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CATER I 

IN .ODUCTIOH 

Section 1001 (f} of the NLtional Defense Educati~n ~ 

of 1958 re uires all individuals receiv:n payment s or L_..ms --
unoer provisions of the Act to sign rut ft"idavit discl '" i ing 

belief in or sup rt of y subvnrs i ve orn- niz&tion and an 

oath or allegiance to the Constitution. ! 

I . THE PRODLEI~ 

'!his soct1on he cre~ted eeriou~ proolerns for t he stu­

dent loon rogr am authorized by the Act . The Dep~rtment; of 

Health , Educ11ti on , end elfare he.s .found the o ths dit't!icult 

to admini ~ter , ana mcny !n titution ana individuels h ve 

refused t o p rticip te in the rogr mn because of these re uir -

ments .. ony mcmberc or the ~e~~emie ~rl~ c~na1aar this a 

problem or grea t i portance. They feel t hat t he oath i-·e uire­

ments cr~ate unwarranted suspicion or students end limit t heir 

acad~ ic freedo~ . This problem firs~ cane t o tho ttent1on of 

Congr as as a situ tion ttine18ring t he effectiv nees of o pro­

grrun aosi gned to aid n tionel defense . Since then t he ~uea-

tion h3s wn in importance. Action t aken in this contro-

versy mny hnve r· uunificeti on in t he gener l field of civil 

liberties end may influence the future of the anti- subvorsive 

movemen~ :n t he United St ates . 
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II . OBJ CTIVE OF RESEARCH 

The purnose of thi s study i ~ to exrunine the problems 

created by the o~ th requirements, t he -r essur es exerted on 

Congress and the Deofrtment of He2lth, F,duca tion, an d elf'are 

conc.-:,~,iing these problems , and governmenta l re" ction to t nese 

pressures . It is no ed t hat some i n sight into oressure gr oup 

nolitics td.11 be gai ned 1·rom thi s limited stuoy. 

III . RF VlE\ OF 'l'ttl!; LITER TU1i!: 

Numerou .., analyses of the eft·ect of pressure groups on 

government h2.ve oeen made in the past . nany of' t he se h~ve 

been expof'es 01· corru'l'.)tion in s uch gr ups and in the govern­

ment offici·l~ connected vith t hem . Kenn et h \irawford1s 

The - r essure ~ is tyoictl of' tis type of work . Hi s book 

disclose"' no"' propr.>rty i nterec.:ts often get fa vor able r ction 

from G~ngress by un~~ru~ulou s me,ns . A more thorough l ~ok at 

t he overall rola wPich pr es6ure groups plny in tne olitical 

pr ocess i ti presented iu David B~ l'rum;m ' s bo ~, ThP Govorni.. 

ment r 1 Procer·s . In or aer t o analyze tt,e nower wi elded oy 

gr oups , he exs.m.ines no t only their met hods of influence but 

their ~rit inf , or gani zction , and internal operetion . In his 

t e xtbook PoliticH, Parties,~ ~re. sure Gr oups , V. u. r.ey 

analyzes pres~urc ~u os by d i vi di ng them int , the major 

sphere of ints re~t and only bri fly dircue~ing their r ole 
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~nd technique s so ,~ole . 

Theodor ~,~1.on ' ~ Gui de t the ct:~n- Def n e Eau-

c ~tion Act of 1958 is e ueteil u expl an'tion 01 t · Act, title 

by titl e, pr p rea for the D T)artment of Healt h , Educatiol"I , 

and \el.fr re . The Act i s furt er desc iOEd both title by titl 

Dnd secti n by section i n the Rot:ort t o cco~ any . R. 1824'/ 

of the Hou~e com~itte on educ~ti 1 a~a Labor . 

Volume 104 01· the (.,onP'ressional Record contains the 

1 gi s l..,tiv history oi" H. '" • _$247 . ~i story or the n\l!!l rous 

bill" introduce t o amend the Act i s round in volume 105 . 

The tte •rings 01 the ou&e Suocomm~ttee:- on Educati on of 

the 86tn Congress held on 1-'eurua.ry 19 ana 20 and Mey 12 , 1059 

cont ain numer ouc ref'erences t o the controversy over the o~th 

reouiremente . Sevcr-1 ~on.gre£~~en exor o~s their ooinions 

forceiully in the proceedings . Other Hearin,..s hel oy tne 

~enate Subcommittee on Education of the 8otn Congress on April 

29 and May 5, 1959 , contain st'tements by sever al colleg prer­

i oents , r e resentttives of preceure groupQ , and overnment 

01·1·1ci .. ls on S. 819 , "'bill t o repeal ~ection 1001 (f) . Ree.­

sons :for r e pealing the ootn reciuirPmentti a re contained in the 

R~ 0r t t o , ccompany S. 819 issued b~ the Senate ~o mittee n 

Labor nn ct Public· elf -re. 

The Deoartment 01 Health, Educ·tion , and eliere h aA 

i ssued numcrouo li sts of uollegos vnich hav~ ·1tndra,n f r om 

the student l oen fun d bec,uso 01· obJection to Section l 1 1 (f ) . 
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A press release objecting to Section 1001 (f) was i ssuea by 

the Secretaryts office on December 15, 1958. Further infoma­

tion regcrding protests and ~nthdra\ ls from the nrogre.m c~n 

be fowid in crticles from The Ne, York Times end The ashing-

ton Post . 

Ther e ar e many sources of informa tion concerning the 

~ctivities end opinions of pressure gr oups in this controversy. 

Data on t he A.~ericnr. Associ. tion of UniverJity F~ofe sors is 

found in ~rticles in its Bulletin for June and Serte ber, 1959 ; 

iri "The Di~clt.imer Af .fi ct v, , I ati onal Uet"ense Education Act 

of 1958 , 11 
- ro 01 t preparea by Louis Jou nin 01" tihe nsocio­

tion stn1£; nd in an interview with •r . Jcugnin . AC :.vities 

of the .nmerican Gounc11 on ~du~ation are exn~.ineo in rnimeo-

gra hec era oi t 1e Gou.., c:. anu iu an 1ntervi ew 1 i th :ttayrnond 

Ho 86 , ~enior consultant on the ste~1 . An intervie, i~h 

Peuelot>e \ r1 ut. oz the American Civil Libei·ties Union rovided 

insigh~ 1nco the activi~ies of that organization. 

IV . AP RUI\Crt TO THE ::;•1·u1JY 

In t his study the r ole 0£ pressure groups is presented 

by analyzing the methods and Ections of e£c oup involv .. . 

The voups di scussed here (Americ~n Associa tion of University 

Professors, American Ci r.il Liberties Union, Arncri'-an l, > ncil 

on Eduction, Associetion oi' AmericAn Colle ~~ , ana Unitea. 

.:>t!ttics rational Stuuent P.ssoci ~tion) were chose11 becau::e of 
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the prominent role of their testimonies in the Senate hearin~s 

on s. 810 . Tho first three groups ere further emphasized 

becauf' P. additional informr tion \"c?. S available thrC'ugh staff 

members in l ashin,ton, D. c. Names of other groups mentioned 

··ere selected from the proceedinq;s of t he Hearin~s mentioned 

above . 

