case, t h a t  has  developed i n  t h e  i n t e r n a l  s e c u r i t y  
f i e l d  being h igh ly  s p e c i a l i z e d  i n  na ture . )  

But i n v e s t i g a t i v e  e f f o r t  w a s  and i s  n e c e s s a r y t o a n y  informed 
understanding of t h e  problem of subversion i n  our  t i m e .  
s t a t e d  earlier, t o  contend t h a t  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  of subversion i s  
n o t  a proper f u n c t i o n . o f  Congress i s  t o  contend t h a t  Congress 
must be expected t o  l e g i s l a t e  i n  a vacuum. This  would; of course ,  
be dangerous i n  t h e  extreme. As a p r a c t i c a l  matter, Congress 
cannot  reach  an  i n t e l l i g e n t  p o s i t i o n  on the need f o r  l e g i s l a t i o n  
to  d e a l  wi th  subvers ive  a c t i v i t y  un le s s  it has  f i r s t  a c t e d  t o  in-  
form i t s e l f ,  i n  t h e  m o s t  p r e c i s e  d e t a i l  poss ib l e ,  as t o  t h e  exac t  
na tu re  of t h e  t h r e a t  a t  hand. I t  is  a classic i rony  t h a t  t he  
s u r e s t  way t o  b r i n g  about:”.unwiTise’:..and. r e p r e s s i v e  l e g i s l a t i o n  - 

a g a i n s t  r evo lu t iona ry  t h r e a t s  t o  o u r  i n s t i t u t i o n s  -- assuming, 
Of course ,  t h a t  l e g i s l a t i o n  i s  eve r  d e s i r e d  a t  a l l  -- would be 
- n o t  to  have a func t ion ing  committee to  inform t h e  House of t h e  
f a c t s  on which . w i s e  l e g i s l a t i o n  ought t o  be based. 

A s  

This need w a s  never more apparent  than dur ing  :&he 1969-1974 
per iod  when t h e  committee w a s  r e c o n s t i t u t e d  as t h e  House Com- 
m i t t e e  on I n t e r n a l  Secur i ty .  During t h i s  per iod ,  t h e  committee 
.examined t h e  phenomenon of r evo lu t iona ry  v io lence  i n  g r e a t  de ta i l .  
Major i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  w e r e  conducted i n t o  t h e  a c t i v i . t i e s  of such 
violence-prone o rgan iza t ions  a s  S tudents  for a Democratic Soc ie ty  
and t h e  Black  Panther Pa r ty ,  a n d ’ r e p o r t s  w e r e  publ ished which 
summarized t h e  documented f a c t s  f o r  Congress and t h e  American 
people. A 1973 s tudy of  p o l i t i c a l  kidnapings w a s  used by t h e  
Agency f o r  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Development i n  he lp ing  fo re ign  pub l i c  
s a f e t y  o f f i c i a l s  meet t h e  growing t h r e a t  of terrorist v io lence ,  
and a 1974  s t a f f  s tudy  of terrorism remains perhaps t h e  m o s t  
comprehensive pub l i c  source of information on t h e  background and 
a c t i v i t i e s  of t h e  p r i n c i p a l  terrorist  o rgan iza t ions  o p e r a t i n g  i n  
r e c e n t  t i m e s .  This l a t te r  document i s  of s p e c i a l  va lue  because 
of i t s  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  emphasis, t h e r e  being clear l i n k s  between 
f o r e i g n  terrorist a p p a r a t s  and what most people seem t o  regard  
as pure ly  domestic terrorism. 

