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Mrs. A. M, Donaldson

1066 Nobley Street

Cardiff, California

Dear Mrs. Donaldson:

Your letter of April 3, 1882, has been re-
ceived,

In response to your inquiry, I would like to

point out that there 18 no position in the FBI entitled, "Admin-
istrative Assistant to the Director."

M_cmo\m%uéﬂm
was a clerical employee of this Bureau from October 24, 1336,
until June 17, 1940, when he became a Special Agent. He

voluntarily resigned this latter position on Qctober 5, 1951.
Sincerely yours,
1. €dgar. Woevat

John Edgar Hoover
Director
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April 3, 1962

J. Edgar Hoover:

I am very interested in any information concerning
W. Cleon Skousen, Mr Skousen has, as you probably know, been
touring the country with the Christian Anti Communist group headed
by Swartz. .

There have been several editorials about Skousen that
would do nothing to help his reputation in his or this current fight
against communist. One example - being firied as Chief of Police
& the reagons given for this dismissal.

I would also like to know if this statement ""he was -
Administrative Assistant to J. Edgar Hoover

I would appreciate your sending me this information
very much.

Sincerely
/s/ Mrs A. M. Donaldson

1056 Nobley St.
Cardiff, Calif,
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| Mr. A. m Fﬁ

The Antlers Hotel
Spirit Lake, Iowa

/,_

Dear &r. Keiber:

I have received your letter of April 6th and want
to thank you for your interest in writing as you did. I certainly
appreciate your kind remarks; however, I agsure you my only
desire is to remain in my present positicn as long as [ can ke
of service to our country. O

I would like to point out that iir. 7. Cleon Skousen
entered on duty with the FBI as a clerk on Gctober 54, 1998, 1t
which capacity he served until June 17, 1940, when he bacame
a Special Agent. He voluntarily resigned the laiter positionon -

Qctober 5, 1951, :lis opinions and comments are strictly hin ‘3
own and do not represent this Bureau in any mannes. s
“nelosed is some material I hope will bs of interest g
to you. 3
TR B Sincerely yours, M
APRL 39@2& J. Edgar Hoover
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TRUE COPY

THE ANTLERS HOTEL

Towa Lake Regions Leading Hotel
W. R. Neal, Owner & Operator
Spirit Lake, Towa

4-6-'62

Director J. Edgar Hoover F.B,L
Washington D. C.

Dear Mr. Hoover:

For 40 years, I was burried pretty much in the U. S.
school room at Davenport, Io. So I am too old to be of much use to
you and your excellent Bureau, but I am not too old to do some
serious thinking. Iam trying to analyze the import of W. Cleon
Skousen's book The Naked Communist, especially the notes on
The Future Task. I have reached the conclusion that Skousen is
exceedingly well posted for the task he has performed-in producing
that book. The author of the Future Task is an exceedingly clever
man, much more so than Khrushchev, Khrushchev has neither
the education or brain to produce those lines. Somewhere, Mr.
Hoover, in the U,S.S. R, there is now or has been recently some
of the best brains in the world, unfortunately dedicated to the
destruction of the American Republic. As I see it we can only
avoid that by using the method which the communists say they
must avoid - War, - Sudden, Secret and mighty

So far sir, we have not had and do not have now, the
man in the White House fully qualified to do that job. Unless & until
we put such a man in that office we are licked, not because of lack
of strength, not because of lack of preparation, but because of the
lack of knowledge as to what is needed for complete victory, and
because of the lack of 17th century guts such as.Cromwell, Teddy
o . Roosevelt and a few others in our history possessed. We must
Ak q-li-@ 2/ remember that to win we must fight under our constitution, not
BS: f,i‘jv under the wishy-washy, U. N. charter which is not & never will be
a sovereignty. What about yourself, sir? Why not come out, if
you possess the constitutional qualifications - You would win by a
He et landslide and we could put an end to this frightful nightmare of '0
%b« piracy which the communists at the top know only too well is their g\f;;
chief stock in trade.




If Skousen makes 300 speeches a year, why is he
not better known? Never heard of him before I ran across his
book.

Sincerely

/s/  A. E. Keiber °
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SAC, Salt Lake City (80-225) April 12, 1962
Director, FBI ’:/9' ) 5_; j %[; ﬁ ) é/ ‘/Q PERSONAL ATTERTION

2-Original & 1

1-Yellow 1-Section tickler
W. CLEON SEOUSEN 1-Mr. Belmont 1-J. M. Sizoo
INFORMATION CONCERNING 1-Mr. Mohr

1-Mr. Callahan

1-Mr. Sulli
Reurlet 4/2/62. T. Sullivan

The Bureau has reviewed the information set forth in relet and wishes
to note that the interview was well handled by SA W. Rulon Paxman.

NOTE:

The interview was conducted by SA Paxman with Dr. Stewart L. Grow,
a professor at Brigham Young University, Provo, Utah, to determine background
of pamphlet by another Brigham Young University professor, Richard D. Poll,
which criticized former SA W. Cleon Skousen's book, '"The Naked Communist. "
The interview was searching and thorough and the letter prepared by SA Pazxman
covering the interview presented the requested information in excellent detail.
Poll's pamphlet entitled "This Trumpet Gives An Uncertain Sound" criticizes
Skousen's book for its poor quality of schelarship. Grow is an established source
of the Salt Lake Office. Poll reportedly is anticommunist ang Poll'sdssue with
Skousen is ever lack of completely scholarly approach in Skousen sbook.

o !’\

/ No identifiable derogatory information in Bureau files re LGI'OW and Poll.
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r. Conrad..
Memorandum | hr Delonp |
Mr. Malon 4
T0o :  DIRECTOR, FBI DATE:  4/2/6 M’Z@%ﬁfﬁz
ATTN: CENTRAL RESEARCH SECTION LA} Jlavel
1. Trotter
FROM, SAC, SALT LAKE CITY (80-225) Meil:s. ﬁ?ﬁr_
T}I - Miss Gandy
Cg A
SUBJE W3 CLEON KOUSEN - -
’ INFORMATION CONCERNING ;
Rebulet 3/22/62 pertaining to Professor\
1 POLL's criticlsm of W, CLEON SKOUSEN's_book,
1/ \ Communist, —
L_~—-:_-—---——-—“—"":':’L
\ Transmitted herewith for the Bureau are t
ing:

1, One copy of a printed phlet, fifteen pages
g kj" in length, entitled IS TRUMPET GIVES AN
® | %% UNCERTAIN SOUND," RICHARD D, POLL:
2

A2 " one copy of the "Daily Univer\se," a student
1 publication of the Brigham Young University
o «Student Body, Provo, Utah, dated Tuesday,
= -.3/27/62.

an

-

ke The pamphlet "THIS TRUMPEY GIVES AN UNCERTAIN SOUND"
has a subcaption, "A review of Wi CLEON SKOUSEN'S
o THE NAKED COMMOUNIST,"

-

The cover also includes the following quotation from the
Director:

: "Today far too many self-styled experts on communism
¢ are plying the highways of America giving erroneous
., and distorted information.”

N

<

An examination of this pamphlet indicates that in

wording it is esentially identical with the duplicated article f

entitled in the same manner as furnished to the Bureau by Salt / L

Lake City letter 3/6/62., The foreword of the pamphlet uses N
Y ;]_:he date of "Brigham Young University, Provo, Utah, March 1962,"

and the foreword page reflects the pamphlet was copyrighted ,

¥ECE Ng62-6 §%ﬁﬂbHARD D, POLL. On page 15 a paragraph separated fromy
the basic article itself i@ as follows:. .

%EMW&EE% % (Enc-2) (REG.)’ ; . iﬁ ﬂ,ié f Md»

3 = et 1065651 RICHARD D POLL)‘ i PN
{1-m100-8851" Pabiic Artaivs For&ﬁ“m"é‘*mz ¥ *"L‘v"’

ot B8 HwﬁliadUtah County < 7%$by9
WRP: pher, >\ 78
(3) B gﬁ,@ < ol
(K, Ffe 2 $
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"Additional copies may be obtained from the
author, 1159 Aspen Ave., Provo, Utah. The price,
postpaid, is $.25 per single copy; $2.25 for 10.
Quantity and trade prices available on request.”

This pamphlet was obtained at the bookstore on the
Brigbam Young University (BYU) Campus on 3/27/62,

The 3/27/62 issue of the "Daily Universe™ on page 1
announces that W, CLEON SKOUSEN will speak on the BYU Campus
on 3/28/62, Page 4 of this issue carries an advertisement
pertaining to Professor POLL's review of SKOUSEN's book.

I e

b7

k7D

|
|an es-

tablished source, furnished the following information to SA
W, RULON PAXMAXN on 3/27/62

Dr, RICHARD D, APOLL is a_Professor in the Depart-
ment of Histor1~at\BY at the present timeé, “Hé I8 considered
to be a person who'is basically opposed to Communism but is
also opposed to SKOUSEN's approach to the fight against Com-
munism, Dr. POLL is politically a Republican, while Dr. GROW
is a Democrat. Because of this and due to the fact they con-
sider each other to be friends, Dr. GROW and Dr. POLL have in
past years on many occasions appeared under BYU and other
auspices as Democract and Republican, respectively, in connec-
tion with the discussion of various political matters, both

at election times and otherwise, They have also been in each
other's home on numerous occasions as friends and as fellow
professors. Because of this, Dr., GROW considers he is very
well acquainted with Dr, POLL, He considers Dr. POLL to be
intellectually honest and completely loyal to the United

States. LeriGH m_.yogML—;lew:Rslf y .

Dr. POLL in the past has gpdﬁen on_several occasiops
before the Public Affairs Forum -of Utah County (PAFUCY. In
some instances he has discissed with Dr. GROW the advisability
of such appearances and has also discussed this with the Pres-
ident of the university. Dr. POLL has expressed to Dr. GROW
that if there is a Communist organization in Utah County, the
PAFUC is in all probability this organization., Dr. POLL has
apparently declined to discuss some subjects before the PAFUC
but has accepted some invitations teo speak before them, He

-2 -
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has done so with the feeling that an honest presentation

of the issues actually involved might eventually reach some
of those who attend the meetings of the PAFUC. Dr. GROW
has in the past declined to appear before the group because
he considers the members have such a biased point of view
that it is impossible to reach them with an honest presenta-
tion of the facts. Dr. POLL has a tendency to agree with
Dr. GROW to some extent but continues to try to reach this
group. ‘

It is noted the PAFUC is a Communist front organi-
zation in Utah County.