Colleges and their presidents mentioned wer e chosen 

for presentation bee use of thPir nrocinent roles in voicing 

orotests . PresidPnt \ itney GriE Jlc of Yale has been quoted 

often in the ress cmd has been asked to write a reoort of the 

protests against Section 1001 (f) for The~ Yor k Times , 2 

The presiuents of Br yn r-1awr, ~v~rtnmore, tt-v :lrt·ord, and tne 

University or en.usylvan1 a testi.t'i ed t .ei r dis~p ravel o.f the 

oatn requirements befor e the Senat e Subcom.~ittee on Education. 

V. METHOD OF RBSEJ.1CH 

Bac~gr ound for this study was gained by reviewing basic 

'\'.-orks on pressure gr ourys such as Truman•s The Government{ll 

Proce~s, Key ' s Politic&, P-rti r, ~ Pr ~ssure vr ~u ~, and 

Cr a ford ' s The Pressu.i e oo ~s . ~egisl.tive hi~tory of Section 

1001 (1) and of the numerous bills ~monding it,. ich hcve been 

introduced in Congress , as a couirei • from a~ba t Ps printud in 

the Conp:r~ssi~n l Record and fron hearings and commi ttee 

renorts from both houses . In£ormation concerning nction by 

pressure groups was ,geined in personal interviews v,ith r e')re-
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sentac1ves of the group . Details of t he protests and dth­

drswals o~ specific colleges and universities era obt ;no 

from the Dep rtme~t of H a lth, Education, and eliare . 

VI . LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY 

The chief difficulty encounter ed in collecting data 

for t : i s paper wa the disorganized nature of the cam aign to 

renea.l the o&t h requiremen-r.s, Each or ganization, school , and 

i ,h .. i vi dual ha~ personal reasons for obj cting and uni uc meth­

ods of prote5t ~n d ~ressure . \ith n ce~tr~l s ource or infor­

mation concern:ing ressure , the only means oi' obt aining such 

information · s througn vi ito to i ndividual o r ganizati ns . 

This i s a ~lo process . l..:-c or ,:,ime il'ohibited investig-- tion 

of enough gr ou s to make thia ~ ~ruly comprehensive study. 

The poli t icr n t ure of the controversy also pl ces a limita­

tion on t he atudy . Motive s of many Senators and Repr esenta­

tives i n supporting or opposingthe oat h r eouirements are obvi­

ously color e by pol itic . A study such ~s t hi s one cannot 

hope to u..1cover sue~ motives . 

VII . ORGANI ZATION OF THE STUDY 

This paper first precents a br i ef b~c~ -round of the l a 

under consid r ati on , follo ed by an analysis of th~ pr oblems 

created by t hi~ l~w. Next tho protests of schools , organi.,ed 

pressure gr oups , indivicua ls, and the ress are di s cusse • 
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Response to these protests is then cited in a reoort of goverR-

mental action - ttempting to solve tPe problem~ created by the 

le· . An attempt to analyze the implications of this contro­

versy for overnment and for education concludes the paper . 



(;l 'PT R I I 

BACi<GROUNU ON 'l'H~ LJ\\•' 

I . IU TIONAL DEFENSE EDU~A'!'IOi~ • er 

The National Def ense Educ~tion ~ct of 1958 , n~ssed by 

the 85tli Congr ess in August , 1,5t , wrAs designed " • .. to 

strengtnen the n~tional defense and to encourage and assist 

i n t hP expcnsion and i mor ovement of educational r ogr nms to 

meet criti cal nat ional needs •• • • " It aut lori zed appr onri­

ati ns for feder al cid to educat ion ~mounti ng to $84O, OUO ,OOO 

f or a ba sic four year eriod and an addi t i onal 23O, OOO , OuO 

for t he thr ee year s foll wi ng . The c t was a cornbin-t1.on of 

all t he educati on legi~lo t ion proposed by t he Dep-r tment of 

Haalt t.. , ;ducation , ~nd Helf re in 1,.,5g Dlus t he s tudent lo-n 

or ogram ~..nd the provisi on for research and ex crimentati on in 

eouc ~tional r a dio , televi s i on , and movies. 1 The f inal bill 

as it \l'as a p r oved b the conference colllmittee was a combina­

t ion oi' t ;o bills from the SenPte And four f r om t he iiouse of 

Re pr e P.nta tivea . 2 

II . STUDENT LOAN FUND 

Title II of t i,s ·.ct eutt-ori zes a or o>Jr i2t ion s of 

$205 , OUO, OOO to be a i stribu tect as loans to nerdy coll c stu­

den"t,s ov r a four ye· r period . Under t hi s nllcln o Etudent crn 

r e ce i ve ~s ~u ch as 1 , 000 n ye cr f or f i ve years if he meets 
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the requirements . These loans bear n o interest until ren~y ­

o nt begins . Stuaents er e not required to begin r en~yin 

t heir lo a until on e year cfter graduation and may have is 

long a a te" years i n ~tii ch to repay them . The r ate of inter-

est i~ three ~ercent . Lenient provision r e mad for borro~-

ers w o h ave financial trouble or a re disabled . A borrower 

who o s into the United Stated Armed Forces is not chnr ged 

time - r interest on his l oan for u to three ye~rs of duty . 

/I borrouer who becomes. teacher in the public sc hools is for­

given ten percent of his lo~n a ye~r for up to five years of 

te~chin~ . 3 

Funds ar e a pryortioned cmong the states according t ~ 

thei r colle e enrollments . The 10 2-no are cdministereu directly 

by the colleges . In order to r eceive Feder al contributions 

for l o~n urposes, the foll o ing 1·eruirement must be met: 

l . The institution must establi sh a student- loan rund . 

2 . Tne Felere capita l C)ntribu~ion ( ~n ~,ount up to 
250 , 00u) 11u~ ... be de ositod in this fund . In adaiti on , 

the institution mu~~ contribute to th~ fund--no less than 
one- nint o.f t\. e Fed ra , contributio --rnd it must ""L ce 
in it al rinci al 'nd inter st uY,ent 9 on losns , ,e 
,ell os ny other earninr-s of t he i'und . 

3 . T'ne institution r.tust rovide 1·or the r o ~r , author-
1 zed use or the loan Iund . 

4 . The institution, in ma~1n~ loans 'to stud nts , mus t give 
s ecin l consi deration t o ( ) sturent ... \ • t.n sul> r.:.or a c c.­
demi c bci c·-..,.r ound m intend t o teac I in ele aentory or sec­
ondary scl ools ; an~ {b ) S'tuaentF , ·hone eC"C.e:!lic b--c•,.. ,.."'un' 
indicFte~ su rior c ~ ~city or pre_l!:r-t_o, i I sci~nce , 
m~the- tics , enginerrinr , or a modern foreiBfl l Pngua-e . 
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5. Finc:lly , nrovisions mu_t be made to rotect the i-1nan­
cial inter est or the Untte 8tatea, and to nromote the 
pur O F~ of the program. 

