
;6- Civil Liberties Aspects of Oswald Case v 
I
/ Following is the statement of 

the ACLU notional office. is-
sued last month, commenting an 
the civil liberties aspects of the 
Lee Harvey Oswald case. 

The tragedy of John F. Ken-
nedy's assassination defies ade-
quate description. It was a brutal, 
evil deed that may change the 
course of history. The petwonal 
tragedy involved—for members 
Of his family and even those who 
did not know him—is of unmeas-
urabie dimensiun. We all mourn 
his death. 

Al the same time, It would be-
tray John F. Kennedy's own de-
votion to the traditions of free-
dom that ore at the root of Amer-
iesn life, If hie death were per-
mitted to obscure the gross de-
partures from constitutional 
standards which. In the opinion 
of the ACLU, marked the events 
subsequent to his assassination. 

1. TRIAL BY TELEVISION, 
RADIO AND THE PRESS. 

Justice Felix Frankfurter, 
while tilting On the Supreme 
Court, said that "not the least 
significant test of the quality of 
a eivilthaUen is its treatment of 
those charged with crime, par-
ticularly with offenses which 
amuse the passions of a com-
munity." One of the absolute es-
sentials of the rivIllzed treatment 
about which Justice Frankfurter 
spoke In that an accused receive 
a fair trial before an impartial 
jury. It Is our opinion that Lee 
Hatvey Oswald. had he lived, 
would have been deprived of all 
opportunity to receive a fair trial 
by the conduct of the police and 
prosecuting officials in Dallas, 
under pressure from the public 
and the news media. 

Convicted In Newspapers 

From the moment of his or-
rest until his murder two days 
Wee, Oswald was triad and con-
victed many times over in the 
newepopers. on the radlo, and 
over television by the public 
statements of the Dallas law en-
forcement officials. Time and 
again high-ranking pollee and 
prosecution officiate stated their 
complete satiefaetion that Oswald 
was the assassin. As their investi-
gation uncovered one piece of 
evidence after another, the re-
sults were broadcast to the pub-
lic. 

The accumulation of evidence 
was damning. The Dallies officials 
announced that the rifle was 
traced to Oswald: that Oswald's 
handwriting matched the hand. 
Wetting of the letter ordering the 
rUSs; that palm prints found near 
the warehouse window were Os-
weld's: that his wife said a rifle 
like the one used in the &mu-
tilation had been In the gunge of 
her living quarters but was now 
mtsaing; that a photograph of 
Oswald holding the identical pis-
tol and rifle used in the pollee 
officer's and President's slaying 
was found; that a paraffin test 
showed that he had recently fired 
a weapon; that Oswald had cur-
ried a long package to work on 
the tiny of the esaassination; and 
that he was in the building from 
which the assassin's shot, came. 

All this evidence was described 
by the Dallas officiate as authen-
tic and incontestable proof that 
Oswald was the Preddenes asses-
ein, The cumulative effect of 
these public pronouneernents was 
to impress Indelibly on the pub-
lic's mind hut Oswald wee in-
deed the slayer. 

Fair Trial Impassible 

Under the best of circum-
elences, the enormity of the 
crime. which so inflamed the 
community, would hove made it 
very difficult to find on unbiased 
jury. But the vast publicity in 
which the law enforcement of-
fleets participetind made it sim-
ply impossible for Oswald to 
have received a fair trial on any 
of the cherges against him. 
Where in Dallas, or anywhere  

else in the State or Nation for 
that matter, could there be found 
twelve citizens who had not 
formed a firm and fixed opinion 
thet he was guilty? 

Supreme Curt Precedent 

Not six months ago, the Su-
preme Court of the United Stales 
in Rldeu v. Louisiana reversed a 
murder conviction in Louisiana 
because a motion picture was 
made of a twenty minute 'inter-
view" between the defendant and 
the sheriff in which the defend-
ant admitted committing t h e 
crime. The film was broadcast 
three times, over local television. 
Pointing out that the 'Interview" 
was carried out with the "active 
cooperetlon and participation of 
the local law enforcement offi-
cers," the Court said: 

"For anyone who has ever 
watched television the conclusion 
cannot be avoided that this spec-
lade, to the tens of tbonsands of 
people who saw and heard It, in 
n very real sense was 'Rideau's 
trial—at which he pleaded guilty 
to murder. Any subsequent court 
proceedings in a community so 
pervasively exposed to such a 
spectacle could be but a hollow 
formality." 