Dr, GROW has specifically discussed with Dr. POLL,
POLL's reasons for issuing a review of SKOUSEN's book, "The
Naked Communist." When SKOUSEN's book was first issued it
was read by many of the professors in the Political Science
and History Departments at BYU, including Dr. GROW and Dr,
POLL. There was some discussion pertaining to the book at
that time, and it was the general feeling that the scholar-
ship evident in the book was of poor quality. It was con~
sidered that the form of the book was basically inflammatory
in nature.rather than objective. Dr. GROW recalls that some
rof the professors mentioned at the time that SKOUSEN's book
differed radically in this respect from the Director's book,
"Masters of Deceit." The Director's book took a moderate
approach which would appeal to a thinking person, while
SKOUSEN's book took an emotional approach with just enough
facts to cause the unthinking person to believe that the con-
clusions were based on fact. The abewve was the general re-
action of many of the professors in the Political Science
and History Departiments. Dr. GROW recalls that Dr. POLL was
present during some of the discussions pertaining to SKOUSEN's
book but does not recall POLL's specific reaction. He be-
lieves, however, that it was generally as set out above,

The BYU is operated by the Church of Jesus Christ of
Latter-day Saints. Most of the professors in the Politieal
Science and History Departments are members of this church,
including Dr. GROW and Dr, POLL. SKOUSEN has for many years
been active in this church also and has performed for the
church many duties, including acting as a comsultant on an un-
official but open basis with respect to Communism. The extent
of SKOUSEN's activities along this line is widely known in the

-9 -
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wchurch. Professors in the above two departments at BYDU
were fearful that "The Naked Communist" might come to be
considered by members of the church as the official 1line
of the church with respect to Communism. 7This fear was
reinforced because of the fact that some of the authorities
of the church at times quoted from this book when discuss-
ing Communism, This apprehension undoubtedly had some in-
fluence on POLL in connection with the issuance of such a
'review, Dr, GROW does not know why Dr, POLL considered it
necessary to have this review printed but, in his opinion,
this arose from the following developments:

During the period since SKOUSER was dismissed as
Chief of Police of Salt Lake City, Utah, he has become in-
volved on almost a nation-wide basis in an anti-Communist
crusade, which has linked SKOUSEN with extreme activities
in this field. Included in this campaign were Aati-Commu-
nist Seminars held in Provo and Salt lLake City, Utah, Some
of the professors at BYU directed a letter pertaining to 4
the Seminar in Provo to the "Provo Daily Herald,"” a daily
newspaper published in Provo, which deplored the approach
‘used by these Seminars in fighting Communism. Dr. GROW be-
lieves that Dr, POLL was one of the signers of this letter
lvhich was published in the above mewspaper. Thereafter
some of the speakers at these Seminars gave the impression
that since these professors opposed the Seminars, they were
either Communists or pro-Communist. SKOUSEN was one of
those who appeared at the Seminar in Provo. (It is noted
that under date of 4/4/61 RICHARD D, POLL, Acting Chairman,
Department of History, BYU, sent a letter to the Director /
pertaining to CHARLES EDGAR WOOLERY, who was connected with
this Seminar., This letter was answered by the Director
under date of 4/10/61.) SKOUSEN's wide anti-Communist activ-.
ities resulted in greater sale for his book and greater con-
cern among the professors of the Department of Political
Science and the Department of History at BYU with respect to

the book. It is Dr. GROW's opinion that this would have act- -

ed as an impetus to Dr, POLL with respect to the writing of
this review,

It is common in BYU circles for a critical review
'to be written with respect to practically any book written
by one of the members of the Church of Jesus Christ of lLatter-
day Saints, Such reviews are written pertaining to books
that are issued by the general authorities of this church and

-4 -
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with respect to books that are written by other people-
pertaining to church subjects. Dr, POLL's writing of a
review of SKOUSEN's book is accordingly entirely in keep-
ing with the practice at the university pertaining to
books by church members, Normally such reviews are not
given wide distribution and are not printed in pamphlet
form. It is also normal that the circle of readers of
such books is not as wide as that of SKOUSEN's book. Dr.
GROW does not have information from Pr, POLL on this
matter but considers this could have prompted him to have
the review printed in its present form,

Sometime during the Autumn of 1961, Dr. POLL in-
vited SKOUSEN to his home to appear before an informal
group consisting principally of professors from BYU, with
the Departments of Political Science and History better
represented than other departments of the school, The pur-
pose of this invitation was to ask SKOUSEN questions per-
taining to his book and to give SEKOQOUSEN an opportunity to
defend the scholarship of the book. Dr. GROW was invited
to this gathering, but because of another commitment, was
only there during the latter part of it. He recalls that
on this occasion Dr. POLL and SKOUSEN were entirely friend-
ly toward each other., The discussion had apparently been
kept on a high plane and tempers had not flared. Some of
those present pressed SKOUSEN for an explanation of what they
termed inaccuracy, improper conclusions and poor scholarship.

'SKOUSEN had a tendency to react to these objections to his

book by stating something to the effect that if the question-
ers knew what he knew about Communism but could not put in
his book, they would realize that he was justified in the
conclusions he had made., This did not satisfy those present,
since it in effect asked them to accept without facts state-
ments pertaining to Communism which SKOUSEN wanted to make,

{SKOUSEN also on this evening indirectly appeared to infer

that anyone who opposed his methods of fighting Communism
was, in effect, aiding Communism, He indicated he did not
consider that there was any middle ground. Dr. GROW recog-
nizes that this lis a conclusion on his part with respect to
SKOUSEN, since SKOUSEN did not state this in so many words,

Based on Dr. GROW's attendance at part of the above

gathering, he is of the opinion that already at that time Dr,
POLL had completed to a great extent his analysis of SKOUSEN's

-5 -
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book, He knows that subsequent thereto Dr. POLL reviewed
for various groups material which he considered left
SKOUSEN's book open to question as a quality book on Commu-
nism, Dr, GROW does not know that anyone in particular
urged Dr. POLL to have this material printed or made avail-

able in written form but presumes some of those present, on
hearing Dr. POLL's analysis, would suggest such a course.

Dr, GROW has seen Dr. POLL's review in duplicated
form such as was furnished to the Bureau by Salt Lake City
letter of 3/6/62 and in its present printed form.

Dr. GROW understands that Dr. POLL and SKOUSEN
are still on generally friendly terms and the publication
of this review has not caused any serious breach between

. them,
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W. CLEON SKOUSEN

W. Clecn Skousen, author of
“The Naked Communist,” will
address the Wednesday devo-
tional at 10 a.m. in the Smith
Fieldhouse.

MR. SKOUSEN has spent the
major portion of his life in the
service of the LDS Church and
in the FBI and is now lecturing
on Communism at state and lo-

, cal conventions,

Reviewers have called “The

‘Naked Communist,” “the most

powerful book on Communism
since J. Edgar Hoover's ‘Masters
of Deceit.’”

BORN IN Raymond, Alta,

- Canada, he attended school in
. Canada, Mexico and the United
~ States. He also spent two years

in Europe.

At the age of 17 he was called
on a two-year mission to the
British Isles. Toward the end of
his mission he served as district

* president in Northerm Ireland.

_‘the District ot Columbi‘:_a.

In 1935, while attending law
scheol at George Washington
University, he entered the FBI
He graduated from law school
in 1940 with an LL.B. degree
and was admitted to practice
before the District Court and
the Circuit Court of Appeals in




;;'-;"Taday foar oo memy self-styled experts on com- >
munism are plying the highways of America
, giving erroneous emd distorted information.”

> 1. EDGAR HOOVER

i
a
review

of
W, CLEON SKOUSEN’S

THE NAKED COMMUNIST

by

RICHARD D. POLL




"For if the trumpet give an uncertain yound,
who shall prepare himself to the battle?”’

I Corinthians 14:8

This Trumpet
Gives
An Uncertain Sound

A
Review
of
W. Cleon Skousen’s
THE NAKED COMMUNIST

by

RICHARD D. POLL




FOREWORD

-

Because I am listed in the preface of The Naked Communist as having
helped with research at Brigham Young University from which the book ulti-
mately developed, I have felt impelled to set forth some of the reasons why 1
do not wish to be understood as endorsing the volume. This lack of enthusiasm
is widely shared by colleagues in history, political science and economics in the
universities of Utah and elsewhere. Louts C. Midgley, Edwin B. Morrell, Melvin
P. Mabey and Van L. Perkins made particularly heipfu) suggestions. The Utah
Citizens for Positive American Goals, the Salt Lake Chapter of the American
Civil Liberties Union, and many friends encouraged publication and helped to
meet the initial costs. Sincere thanks to all of these. The responsibility for the
review is, of course, solely tnine. If it provekes a closer study of the realities of
Communism and a more dispassionate discussion of ways to meet the Red
challenge, it will have served its purpose.

RICHARD D. POLL

Brigham Young University
Prove, Utah .
March 1962

Copyright 1962 by Richard D. Poll




THIS TRUMPET GIVES AN UNCERTAIN .SOUND

A Review

W. Cleon Skousen, The Naked Communist. 9th ed., 1961. 408 op-
Although The Naked Communist is a best seller in the Anti-Communist R

movement, it has disqualifying shortcomings as a source of information and as
a goide for action against the Communist menace.

Objections to the book include:

The inzdequacy and inaccuracy of its scholarship,

The incorrectness of its analysis of Communism.,

The inaccuracy of its historical narrative.

The unsoundness of its program for governmental action.

The extreme partisanship of its program for individual action.

The objectionable character of the national movement of which it is a
part.

R

In the following analysis, only rather obvious errors and distortions are
cited, to avoid the necessity of detailed explanation and annotation, Every
assertion about historical fact and political theory can be documented from reli-
able authorities. A truly scholarly dissection of The Naked Communist would

he voluminous.

1. Inadeguacy and inaccuracy of scholarship,

While W. Cleon Skousen admittedly bases his claim to expertness on
Communism. primarily on his FBI experience and continuing contact with inside
- sources, inaccessible to ordinary scholars, cne might expect his book to show
familiarity with the works and authors generally regarded as authorities on
Communism, Russia and contemporary history. It does not.

The oth edition of The Naked Communist, latest available, lists 109
bibliographical entries (pp. 379-384), only 16 of which have besn published
since 1940. R. N. Carew Huant, The Theory and Practice of Communitm: An
Introduction (1957), one of the best short treatments of its subject, has a criti-
cal bibliography of 155 items, 98 of which are post-1940; Skousen cites only 16
works found in the Carew Hunt list. Even more substantial differences are
found between the Skousen bibliography and those of scholars like Sidney Hook,
Henry B. Mayo and Merle Fainsod.

Queried on this point, Skousen has admitted that most of his research was
done years ago. Most recent scholarship, he states, can safely be ignored because
the academic experts of today will be proved as wrong as the experts of earlier
years. Only a very limited group of ex-Communists, ex-FBI undercover agents,

3




ex-military leaders and sensational journalists appear acceptable to Skousen as
witnesses on the Communist conspiracy.