III . OATH HKQU I REMEN'l'!:> 

The r eauirement of an oat h of allegi cnce and a dis­

cl ~imer arfidavit for students r ecei ving lo~ns was inserted 

i nto the act during debete on the floor of the Senate . Sen­

ator Kar l E. Mundt of ered the amendment . I t was acce~t~L by 

the chairma.n of the committee handling the bill5 and uas 

a eed to ~1thout obj cction. 6 

Section 1001 (f) appe·ro as follows in the final dr~ft 

of tt,e Act: 

No p;rt of any funds at>':>ro'?ri a.ted or othend.:;e m~de 
avail3ol~ ror ex~enditure under 'U~~ority of this tct 
shrll be usea t o make o yments or loans to any indivi d­
ual unless such indivi dual (1) h~s execute and filed 
wit the Gommissi-on(', r an aff.idavi t that h d lts s no~ 
belieVP. in 1 and is not a member 01 and does not sup ort 
~n. orBanization t rat beli~ves in or tesches , the over­
throw 01' 'tne Uni 1.,t"C States Government by t·orce or vio­
l ence or by cny illegal or uncon ~tituti onal met~oas , and 
( 2) ha s t aken and subscricec t.o cm oc..tr or ffirmati on 
in th,: ... .>l ~ o,i.ng 1·or.n: "I do solemnly swecr ( or affir::n) 
th,t I in.11 bear true raith and all~girnc~ to the United 
tt-tes of Ameri ca ena i•dl1 suo ort E?nd. de.fend the Cousti­
tution ruid l,n,...,. 0" the Uni'teo StetPS :-igainst all i ts 
enerties , i'orei gn and domeotlc . •t The provisions of Sec­
tion 1011 01 title lt , U111 te St a t es Code , Fhall ue 
a ~ ic~bl~ with res~ect to such ~f1iuavits . l 



CHAPTER III 

PROBLms I NVOLVED rr" ADMINIST RING THE LAW 

~ ction 1001 (f} ha~ craat ed many proolems tor the 

stuc ent lo n rund . It has been c nllcu ine1·1e cti ve , unneces­

s, ry , and costly. Its terms wave r oved di111cult , if not 

im ossible, to define . It bas stirred up fear of Federa_ con­

trol of eaucation. Most of ell , it hat c~u~ea many achoo]e t~ 

,dthdra\ from the s t udent loan fund , ham ering the succ~aa of 

t he r ogr run and denyin avail ble .funds t o needy stuaents. 

I . INEF ~C 'IVEN SS AS A SECURI TY I EA Ut<E 

The ct itself' incl udes no provisions for admini s t er­

ing Secti-,n 1001 (f) . These uria to t>e developed by t he 

Office 01' Educ· t ion. At the time that pr ocedures £or n<1'111n­

isterin t 1e required o ths '\',ere being formulated, Secretary 

of Health , Education , und elfere Arthurs. Flemming realized 

t . e i ner fecti vencse of t he oot h requirements ~nd foresa•· t he 

dif1·1culties \ nich 

t he re ss he s aid: 

ulo be encowitered . In stete~ent to 

1 . Al l p reons invol ved i n t he ad..,inistreti~n 0£ this 
Act "oulo .it ve oeen ble t o deny funds to ,..rsons "·no 
themPelver. seek, or who bel ng ~o or?,anizati n~ t hat 
believe in r tore, ~ne overthr ow of the Gover, rn~ by 
1·orce r violence, ven though t his provision had never 
been inserted •••• 

2 . Reouirin persons, receive runds under this Act 
t o Gign "'n ni'fi davit anu (lf' Oc?.t h of allegiance will not 



12 

uncover any persona who themselves oe' or ¼~o belong to 
or c'.lilization that b liove in or te c the overthr ow of 
tha Government by force or violence .. •• 

J . The inclusion of this requirement in the , ~ion 1 
Def nse Eduction Act \~ll make ~t neces5ary ~or Pauc~­
t or o rr.o stuuentc 't:"c>g t hr oug a rocedure thot resu t 
in unnec ssar y ex endi turet· on the p rt of t he govepiment 
wit 1 0•1t, 11.::>king a contribution t.o national security. 

The ineffectiveness of oaths s a security measure in 

student aid proer runs ·as further emph sized by Philli p Hughes, 

tseist·nt Dir ctor for L gisl tive Rf renco , ureau of the 

Budget. In· report of the Bur eau' s st nd in the controversy, 

he recalled t hat an i d nt ical requir ement as included in the 

National Science r~und~t.:. on Jct of 19 50 . No prosecutions 

h ve occurred in t ue nine years v- t his s cholars i "l nd .:'el­

l owshi p ro ram . 2 

II . DIF1'~ICULTY OF DEFINITION 

The gr e'test immediate probl concerning the adminis-

tr,tion of Section 1001 (£) by t he schools is one of defini­

tion . Student s and .aculty members alike have been confused 

by the terms used in the diaclaimer affidavit . An illustra­

t i n oft ia i s f ound in the testimony of illiam P. Fidler, 

Genr r a Secretary of the Ameiiccn A ~oci·tion of University 

Profes~ors , befor t he Senate Subcommittee on Education. 

Can you imagine , tr . C' e.ir:nan , the situ' tion ~·hen ~n 
eight en- ye-r- ola so 1ho ore majoring in poultry br eeding 
a sks his de n , formerly L t c"cher fl.!' Scandin~vian hi tory , 
to tell him h .. t "beliefu a.Ila 11sup ort" mean and to mat 
l i s t of org nizet ons he should refer?3 
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Besides the difiiculty of defining "belief" End "sup­

port" there is " Ct.ually n o authorizea list of subversive 

organizations which is held valid in c ow·t . The Attorney 

General's office has compi led e tenta~ive li~t of organiza­

tions c onsidered subver sive , but t he Supreme Court h ~ 

r efused t o u phold this list in tho courts . 4 

I II . I NTERFERENCE ~ I TH COLLEG S Y TH • FEDERAL GOVERNMENT 

Theo th requirements er e greatly resented by many 

ecmcators • ·ho feel t hat they provide for government inter­

vention in the affairs of porticipatin colleges . They feel 

th~t since the lo ns are designed t o be 2dministered , con­

trolled, ~nd partly funded by the institution~ t ~t the oeth 

reouirements .. rt: out of harmony d 'th the basic rinci l'Jle of 

the nro ram . 5 C ncerning t his section of the Act , Sen ator 

John F . Kennedy h s remarked, "It crea tes grave problems of 

Feder l control over the educotional process . "6 

I V. IN'fERF RENCE \ ITH THE SUCCESS OF THE TUDENT LO N FUND 

Objection to the oath requirements hns resulted in 

many ref'usals t op rtici pate 1n the student .oon fund . It is 

impossible t o estimat e the number of unidentified institutions 

nnd ~tudents ,hich h ~ve decided n o t to , rtici te beccuse of 

tis re s on but ha ve not oublicly rotetit d . To date the 

Office of Educati on rooort s that f ourteer coll eges h ve g1,:en 
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objection to Sec~ion 1001 (f) s tn~ir r~ason for d~clining 

funds under the student loan program. 

Bryn Mawr Colle,..P) Haver.ford Colle1_:e , "nd S\lar thmore 

Colle e specifically crcline r rticiprtion because of the 

r equirements . Amherst College , Antioch Colle,;" , 3ennington 

College, Goucher Collcee , Reec Colle..,.e , ~ar ah Lawrence Colle,:-e , 

and \''ilmi ngton Coll ege ap l ied for ana received funds for 

1?58- 59 but uithdre,., durin th~t year bec~use o:r the ofth 
,, 

r equirement~ . Benningtor. C~lleg , Gr innell Coller. , ~nd ¥t . 