Oswald's 11.101 would likewise 
have been nothing but a "hollow 
formality." 

Pressure On Pollee 

We grant that the pressure on 
the police was extraordinary and 
the demands of the pros enor-
moue. This indeed was the crime 
of the century and the public's 
interest tens intense. But pre. 
duty because of these circum. 
stances, it was the responsibility 
of the Dallas officials to resist 
this pressure to MUM that Os-
wald would be fairly tried on the 
monstrous charge against him. 
It is an Ironic note that, If Os-
wald had lived to stand triatand 
were convicted, the courts would 
very likely have reversed the 
conviction because of the preju- 
dictal pretrial publicity. 	Thus, 
the spectacular publicity in 
which the officials took part 
would likely have defeated them 
In the end. 

Vexing Problem 

Although the primary regime-
sibility for assuring thet on ac-
cused is not prejudiced by pre-
trial publicity necessarily fall' 
upon the law enfottement offi-
cials, television, radio and the 
press are not themselves without 
responsibility. Certainty the 
rights of a free press fend the 
right of the public- to be in-
formed) compete with the right 
of an accused to a fait trial. This 
raises a vexing problem to 
which there is no easy solution. 
There is a legitimate intereat-
most intense in this case—in oh-
taming information which "Mis-
fire the public concern for ener-
getic law enforcement. Failure to 
satisfy that Interest might even 
have contributed to public un-
rest. Moreover, It could be ar-
gued that public exposure of po-
lice conduct will deter improper 
police practice' Nonetheless, put-
ting these competing interests la 
the balance, we believe that the 
paramount interest rests with the 
defendant's right to a fair trial 
and that the other interests are 
ndequately served by the orderly 
disclesure of evidence at trial. 

Self Restraint Needed 

If anything useful ran emerge 
from the tragedy of the assassi-
nation, we hope that it would im-
press every local community-
ineluding its news media, police 
and prosecutors—with the irn. 
porlance of self-restraint where 
publicity in criminal matters is 
concerned The primary concern 
must be focused on the rights of 
the accused The administration 
of our criminal law, like the sue. 
meth) functioning of our demo-
cratic society In general, depends 
in the last analysis on the intent- 

gent cooperation of all citizens. 
Without an abiding concern for 
the preservation of an impartial 
atmosphere in criminal preemie 
tion, the deterioration of fairness 
In criminal prosecutions is inev-
Pablo. Even when a crime of 
such enormity as the President's 
assamination occurs, law enforce-
ment officials most exercise self-
restraint. The news media must 
themselves accept their share of 
the responsibility to assure fair 
trial by curbing their pressure 
on the police and prosecuting 
officials to pubUclae the case. 

2, POLICE RESPONSIBILITY 
FOR OSWALD'S KILLING. 

In our view, Oswald's killing 
is directly related to the police 
capitulation to the glare of  Pub-
licity. Having surrendered to the 
public clamor during the preced-
ing two days, the police arranged 
Oswald's transfer from the city 
to the county jail to suit the coo-
venrence of the news media and 
thereby exposed Oswald to the 
very danger that took his Life. 

Minimum security consid-
erations would dictate that the 
transfer of this prisoner at least 
ought not, In effect, have taken 
on the quality of a thee trice] pro-
election for the benefit of the 
television cameras These conces-
sions to the demand for publicity, 
however. resulted in Oswald's be-
ing deprived not only of his day 
in court, but of his life as well. 

Pollee Responsibility 

The police have the respon-
sibility of assuring the safety of 
their prisoner's Due proceas re-
quires not only that the accused 
have e fair trial, but it also re. 
quirei, of necessity, that no mat-
ter how heinous the charge 
against him, he may not be de-
nied Ins day in court because of 
gross negligence by the pollee 
which results in his death or in-
jury before trial. 