During t h e  1969-1972 per iod ,  t h e  committee compiled a documented 
record  showing t h e  e x t e n t  to  which t h e  p r i n c i p a l  anti-Vietnam 
w a r  c o a l i t i o n s  were dominated o r  c o n t r o l l e d  by Communists dedi- 
c a t e d ,  n o t  t o  t h e  achievement of  peace, b u t  t o  t h e  b r ing ing  . _ _  - 
about of a Communist m i l i t a r y  v i c t o r y  i n  Southeas t  A s i a .  Legis la-  
t i o n  w a s  proposed which w a s  designed to  restrict  t r a v e l  t o  h o s t i l e  
areas i n  t i m e  of undeclared war. These hear ings  w e r e  a s i g n i f i -  
c a n t  r e v e l a t i o n  of the  real i t ies  of Communist a c t i v i t y  a g a i n s t  
the United States dur ing  an  e s p e c i a l l y  c r u c i a l  per iod  i n  ‘our 
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h i s t o r y ,  and they  provided Congress and t h e  American people wi th  
an  e x c e l l e n t  case s tudy  i n  t h e  methods by which Communists 
o p e r a t e  to  advance t h e  i n t e r e s t s  of  f o r e i g n  t o t a l i t a r i a n  govern- 
ments a g a i n s t  t i le l e g i t i m a t e  s e c u r i t y  i n t e r e s t s  of  ou r  country.  

Other areas explored by t h e  committee as t h e  basis f o r  possible 
l e g i s l a t i o n  or ove r s igh t  of t h e  execu t ive  branch inc luded  at-, 
tempts by Communist groups t o  subve r t  ou r  m i l i t a r y ,  t h e  ope ra t ion  
of  t h e  Communist Pa r ty  wi th in  t h e  t r a d e  union movement, t h e  
emasculat ion o f  t h e  Federa l  c i v i l i a n  employee loya l ty - secu r i ty  
program, and t h e  conduct of  domestic i n t e l l i g e n c e  ope ra t ions  
f o r  i n t e r n a l  s e c u r i t y  purposes. This  l a s t  hear ing ,  one of the  
committee's f i n a l  e f f o r t s  p r i o r  t o  a b o l i t i o n ,  r ep resen ted  a 
s e r i o u s  e f fo r t  t o  examine t h e  problems faced  by our  government 
i n  a c t i n g  p rope r ly  a g a i n s t  subversion whi le  main ta in ing  essen- 
t i a l  procedura l  safeguards t o  p r o t e c t  t h e  r i g h t s  o f  Andi i r idua ls  , 
and it i s  to  be r e g r e t t e d  t h a t  t h e  e f f o r t  could  n o t  cont inue  as 
o r i g i n a l l y  planned, e s p e c i a l l y  when one no te s  t h e  obvious a n t i -  
domestic s e c u r i t y  bias  of most such i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  dur ing  t h e  
p a s t  s e v e r a l  years .  In s t ead  of reasoned e f f o r t - i n z t h i s  f ie ld  
based upon e x p e r t i s e ,  t h e r e  has  been a-s teady , .  sustai-ned 'wreck- 
i n g  ope ra t ion  obviously aimed a t  c r i p p l i n g  o u r  domestic s e c u r i t y  
c a p a b i l i t y .  

I N F  I N  GOVERNMFNT INTFRNAL SFCURITY CAPABIl ITy 
The ' average  American probably has  no real  concept ion o f  t h e  sad  
pass  t o  which t h e  government's i n t e r n a l  s e c u r i t y  c a p a b i l i t y  has  
come, b u t  the evidence i s  a l l  around us: 

* The House Committee on I n t e r n a l  Secur i ty  has  been 
abol i shed ,  and no o t h e r  committee of t h e  House has  
shown t h e  s l i g h t e s t  i n t e r e s t  i n  assuming i t s  
func t ions  i n  any meaningful manner. 

.* The Senate I n t e r n a l  Secur i ty  Subcommittee has  been 
abol i shed  and i t s  j u r i s d i c t i o n  added t o  t h a t  of  
t h e  Subcommittee on Criminal Laws and Procedures 
of  t h e  Senate  J u d i c i a r y  Committee, where t h e  f a t e  
of  t h e  work i s  a t  b e s t  unce r t a in .  