John ' s Col l eee apnli for funds for 1959- 60 on condition that 

Sect ion 1001 (f) be r e ealed . "'l-1 en the re, ,..al measure !"E.liled 

t o pass Congress , t hey ,,,1 thdrew. Antio ch Col1 ege ..md • ilming­

ton Colle e, both of \·hich bed wi thdr a •n in l958-5<l , reapplied 

for 1 59-60 \e1.\, 1out c' t teching Gny condition . ~'ilmin ton ~ th­

dr w for t he second time 2ft0r receiving an a llocation £or S~) ­

tembe?" 1959 . 7 Antiocr ha, also withdrawn a src0na time . The 

~~thdraw~ls of Harv·rd University, Y le Universi~y , tmd OberJin 

College were announced by the Office of Education on De ce~ber 

4 , 1Q5<1 . 8 

These li'ti thdra; als have seriously hampered the success 

of the pr ogran1;, The ~dministrat or of t e otudent loa.n fund , 

John i' . o?"se , has said 1·urtner • i t hdrawa1s could lead to 

''the dest:r-uotion of a magni.!'i cent orogrrunn anc r-u.ff ring on 
Q 

the part of needy students . The ~ction by Yale and H~r vard 

i!lone has n1eant relin<iuis~ in~ a lmost hlllt· a million dollcrs 
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availabl from the Fedora Gov rnment as loans to student •10 

Senator ICennedy ha seen these ithdri v.al s an interfer nee 

·with th tttlnm nt of th objectives 01· th e ct as ol . 11 



C .PT R I V 

PR SUR.S TO CHANG T LA 

Preasure to repeal Secti n 1001 (f) has come 1rom any 

sourc s . It originate •dth small e r ou 01· colleges and 

eauc~tion associ r~ion~ and boo ince spread to more rnd more 

institutions and organizations. Tne p1·e s h~s also r,layed 

p rt in m r shallin~ op si~ion to t he o t re uirements . 

Suprort 1 or the xisting law by educErtOl'S n c: o:-ganizct on"' 

nas oe~n me ger . 

I . INDIVIDUAL COLLEGES 

Highly e11· cti ve res sure to ::1meno. Section 10 1 ( 1·) 

has come iro:n the collegu whicr, have wit narc1wi1 from t he stu­

dent loan funa . The action of ,ithar w l itself' has been 

impressive te~timony to their oi p roval 01 tne octu r e uire.­

ments . Through their presidents t,ey have sent letter s of 

objection to vnri us members 0 1 Congress, " ~ne Senat e and 

Hous ~uocommittees on Education , 2nd to the Depertment ot 

Healt , ,due tirn , ona relf-re . Fr culty members anri •tud~nt 

body or an1v.ation. frnm these colleg s nave also re£1st ered 

their oojections nth government of fic i als . Colle e ne\ s-

paper s Pnd the puolic press have been 
1 adm1ni~~r· ~ors, ~nd s~udents . 

loyed Dy l cul ~y , 



Y~le Uni ver sity . Ty icrl of the public orotest s of 

withor a il.ng colleges is the lett.er of Dr . ~-hi tney lfriovol e1, 

DreFident o.f Yi..! le University, t;O !:>eci:·"'t ar y 1''ler.n.mi ng. Con­

ce r ning t he o~tns , Dr . Gr i s ·ol a wro~e : 

l? 

They t enc t o a lien - ~c tnG go a ,1:i.11 0£ the loya l cit ­
i zen without g.•in1.11g a corres JOnding a C1VH1tage i n pr o­
tecting the oublic ag .... inst t he actlont.1 or- intent.ions of 
t he disloyal •..• 

The7 see t J re 1· '-'t-!, t ~ lac K or co•,.riden ce in t hose 
young peo 1,... r nd H' tnei ,.. fut ure , c1 s , ·e ll a s in t he e du­
c~t ionc 1 roces s iteelr. 2 

!!£E ~ GollbJ"'e . Pr e1:::i aent Kc t herine g . .. c.t:ir.iue 

sougn-c r epeal o!" Secti"'>n 1001 (f) by tes,:,1.fyitlR before tne 

Senate Subcommittee on ~aucation. ~he gave t ~ r easons f or 

el.i w.i.n~tiu· t ne o~th r equi r euient s and briefly des cri bed .8ryn 

M~wr • dilemm~ in aecidi ng no~ t o p t i cioote i n t he l oan 

r t,.T b..1 . ;:,he poi nteo out "&ha"& s ince so wr.ny consci <?ntio•ui 

stud nt s and pr ofessors wer e refusing t o pnrticipate in t he 

rogr ams of the Act because of the oaths~ t hat t he oaths were 

!C'ctually hinderina: the suc ce bs 01· the Act. She also expressed 

her o pinion t h-t the ortr r equirements i m lieo distrust of 

students an~ teachers. I n explaining Bryn Mawr ' s decinion 

not t o armly 1·or loen funds , she sai d t he college had decided 

the f inrnci -1 handic·. w snot es seriou s as the expr es sion 

of distrust shown by the o~th r e~uir ements . 3 

Swer tl•,iore Col l rte . 'I'hP. presi nt of Swr-rthl1ore Col ­

leBe c l so nppenred before t he Subc?mmit tee on Educ~ti n . Dr . 

Courtney Smith testifiec. ~h' ,:, 111 :- in~ti tution reg r ds ~e ction 
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1001 (f) as both unnecessr and undesirable . Swarthmore has 

d cided not to p~rticiPate in the stuQent loan fund until the 

section is repealed. He exnlained th.rt ;,lthoueh hi s college 

disQpprovos of both oaths , thet it is only the disc lrimP-r affi ­

d-vit ~nich they find un~cce 1t sble . He s id, "The college 

op >0sc s thi c· di s clr-imer c .ffid? vi t of b,,.lie.f L's bein~ contrary 

to American princi les e nd t1 the ~rinci pl es of sound educa­

tion ~rocedurB . n4 

Havnrfo1·a College . 1\nother college president to trs­

tify before t 1e Subco1mittee on Education was Dr . Hugh Bort on 

of Haverford . He saia th~t t he board of marrngers, tho f .-. culty , 

and t~.e administration hr d c.ecided n11t t o 2- .ply for funds 

under the student loan nro ... r ~.1 as a matter ::,f princi Jle . 

Their chief objection is to the disclfimer ~ffidavit . Dr ~ 

Bort on g~v five reasons for repeAling the disclaimer. 

1 . It is c ontrary to the orinciole of fre edom of thought . 

2 . It i s a hindrance to the ~uccoss of the tct. 

3 ,. It requi:c •~ Ppplic..,n't.s t o mr ke a jud cmen1;, n ot, • 

st:stement or 1~ct. Misjudgement may result in criminal 

prosecution . 

4. It suonsors sus picion or students . 

~• It does not nrevont subversives from g~ining funds . 

~uch person ~ do not hesitate to ~ign it . 