3. THE RIGHT TO COUNSEL 
AND THE INTERROGATION. 

The circumstances surround-
ing Oswald's detention are still 
ambiguous. We lack answers to 
such fundamental questions as 
How much time elapsed before 
he was advised of his right to 
counsels How much time elapsed 
before be was permitted access 
to a telephone to call lids family 
and an attorney? During what 
periods and for haw long wan 
Oswald interrogated? W Is a t 
methods of interrogation were 
used? Was he advised of his right 
to remain silent? 

Right To Consult Counsel 

Clawed should have had the 
right to consult counsel from the 
moment of his arrest If he so de-
sired. Whether or not he wished 
immediately to avail himself of 
that right la uncertain, for the 
reports go both ways. At one 
paint on Friday night, when Os-
wald was passed before the tele-
vision cameras, be said he had 
been denied "legal reprenenta-
lion." On the next day, however, 
the President of the Dallas Bar 
Association reported over tele-
vision, just after a conference 
with Oswald, that he had offered 
the prisoner the services of the 
Association in arranging f a r 
reenact He said that Oswald 
had declined for the time being, 
for he preferred John Abt, a New 
York attorney, or if be were not 
available, a lawyer connected 
with the ACLU. Until further In-
formation is disclosed, no pur-
pose would be served by specu-
lation on this Issue. 

ACLU Funs-ties 

(The ACLU ordinarily does 
not provide counsel for individ-
uals merely because they are 
charged with crimes. It Is not a 
legal aid organization providing 
counsel for indigents accused or 
for those who think they want to 
be represented by ACLU volun-
Seer lawyers. That is not its func-
tion It intervenes in Cates when 
the constitutional rights of an 
accused are violated, but the ex- 

tent of its intervention depends 
on the facts of the individual 
rase. Ordinarily where there iv a 
factual controversy as to whether 
the accused did or did not com-
mit a crime, such as murder, the 
ACLU does not provide counsel 
to represent him at the trial. In 
such cases the Union usually 
files a friend of the court brief 
on the conatitutional points 
either at the trial or appellate 
level. Remo, the crime with 
which Oswald was charged was 
of such ugly proportions. he 
might have had difficulty in ob-
taining counsel. That problem 
seems not to have been present, 
however, because the Dallas Bar 
Association, consistent with the 
highest standards of professional 
responsibility, offered its serv-
ices in supplying counsel to Os-
wald. If It had become impos-
sible for Oswald to obtain coun-
sel, the ACLU because of its con-
cern that all persons are en. 
titled to legal defense, no matter 
how unpopular their case, would 
have helped to secure the inde-
pendent urviees of a lawyer.) 

Dunned To Bequest Counsel 

(The ACLU did exhibit an or-
ganizational interest during the 
period of time when Oswald was 
being interrogated because of his 
public complaint that he was be-
ing denied the opportunity to 
consult counsel- Three ACLU 
lawyers and the President of the 
Dallas Civil Liberties Union did 
go to the city jail late Friday 
night but were Informed by po-
lice officers and the Justice of 
the Peace before whom Oswald 
had been first arraigned that Os-
wald had been advised of his 
right to counsel and that he had 
declined to request counsel. 
Since the attorneys had net been 
retained by either Oswald or his 
family, they bad no right to one 
the prisoner nor to give him 
legal advice.) 

Oswald'' Interrogation 

The related question of Os- 
weld's interrogation is difficult 
to assess with the limited in- 
formation at our dispose 	The 
ACLU has never said that the 
police are forbidden to interro-
gate a person taken Into custody. 
We have said that any Interro-
gation which takes place while 
a person is under arrest and in 
the police elation must be BUT-
rounded by the strictest safe-  
gourds. Thus, before such gum-
honing begins, we believe the 
prisoner should be taken before 
a magistrate and explicitly ad-
vised of his right to counsel and 
that he is under no compulsion 
to answer. We also believe that 
he should have the Indefeasible 
right to consult with an attorney 
before any questions ore put to 
him and during Interrog,atIon. 
'l'he right to counsel is not sails-
fled merely by advising the ac-
cused of the right. He most be 
permitted to call an attorney, his 
family, or a friend In order to 
secure the services of an attor-
ney. If he cannot afford to hire 
counsel, a lawyer should be 
promptly appointed to represent 
him, In this case, the advice of 
zn attorney may well hove re-
sulted in the reduction of adverse 
publicity In addition, an attor-
ney might have objected to Os-
wald's public transfer and thus 
might have averted his murder. 