* The Attorney Genera l ' s  l i s t  has  been abol i shed ,  
l eav ing  t h e  government wi thout  one of  t h e  primary 
t o o l s  used over the yea r s  i n  ope ra t ing  t h e  per- 
sonnel  s e c u r i t y  program -- a program which has  
also passed l a r g e l y  i n t o  d i s u s e  i n  many cases. 

* The Subversive A c t i v i t i e s  Control  Board, one of 
t h e  p r i n c i p a l  agencies  i n  ou r  government's i n -  
t e r n a l  s e c u r i t y  effor ts ,  has  long  s i n c e  :geased . 
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t o  e x i s t ,  d e s p i t e  s e r i o u s  a t t empt s  t o  revamp t h e  
Board as a major p a r t  of  a n  overhauled and r e i n -  
v igo ra t ed  personnel s e c u r i t y  program. 

* The domestic s e c u r i t y  e f f o r t s  of  t h e  Federal  
Bureau of  I n v e s t i g a t i o n  have been a l l  b u t  c r i p p l e d  
as a r e s u l t  of  r e l e n t l e s s  :-.-harassment’: both i n  and 
o u t  of Congress coupled w i t h  the e f f e c t s  o f  what 
many p r o f e s s i o n a l s  see as wholly u n r e a l i s t i c  in-  
v e s t i g a t i v e  qu ide l ines  imposed by t h e  Attorney 
General. Today, t h e  FBI  i s  forced  to  spend l a r g e  
amounts o f  i t s  appropr ia ted  funds and t i e  up l a r g e  
numbers of i t s  t r a i n e d  agen t s  i n  process ing  f r ee -  
dom of information r e q u e s t s  for  informant  d a t a  
from Communists and t h e i r  a l l i es ,  r a t h e r  than on 
domestic s e c u r i t y  work.-in defense of ou r  country.  

* The domestic i n t e l l i g e n c e  ga the r ing  a c t i v i t i e s  
o f  o u r  m i l i t a r y . s e r v i c e s  have been c r i p p l e d  de- 
s p i t e  t h e  need of t h e  m i l i t a r y  t o  develop and 
maintain informat ion  on those  i n d i v i d u a l s  and 
groups t h a t  pose a p o t e n t i a l  0.r a c t u a l  t h r e a t  
i n  c i v i l  d i s tu rbance  s i t u a t i o n s  . 

* The I n t e r n a l  S e c u r i t y  Divis ion o f  t h e  Depart- 
ment o f  J u s t i c e  has  been abol i shed  and reduced 
to  a s e c t i o n  w i t h i n  the  Criminal Divis ion.  
Prosecukor ia l  a c t i v i t y  wi th in  t h e  Department 
i n  the  i n t e r n a l  s e c u r i t y  f i e l d  has  a l l  b u t  
ceased t o  e x i s t .  

I n  a d d i t i o n ,  t h e r e  are no longer  any func t ioning  l e g i s l a t i v e  
committees i n  t h e  i n t e r n a l  s e c u r i t y  area a t  t h e  s ta te  l e v e l .  
The l as t  such body, t h e  C a l i f o r n i a  Senate  Fact-Finding Subcom- 
m i t t e e  o n  Un-American A c t i v i t i e s ,  i s sued  i t s  f i n a l  r e p o r t  i n  
1970.  Further ; - intel l igence u n i t s  of  s ta te  and local p o l i c e  
departments have been d r iven  o u t  of  ex i s t ence  through a campaign 
of -:harassmerit::. by l awsu i t  carried o u t  by a network .of .Co.mmunist- 
f r o n t  and o t h e r  a l l i e d  o rgan iza t ions  . 
Today, t h e r e  i s  l i t t l e  i f  any meaningful i n t e r n a l  s e c u r i t y  capa- 
a b i l i t y  l e f t  eFthek.:at t h e  n a t i o n a l  or a t  t h e  s ta te  l e v e l .  
C lea r ly ,  something must be done. 