Yet the bock projects an air of scholatship by freely using such phrases as
“experts on Marxism have known” (p. 5), “diplomatic strategists advocated”
(p. 126), “official reports tell” (p. 123), “economists have pointed out” (p.
326), and “leaders in literally hundreds of experiments concur” (p. 344).
There are at least a hundred such phrases, almost never annotated even where
quotation marks are used; 61 quotations are not documented at all.

Use of quotations is frequently questionable. Minor discrepancies occur in
citations of the Communist Manifesto (pp. 45, 47, 67). Lenin's famous testa-
ment (p. 121) 1s not accurately rendered, and Otto Ruhle's characterizafion of
Karl Marx (p. 9) is substantizlly distorted by omitting part of the passage.
Dmitry Manutlsky's oft-quoted statement, ™. . . we shall smash them with our
clenched fist,” appears twice (pp. 208, 288}, despite questions about its authen-
ticity; the second citation is vaguely footnoted as “Pravda, November, 1931,"
although the head ¢f the Slavic and Central European Division of the Reference
Department of the Library of Congress declares that the quotation does not
appear in this or any other published Soviet source with which his office is
familiar,

The famous “"Communist Timetable of Conguest” is described by Senator
William F. Knowland, who first published it in the Corgrerrional Record (Vol.
100, pp. 5707-08), as "some information which came to me purporting to be
an outline of Mao Tse-tung's memorandum on the new program for world
revolution, cartied to Moscow by Chou En-lai in March of 1953." The Naked
Communist (p. 254) declares that the document was captured by U, S, military
intelligence and that it represents settled policy: . . . Red leaders decided to
set up a timetable of conquest for the entire world and then take it continent
by continent.”

Parenthetically, this “'Timetable”—a staple in the professional Anti-
Communist diet—begins by crediting all the Communist successes to the "pro-
found leadership” and "able and correct gnidance” of “Comrade Stalin It
predicts: "By 1960 China's military, economic and industrial power will be so
developed that with a mere show of force by the Soviet Union and China, the
ruling clique of Japan will capitulate,” It also foretells: "With Asiz and Africa
disconnected with the capitalist countries in Europe, there will be a total eco-
nomic collapse in Western Burope.” The boast that “Twenty years from now
[1973] world revolution will be an accomplished fact!" squares badly with
Khrushchev’s recent announcement to the 22nd Commmunist Party Congress that
in 1980 the Soviet Union will be economically ahead of the still functioning and
still capitalistic United States, As prophecy, the "Red Timetable” hardly scems
waorth the attention which Skousen accords it.

2. Incorrectness of analysis of Communism.

In his zeal to demonstrate the absolute evil of Communism, Skousen de-
scribes Marxist-Leninist theory in terms to which serious exception can be taken.
Since Communism, accurately described, is no less repugnant to the American
way of life than the Skousen version, only a few inaccuracies will be cited.
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“"Communism undertakes to replace Judaic-Christian morals with 2 com-
© plete absence of morals.” (p. 52} Communism argues that morals are relative
to the stage of development of human society and has different sets for capitalist
and Communistic sociehies, -

“Everything is a product of accumulated accident. There is no design.
There is no law.” (p. 354) Communism is strongly deterministic and predicts
its own victory on the basis of the laws of history which are fundamental in
Marxist thought.

The indiscriminate lumping of all forms of atheism, agnosticism, relativism,
collectivism, totalitarianism, nihilism and Hegelian idealism into a category
called "materialism” permits identifying all forms of wickedness with Marxism,”
but it does not produce a clear or accurate conception of Communist "'dialectical
materialism.” (pp. 33-42, 347-78)

The exposure of Communist fallacies (pp. 61-88) ignores the substantial
changes which have occurred in the content of that ideology over the years.
We are reminded that the ;zoal of world revolution remains, but we read nothing
about the drastic and repeated revamping of doctrine on such basic matters as
nattonalism, family life, wages and distribution, property ownership, party
organization and tactics, coexistence with capitalism, and the sequence and
timetable of revolution. The transformation of Communism from a worldwide
revolutionary crusade into a tool of Soviet and Chinese foreign policies is ex-
tensively developed (pp. 109-54), but the logical conclusion that the threat of
Communism to the United States now lies more in the realm of power politics
then ideological subversion is rejected. Presumably the recent macabre campaign
against Stalin and the Sino-Soviet wrangle over Albania are simply stage maneu-
vers to deceive the West.

More reliable analyses of Communism are to be found in Carew Hunt,
already cited, and in Henry B. Mayo, Introduction 10 Marxist Theory (1960).
Less technical but helpful are the paperbacks by Sidney Hook, Marx and the
Marxists (1955); Harry and Bonaro Overstreet, What We Must Know About
Communism (1958); Alfred G. Meyer, Communirm (1960); and Arthur P.
Mendel (ed.), Essential Works of Marxism (1961). ]. Edgar Hoover, Marters
of Dereit (1958} is very valuable on Communism in America,

3. Inaccuracy of historical narrative.

Since none of the standard treatments of Russian history, rerent United
States history or recent international relations is apparently utilized, the limira-
tions of The Naked Communist as history can be expected to show. They do.

Some of the discrepancies are minor matters of fact, like the identification
of Bakunin's anarchism and the Russian Populist movement with Marxism (pp.
24, 91-93) and the declaration that 46,000,000 Russian peasants were still serfs
in 1885 (p. 90). Serfdom was abolished in 1861, but the condition of the
peasants improved very slowly and populism, anarchism, Marxism and several
other forms of radicalism were propagated among them in the late 19th and
carly 20th centuries.

More serious are interpretations of history in which Skousen breaks with
most scholarly writers, Very doubtful generalizations include:
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1. United States recognition prevented the overthrow of Stalin in 1933,
{pp. 124-26) From the assertion in one journalistic biography that Stalin faced
imminent overthrow in 1932 and the obvious fact that he was in control of
affairs by 1934, Skousen draws the conclusion that U, 8. recognition explains
the shift. The difference between stating that recognition was one of several
factors which improved Stalin’s prospects and inferring that he might have fallen
if recognition had been withheld may seem a subtle one, but it is the kind of
distinction which a reader of this hook must constantly make. It is the distinction
between Skousen's “devil theory” of history and objective analysis of the multi-
ple cawses of important historical developments.

2. "World War II was fomented and used by the Russian leaders” as part
of their strategy of Communist expansion. (pp. 155-61) One Soviet officer
who defected prior to 1939 is relied on for this interpretation. That Stalin
feared war and maneuvered ruthlessly to tuen Hitler toward the West is clear,
but that he wanted war and expected to ditect it toward world revolution is
contradicted by the surprise, dismay and almost panic with which he reacted to

the German attack in 1941.

3. “Anyone familiar with the Communist Constitution of Russia will
recognize in the United Nations Charter a similar format” (p. 172) This is
on a par with the declaration that a present goal of Communist policy is to
"Promote the UN as the only hope for mankind.” (p. 260) The smifarity
which Skousen sees is between the “fervent declaration of democratic principles”
in each document and the “constitutional restriction and procedural limitation”
which follow. The preamble and "checks and balances” in the United States
Constitution can with equal validity be cited to show that the UN Charter
follows our model. But the author of The Naked Communist is so intent on
making the UN a part of the Communist conspiracy that he ignores the obvious
and continuing Soviet effort to discredit and destroy that organization.

4. The Communist victory in China was caused by American “stupidity,
incompetence or worse.” (pp. 161-89, 251} Skousen belongs to that group of
Americans who are convinced that our country can never lose except when
someone deliberately chooses to give in, There is no place in his world view for
circumstances beyond control, dilemmas, or even honest etrors in judgment.
That the Communist conquest of China wasa disaster is clear, but that it could
have been prevented by anything less than a military intervention so great as to
have been against our national interest is still disputed by many Americans who
are neither “stupid, incompetent or worse.”

5. The Castro victory in Cuba resulted from the same “stupidity,” in-
competence or worse” in Washington, Batista being described in very apologetic
terms. (pp. 237-52) A single highly partisan and sensationalistic work is given
as authonty. The comments made in the preceding paragraph apply here, foo;
Batista and Castro were a choice of evils, and against the background of a Latin
America in genuine political, economic znd social revolution, the policy prefer-
ence for Castro does not require treason for explanation. The fact that the
United States can crush Castro by force if it becomes in our vital interest to do
5o, argues against panicking while we try to help his own follies to destroy
him and the Communist beachhead in Latin America.
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6. "Without our tolerance and help the Communist empire would never
have become the second strongest power in the earth.” (p. 288) This is the
book’s historical thesis, and the eminent British historian, D. W. Brogan, had
something like it in mind when he wrote during the McCarthy era: “Many,
very many Americans, if seems to me, find it inconceivable that an American
policy, announced and carried out by the American government, acting with
the support of the American people, does not imenediately succeed, If it daes
not, this, they feel, must be because of stupidity or treason.” (Quoted by
James E. Clayton in The Washington Port, August 8, 1961). Apart from its
inaccuracy, the “scapegoat theory' of history blinds us to real problems, real
causes, and practical approaches to problem-solving.

The pervasive insistence that at almost every crucial juncture since 1933
the United States has taken the wrong course in her dealings with Russia and
Communism, that in every case a better alternative was available, and that the
failure to pursve that slternative reflects “stupidity, incompetence or worse,” is
not only historically objectionable but almost certain to undermine public con-
fidence in our fundamental governmental institutions and processes.

>

4. Unsoundness of program for governmental action.

Its recommendations for action are paramount objections to The Naked
Communist. Skousen's own excuse for inaccuracies which have been pointed out
to him is thaf the important job, after all, is to alert pecple to the Red menace.
But if the programs proposed for the aroused citizenry are tmproper, even
dangerous, then Goethe's observation becomes timely:

“There is nothing 10 terrible as ignorance in action.”

The Skousen formulas for governmental and individual action are set forth
in Chapter XII, “The Future Task.” (9th ed., pp. 253-88) The chapter begins
with the dubious “Communist Timetable,” already discussed. By the book's
own analysis, wene of the rpecific commitments in the timetable has yet been
achieved; still the conclusion is reached: “Some phases of this plan of conquest
have been frustrated, but other phases are far ahead of expectations. Considered
overall, the Communist Timetable of Conguest is alarmingly close to being
right on schedule.” (p. 258)

Next is a 45-point list of “Current Communist Goals” (pp. 259-62), which
needs only to be compared with J. Edgar Hoover's The Communist Party Line,
to reveal how wide of the mark Skousen is. (Hoover's statement was published
on September 23, 1961, by the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee as Senate
Document No. 59, 87th Cong., 1st Sess.) Items 4, 9, 11, 22, 38, 39 and 45 on
the Skousen list are incredible. A number of the others are given unwarranted
application in the programs which this book sdvorates.