Right To Keep SIlleni 

If the sight to keep silent or to 
cenult an attorney is net made 
clear to the suspect, it is our view 
that any admissions or materi-
als:th should be inadmissible 
against the accused at trial. More 
than that, any set of cireum. 
stances—such en the duration 
and intensity of the questioning 
—which results in the involun-
tary extraction of incriminating 
statements from a prisoner ren-
ders those statements inadmis-
sible. 

In Oswald's ease, it appeals 
that the police interrogation did  

not yield a confession. It Is re-
ported that Oswald continually 
asserted his Innocence. Under 
those circuit's-Inures, the nature 
of his interrogation did not yield 
an enron.stitutional confession, 
but the question whether the In-
terrogation—given all the at-
tendant circumstances—violated 
epnloyred.constitutional standards 
must nonetheless' be further ex- 

4. THE RUBY CASE_ 
The disaster of Oswald's mur-

der seems to have had its effect 
on the handling of the Jack Ruby 
ease. immediately after the 
shooting, Ruby was token out of 
the eight of the reporters and, 
n.s for as we know, was by and 
large kept from the news media 
thereafter. Official statements 
about Ruby to the press were ap-
parently kept to s minimum. 
There was considerable publicity 
given to Ruby and his back-
ground, but the bulk of this in-
formation seems to have come 
from private sources and his at-
torney. 

Conflicting Rumor" 

The greatest danger to Ruby's 
opportunity for a fair trial sterns 
from conflicting rumors that he 
Was part of a conspiracy. The 
rumors say 'het he was both in 
league with Oswald and in league 
with Oswald's enemies. What-
ever the truth, if any, about these 
rumors, the officials most have 
no part in generating or per-
petuating them. He is ;Merged 
with murder and should be tried 
for murder. Any official state-
ment ronnecting him—however 
tenuously—with n plot, will de- 
feat 	irlug,byt to be tried by an t   

S. THE PRESIDENTIAL COM-
MISSION. 

We wholeheartedly support 
the appointment of a Cnnamission 
by President Johnson to Invest-
gale the assassination of Presi-
dent Kennedy. The Commission 
undoubtedly will concentrate on 
the facts of the assassination and 
nil the relevant information that 
bears unon it. In addition, the 
public interest would be served 
if the Canarnission were to make 
a thorough examination of the 
treatment accorded Oswald, in-
cluding his right to counsel, the 
nature of his interrogation, his 
physical security white under ar-
rest end the effect of pre-trial 
pubileity on Oswald's right to a 
fair Uinta 

Normally, the ACLU would op. 
pose any judicial or quasi-ju-
dicial inquiry into the facts of 
a crime charged against a man 
now deed. In the extraordinary 
circumstances of a presidential 
assamination, however, nothing 
is normal. 

Amused Not Present 

To hold an Inquiry into the 
farts of the assassination in the 
absence of t h e Individual 
charged with the crime presents 
the major objection that he is 
unable to provide his counsel 
with information bearing an his 
defense and the evidence against 
him. Evidence &ranging on its 
face has, in other cases, been ex-
plained satisfactorily to jurors. 
No matter how scrupulously fair 
an inquiry now might be, there 
nen be no substitute for the 
presence of the accused. 