In aup ·ort of his strtemenc, Dr . Borton ~ubmitted edi­

t orials from t he PhilPd 1~ ir ~vening 1ull•tir; Bort◊n ~ven-
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ing GJolc , i..1in r•~mton Press, Des oines TriLune , ,md ~ Fran­

ciscv Cr nicle . 5 

Universitu of "' enn~ylv .d· . Forty other college s 

which h. ve n o t. ithdr m· , fr m the orogrom h Pv nlso r eei st red 

their objections . 6 The president of one of t hese , Dr . Gay­

lord P. Ho rm·ell of t e University of Pennsylvani·, als tes-

tifie before the SubcoI!tmittee on Educati n . e as -sked t o 

test!fy -rtly bee uGe of' his recent trip to Rus s i a , \'here he 

study of Russian education 1 methods . l is objection 

t o th o t h of ,,. llegionce II as t h., t i f such o .:it h s e r reouircd 

too freouently , they lose their s i gnificance . The Ifotion 1 

... _enee Education Act i s , in his opinion , one l ace \mere they 

t i ~ unnece sary . H also ~t ted his belief th t such orth~ 

do not # c ieve t heir uroosc . Concl"'rn1:,r; t he di scl imer aiTi ­

davi t, h~ c : d tt tit is n 1nv1 sion of f r eedom of thought 

-nd beli ef . Dr . ;,rnuell a lso exp. essed is opinion th t 

Section 1001 (f) discrimin'tos gainst stud nts and t eachers, 

since sue oaths ere not roQuired 0£ othor norsons r ceivin8 

Fed r ol funds . At t he close of his t esti ony , hes omitted 

for the- record ~ resolution op sing the di "'Cl~i mer iTidavi t 

f rom the F culty Senrte of the University of Pennsylvani . 7 

II . PR SURE GROUPS 

The hear in s mention d bovc !11s i nclud pr ote~ts 

f r om t elve or g: nized groups . Re presentntiv s of 1· ur of 
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t hese testified before the Senrte ~ubcom~itt e . 1be others 

sent letters t government offici"ls or published their pro­

t sts. 8 

American Associ ·tion of univ reity Pr◊foss~rs . The 

first or aniz' tion t o discover e nd 1 o e t he o t l r eouire­

ments ,_.as the American ssoci.ation of University r ofe c rs . 

Staff memberf' of the a.shington off ice not,i ced Sect on lUOl {f} 

, ile rea d1n tne ,ct a reu daysafter it ,ms p~ ssed. From the 

geeinning the A~sociat ion h-s op osed only t he dj c·~i er 

affidavit "nd ~- s sometmat sur~rised ~~1en otherr t~ck a st211d 

a ainst bot the affid vit and the oositive oatn 0 1 ~ll egi"ne e . 

The GttJ.!·1· oromptly negrn t o plan a cam ign t·or repent. of the 

reouir cnt ~nd notified ot e~ interes t d groups .9 

On November 1 , 105s , As!'locir -c,ion Pr esi dent 8 ntl ey 

Gl~sc Encl General Secret ary ~i lliam . Fidler sent a letter 

"'t ting their objections to tho members or t.b e t;enate Uo ::ii t ­

tee on Educaction and L, i.> r . On ~ ve ber 7 the Council of the 

Asc)ci tion epprovec t j~ c ,-imunicati on ~nd fu ~horized f ur­

ther a ro~ria te action . In Dcce,ber ~ c~~y of t he letter 

of obje ction uas sent t ll embers o!.' tne incomin Ei t t.y-

In April t hi s action was A orovoa by tne 

Associ&ti "'l ' .. Forty- firth .Annual e tine , "".rtu.ch , dot>ted ~ rE s ­

olution oOJ"'Ctin t o tn ciscl~imer affidavit require::ient . 11 

Of the s aoc1 tion ' s 585 l oc 1 <:n~ptcrs , 112 have £o r -

olly votea ~heir sun ort of t h ssoci; ti --'1 • 
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Forty- seven of thP-se \!U Ptors ·1E.1vn infor.rred their r spcc-c.ivc 

Sena to~s and Re recentatives of t heir ooeiti n . Three chap­

ters hl ve 1.-111; nelc. t 1 Pir sup ort . 12 

The Association has printea_ a number of a rticles 

c ondemlhing t he di clcimor nf rio ~it in iT.s ou2r·v~r.1y 8ullet.in. 

In the •~arc , 1()59 , ifsue an ~rticle appeared entitloa "Tne 

Loyalty Oatn- - n Oostacle ~o ~etter Ectu~P~1on" oy ~enrtor 

Kennea1 • In t.he June , 19 50 , i ssue the resolution of the 

Forty- fifth Annual Mnetin..,. vas orinted . The Se ptemter 1 1059, 

issue cont,ined an a ccount of the rorress in Congress of 

s. a10 ~nd prospects for future a ction . 13 

On Mo.y 5, 1959 , Secretcr y Fidle r testified on behalf 

of the .AsB'.Jci~tion before tho Senate Subcommittee on Educ;:.-

tion . r . Fialer 11rst recited to tPe ~om~ittee the ac tivi-

t ies o! his organization in sceKing r epe 1 of' tho dieclab •er 

requirF-~ent . In expl~1n1n{ the .ssociation1 ~ l")()Zition on the 

dir c l~imer, he maa three mai n points . 

1 . There h s been I avorable reaction to the Associa­

tion's ositi on . 

2 . 'Ihe Assoc iation asKs eliru nati on only of Section 

1001 (f) (1) . 

J . The requirement is 11~01e "to hurt innocent students. 

This is beceu"e ol" l:.he ai11·1cul ty 01· definin t.he terms 

used in the af iiacVi't. 14 



American ~ouncll on ~ucation . Anot her educational 

ass>cirtion ,~icl has sou h~ repeal of Section 1001 (f) is 
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the /Jnerican Council r~ Education . At n me ting on December 

15 , 17 5Bi the Council ' s Com~ittee on Relationships of Higher 

Education to the Federal Government voted unanimously to su~­

port the re eal or the dieclaimcr ~ffi avit reQuire~ent, and 

~uthnrizod a rtudy of tho question of oeth reouirements in 

the 1 ~ti~n~l ne;cn e Educ ~~ion ct . At thi~ time the nmmit­

tee also commenuea Secret· ry ~lemmine ' s stand against the 

oat h requirements . At another meeting on February 10, 1Q59, 

the CoJll?littee again considered the ques~i on . The member~ 

then voted unnnimous o~r'IOsition to the disclaimer affidavit, 

and a majority also voted opposition to the oath of alle­

giance . 

Dr . Everett N. c~se, chainnan of the Committee, tes­

tified to this opposition before the Senate Subcommittee on 

Education. He said that the facultie and administrators in 

his organization were disturbad by the invasion of privrcy 

and discriminati on agrinst needy students shown by the o·th 

r eruirements . His testim ny also stressed that the o~thc 

were esoecially out of nlace in thi. program bec~use the loans 

are a d~ini ctered by thP pnrtici at,ing instituti ns . 1 5 

Dr . Case els resented his per~onal views es oresi-

dent of Colgate Univer~ity . He referred tn a lett,r which he 

had sent t·) Sen·tor Kennedy on February 3 , 1159 , ano aubmitteo 

the Jetter for t hr record . He added that he felt the oPth 
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He also 