Skousen's proposals for governmental action against the Communist threat
abroad are: (pp. 263-275)

1. Expel Russia and her satellites from the UN.
2. Sever diplomatic relations with all the Communist nations.
3. Establish a complete economic blockade of the Communist world.
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This program will purportedly aggravate economic distress within the Red
bloc, cause satellite uprisings, and lead to the speedy collapse of the whole Com-
munist system. To use Skousen’s phrase, this is the way “to pull the blustering’
bully down.” (p. 5) -

That the program has virtually no acceptance outside the professional Anti-
Communist movement invites skepticism. Obvions questions include:

How will the cooperation of more than 90 other non-Communist nations
be secured, without which the program cannot be implemented? Will all non-
cooperators be added to the quarantined group? Is this not a program for isolat-
ing the United States, rather than isolating our adversary? Even if it were in the
interest of the United States, it is not within our power to impose such a program
on the UN or the world community,

What justifies the confidence in non-recognition and non-intercourse when
they have consistently failed to produce desired results in the past? Non-inter-
course precipitated the War of 1812; non-recognition had no measurable effect
on Russia from 1917 to 1933; and non-recognition and non-intercourse have
neither intimidated nor overthrown the Red Chinese regime.

What is Skousen’s evidence of the economic vulnerability of the Cemmunist
bloc? Their third of the world has abundant manpower, lacks few basic resources,
and 15, at a terrible price, developing technology and industtial capacity. To
ovtdistance the Soviets in production competition and make a lie of Khrush-
chev's boast to bury us Is essential and within our power, but economic warfare
has little to contribute to this generation-long race. There is a place for selective
economic pressures in stimulating negotiations or in adding to the difficulties
of weak governments. But evea the blocking of food sales from a China in
famine is as likely to increase the terrorism and belligerence of the Red rulers
as it is to produce their overthrow,

What happens if cur author is wrong and his program simply divides the
world totally without producing revolution in the Communist part? Orwell’s
1984 might be one result; a war of desperation might be another. If the Com-
munist feaders are as ideologically dedicated as this book insists, there is every
likelihood that they will prefer war to surrender. If they are, as much evidence
suggests, hard-headed political realists, then they can best be dealt with by pro-
grams which do not reduce the choices to “all or nothing at all.”

5. Extreme partisanship of program for individual action,

This is the most undesirable feature of The Naked Communisi, because
here Skousen makes clear what he is real/y after, and this is what too many
patriotic and well-meaning citizens are accepting as tme Americanism.

The thesis is: “Fighting Communism, Socialism and the subversion of
conititutional povernment is everybody's jod.” (p. 275).-

The technigue is to define anything which disagrees with Skousen's ultra-
conservative opinions as Communism, Socidism and subversion,” and so to
eguale parriotism and morality with reading ceriain one-sided books and support-
ing a highly partisan political, economic and sotial creed.
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The section entitled “What Can the Ordinary Individual Do? (pp. 275-
88) spells things out in detail. Here are a few illustrations:

From "Suggestions to Parents” (pp. 276-77):

"Deo not fall for the ‘permissive’ school of psychology which says discipline
will harm human development. Such thinking produces hoodlums with mal-
adjusted personalities who are likely to fall for every ‘ism’ that comes along.”
Because Skousen disproves of modern psychology and “progressive education,”
he sets up a "straw man" which corresponds to no responsible viewpoint in
either field and then makes a patriotic requirement out of knocking it over.

"Be active in PTA. If you are not, Communists and centralized plannefs
will take over.” Making synonyms out of such words as "Communist, centralized
planner, socialist, welfare stater, liberal” and even “internationalist” and “de-
segregationist” is a standard technique of the extreme right; Skousen avoids
only the last of these in his vocabulary of un-Americanisms. J. Edgar Hoover
and other unimpeachable patriots have warned that the linking of all types of
political reformusm or dissent with Communism does a real disservice to the
country.

"Whete you have older children, make current events part of the dinner
table talk. Be quick to point out left-wing slanting of news, TV or radio broad-
casts. There is far more of this slanting than most people realize.” No names
are named, it being a conventional alarmist technique to suggest that danger is
everywhere by locating it nowhere. From his argument elsewhere, one must
infer that “left-wing slanting” means speaking without emotion about social
security, labor unions or Nehru and that the loyal commentators are Dan Smoot,
Fulton Lewis, Jr., and Clarence Manion.

From “Suggestions for Teachers” (pp. 277-80):

“Beware of those who come pretending to help education when they are
trying to seize control of education. Socialist and Communist planners have
ambitions to eliinate all local control. . . ." "Be alert to the fact that education
was infiltrated by the Socialist-Communist contingent over thirty-five years
ago. . . . Because they were hard workers they gained sweeping control of some
of our most respected institutions.” Again, no names, no evidence, and the
lumping together of diverse radicalisms as a single, omnipresent enemy. John
Dewey, Columbia Teachers College and advocates of Federal aid to education
as as liable to criticism as other elements in our free society, but they are not
products of the Communist conspiracy.

“"Watch for slanted passages in textbooks. Socialist anthors have invaded the
textbook field, . . . ‘Brainwashing in the High Schools,” by E. Merrill Root, is
an analysis of 11 American history books which reflect the destructive left-wing
analysis.” To Skousen, "socialist authors™ are apparently writers who find any-
thing wrong with American policies and leaders prior to 1932 or anything right
about them since the advent of the New Dealers. Root’s chauvinism is so blatant
that he objects to applying the term “imperialism™ to our country’s relations with
the Philippines and Panama at the turn of the century. Other titles suggested for
teachers gy the author of The Naked Communist (pp. 278-79) are of the same
intemperate quality. :
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“Encourage patriotic speakers at school assemblies, Excellent films are also
available.” A Skousen favorite is ""Communism on the Map,” which is now being
replaced by an up-dated version called "Communism 1961.” The replacement
corrects some of the factual errors but stresses the same grim' theme that the
world is already mostly lost to Communism-socialism-welfare statism-liberalism.
The film's producer, Glenn A. Green, has since become a field representative

of the John Birch Society.

From ""Suggpestions for Businessmen” (pp. 281-83):

“Work for a more equitable tax structure which is not arbitrary and con-
fiscatory.” This is a meritorious suggestion, but of limited relevance to fiphting
Communism, unless the author belongs to that schoal which brands the income
tax as a Communist device which ought to be abolished,

“Be careful not to contribute to an organization until you know it is a bona
fide patriotic group. . . . If you are a member of the American Security Council,
you can check on any organization or any individual through their files,” Skou-
sen is field director of the American Security Council, which declares itself to be
the largest civilian clearing house for “factual information about Communism
and other statist activities.” It maintains files on a very large number of people
who have been-active in liberal, radical or genuinely subversive enterprises and
draws no clearer distinctions between these categories than does its field repre-

sentative.

From “'Suggestions to the Press” (pp. 285-86}:

“In fulfilling the task of exposing crime, corruption and ineffictency in the
American culture, be careful not to destray confidence in American institutions.”
Apparently no such responsibility rests upon those who describe thirty years of |
American history and government in terms of “stupidity, incompetence or

worse.”’

From "Suggpestions for Ministers” (pp. 286-88):

“The churches became a major target for Communist-Socialist infiltration
many yeats ago. These people were successful in capturing many key positions
in 2 namber of important religious organizations. Some religious leaders openly
advocate and defend Communist principles,” Skousen is no readier than hus
Anti-Communist associates to name names or cite evidence to support this vagne
and comprehensive attack on church leadership in America. Cartha D. DeLoach,
assistant director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, very recently “assailed
persons ‘'who go about the country’ charging that such fields as religion, educa-
tion and labor were being infiltrated by Communists and Communist sympathiz-
ers.” Strenuous and devious Red efforts continue, he told a seminar of the
American Bar Assoctation, but there has been no substantial infiltration of these
areas, {Salt Lake Tribune, January 28, 1962, p. 14A) ‘

“Be alert to detect those who use "Social Christianity’ to cover up the fact
that they are not Christians at all.” Skousen's inference that Christians who do
not share his own rigorous fundamentalism are probably subversive is unfair,
and his insistence on linking loyalty with religious commitment is unwarranted.
Communism is certainly a dire threat to organized religion, but it is also a threat
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to the unchurched, the pagan, the agnostic, the humanist, and even the atheist
who believes in human freedom. Sincerc and patriotic opponents of Communism
may be found in all these categories.

“Be alert to the drive by certain analytical psychiatrists to have ministers
accept their amoral philesophy.” This should be considered in connection with
Skousen's statement (p. 262} that one of the Communist goals is to "Dominate
the psychiatric profession and use mental health laws as a means of gaining
coercive control over those who oppose Communist goals.” To the person who
sees the psychiatrist’s couch as a tool of subversion, the conclusion readily fol-
lows: "Today Communism is advancing on all fronts.” (p. 288)

Finally, from “Suggestions Jor Students' (pp. 280-81):

“When you run across dedicated Socialists, remember that the only differ-
ence between a Socialist and a Communist is the method of takeover. . .. In
reality the two are twins.”

The writer of this review is no Socialist (or Communist, for that matter) *
but he insists that this kind of blurred thinking ill-equips students or adult citi-
zens to make the accorate distinctions and judgments essential in answering the
tremendous question: "“What are the proper functions of government in modern
society ?”" Because Skousen unceasingly hammers the point that every increase in
governmental activity is a step down the Ambush Trail to collectivist despotism,
examination of that argument seems appropriate here.

First, it is important to remember that the term “socialist” has a very
specialized meaning in Marxist-Leninist thought a5 it has evolved in the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics. It is the system which prevails during the “dictator-
ship of the proletariat” stage of history, when wage and class distinctions and
police state measures are regarded as necessary and proper. This “socialism’™ does
not precede the Communist seizure of power, it follows it. As early as 1936,
Stalin said that the USSR was nearing the close of this “transitional” period; as
late as 1961 Khrushchev said it again. Actually, the stateless, classless society
of “pure communism™ is no nearer in the Soviet Union than it was 40 years ago,
and there is much to suggest that it is unattainable by the road which the Com-
munist regimes are carrently following.

In any case, this is not the meaning which is given to the word “socialism”
by those, like the author of The Naked Communist, who identify socialism with
Communism in their propaganda against governmental programs with which
they disagree. They mean “socialism” in the generalized sense of governmental
ownership or direction of the means of production and distribution of goods or
services, and they feverently avow that all much measures lead inexorably to
Red dictatorship.