On the other hand, the ambi-
gullies of the present state of 
facts about the crime and the 
major suspect ought to be re-
solved if possible. It would be 
dangerous, we think, to allow 
any lingering uncertainty *wee 
who killed the President 

Public Interest 

On balance, we think o eon, 
plete and impartial presentation 
of all the evidence will best sense 
the public interest. As matters 

—Continued On Page 4 

ACLU NEWS 
JANUARY, 1964 Page 3 



151 717.00 

December 10, 1963 
11.4 of Dir.-Ion 
American Civil Uberhee Union 

of Northern Ca'demi. 
503 'Aerie! Street 
San Francisco 94101 

AUDIT OF 10005 AND RECORDS FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 
ENDED OCTOBER 11, 1463 

We Is.. ...mined the balance sheet of the Aid014.C. Chril Liberilm Urdu 
et Narthern Calliornie ars of October 11, 1903, and Ilse related statemeni of 
Income mad au... for the year limn ended. Our eur.J.Sion was made In 
accordaeu with generally accepted auditing standards. end accordiegly in 
ol.led such tests of the accounting records and such alter earditing pruadora 
• coai.d•red necessary in the oircumslencee. 

11.. record. am maintained on 	cards basis. rod accordingly reflect ea 
accrual of Gebilitles. Our aumlutice indicated no material 11•611Ities outstand• 
ing. Amounts payorbes tor payroll 1.se, end minor Hems were subsequently 
promptly paid end did nal differ In my significant amount from those payslale 
at the close of the previa. yur. 

In our opinlen tha eccompanying belance shoal and determent of income 
and noon., inkiest to adlustrnard tor Om difference between book end merle! 
value al treesnry bonds, present (silty the financial position of the American 
C..41 Liberties Union of Northern Californie at October 31. 1961. and the results 
al IM year thew ended, in conformity .111, generally accepted accounting prin• 
• - Herwath & Hom.111, Certified Public Accounionts, 321 Merhet St., 
San Fra.lsae 3. Calif. 

Balance Sheet 
AS AT OCTOBER 31, 1961 

ASSETS 
CURRENT ASSETS: 

Cash 
Welts Fargo hob 

General 	eccount 1 4.603.00 
12 7114130 
10,351.00 
10,00000 
912400 
200000 

10.00 
450000 

Sayings account 
Son Francisco Federal Servings sled Loon A. w 
Security Seeing, rand Lean Association ._____ 
Home Mutual Savings and Loan Asseciafien 
Argonaut Savings .,d Loan Asuchillon 
Petty cash hods  
United Stales Treasury lends let nano 

TOTAL ASSETS 

LIARILITtES AND NET WORTH 
CURRENT LIABILITY 

Employees payroll tens withheld 	 671.00 
Provhion for 1961 Triannual report 	 1100 00 
Pravisien for 1984 li•nniel Coeferencs 	 200.00 
Obfigaled furdo (ma Schedule) 
NET WORTH: 

Deluca at October II, 1962 	 $11.10200 
Eau's Income over •spenditores- 

Tear ended October 31, 1963  	 3.621.00 

NO worth as at October /I, 1963 ______. 

TOTAL LIABILITIES AND NET WORTH 	 153,701.00 

• A 5500 bond is polled as bell in meek of three different uot. 

Statement on Oswald Case 

Statement of Income and Expense 
YEAR ENDED OCTOBER 31. 1963 

INCOME: 
Ildernbersh.p* 	 354 594.00 
Special funds equate   S4.6311.00 

Lem portions directed 
to obligated funds   4,62500 

Special gift. 	 3 927.00 
Memorial Oh 	 371.00 
Intmett Ineertis . 	 1,123.00 
Publication sales, notary fees ..d miscellaneous 	 733.00 

TOTAL INCOME 
EXPENSES: 

Salad. 
Printing. stallemory and office respenar 	 
Rent 
Postal. 
ACLU Ne. 
Tams and Insuranus 
Tetephow 	• 
Retirement 
Tree.' and framporNtion 
trevhlon ler 1463 Triun.1 report 	 
Employ. hospitalisation and I 	war 	 
Audit 
Publications 
Forniture end •quIpment 
Ann.! meeting imp.. 1.4) 	  
Confer... •spens. 
Mernb•rship umpaign 
Miscellaneous 

     

Eel 449.00 

  

316 410 00 
3 9.17.00 
1.73500 
3 64900 
3 037.00 
1 740.00 
1124.00 

741,00 
671.00 
600.00 
454.00 

140.00 
4133.00 
24700 
145.00 

257 00 
119.00 

135.00 

 

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

 
 

      

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 	 57 1129,00 

EXCESS OF INCOME OYER EXPENDITURES  	 $ 3,671.00 

 
 

      

 
 

      

Transactions in Obligated Funds 

Einem-

d'ur•t Transfer. 