sai d t hf t Se ction l OCl ( f· ) "establi shes a orecedent which 

could be subvf>rsive of thr be.sic American tenet t hat beli ef , 

as op"Osed t o over-t a ction , i s nr i vetE" and i nviolable . ,,l6 

As~ r esult of the onnoriti on in Congress to reneal ing 

t he o.t~ of allegi ~nce e.od be cause of t he stands taken by 

oth 0 r educational ~Se')ciatian s , t he Com'li ttee voted on Novem­

ber 18 , 1950 , t o cont inue oo"ositi on only to the di sclai m r 

af"f i aavi t . 17 

American Civil Li berties Union . The run~rican Civi l 

Liberti,:,c: Union has so 1ght r.e1;>eal of bot h the o~th of nlle­

gi ence end the di s claimer ~ffi davi t . The ashingt on offi ce 

has car r i ed on most of t he organization ' s Pctivi ties i n thi s 

controversy , but the branches i n other cit i es h~ve also been 

ur~ed t o ect by writi ng t hei r Senator ~ and Represcnt~ti ves . 18 

I rvingFe?man , dir ector o~ the Union ' s Washinrton offi c , 

testif i ed on hi s or~ani zeti on ' s ooQiti on before t he ~ubcommittee 

on Educati :>n . Hi f" t,.,stimony \'·as be;-ed on the nr enlise that 

Se ction 1001 { f ) i s unconstitut ional . .~r . Fer an said , 0 1 t 

i s cl ear t h~t no t hr e~t t o our neti onal ·e ll- being , or t o 0 ur 

nati on~l securi t y exists t o j u st ify t he ena ct ment of th, di s­

cl, i mPr oath ..• . e sub 1it t h~t t he OEth ••• i ~ t~ u s an 

un"i' r r antrd invasi on o.f ryersonal :-i ghts ru,rant eed under t he 

f i r st amendment . ' e ci t Pa Ju-r eme Gnurt coses American Com-

muni catione lssoci2ti on v . Uoucs and ~i a emen v . Uoder.reff in 



24 

sup• ort of his position . He ~ls/") stated his d i sanproval of 

t re suggtstion of the oaths th?t students a re di s loyal . To 

point out t his, he quoted from rn editorial i n the Eugene 

~gi ~ter - Gur rd of Or gnn . It the clo se of hi s testi ony he 

ent~red orot t.Sts from t hirty ot rer orgenizr.tions , sc,,rols , 

and n owoaoers . 19 

Ass oci rti on of L,erica n Colleges . Action by the ~f so­

ci,tion of Am~rice n Colleges concernin Section 1001 (f) was 

first ~e~en ~tits uinu~l meeting in January , 1959 . There 

it was debat ed first by the iss oci~tion 1 s Con,iiEsion on Ac a­

demic Fr eedom and Ter~rf a na t hen by t he entire /ss ,ci ~tion 

in gener al session. Tho 0om:nission ' s report .as formally 

ado~ted , but , tec au s e of t he imuort~nce and sen s itivity or 

the i s~ue, a ooll of t.he Associa tion 1 s membership was taken 

on bot: t ho oath of allegi nnce and t he disclaimer affid&vit . 

O'"'inion exoressed in the ooll was so evenly divided on the 

oath of allegience t n, t the Ass ociRti on's Commission on Leg­

islation decided it was not ju~tifieu to take a ~tand eitter 

for or against it . On the oth~r h~n<i . a majority exnressed 

opnosition to the discla i mer ~ffidavit . B~sed on thi s oprJo­

~ition, the Commi~rion on Le.gisl 0 tion met on Februnry 6 and 

unanimously adopt ed a resolution advoc~ting repeal of Section 

1001 ( £ ) ( 1 ) . 

The Rev erend :ichael P . ?.lsh , S ~ J e, a member of the 

Commission on Legislation , testifie before the Senate Sub-
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C0!"1rni ttee concerning t h " A.ssoci ~tion ' s opnosi tion to the die-

c l· imer . ~•ather ·lsh first re orted the Associ riti"Jn ' s pro­

cess of fonnul~ting ~h~ir po~i t i on on the disclaimer . He then 

stated his or""aniz-tion ' s position by quoting f r om the report 

of t he Association's Commission on Acydemic Freedom a nd T~nur€ . 

He repeated the ooiniona expressP.d by other d.tne:-ses \ h 

crttici zed the disclaimer a~ unfair di~cri :n1n ntion again~t 

students ~nd as d trimental to th urpose of the ct . 

He also testifi ed concerning his rsonal OPpOSition to 

the enti~e sectlon, o.s nre i '"ent ,,r Boston College c e a lso 

~ui d that, in hi 0 onin~nn, the disclaimer affidavit hns no 

Place in educ~tio~ , nnd t h t he die not r~~l th·t the secur­

ity of th~ countr y would be threatened Dy striking t he dis­

claimer from t he '.ct . 2 

Unit~d tats ~ati~nel ~tudent Associati~~ . Organized 

oo osi th,n to ...,ection l Ovl ( f) by college stu .:i nts has been 

exnressed throu h actlon of the United St ~tes N?tional Stu­

dent /ss ociation. In December , 1?58, the ssocia tion ' s 

National xecutive ~om11i ttee passed a resolution urging 

repeal or me.jor ame ndment of this Sectior . In t·11 s r esolu­

tion t hey ex ressed t he o i ninn that ~ection 1001 (f} hindPra 

t he success of the h Ct, imDoses Federal c ontrol on participat­

ing institutions, and raises questions of constitutional and 

rceoe ic freed,m . On Febnrry 2 , 1059, t ho Association ' s 

pres!dent, tobert Kiley , sent a copy of t~is resolution end ~ 
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letter urging reveal of Section 10 1 (f) to Senrtor Kenn@cy. 21 

The Associ~tion lP.ter ,.,Tote t o Senator Hill , ffering totes­

tiI'y in behalf or me sures to a~end Section 1001 (f), but no 

represent~tive of students PCtually t stifi d befo~e the Sen­

ate Subco:nmittP.e on Education . On April l o, r . Kiley ag~in 

Tot t o Sen2.tor Kennedy , sending hir.l the s tatement of the 

Asf~Ci ~ion ' s osition on the di~cl~imer ?.ffidavit and oath of 
.. 2 allegi;ince . ~ 

Ot'ier -rro~ ,s. t~u.11erous other organizations hr ve oL:'i­

cielly opposer t}'le O!lt!i reouire!!lents . Amon them Pre the 1t,ier ­

i con Association of L~nd- Gront ~olleges Pnd State Universi ­

ties , the A~sociotion for Higher Education ( art of the 

National Education AsEoci·tion) , the State Universities Aaso­

Ci.!ltion , the American Je,;d.sh Congress , the omen ' s I nterna­

tional League for Peace nd Freed~~ , the Federation of rtmer­

ican .... ci.f.ntists, the fiational t.:ounci l o f thr ~ urc s of 

Christ in th United States of Amo~ice , und the kmer ican 

Association of University tomr~ . 23 

III . l' JE PRRSf 

'l'his controversy has n C1t been the t ~pe w ich is pr i nted 

on the : r Jnt nnges of newspa. rs. Since the begi nnin of the 

ce 11pflign for r epeal oi' the o~tha, liberal p:,pers throughout tbe 

country have given the ..... ::_ tuetion sor::ie coverage . Many of them 

hrve pr~,~ed ditorials op sing the disc l i mer affidavit . 
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The Senat e her rings on s. 81 1 Md the v~t hdr awal of such pres­

