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B
undy, F

ree Speech and the T
oothless' N

azis 
A

 C
om

m
entary 

B
y N

ich
o
la

s vo
n
 H

o
ffm

a
n
 

C
o
m

in
g
 as th

ey
 d

o
 n

o
w

, after al-
m

ost 25 years of silence, the accusa-
tions m

ust have a horror m
ovie-like 

aspect to them
 for M

cG
eorge B

undy, 
the head of the F

ord F
oundation. In 

the 1950s B
undy w

as the dean of the' 
facu

lty
 o

f arts an
d
 scien

ces at H
ar-

v
ard

, an
d
 th

e accu
satio

n
s th

at re-
cently broke surface in the N

ew
 Y

ork 
R

eview
 of B

ooks are that, 'during the 
M

cC
arthy era, B

undy W
as a clandes-

tine ideological bouncer w
ho kicked 

ex-C
om

m
ies w

ho w
ouldn't rat on their 

friends out of the university, 
"I w

as su
m

m
o
n
ed

 to
 th

e o
ffice o

f 
M

cG
eorge B

undy," w
rites R

obert B
el-

lah, now
 a professor of sociology at 

B
erkeley, of the events in the sum

m
er 

o
f 1

9
5

4
. "B

u
n

d
y

 to
ld

 m
e th

at an
 

'officer 
of 

th
e u

n
iv

ersity
' h

ad
 in

-
form

ed him
 of m

y political past and 
that •I had an- obligation of 'com

plete 
candor,' as he put it, to ^confess m

y ac-
tivities and to nam

e all, of m
y form

er 
associates to the F

B
I or, to any other 

d
u
ly

 au
th

o
rized

 b
o
d
y
 *

 , O
n
e w

eek
 

after m
eeting B

undy I w
as picked up 

on the street by tw
o F

B
I agents and 

taken to the B
oston office for interro-

gation."  
In 1954 B

ellah w
as in the m

idst of 
trying to get a job at

. H
arvard as w

as 

S
igm

und D
iam

ond, now
 professor at 

C
o
lu

m
b
ia U

n
iv

ersity
, w

h
o
 w

rites, 
"B

u
n

d
y

 to
ld

 m
e th

at to
 talk

 o
n

ly
 

about m
yself w

as not good enough,,  
th

at u
n
d
er th

o
se circu

m
stan

ces h
e 

w
ould not, go through w

ith' the ap-
pointnient-that had been agreed upon' 

17,  

Poster 
b
u
t if I, ere p

rep
ared

 to
 n

am
e th

e 
nam

es of those I had know
n: he w

ould 
put forw

ard m
y appointm

ent..." 
-W

hile agreeing w
ith som

e but not 
all the facts as alleged by B

ellah and 
D

iam
ond, B

undy' puts a w
holly differ-

ent construction on his act: "T
he un-

fairness of these accusations . . . re-
flects the m

ixture of anim
tis and self-

pity, and also the assum
ptions of con-

spiracy, that can recapture so m
any 

ex-C
om

m
unists still w

hen they review
 

their C
om

m
unist and post-C

om
m

unist 
experiences." 	

. 
M

ere interesting than the degree of 
B

undy's culpability is that all of this 
w

as about E
X

-C
om

tnies. •D
iam

ond 
joined the party in 1941 and resigned 
tow

ard the end of the decade. B
ellah 

w
as a m

em
ber as an undergraduate 

fo
r tw

o
 b

rief y
ears. T

h
u
s w

e're n
o
t 

even talking about dissenters but the 
cases of tw

o w
ho had had once, som

e; ._  
years before, subscribed to ..a dissent.  

ing doctrine. A
pparently everybody 

agrees that having an actual, practic-
ing, card-carrying C

om
m

ie on the fac-
u
lty

 w
o
u
ld

 h
av

e 
been 

unthinkable. 
Y

et p
erh

ap
s o

n
e o

f th
e reaso

n
s th

at 
H

arvard m
en contributed out of pro-

portion to the disasters of the 1960s 
w

as because they surrounded them
-

selv
es w

ith
 so

 m
an

y
 th

in
k
alik

es. 
M

aybe if B
undy had had access to a 

few
 m

o
re k

o
o
k
s an

d
 C

o
in

m
ies h

e 
w

ould not have gone'to W
ashington to 

play a role under K
ennedy and John-

so
n

 th
at w

o
n

 h
im

 th
e rep

u
tatio

n
 o

f 
being one of the w

orst of the bright-
est. 

If B
u

n
d

y
 h

ad
 acted

 o
th

erw
ise, h

e 
doubtless w

ould have gotten the sam
e 

treatm
ent B

ellah and D
iam

ond did. 
O

nly in fair tim
es w

ill you find ad-
m

inistrators w
ho w

ill agree w
ith W

il-
liam

 S
chaper, fired from

 his profes-
sorship at the U

niversity of M
innesota 

in 1917 for his opposition to the w
ar: 

"W
h

o
 is th

e real p
atrio

t an
y

h
o

w
, 

th
e m

an
 w

h
o
 w

av
es th

e flag
 an

d
 

shouts on the side that w
ill profit him

 
th

e m
o

st, o
r th

e m
an

 w
h

o
 risk

s th
e 

loss of old' and dear friends, the ill-
w

ill of his superiors, the abuse of the. 
press, and finally his only source of 
incom

e to keep his country out of the 
, m

ost aw
ful w

ar in all history?" 
S

ch
ap

er w
as red

u
ced

 to
 sellin

g
 

w
ashboards for a living, but that w

as 
w

artim
e and w

artim
e like M

cC
arthy- 

tim
e offers the excuse of hysteria. B

ut 
w

h
at ab

o
u

t n
o

w
? W

h
at ab

o
u

t th
e 

N
azis, fo

r in
stan

ce, w
h
o
 w

an
t to

 
m

arch in the heavily Jew
ish suburb of 

S
kokie, Ill., and have been effectively 

prevented from
 doing so by the courts 

since A
pril? 

H
ateful as the N

azis are, they are 
as toothless as a young H

arvard P
h.D

. 
w

ho spent tw
o undergraduate years as 

a C
om

m
unist. 

T
he A

m
erican N

azi P
arty sim

ply is 
not a threat and yet the latest of the 
court rulings in

 this case says they 
can m

arch but not display their sw
as-

tik
as. T

h
e Illin

o
is A

p
p
ellate C

o
u
rt 

ruled that, "T
he evidence conclusively 

sh
o
w

s th
at at least o

n
e resid

en
t o

f 
S

kokie considered the sw
astika to be 

a personally abusive epithet . .. likely 
to provoke a violent reaction in him

 
. If the sw

astika w
ould naturally of-

fend thousands of Jew
ish persons in 

S
k

o
k

ie, th
en

 it m
u

st b
e said

 th
at it 

w
ould offend all those w

ho respect 
the honestly held fate of their fellow

s, 
including the ordinary citizen." E

rgo 
if you say som

ething w
hich m

ight an-
tagonize m

e and a lot of other people 
agree w

ith m
e, you have to shut up. 

So be w
arned, if you hover unclean 

thoughts during the next great crisis. 
F

ree speech rem
ains an unprotected 

right for w
hich there is no E

qual O
p-

portunity C
om

m
ission. 
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ing F

eatures S
yndicate, Inc. 