14000 (12.243.00) 

46.00 	 169.00 

	

572.00 	1,511.00 
117.00 

314.00 	109.00 

275.00 
14.311 

101.00 

405.00 
1315.001 

•-• 

49.00 
963.013 
135.001 

13.00 
220.00 

23.00 
1275.001 
(1400) 

55.50 
11.00 

aoseo 
4I.00 140.00 

15.00 

23.00 

1400 
199,00 

	

1.117.00 	175.00 
12,00 
95.00 

	

100.00 	10.00 
25.00 

277.00 
493.00 
fitv.tint 

1,920.00 
1.000.00 

106.00 

9.00 	 111.00 
1,105.00 	561.00 
1,013000 

9,03 	7,501.00 	90100 

S.4,631 EN 	31,453.00 	53,647.00 

Rueiph 
Specie! 
Appeal 	DIM. 

$4,41930 3 6.00 

Release 
10-31.43 

495.00 
111.303.00 

4,619.00 	7.907.00 	7,746.00 	--0- 	12.22000 

3,610.00 

015E13000 

Iriance 
10.11E2 

DEFENSE FUNDS.  
Grrnerel Defense fund 	 .-__... 19,15000 
John W. Mess vs. San Enoch. 

School Dowd 	 933.00 
Lundquist vs. MESA 	  (I 059.001 
Postal Workers sou _....-------- (117.001 
Hartman mid H.U.A.C. 
Teachers Loyalty Oefis ces.  	72.00 

	

-leek Omoe eau   _17,097.130) 
Sher. use 	 1190.001 
Goliberg•r calm _ 	 144-00 
Cullom Service. umarthip use. _ 193.00 
Hellbarg cam 	  
bootee use 
Burks use 
Soled case 	  
Belsbear use 	  
Forsiner use 

TOTAL DEFENSE FUNDS - 	 37.3115.00 

OTHER RINDS: 
Beth Ulteff1101'. Memorial Food 	 $ 166.00 
Lawrence Sears Memorial Fund -- 49500 
Boyd idernoriel Lavery Fund ____ 260.00 
"Operation Correction" -_____ 1,00600 
Sacramento Fund -...-.-.---- 

TOTAL OTHER FUNDS 	 52,009 .00 

TOTAL OBLIGATED FUNDS 	 $9,194 00 

tended that in a case involving 
free speech and assembly, a 
court order should be subject to 

the lest of immediate dIsobe-
dience instead of having to he np-
pealed through the courts. 

The first Hake el is CRUM 	 JOIN TODAY Is the right 
To be responsible. 

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION 
OF NORTHERN CALIFORNIA 

Patron Membership 	  
Sustaining Membership 	  50 
Business and Professional Membership 	  25 
Family Membership 	  12 
Associate Membership 	  10 
Annual Membership 	  6 
Junior Membership (under 21)  	2 
ACLU News Subscription 	 $2.00 
NAME 	  

ADORES 	  

TB_EPHONE NUMBER 	  MAT. ENCLOSED 	  
003 Markel Sheet 
Sae Vemmdecer 

FINANCIAL REPORT 
AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION OF NORTHERN CALIFORNIA 

For Year Ended October 31, 1963 

Contintsed.from Pope 7- 
nor stand, Oswald has been pub-
Hely condemned by the officials 
charged with his prosecution. If 
ke and he alone did the act It is 
best that this be demonstrated 

conclusively as Is now possible 
an that whatever doubts there are 
may be aettled. Likewise, if this 
is not so, that tee must he wish-
fished so that the search for the 
killer may be continued. 