ti-e Echools a.s Harvard end Yal at.tr c Ct'ld the grea test a tten­

tion of the '">r,ss . 24 Interest in t hi~ controve:rsy a s a ne s -

worthy i te.'ll we.a s own when 3 . • . Kenworthy 0£ __ e ~e\' ~ 

Times nske President Dwight D. isenho•·0 r .for hi s o-oinion 2 t 

a press conf'erence on December 2, l Q5a . 25 

IV . SUP ORT FOR XISTING LA 

A fe,. colleges imd organization~ have notifiec. the 

Sent.t t.o-,mittee of their supuort for both t he oet h of alle­

giance and t he d i ~clci mcr ~ffidavit . Most of t hcee feel t h: t 

th- r iuiremcnts .'.2.re n Dt ob.joctionable enc.. th. t they are 

necessary t t he national security . The s chools who h~ve 

t·ken ruch nction ?.re Houghton Uollege , ·~etern .ic i gan Col­

l'!ge, Norwich Univer sity, U1ee.t on Col lege, Del ar C,oJ. l ego , 

Allic:nce College , and Mercy College . The r essure groups on 

recor d s supnorting the exi ~ting l a, ~r e t h~ Americcn ~oali ­

~~on of Patriotic Soci~ties , the Veterans of Foreign · ars, 

~nd the American r rm Bureau Federeition . None of the~e gr oups 

were invi ted t o to testify at t r~ hoarinr-s nor rlid they sk 

t o aoocar . 26 



Cl APTER V 

GOVERNMEHTAL Rf:J CTION TO ?R $SURE 

As a result of t he pressure of organi zftions and schoolc , 

and p2rtly bec~ure of personal convictions, a number of rov­

ernment ofi'ici;lE- heve ~ought the repeal of all or p1r t of 

Section 1001 (f) . In the executive branch op-osition to the 

oath requirements hns come from Presi dent Fa~enhower, from 

the BureAu of the Budget , e.nd from high ranking oersonnel in 

t he De pertment of PePlth , Education , rnd elfare . In the 

legisl tive branch there h a s been Fcti">n i n both houses of 

Congress . Despit~ t ~ese efforts to re eal the oath r ecuire­

ments, a t resent t hey remain i n t he Act in t heir original 

f onn . 

I . EJ'F.CUTIVE BRANCH 

The tresident . In ans er to a ouestion a t a press con­

fercmce on 1,,ece111ber 2 , 1959,1 Presiden t Eisenhower said , 

" • • • when we begi n to single out a ny ,.,.r ouo of citizens and 

say, 'Thi s i s n matter of le e.l comnulsi on , ' I cen see hy 

t hey sre r e sentful . " He added th ... t · he t hought it uni·ortunate 

th::it so?ne r c '.ool!' had r efufied to uarticipete in the loan ,ro­

gr m, t hereby denying f undo to needy students . le summed up 

his o inion bv saying , " • •. I sh uld t hink thet the loy&lty 

o tn , the basic citizens i orth , is sufficient . 2 
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The views 01· tne Bureau of the 

Luci.get on t1.1e o ~ th reauirements a r e exoressed in a lett r 

from rhillip l ughes , As~istant Director for L gisl~ti v"' Hef-

rence, to Senator i ll . In this letter r . Hug es saio , Q\~ 

do not believe th2t the ~ect ion 1001 (.f) recuirement i"' an 

effectiv~ met hod of preventing di~loyal individualc t r om 

receiving ayments under the / ct . " He also de )lored t he sus-

11i ci oo cast on teachers rnd s t udentf' b: t h r eouir ement~ . In 

closing he cited the failure ()f a si ilar r eauirement in the 

Nntional Science Found~t i~n let of 1950 . 3 

e r rtment of' Health, .duce tion , ~ \1 elfar e . Secre­

tar y ile!ll! in~ har str ongly ndvocated re eal of ~~ction 1001 

(f) . On December 15, 105r , he made a ~tnte~ent to the press 

condemining the oDth require~ents . It the Senate hearing~ on 

s . 819 he testi!"ied in behalf of U e bill . lie stet d again 

t he objPctions of ris Jecember oress releaEe and infor ed the 

Subco"'lmittee that hi s reJ"lort hl'd the a.n roval of the dminis­

trttion thrnugh the Bureau of the Bud~et . 4 He also asserted 

hi s opini on that ~ection 1001 (f) i s r edundl'nt . In :moport of 

this he inserted into the record sumrn-ry of six lrFE designed 

to rotect the c~untry a&-inot subvcrsiv ner sons. 5 

The United States Com,is0 ioner of Education , Lawrence 

G. Dert hick , has ado'">tec ..,ecretc>ry r lemming ' s vie s on the 

orth reouir men ts . Thi~ O'!"'I osi tion i mf:bct,i,<1 in hi ter­

ti "'l ny be.fore the Uouse ~ubcornmitteos on Eduction at he r -
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JO 

r the Nation·l Defense ~ducntion 

hCt. He stated thatt in his oninion , the oaths 're unnec~s­

sary and do not contri"'~ute to the -,ro{".re111 . He also c i tea a 

reason given by several colleges for withdrawing t·rom th~ :")ro­

gram : 

e do not r ouire sucn an orth in making our 01: n lo~ns 
• •• ~nd ina smuch as we ~Frticipe~P in this loen program 
i n the amount 01 ten percent. . • ·we don ' t i'eel thgt we 
want to in~o-" the obligRtions int~" ne· progrrm. 

John ·orse , rd!nini~trator oi the student loan fund , 

has been d. 5turbea. oy the ma.ny rithdrawa.ls f"ro:'71 the progre, , 

but he has taken no a 1·1n i te action . I e ha s V">iced some syrn­

o~tny vith objections t o the oath r ecuirements . He nrs also 

expressed his 1.sh that the institutions had "seen fit to 

s~2y in the program to ~;ork thr ugh ch.mnels our Uovernment 

proviues £or the amendment 0.1 obje<:ti one.ble legisl<' t ion . n'/ 

II . LEGI::>LATIVE BRA.1l,1: 

ou~e of Repr esent ative s . Ei ght bills whi ch would 

ro ~tal Sect~on 1001 (f ) hav~ been i ntr oduced i n t he House 0£ 

Re reseutati ves . ·they are ~ . -~• 284 int r oduced by rte presen­

t~ti ve ..,r snk 'l'hor:ipson , ~ 11 . K. 2322 i ntroduced by H.e ret>ent2-

t i ve Pet er Frelin~huysen , 9 H, R. 2437 introduced by Re r esen­

tative J ames Roosevelt ,10 H. R. 40J8 i nt r oauced by ~e~r esente­

t i ve J ames~ . Oli ver, 11 H. K, 4060 int r ocucea by Kepresen~a­

t i ve b;aith ureen, 
1 2 

t1 . te 5315 in1,r oouuea Ly ne.,,r esentl'tive 
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Jonn v . Linasay, l 3 .• ~725 introoucoa by Represent~tive 

Fred ~cP,engel, 14 H. R. 5860 introduced b Re resent~ti vP. 

Byron L. Johnson . 1 5 All of thesP. bills \-Jere referred to the 

Committee on Education and Labor . None hnve been reported 

out of com~ittee ye~ . 