Three historically demonstrable points need to be made about this conten-
tion:

1. Sccialism in a comprehensive or “bineprint for Utopia” sense has
never had very great appeal in the United States and has very few adherents

*] have been a delegate to the Utah State Republican Party Conventions
in 1952, 1954, 1956 and 1960, and ! am convinced that the need for responsible
conservatism was never greater in America. RDP

11




today. What numerically significant groups in our country are at present advocat-
ing the nationalization of any sector of our production and distribution system,
or even any substantial extension of controls? The basic commitment of the
whole American people to a private enterprise economy is probably stronger
now than at any other time since the Civil War,

2. Socialism in the more pragmatic sense of using government to support
or provide certain specific goods or services not satisfactorily obtainable else-
where has not beep regarded by any past American generation as incompatible
with our basic ideals about life, liberty and property. From public schools and
post offices we have moved with changing circumstances to national and state
parks, freeways and social security, being satisfied that no fundamental threat to
liberty exists as long as we can medify or abolish &programs if we wish, or "throw
the rascals out” if they administer them too badly. We have not regarded our
government as an enemy, as Skousen and his fellow rightists apparently do,

3. The strongest and most vigorous democracies in the world—and our
best allies—are nations which combine a high degree of private enterprise with
broad public programs of a “welfare state” character. In all of these the Com-
munists have declined in numbers and influence since 1945, and the likelihood
of any of them succumbing to Red subversion is virtually nil, The danger of
Communist revolution is greatest today in those areas where governments are
most indifferent to human needs. It is noteworthy, incidentally, that The Naked
Communist has no substantial suggestions on how to prevent the Communists
from capturing the “revolutien of rising expectations” which is now sweeping
these areas.

This reviewer has repeatedly invited Skousen and other advocates of the
“liberalism-is-socizlism-is-communism’ persuasion to name a single nation in
human history which has traversed the Ambush Trail from democratic “welfare
statism™ to Communism. The invitation is again extended here.

There are valid and impressive conservative arguments against many cur-
rent proposals to extend the functions of government in such directions as educa-
tion, resource development, agriculture and medical care. But the contention that
they lead inevitably to dictatorship, and that those who support them are there-
fore, wittingly or unwittingly, helping the Communist conspiracy, is nof one of
them. In promoting the viewpoint. The Naked Communist makes no contribu-
tion to enlightened public discusston of domestic potlitical issues or to the devel-
opment of heaithy citizenship attitudes among students.

6. Objectionable character of Skousen’s Anti-Communist movement,

Much of the market for The Nabed Communist is in connection with
" Anti-Communist Seminars,” “Freedom Forums' and “Project Alerts,” in which
inaccurate history and negative programs are expounded in an evangelical blend
of fear, hatred and pulse-pounding enthusiasm. Participants are admonished to
study Communism, and they end up buying tracts by Gerald L. K. Smith and his
racist cohorts, confessicnals of ex-Communists, spy stories and other volumes
which excite more than they inform. They are aroused to fight Communiin,
and they end up demanding U. 5. withdrawal from the UN and the firing of
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teachers who advocate federal aid to education. They are solicited to contribute
to the Anti-Communist crusade, and they end up subsidizing pamphlets calling
for the repeal of the income tax and the impeachment of Chief Justice Warren,
Skousen has apologized for the fact that, in one of his own rallies in Los
Angeles on December 13, 1961, a speaker said that the Chiel Justice deserves
to be hanged, but one can still question the vsefulness of an “educational cam-
paign' which uses men of such optnions as teachers.

The fact that The Naked Communist is more temperate in tone than much
of the literature with which it keeps company and that it has some praiseworthy
things to say about religion, democracy and the Ametican economic sysiem
should not be permitted to obscure the fact that #f is one of the most successful -
instruments in a propapanda campaign which blurs the REAL jisne of Com-
munisn and perverls genuine Americanirm,

To witness against The Naked Communist and the ultra-conservative move-
ment in which its author is a persuasive advocate, these statements are submitted

in conclusion: :

Editorial, “What Americanism Must Mean,” The Deserer News,
October 28, 1961, p. 6.

“The Growing Interest in Americanism being displayed in Utah and else-
where is highly commendable. But certain precautions must be observed if the
dangers of extremism are to be avoided.

“In this regard, the State Advisory Committee on Adult Education in
American Citizenship put its finger on a vital point the other day when it noted
that citizenship requires more than just anti-communism,

“In other words, it's not enough merely to be against something. What
we're for is far more important.

“This point can't be emphasized too strongly, especially in view of the
advent of individuals and groups that are arousing the public by stressing what
we're fighting against but are neglecting what we're fighting for. This can -be
dangerous, especially if we sacrifice our own traditions and values in 2 mistaken
effort to 'fight fire with fire.’

"Most of the things we stand for are embodied in our divinely inspired
Constitution of the United States; others are traditions of time-tested value.

“We're for free speech and a free press. These rights were not intended
merely to permit expressions of support for whatever established authorities or
the majority of people decide is proper. These rights arc designed to protect
those who disagree with the majority, who dissent from the established order,
who advance new and perhaps unorthodox jdeas.

“We're for the right to dissent, the right to express all opinions regardless
of whether they are right or wrong. The dangers of forbidding such a right
were noted by John Stuart Mill, who said:

"'If the opinion is right, men are deprived of the opportunity of
exchanging error for truth; if wrong, they ose, what is almost as great
a benefit, the clearer perception and livelier impression of truth, pro-
duced by its collision with error.
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hysteria, false alatms, misplaced apprehension by many of our citizens. We need
enlightenment about communism—but this information must be factual, accu-
rate and not tailored to echo personal idiosyncrasies. To quote an old aphorism,
we need more light and less heat."” (ABA Jowrnal)

"Unfortunately, there are those who make the very mistake the Commu-
nists are so careful to avoid, These individnals concentrate on the negative rather
than on the positive. They are merely against communism without being for any
positive measures to eliminate the social, political, and economic frictions which
the Communists are so adroit at exploiting,

“These persons would do well to recall a recent lesson from history. Both
Hitler and Mussolini were against communism. However, it was by what they-
stood for, not against, that history has judged them.” (Senate Doc. No. 59)

When such substantial and conservative journals as the Deserer News,

.Salt Lake Tribune (November 5, 1961), Newsweek (December 4, 1961), Time

(December 8, 1961) and L#fe (December 1, 1961) and such responsible citi-
zens as ]. Edgar Hoover, Dwight D. Eisenhower and .John F. Kennedy raise
their voices against the Skousen approach to patriotism, this reviewer feels no
qualms of academic or civic conscience in pagsing negative judgment on The
Naked Communist.

Additional copies may be obtained from the author, 1159 Aspen Ave,,
Provo, Utah. The price, postpaid, is $.25 per single copy; $2.25 for [0
Quantity and trade prices available on request.

15




R A A

s \ ®-
*'=  Sister Mary Shaun ~

Notre Dame Convent
681 Lawrence Road
Trenton 8, New Jersey

My dear Sister:

stand the interest which prompted you to write,

[I welcome the opportunity to make it perfectly clear that
former Special Agents of the FBI are not necessarily experts on communism.
Some of them have sought to capitalize on their former employment with
this Bureau for the purpose of establishing themselves as such authorities.

I am firmly convinced there are too many self-styled experts on communism,
without valld credentials and without any access whatsoever to classified,
factual data, who are engaging in rumormongering and hurling false and
wholly unsubstantiated allegations against people whose views differ from
their own. This makes more difficult the task of the professional investigator.
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erstand why it is.not possible for me to comment in the manner
you have indicated relative to the other individual you mentioned. Likewise,

Tolsen
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Your letter of April 11th has been received, and I can ungder

! "Mr. W. Cleon Skousen entered on duty with the FBJ as a clerk
on October 24, 19385, in which capacity he served until June 17, 1940, when
= |-the became a Special Agent, He voluntarily resigned the latter position on
- |October 5, 1051. Mr. Skousen is no longer associated with the FBI and his
& 8 opinioﬁp are strictly his own and do not represent this Bureau in any way. /
. o

neither makes evaluations nor draws conclusions as to the character or integ-

._____the pame reasons preclude me from commenting on Pyl
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The FBI belng an investigative agency of the Federal Government

In view of this, ] am sure
bifeations not prepared

bEI.H




-

. .
I B )
4‘ ﬁ;“ &
\,a!, _

i

‘Sister Mary Shaun

May 1 suggest, however, that in your personal evaluation
any organization or publication you give careful consideration
8 and whether they are being achieved through orderly,

* Enclosed is some literature 1 hope you will find to be of

interest.

Sincerely yours,
3. Bdgar Hoover

John Edgar Hoover
Director

Enclosures (4)
The Courage of Free Men (2-22-62 Speech)
Let's Fight Communism Sanely!

Communism and The Knowledge To Combat It!
Shall It Be Law or Tyranny?

NOTE: Bufiles contain no derogatory nor additional pertinent information
regarding Sister Shaun with whom we have had limited correspondence. Last
outgoing 4-12-61. Reprints not being duplicated.
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Notre Dame Convent

681 Lawrence Road
Trenton 8, New Jersey

April 11, 1962
Dear Sir;

A recent pamphlet on Communism warned readers
to be aware of "experts' on Communism who had been former
members of the F.B.1. Having read "The Naked Communist" by
Skousen, a former member of the F.B.I., I would appreciate your
opinion on the warning as well as Skousen and his book. I it wouldn't
be too much additional trouble I would be grateful to know your opinion
of Dr Fred Schwarz, his book "You Can Trust the Communists" and
his Anti-Communism Crusade.

We are jincorporating a course on Communism in
our history classes at the present time but much of the literature
appearing from day to day is often contradictory and creates new
problems.

I would be most grateful for your advice in this matter.

Sincerely yours,

Sister Mary Shaun

ne, dotl. b <loe
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Notre Dame onvent
681 Lawnenee Road
Teenton 8, New gguzy
Tele. Room.
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Dr. John E/ 8lson, Jr. -
Glendora Medidql Center oz =
118 West Alosta Avenue —E R
Glendora, California o

Q

2 o

T -~

Dear Dr. Olson:

Your letter of April 19, 1962, with enclosure, has
been received, and I want to thank you for your kind sentiments
and gracious comments concerning my administration of the FBI.
I am glad to know of your interest in my book, '"Masters of Deceit,"
and literature issued by this Bureau.

With respect to the publication you enclosed, fam
unable, as a matter of policy, to comment on any item not prepared
by this Bureau. I am sure you will understand my position in this

regard,
2 ('—!:

"7 /™ Relative to your inquiry on my article which appeared
in the Febrdary, 1862, issue of the "American Bar Association

| Journal," Lhad in mind those lndividuals who have not taken the time
to inform themselves about the strategy, fallacies and aims of
communism. Too often such individuals are motivated by an incorrect
- understanding of the true facts which, of course, leads to false judg-
. ~ ments and erroneous conclusions. In this regard, the FEI is strictly
‘ an investigative agency of the Federal Government.and neither makes

evaluations nor draws conclusions as to the charac{er or @egrity of

™" any organization, publication or individual, :;s
‘c, N
J’\ In view of your interest, enclosed&g a cumplete text

of this article, together with some other material Ihope‘ will be of
assistance to you in your study of the communist menaceb
vind

Tolson
Belmont 4t

Mohe

Callohan
Conrad

Del.oach . P X b
Evans * ‘ : 4 s

alone ’f . . . ; *
go;en%& / ‘\ ‘ /
Sullivan - - [ |

Tavel Enclosures (5) ! (See note and enclosures next page)
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Dr. John E. Olson, Jr.