PROPOSALS TO RFVIVE INTERNAI SFCURITY COMMII I W  

During t h e  94th Congress, Congressman John Ashbrook (R-Ohio) , 
once t h e  ranking minor i ty  member of  t h e  House I n t e r n a l  s e c u r i t y  
Committee, introduced s e v e r a l  i d e n t i c a l  r e s o l u t i o n s  t o  r& 
establ ish the  committee as a s tanding  committee of the  House 

t 
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wi th  f u l l  subpoena power. These r e s o l u t i o n s ,  d e s p i t e  M r .  Ashbrook's 
concern that  t h e  work be maintained, never g o t  beyond t h e  Rules 
Commit tee  where they d i ed  a t  the  e x p i r a t i o n  of t h e  94th Congress. 
Now t h e  e f f o r t  has  been renewed wi th  t h e  i n t r o d u c t i o n  by 
M r .  Ashbrook of House Resolut ion 1 5  and .wi th  t h e  i n t r o d u c t i o n  
by Congressman Lawrence P. McDonald (D-Ga.)  o f  House Resolution 
48  and s e v e r a l  i d e n t i c a l  r e s o l u t i o n s  wi th  a to ta l  of  almost 150 
co-sponsors. Mr. Ashbrook has  added h i s  endorsement to  :..the 
McDonald r e s o l u t i o n  as a co-sponsor, and t h e  r e s o l u t i o n  has  come 
t o  be known as  t h e  McDonald-Ashbrook r e s o l u t i o n .  

This r e s o l u t i o n  provides  f o r  t h e  r ees t ab l i shmen t  o f  t h e  House 
Committee on I n t e r n a l  S e c u r i t y  as a s tanding  committee of t h e  
House wi th  i t s  own p ro fes s iona l  s t a f f  and power of subpoena. 
I t  a l s o  provides  f o r  t h e  t r a n s f e r  to  t h e  rev ived  committee of 
a l l  t h e  former I n t e r n a l  Secur i ty  Committee f i l es ,  thereby ef-  
f e c t i v e l y  mandating t h e  p re se rva t ion  of a n  inva luable  c o l l e c t i o n  
of in format ion  on Communist and o t h e r  subvers ive  a c t i v i t i e s  i n  
the United States. 

I t  is  beyond d i s p u t e  t h a t  t e r r o r i s m  and o t h e r  forms of revolu- 
t i o n a r y  v io lence  a r e  on t h e  inc rease .  Congressman McDonald 
has,  s i n c e  t h e  a b o l i t i o n  of  t h e  I n t e r n a l  S e c u r i t y  Committee, 
managed t o  pub l i sh  in . the . .Congress iona l  Record a s t e a d y  series 
of documented, a c c u r a t e  accounts of  t h e  a c t i v i t i e s  of Moscow- 
o r i e n t e d ,  T ro t sky i t e ,  Castroite, and Maoist Communist groups 
wi th in  the  United States. H e  has  compiled documented exposes 
of Puerto Rican and o t h e r  t e r r o r i s t  a c t i v i t i e s ,  always concen- 
t r a t i n g  on t h e  need f o r  e f f e c t i v e  governmental a c t i o n  as a g a i n s t  
o u r  c u r r e n t l y  impotent pos ture .  Many people who have become 
i n c r e a s i n g l y  concerned about  t he  d e c l i n e  i n  ou r  government's 
a b i l i t y  t o  d e a l  e f f e c t i v e l y  and knowledgeably wi th  t e r r o r i s t  
v io lence  and .o the r  forms of subversion have begun to  see i n  the  
s teady  growth of suppor t  f o r  t h e  McDonald-Ashbrook proposal ,  
both wi th in  the  House of Representa t ives  and elsewhere i n  the  
United States, a hopeful s i g n  t h a t  a t  least one s t e p  toward 
c o r r e c t i n g  , t h i s  dangerous s i t u a t i o n  may f i n a l l y  be p o s s i b l e  . 
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