Possibly be cause of the withdrawal of Reed Lollege i n 

her district and because of the nrot sts of other Oregon col­

leges , Con~rcse ~man Green has bAen a etrong exponent of repeal 

i n t he House . On arch q , 1~51, she made a spe~cr on the flcor 

of the House condcming t he oaths ?nd inserted into the record 

a m1JJ1ber of' letters ::-.nd editorials sun ortin; rer positton . 16 

At hearings held by the Sen'te Subcorru~ittee on Education, she 

t estified h~r op~osition to the o~th reouirement~ . In her 

testi.,ony, she snid that she considered the controv~rsy over 

Section 1001 (fj "one of the most im ort.ent matters bafor the 

86th Congress . ~17 In hor opinion the importance is not in 

the number of eonle ~nd institutions ffected , but i n the 

relt tionshin of this controversy to our constitution~l system 

end t o individual liberty. She said t hat she op ses t he 

oaths because t hey single out student and t ~ch~rs for s e ­

cial suspici on ,nd becau-e the r eauirement of t~o oaths seems 

to assu..~e thut the oath of allegi~nce is insufficient . Her 

nri~ ry objection is to the disclaimer affidavit . She com­

pared t his o(th t o the relieious test oaths which the Found­

ing ~~t1~ra of the country found so renugn~nt . She srid , as 
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brve mc1ny othe!'~ , that sue" oaths <r e not an effGctiv deter -

r ent to Com!!lunirts . In the rcncin er or her t,,.stimony, she 

cit d several contr,:>versiee over similer oaths in United 

St ates hi stor y . At the close of h~r testimony she submitted 

for the record letters Titten t o her by ~even colleres ; nd 

educpti on association s in her ftete of Oregon . lf 

On February 1 a nd '20 , l'"l5Q , nnd ngain on r-y 12 , the 

House Subcommittees on Genorc']. I:ducation and 8"'\eciel Educn­

tion hel(' joint he"rin~s on the -dmini strati on of the N~ti'ln.:? 1 

Defense Educction ct . Comrii ssion~~ of Education Let,Tence 

Derthick r nd n number of other offici~ls involved in ~dminis ­

t ering the Act t estified befor~ the Subcommitt ees . Anon 

other things discus~ed at these he ~ins , ere the problems 

created by Section 1001 (f) . 

CongresS!!lan Thompson Pas the firs t o bring uo this 

subj e ct ~t the herrings when he -eked Commissioner Der t hi ck 

if ha sh~red :..,ecretAry .Flemming ' s vie, s on the oathc, . Con­

-eresa~nn Thompson ~en:ion-d t h~t he ~nd Congr ssman Freling­

huysen and others heve legi sl tion ,.hich would eliminate t he 

o~ths. le also ciJed the lAtter hTi tten t o SecrP-tary Flem­

min byP: sid~nt Gri s ,,,,ld of Yole rnd ~skec. t o have it made 

prrt of the r ecord . He aentioner the protests of Princeton . 

H~rvarc , Yrle . Bryn Mc r, fnd three college5 in M' ine . 19 

In response t o Thompson• ~ r~marks, C~ci rman Graham A. 

s~ rden of t he full c0rmi tte• announced nis intention t o 
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"resist \,1 th everything that is wi thin me thf'. r emov&l of that 

provi si on e"20 Chairm~n B' r den was gr e'tly distu:-bed by atte:n ts 

of several nembers of his com~ittee t ~ r.e~ove t he oath require-

ment s . Ue admitted t hat although the oaths obably would not 

make· loyal citizen out of ~nyone, that t he resiet nee of 

•nr,ny to the o~ t hs r aised oue~·tion ) f t.heir loy<'lty. 

Ti ompson t hen r e.>lie tht t he doubtea that [Jil"f vommun­

i st would hesitate t o swear thct he is not 1 t,ommunict . 

Congress:nen John La.fore and Dominick Dcniela st~ted that 

they wiDhed t o associ a te t he."TlselYes ·dth Chairman B,rden's 

remark s . 

Congressman nober t Griffin asked that copies of the oath 

£orm be inserted into the record . 

Congressm~n Roy i er t hen sa i c thft he felt t here a s 

a d.if .rerence bet· ·een the oat h of allegianc end t he di scl. fr,er 

affidavit 8nd t~Pt everyone ou&}lt to be willing t o take the 

former . 21 

Chairmen Bvrd~n agai n stated his opuositi on t o repeal 

o.f Section 1001 (f) in the f ollowing remrrks: 

As lonn- us I a"'l \td llin[" to do \l,h2t I have d ,ne, 2n d 
th-ti s bcre mv ches t , the bullP,ts of en emy nctions , I 
~m ~illing to t~ke any oat; and presorve it and ve~o ~ 
scr wball from gettin~ into~ oosition o.f s precding some 
ki nd of r op~g~nd~ or som thing th t ~11 h8rm my Govern­
ment . 

He added t ha t. he felt ~ecreta ry Flemminp- should not criticize 

la~s pas sed by ~ongress and signed by t he Pr esi dent . 22 
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Congressuoman Green was not nresent at the hearin on 

Fcbru~ry 19 . At the next day' s session she a31 ed a number of 

questions of Comnissicner Derthick , attempting to find out in 

1'1hat other f ederal aid progr ams loyalty a'ths are requir,d . 

Thompson then ex,lained the provisions of his bill, 

H. R .. 284, ,-,hich would rapeal the discl-i:ncr af"fidavit . 14rs . 

Green explained th2t hr bill, H. R. 4066, ,~uld rene~l the 

entire ~ection . The tt:o then joined together in a statement 

deploring the r~ctice of recuiring such oaths of some but not 

all of the population . 23 

Congressman Doniels then s a id agnin tha t he saw no hr rm 

in the provision remaining in the t ct .and t h~ t he dis£greed 

t hat it is an inv~sion of p::rivacy . l-le strted th t he thought 

i t the duty o~ citzens receiving money to take the required 

oath&. He stid tha t Congress shouldn't t ake th t axpayer ' s 

money : nd then go out And teach Communism or the overthrov· of 

the Government by force . He furtler st~ted that tho~e ~~o 

sign f alsely could be pr osecuted. 

Thompson then asked Daniele if he did not t hink the oath 

of ollegiance is en u~h . Daniels repli ed that he did not thi&k 

so . He suggested r ather derisively that perha~s Thom·son 

ahoul~ i~troduce legi~l~tion to a bolish all negative ~ffida­

Vits . Thompson replied th - t ".>t::rh.1'. F he •ould . He added : 

I think it ~dll do harm if five or si x of our finest 
colle es ~nd tmiv rsi t iPs oo not narticirrte end treir 
students oo not narticipate bec~use of their con~ci -n­
ti~us objection to t he disc l~iner . 
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D niels re l i ed that he thought that by abolishin the 

disclc>imer effid:vit th t the nPti'n 1 defense aspect of the 
,.. 

Act is d straye~. 4
~ 

Viewing the above d~t~ on this controv rsy in the 

ouse of Re resentatives , it ap e~rs thct reoction there h~s 

been more in the form of •ords than deeae . 

Senote . Senet or Kenndy has been the le~ding advocate 

of re e~l of the 0 t, renuiremen~s . On Janu~ry 29 , 195c , ~e 

and Senator Josep s. Cl~rk introducec S . a10 , ~ bill to 

re eal Section 10 1 (f) . 25 On the follo~~ng day and ag·in 

on ~~re~ 5 he spoke on the floor of thP- Senntn o nosing the 

oat-h renuiremcnt~ . 26 He also wrote nn --rticlt!! op osing the 

disclni~ r for the America 

sorf ulletin . 2 AnothAr or hir \:ritiner condemning the caths 

is ~n introduction to a pnmphlet entitlP.d "orse Than Futil~" 

publ i shed by the Harv--rd Crims~n . 28 
le h~s mad nurner u. state­

ments to th pr s ~ 0~ uec 1ber 5, 1050 , h tol re ort rs 

the o.th5 have no 1 ce in sn education 1 progr 

v riance ,dth the pur ose of the N t i>nal Defense Education 

Act . 29 

S . 810 ·1 s referred to the Com 1ittee on Labor and Pub-
30 

lie Welf~re . On A ril 20 nnd Moy 5 , 1950 , the Subcommittee 

on Education held he rinr,s on this bill . 31 Since Senator 

J es E. urr y , Cheir.nan of th Subcomr.iitt e , 1:'ls w1· ble to 

attend , SonPtor ennedy presided . He opened the hearin e 
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