Enclosures (5)

Shall It Be Law or Tyranny?

"Faith in God--Our Answer To Communism"
What You Can Do To Fight Communism
4-17-62 Internal Security Statement

Let's Fight Communism Sanely!

NOTE: Bufiles contain no record of correspondent. The author of
the publication he enclosed, Richard D. Poll, wrote to the Bureau
in April, 1961, requesting information on an individual he believed
had been a former employee. This letter was acknowledged on
4-10-61 and he was advised we had no record of such an individual.
The publication has been called to our attention in the past and the
quotation of the Director's on the cover is taken from Mr. Hoover's
article entitled '"Shall It Be Law or Tyranny?' and it is correct.
The speech by Assistant Director DeLoach which correspondent
refers to was made in St. Louis on 1-26-62 before a meeting of the
American Bar Association.
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Joux E. Ovson, Jr., M.D.
Glendora Medica] Center
118 West Alosta Avenue

Glendora, California

April 19, 1962
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¥r, J. Edgar Hoover P :

Director of the FBI
iashiington D.C. W Cleon
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4 Miss Gandy_____ ¢
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Dear Mr. Hoover:

TRUMPET GIVES AN UNCERTATIN

L recent publication,
the front cover as folldws:

11, You are quoted
ddeily

"*Today far toQ mény self-styled experts on communism ,

are plying the highways of America giving erroneous &

and distorted information.'® Re y| ca te) ¢

“The author fails to quote the warning you also gave pertaining*“to"'cmr _ 7
youth and education in THE COMMUNIST PARTY LINE, Senate Document No. 59 Ry
September 23, 1961, I quote:

"thile minimizing the influence of conservative campus .
.groups, the party finds considerable encouragement in
the growth of what it describes as ‘liberal student
political parties' and 'Marxist- and Socialist-oriented
groups' on college campuses throughout the country."

You see I have also read THE COMMUNIST PARTY LINE and THEAHAKED COMMUNIST, ,
and I certainly do not get the implication from your exc t advice that
the author attempts to convey in his critique against THE R COMMUNIST
and its author, W, Cleon Skousen. THIS TRUMPET GIVES AN UNCERTAIN ,SOUND
appears to me to be a direct attempt to discredit THE NAKED COMMUNIST and
W. Cleon Skousen., You seem to be quoted out of context as to,d:u'ect mean=
ing of your statement, -

I am inclosing
SOUND, by Richard D.,

v Zenead t R -

-

In the University of Utah student publieation, THE DAILY UTAH CHRONICLE,
dated April 13, 1962, there is an article entitled THE ROUND TABLE by Chuck
Akerlow, Chronicle Columnist. This article is a biased review of Profsssor
Poll's critique against THE NAKED COMMUNIST. The author also concludes his
review with your quotation, the direct implication being given that. your
remarks refer to W. Cleon Skousen and THE NAKED COMMUNIST. u e

i .

On page"fg of THIS TRUMPET GIVES AN UNCERTAIN SOUND, the following

stateunent is made quoting one of your assistants:

13
[?’t ﬁ/?’t "Skousen is no readier than his Anti-Communist assoc:ggt%sl
%g,/ to name names or clite evidence to support his vague and
P comprehengiye attack on Church leadership in America
E Cartha «gzggloach, assistant’ director of the Federalqél (/ 75/6 ? *@5
BoL 233‘ Bure WML Investigation, very recently 'assailed persons™ — " o5
_0%\3 ro about the: -eountry? charging that such fields as
pe igion, education and labor were being infiltrated by © Am.afr’ 1952 V.
7-2¢- munists ~and Commmunist mﬁizers. Stremuous and / §Y
ﬁMfﬂ o devu.ous; Red.efforts continue,“he told a seminar of the ,
. 4 K
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American Bar Association, but there has been no sub-
stantial infiltration of these areas. (Salt Lake
Tribune, Jamuary 28, 1962, p. 14A)"

The implied meaning given by the author to this statement does not appear
to be in harmony with your testimony before the House SubCommittee on
Appropriations, March 6, 1961, pertaining to "Commnist front and Commun-
ist infiltrated organizations.®

I quote your testimony:

IThey have infiltrated every conceivable sphére of

. .activity; youth groups; radio, television, and
motion picture industries; chureh, school and edu-
cational and eultural groups; the press; naticnality
minority groups and civil and political units."

I would certainly appreciate clarification of the apparent misuse of
your statements and those of your assistant, Cartha D. Deloach, as they
pertain to W. Cleon Skousen and THE NAKED COMMINIST if your position allows
you to do so. I would certainly like to know if the "self.styled" experts
to which you refer includes W. Cleon Skouseén. I would also appreciate any
coments you would be allowed to make referable to THE NAKED COMMUNIST,

I am not a2 member of the John Birch Society, nor do I intend to join.
I try to withhold judgment if I have no factual knowledge. I am Vice-
President of our local school board, and am an active member of the Church
of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints. I have read fairly extensive in an
effort to inform myself about Communism. Your numerocus publications have
been a source of knowledge and truth. I have always felt MASTERS OF DECEIT
and THE NAKED COMMUNIST go hand in hand, and I always advise anyone asking
me about Communism to start with MASTERS OF DECEIT and follow with THE
NAKED COMMUNIST, I have read numerous goverrment pamphlets and reports,
and books by reliable former counter-spies., One of the most intriguing
books on methods of operation by the Communists is THE REDS TAKE A CITY by
John W, Riley’ Jro' and Wilbur Schram’ 3-9510 It pemins to how the Reds
took Seoul, all from thelr own captured documents. It substantiates every-
thing in your book. :

. In closing may I conclude by saying that I see nothing wrong with
encouraging people to become informed about Communism out of the best books
available. The study should be kept at an educational level. I am well
aware that the President of owr Church, David 0. McKay, recommended that
every member of the Church read THE NAKED COMMUNIST in General Conference,
October, 1959, I must admit this makes me somewhat biased in my approach
to any eritique against THE NAKED COMMUNIST by an intellectual (pseudo-
intellectual?) university professor, Brigham Young University not withstand.
ing. Nevertheless, it is for Mr. Skousen, not me, to answer this attack,

I am sure he will in a kindly way.

May the Lord bless you and uphold you in your wonderful work in helping
to mainta.in liberty and freedom in this blessed land of ours.

cer yomrs,
(1
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: 'Todcxy far too many self-styled experts on com- \
munism are plying the highways of America
| giving erroneous and distorted information.”

* ]. EDGAR HOOVER

s

a
review

of
W. CLEON SKOUSEN'S

THE NAKED COMMUNIST

by

RICHARD D. POLL




"For if the trumpet give an uncertain sound,
who shall prepare bimself to the battle?”

I Corinthians 14:8

This Trumpet
Gives
An Uncertain Sound

Review
of
W. Cleon Skousen’s
THE NAKED COMMUNIST

by

RICHARD D. POLL




FOREWORD

>

Becanse 1 am listed in the preface of The Naked Communist as having
helped with research at Brigham Young University from which the book ulti-
mately developed, I have felt impelled to set forth some of the reasons why I
do not wish to be understood as endorsing the volume. This lack of enthusiasm
is widely shared by colleagues in history, political science and economics in the
universities of Utah and elsewhere. Lowis C. Midgley, Edwin B. Morrell, Melvin
P. Mabey and Van L. Perkins made particularly helpful suggestions. The Utah
Citizens for Positive American Goals, the Salt Lake Chapter of the American
Civil Liberties Union, and many friends encouraged publication znd helped to
meet the initial costs. Sincere thanks to all of these. The responsibility for the
review is, of course, solely mine. If it provokes a closer study of the realities of
Communism and a more dispassionate discussion of ways to meet the Red
challenge, it will have served its purpose.

RICHARD D. POLL

Brigham Young University
Provo, Utah .
March 1962

Copyright 1962 by Richard D. Poll




THIS TRUMPET GIVES AN UNCERTAIN -SOUND

A Review

W. Cleon Skousen, The Naked Communist. 9th ed., 1961, 408 pp.

Although The Naked Communisi is a best seller in the Anti-Communist |
movement, it has disqualifying shortcomings as a source of informatjon and as
a guide for action against the Communist menace.

Objections to the book include:

The inadequacy and inaccuracy of its scholarship.

The incorrectness of its analysis of Communism.

The inaccuracy of its historical narrative.

The unsoundness of its program for governmental action.

The extreme partisanship of its program for individual action.

The objectionable character of the national movement of which it is a
part.

O

In the following znalysis, only rather obvious errors and distortions are
cited, to avoid the necessity of detailed explanation and annotation, Every
assertion about historical fact and political theory can be documented from reli-
able authorities. A truly scholarly dissection of The Naked Communist would
be voluminous. :

1. Inadequacy and inaccuracy of scholarship.

While W. Cleon Skousen admittedly bases his claim to expertness on
Communism primarily en his FBI experience and continuing contact with inside

* sources, inaccessible to ordinary scholars, one might expect his book to show

familiarity with the works and authors generally regarded as authorities on
Communism, Russia and contemporary history. It does not.

The 9th edition of The Naked Communist, latest available, lists 109
hibliographical entries (pp. 379-384), only 16 of which have been published
since 1940, R, N. Catew Hunt, The Theory and Practice of Communiim: An
Introduction (1957), cne of the best short treatments of its subject, has a criti-
cal bibliography of 155 items, 98 of which are post-1940; Skousen cites only 16
works found in the Carew Hunt list. Even more substantial differences are
found between the Skousen bibliography and those of scholars like Sidney Hook,
Henry B. Mayo and Merle Fainsod.

Queried on this point, Skousen has admitted that most of his research was
done years ago. Most recent scholarship, he states, can safely be ignored because
the academic experts of today will be proved as wrong as the experts of earlier
years. Only a very limited group of ex-Communists, ex-FBI undercover agents,

3




ex-military leaders and sensational journalists appear acceptable to Skousen as
witnesses on the Communist conspiracy.

Yet the book projects an air of scholarship by freely using such phrases as
“experts on Marxism have known” (p. 5), “diplomatic strategists advocated”
(p. 126), "official reports tell” (p. 123), “economists have pointed out” (p.
326), and “leaders in literally hundreds of experiments concur” (p, 344).
There are at least a hundred such phrases, almost never annotated even where
quotation marks are used; 61 quotations are not documented at all.