Crest care must. be taken that 
these events do not lead to a po• 
lilies! witch-hunt either of the 
left or right. The essouinalion 
should not be made en excuse 
for impairing any of our political 
freedoms. 

Atmosphere Of lie1101611 
There may be, in the days end 

months ahead, in the emotion 
discharged by the seaaseinallen, a 
demand for restrictive Wien, in• 
eluding legislation, against cer-
tain political orgenizaliona and 
individuals - restrictions which 
could do great harm to such fun-
damental civil liberties es free-
dom of speech, press and OKSOCie. 
tie. 	Fortunately. there seethe 
up to this point to have been a 
mature and sober reaction, in 
contrast to earlier periods of no• 
fiertal distress. We are confi-
dent that this atmosphere of 
reason will contribute to the eon. 
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tinning strength of our free co-
elev. 

President Kennedy would have 
been the first lo decry any as-
Satin on vital American free-
doms. for he clearly understood 
the need for exercise of ouch 
freedom to keep our country a 
thriving, healthy democracy, As 
he said In a message to the 
ACLU in 1062: 

"This country has passed 
through many periods of national 
peril. New we are Resin In a 
period when risks are great, our 
burdens heavy, and our problems 
Incapable of swift or easy so-
lution. 

"It is In times such as these 
that many men, weak In courage 
and frail In nerve, develop the 
tendency to turn auspielnusly on 
their neighbors and leaders. Un-
able to face up to the dangers 
from without, they become con-
vinced that the real danger Is 
from within. Our hard-won free-
doms are frequently abandoned 
in an effort to escape the har-
dens of responsible citizenship. 
At this moment In our history, 
the energies of ell patriotic 
Americans moot be focused pri-
marily on our vital central prob-
lems. 

"If we are to give the leader-
ship the world requires of Us, 
we must rededicate ourselves to 
the great principles of our con. 
atItutinn - the very principles 
which distinguish us from our 
advosalies In the world." 

Challenge Use 
Of Lie Test in 
ANC Program 

The American Civil Liberties 
Union will shortly file an nnilelis 
curiae brief to the District Court 
of Appeal challenging the de-
cision of the Contra Costa Coun-
ty Superior Court that a person 
eligible for aid to needy children 
may be denied aid because of her 
refusal to obey the order of the 
dLstrict attorney that she take a 
lie detector test. The district at-
torney required the test to sub-
stantiate the Information the re. 
eiplent had previously given him 
concerning the father of her 
child, 

The appellant in the case is the 
Slate Board of Social Welfare, 
represented by the Attorney Gen-
eral, which hod decided that the 
woman was eligible for the aid 
under the needy children pro-
gram. The ACLU's brief will be 
prepared with the aid of volun-
teer attorney C-eorge Duke and 
will argue that the use of the on 
reliable polygraph as a require-
mud for aid recipients; is an an 
bltrary discrimination as corn-
pared with other reciplenli of 
government benefits and implies 
an assumption of disbelief in the 
orul and written statements 
which the recipient had previous-
ly made under oath concerning 
her eligibility for benefits. There 
is also o problem of self•Inerim-
Motion In the lie detector teats 
although the privilege was not 
"claimed" in this case. 

Free Speech Case 
Reversed for 
Lack of Evidence 

The IL S. Supreme Court last 
month set aside the contempt of 
court conviction of two reads, 
leaders of the Notional States 
Right Party. The cue was car-
ried through the courts by the 
ACLU and received the support 
of the NAACP and the Justice 
Department, In fact, it was the 
Justice Department's proposal, 
that the convictions be reversed 
for lack of evidence, which woo 
adopted by the unanimous court. 

The two men had allegedly 
held a meeting and distributed 
leaflets in defience of an Ala-
bama court order not to hold a 
Fairfield rally protesting de. 
segregation. They were arrested 
at the time and place of the rally 
for telling people It hod been 
moved to another community and 
for distributing copies of their 
newspaper. 

The Civil Liberties Union con- 