Use of quotations is frequently questionable. Minor discrepancies occur in
citations of the Communist Manifesto (pp. 45, 47, 67). Lenin's famous testa-
ment (p. 121) is not accurately rendered, and Otto Ruhle’s characterizafion of
Karl Marx (p. 9) is substantially distorted by omitting part of the passage.
Dmitry Manutlsky's oft-quoted statement, . . . we shall smash them with our
clenched fist,” agpears twice (pp. 208, 288), despite questions about its authen-
ticity; the second citation is vaguely footnoted as “Pravda, November, 1931,"
although the head of the Slavic and Central European Division of the Reference
Department of the Library of Congress declares that the quotation does not
appear in this or any other published Soviet source with which his office is
tamiliar,

The famous "Communist Timetable of Conquest” is described by Senator
William F. Knowland, who first published it in the Congressional Record (Vol.
100, pp. 5707-08), as “some information which came to me purporting to be
an outline of Mao Tse-tung’s memorandum on the new program for world
revolution, carried to Moscow by Chou En-lai in March of 1953." The Naked
Communist (p. 254) declares that the document was captured by U. S. military
intelligence and that it represents settled policy: . . . Red leaders decided to
set up a timetable of conquest for the entire world and then take it continent
by continent.”

Parenthetically, this “Timetable”~a staple in the professional Anti-
Communist diet—begins by crediting all the Communist successes to the “pro-
found leadership” and “able and correct guidance” of “Comrade Stalin,” It
predicts: "By 1960 China’s military, economic and industrial power will be so
developed that with a mere show of force by the Soviet Union and China, the
mling clique of Japan will capitulate” It also foretells: “With Asia and Aftica
disconnected with the capitalist countries in Europe, there will be 2 total eco-
nomic collapse in Western Europe.” The boast that “Twenty years from now
1973] world revolution will be an accomplished fact!” squares badly with
Khrushchev's recent announcement to the 22nd Communist Party Congress that
in 1980 the Soviet Union will be economically ahead of the still functiening and
still capitalistic United States. As prophecy, the "Red Timetable” hardly seems
worth the attention which Skousen accords it.

2. Incorrectness of analysis of Communism.

In his zeal to demonstrate the absolute evil of Communism, Skousen de-
scribes Marxist-Leninist theory in terms to which serious exception can be taken.
Since Communism, accurately described, is no less repugnant to the American
way of life than the Skousen version, only a few inaccuracies will be cited.
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“Communism undertakes to replace Judaic-Christian morals with a com-

- plete absence of morals.” (p. 52) Communism argues that morals aze relative

to the stage of development of human society and has different sets for capitalist
and Comumunistic societies.

“Everything is a product of accumulated accident. There is no design.
There is no law.” (p. 354) Communism is strongly deterministic and predicts
its own victory on the basis of the laws of histery which are fundamental in
Marxist thought.

The indiscriminate lumping of all forms of atheism, agnosticism, relativism,
collectivism, totalitarianism, nihilism and Hegelian idealism into a category
called “materialism"” permits identifying all forms of wickedness with Marxism,”
but it does not produce a clear or accurate conception of Communist *dialectical
materialism.” (pp. 33-42, 347-78)

The exposute of Communtst fallacies (pp. 61-88) ignores the substantial
changes which have occurred in the content of that ideology over the years.
We are reminded that the goal of world revolution remains, but we read nothing
about the drastic and repeated revamping of doctrine on such basic matters as
nationalism, family life, wages and distribution, property ownership, party
organization and tactics, coexistence with capitalism, and the sequence and
timetable of revolution. The transformation of Communism from a worldwide
revolutionary crusade into a tool of Soviet and Chinese foreign policies is ex-
tenstvely developed (pp. 109-54), but the logical conclusion that the threat of
Communism to the United States now lies more in the realm of power politics
than ideological subversion is rejected. Presumably the recent macabre campaign
against Stalin and the Sino-Soviet wrangle over Albania are simply stage mancu-
vers to deceive the West,

More reliable analyses of Communism are to be found in Carew Hunt,
already cited, and in Henry B, Mayo, Introduction to Marxist Theory (1960).
Less technical but helpful are the paperbacks by Sidney Hook, Marx and ihe
Marxisty (1935); Harry and Bonaro Overstreet, What We Must Know Abont
Communism (1958); Alfred G. Meyer, Communism (1960); and Arthur P,
Mendel (ed.), Essential Works of Marxirm (1961). ]J. Edgar Hoover, Masters
of Deceit (1958) is very valuable on Communism in America.

3. Inaceuracy of historical narrative.

Since none of the standard treatments of Russian history, recent United
States history or recent international relations is apparently utilized, the limita-
tions of The Naked Communist as history can be expected to show. They do.

Some of the discrepancies are minor matters of fact, like the identification
of Bakunin’s anarchism and the Russian Populist movement with Marexism (pp.
24, 91-93) and the declaration that 46,000,000 Russian peasants were still serfs
in 1885 (p. 90). Serfdom was abolished in 1861, but the condition of the
peasants improved very slowly and populism, anarchism, Marxism and several
other forms of radicalism were propagated among them in the late 19th and
early 20th centuries.

More serious are interpretations of history in which Skousen breaks with
most scholarly writers. Very doubtful generalizations include:
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1. United States recognition prevented the overthrow of Stalin in 1933,
{pp. 124-26) From the assertion in one journalistic biography that Stalin faced
imminent overthrow in 1932 and the obvious fact that he was in control of
affairs by 1934, Skousen draws the conclusion that U, S. recognition explains
the shift. The difference between stating that recognition was one of sevetal
factors which improved Stalin'’s {)rospects and inferring that he might have failen
if recognition had been withheld may seem a subtle one, but it is the kind of
distinction which a reader of this book must constantly make. It is the distinction
between Skousen’s "devil theory” of history and objective analysis of the muiti-
ple causes of important historical developments.

2. "World War II was fomented and used by the Russian leaders™ as part
of their strategy of Communist expansion. (pp. 155-61) One Soviet officer
who defected prior to 1939 is relied on for this interpretation, That Stalin
feared war anrf maneuvered rathlessly to turn Hitler toward the West is clear,
but that he wanted war and expected to direct it toward world revolution is
contradicted by the surprise, dismay and almost panic with which he reacted to
the German attack in 1941.

3. “Anyone familiar with the Communist Constitution of Russiz will
recognize in the United Nations Charter a similat format.”” {p. 172) This is
on a par with the declaration that a present goal of Communist policy is to
"Promote the UN as the only hope for mankind.” (p. 260) The similarity
which Skousen sees is between the “fervent declaration of democratic principles”
in each document and the “constitutional restriction and procedural limitation”
which follow. The preamble and “checks and balances’” in the United States
Constitution can with equal validity be cited to show that the UN Charter
follows our model. But the author of The Naked Commaunist is so intent on
making the UN a part of the Communist conspiracy that he ignores the obvious
and continuing Soviet effort to discredit and destroy that organization.

4. The Communist victory in China was caused by American “stupidity,
incompetence or worse.” (pp. 181-89, 251} Skousen belongs to that group of
Americans who are convinced that our country can never lose except when
someone deliberately chooses to give in. There is no place in his world view for
arcumstances beyond control, dilemmas, or even honest errors in judgment.
That the Communist conquest of China wasa disaster is clear, but that it could
have been prevented by anything less than a military intervention so great as to
have been against our national interest is still disputed by many Americans who
are neither “stupid, incompetent or worse.”

5. 'The Castro victory in Cuba resulted from the same “'stupidity,” in-
competence or worse” in Washington, Batista being described in very apologetic
terms. (pp. 237-52) A single highly partisan and sensationalistic work 1s given
as authorsty. The comments made In the preceding paragraph apply here, too;
Batista and Castro were a choice of evils, and against the background of a Latin
America in genuine political, economic and social revolution, the policy prefer-
ence for Castro does not require treason for explanation. The fact that the
United States can crush Castro by force if it becomes in our vital interest to do
So, argues against panicking while we try to help his own follies to destroy
him and the Communist beachhead in Latin America.
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6. "Without our tolerance and help the Communist empire would never
have become the second strongest power in the earth,” (p. 288) This is the
book's historical thesis, and the eminent British historian, D. W, Brogan, had
something like it in mind when he wrote during the McCarthy era: “Many,
very many Americans, it seems to me, find it inconceivable that an American
policy, announced and cartied out by the American government, acting with
the support of the American people, does not immediately succeed. If it does
not, this, they feel, must be becanse of stupidity or treason.” (Quoted by
James E. Clayton in The Washington Post, August 8, 1961). Apart from its
mgccuracy, the “scapegoat theory' of history blinds us to real problems, real
causes, and practical approaches to problem-solving. -

The pervasive insistence that at almost every crucial juncture since 1933
the United States has taken the wrong course in her dealings with Russia and
Communism, that in every case a better alternative was available, and that the
failure to pursue that alternative reflects “stupidity, incompetence or worse,” is
not only historically objectionable but almost certain to undermine public con-
fidence in our fundamental governmental institutions and processes.

4, Unsoundness of program for governmental action.

Its recommendations for action are paramount objections to The Naked
Communist, Skousen's own excuse for inaccuracies which have been pointed out
to him is that the important job, after all, is to alert people to the Red menace.
But if the programs proposed for the aroused citizenry are improper, even
dangerous, then Goethe's observation becomes timely:

“There it nothing 10 tervible as ignorance in action.”

The Skousen formulas for governmental and individual action are set forth
in Chapter XII, “The Future Task." (9th ed., pp. 253-88) The chapter begins
with the dubious “Communist Timetable,” already discussed. By the book’s
own analysis, none of the sperific commitments in the timetable has yet been
achieved; still the conclusion is reached: “Some phases of this plan of conquest
have been frustrated, but other phases are far ahead of expectations. Considered
overall, the Communist Timetable of Conquest is alarmingly close to being
right on schedule.” (p. 258)

Next is a 45-point list of “"Cutrent Communist Goals” (pp. 259-62), which
needs only to be compared with J. Edgar Hoover's The Communist Party Line,
to reveal how wide of the mark Skousen is. (Hoover's statement was published
on September 23, 1961, by the Senate Internal Secusity Subcommittee as Serate
Document No. 59, 87th Cong., 1st Sess.) Items 4, 9, 11, 22, 38, 39 and 45 on
the Skousen list are incredible. A number of the others are given unwarranted
application in the programs which this book advocates.

Skousen’s proposals for governmental action against the Communist threat
abroad are: (pp. 263-275)

1. Expel Russia and her satellites from the UN.
2. Sever diplomatic relations with all the Commuaist naticns.
3. Establish a complete economic blockade of the Communist world.

7




This program will purportedly aggravate economic distress within the Red
bloc, cause satellite uprisings, and lead to the speedy collapse of the whole Com-
munist system. To use Skousen’s phrase, this is the way “to pull the blustering’
bully down.” (p. 5) : :

That the program has virtually no acceptance outside the professional Anti-
Communist movement invites skepticism. Obvious questions include:

How will the cooperation of more than 90 other non-Communist nations
be secured, without which the program cannot be implemented? Will all non-
cooperators be added to the quarantined group? Is this not a program for isolat-
ing the United States, rather than isolating our adversary? Even if it were in the
interest of the United States, it is not within our power to impose such a program
on the UN ot the world community.

What justifies the confidence in non-recognition and non-intercourse when
they have consistently fziled to produce desired results in the past? Non-inter-
course prcciFDitated the War of 1812; non-recognition had no measurable effect
on Russia from 1917 to 1933; and non-recognition and non-intercourse have
neither intimidated nor overthrown the Red Chinese regime.

What is Skousen's evidence of the economic vulnerability of the Communist
bloc? Their third of the world has abundant manpower, lacks few basic resources,
and is, at a terrible price, developing technology and industrial capacity. To
outdistance the Soviets in production competition and make a lie of Khrush-
chev’s boast to bury us is essential and within our power, but economic warfare
has little to contribute to this generation-long race. There is a place for selective
economic pressures in stimulating negotiations or in adding to the difficulties
of weak governments. But even the blocking of food sales from a China in
famine is as likely to increase the terrorism and belligerence of the Red rulers
as it 1s to produce theit overthrow.

What happens if our author is wrong and his program simply divides the
world totally without producing revolution in the Communist part? Orwell's
1984 might be one result; a war of desperation might be another. If the Com-
munist leaders are as ideologically dedicated as this book insists, there is every
likelihood that they will prefer war to surrender. If they are, as much evidence
suggests, hard-headed political realists, then they can best be dealt with by pro-
grams which do not reduce the choices to ""all or nothing at all.”

5. Extreme partisanship of program for individual action,

This is the most undesirable feature of The Naked Communist, because
here Skousen makes clear what he is really after, and this is what too many
patriotic and well-meaning citizens are accepting as true Americanism.

The thesis ir: "Fighting Communism, Socialism and the subversion of
contitutional government is everybody's job.” (p. 275).

The technique is to define anything which disagrees with Skousen's ultra-
conservatzve opinions as “Communism, Socidism and subversion,” and so to
equate patriotism and morality with veading certain one-sided books and support-
ing a highly partisan political, economic and social creed.
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The section entitled “What Can the Ordinary Individual Do? (pp. 275-
88) spells things out in detail. Here are a few illustrations:

From "Suggestions 1o Parents” (pp. 276-77):

"Do not fall for the ‘permissive’ school of psycholegy which says discipline
will harm human development. Such thinking produces hoodlums with mal-
adjusted personalities who are likely to fall for every ‘ism’ that comes along.”
Because Skousen disproves of modern psychology and “progressive education,”
he sets up a “straw man” which corresponds to no responsible viewpoint in
either field and then makes a patriotic requirement ont of knocking it over.

“Be active in PTA. If you are not, Communists and centralized plannefs
will take over.” Making synonyms out of such words as "Communist, centralized
planner, socialist, welfare stater, liberal” and even “internationalist” and “de-
segregationist” is a standard technique of the extreme right; Skousen avoids
only the last of these in his vocabulary of nn-Americanisms. ], Edgar Hoover
and other unimpeachable patriots have warned that the linking of all types of
political reformism or dissent with Communism does a real disservice to the
country.

"Where you have older children, make current events part of the dinner
table talk. Be quick to point out left-wing slanting of news, TV or radio broad-
casts. There is far more of this slanting than most people realize.” No names
are named, it being 2 conventional alarmist technique to suggest that danger is
everywhere by locating it nowhere. From his argument elsewhere, one must
infer that “left-wing slanting” means speaking without emotion about social
security, labor unions or Nehru and that the loyal commentators are Dan Smoot,
Fulton Lewis, Jr., and Clarence Manion.

From “Suggestions for Teachers” (pp. 277-80):

“Beware of those who come pretending to help education when they are
trying to seize control of education, Socialist and Communist planners have
ambitions to elimipate aif local centrol. . . ." “Be alert to the fact that education
was infiltrated by the Socialist-Communist contingent over thirty-five years
ago. . . . Because they were hard workers they gained sweeping control of some
of our most respected institutions.” Again, no names, no ecvidence, and the
lumping together of diverse radicalisms as a single, omnipresent enemy. John
Dewey, Columbia Teachers College and advocates of Federal aid to education
as as liable to criticism as other elements in our free society, but they are not
products of the Communist conspiracy.

"Watch for slanted passages in textbooks. Socialist authors have invaded the
textbook field. . . . ‘Brainwashing in the High Schocls,” by E. Merrill Root, is
an analysis of 11 American history books which reflect the destructive left-wing
anzlysis.” To Skousen, “socialist authors” are apparently writers who find any-
thing wrong with American policies and leaders prior to 1932 or anything right
about them since the advent of the New Dealers. Root’s chauvinism is so blatant
that he cbjects to applying the term “imperialism” to our country's relations with
the Philigpines and Panama at the turn of the century. Other titles suggested for
teachers by the author of The Naked Communist (pp. 278-79) are of the same
intemperate quality.




“Encourage patriotic speakers at school assemblies. Excellent films are also
available.” A Skousen favorite is "'Communism on the Map,” which is now being
replaced by an up-dated version called "Communism 1961." The replacement
corrects some of the factual errors but stresses the same grim theme that the
world is already mostly lost to Communism-socialism-welfare statism-liberalism.
The film's producer, Glenn A. Green, has since become a field representative
of the John Birch Society.

From “Suggestions for Businessmen” (pp. 281-83):

“Work for a more equitable tax structure which is not arbitrary and con-
fiscatory.” This is a metitorious suggestion, but of limited relevance to fighting
Communism, unless the author belongs to that school which brands the income
tax as a Communist device which ought to be abolished.

"Be careful not te contribute to an organization until you know it is a bona
fide patriotic group. . . . If you are a member of the American Security Council,
you can check en any organization or any individual through their files.” Skou-
sen is field director of the American Security Council, which declares itself to be
the largest civilian clearing house for “factual information about Communistm
and other statist activities.” It maintains files on a very large number of people
who have been active in liberal, radical or genuinely subversive enterprises and
draws no clearer distinctions between these categories than does its field repre-
sentative. -

From "Suggestions to the Press” (pp. 285-86}:

“In fulfilling the task of exposing crime, corruption and ineffictency in the
American culture, be careful not to destroy confidence in Ametican institutions.”
Apparently no such responsibility rests upon those who describe thirty years of |
American history and government in terms of 'stupidity, incompetence or
worse.”

From "Suggestions for Ministers” (pp. 286-88):

“The churches became a major target for Communist-Socialist infiltzation
many years 2g0. These people were successful in capturing many key positions
in a number of important religious organizations. Some religious leaders openly
advocate and defend Communist principles.” Skousen is no readier than his
Anti-Communist associates to name names or cite evidence to support this vague
and comprehensive attack on church leadership in America. Cartha D. DeLoach,
assistant director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, very recently “assailed
persons ‘who go about the country’ charging that such fields as religion, educa-
tion and labor were being infiltrated by Communists and Communist sympathiz-
ers.” Strenuous and devious Red efforts continue, he told a seminar of the
American Bar Association, but there has been no substantial infiltration of these
areas, (Salt Lake Tribune, January 28, 1962, p. 14A) '

“Be alert to detect those who use ‘Social Christianity’ to cover up the fact
that they are not Christians at all.” Skousen’s inference that Christians whe do
not share his own rigorous fundamentalism are probably subversive is unfair,
and his insistence on linking loyalty with religious commitment is unwarranted.
Communism is certainly a dire threat to organized religion, but it is also a threat
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to the unchurched, the pagan, the agnostic, the humanist, and even the atheist
who believes in human Freedom. Sincere and patriotic opponents of Communism
may be found in all these categories.

"Be alert to the drive by certain analytical psychiatrists to have ministers
accept their amoral philosophy.” This should be considered in connection with
Skousen's statement {p. 262) that one of the Communist goals is to "Dominate
the psychiatric profession and use mental health laws as a means of gaining
coercive control over those who oppose Communist goals.” To the person who
sees the psychiatrist's couch as a too] of subversion, the conclusion readily fol-
lows: “Today Communism is advancing on alf fronts.” (p. 288)

»

Finally, from "Suggestionr for Studenis” {pp. 280-81):

“When you run across dedicated Socialists, remember that the only differ-
ence between a Socialist and a Communist is the method of takeover, . . . In
reality the two are twins.”

The writer of this review is no Socialist (or Communist, for that matter),*
but he insists that this kind of blurred thinking ill-equips students or adult citi-
zens to make the accurate distinctions and judgments essential in answering the
tremendous question: "What are the proper functions of government in modern
society ?"" Because Skousen unceasingly hammers the point that every increase in
governmental activity is a step down the Ambush Trail to collectivist despotism,
examination of that argument seems appropriate here.

First, it is important to remember that the term “socialist” has a very
specialized meaning in Marxist-Leninist thought as it has evolved in the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics. It is the system which prevails during the “dictator-
ship of the proletariat™ stage of history, when wage and class distinctions and
police state measures are regarded as necessary and proper, This "socialism™ does
not precede the Communist seizure of power, it foliows it. As early as 1936
Stalin said that the USSR was nearing the close of this “transitional” period; as
late as 1961 Khrushchev said it again. Actually, the stateless, classless society
of “pure communism” is no nearer in the Soviet Union than it was 40 years ago,
and there is much to suggest that it is unattainable by the road which the Com-
munist regimes are currently following.

In any case, this is not the meaning which is given to the word “'socialism”
by those, like the author of The Naked Communist, who identify socialism with
Communism in their propaganda against governmental programs with which
they disagree. They mean “socialism™ in the generalized sense of governmental
ownership or direction of the means of production and distribution of goods or
services, and they feverently avow that all much measures lead inexorably to
Red dictatorship,

Three historically demonstrable points need to be made about this conten-
tion:

1. Socialism in a comprehensive or “blueprint for Utopia” sense has
never had very great appeal in the United States and has very few adherents

*I have been a delegate to the Utah State Republican Party Conventions
in 1952, 1954, 1956 and 1960, and I am convinced that the need for responsible
conservatism was never greater in America. RDP
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today. What numerically significant groups in our country are at present advocat-
ing the nationalization of any sector of our production and distribution system,
or even any substantial extension of controls? The basic commitment of the
whole American people to a private enterprise economy is probably stronger
now than at any other time since the Civil War.

2. Socialism in the more pragmatic sense of using government to support
of provide certain specific goods or services not satisfactorily obtainable else-
where has nos been regarded by any past American generation as incompatible
with our basic ideals about life, liberty and property. From public schools and
post offices we have moved with changing circumstances to national and state
parks, freeways and social security, being satisfied that no fundamental threat to
liberty exists as long as we can modify or abolish programs if we wish, or “throw
the rascals out” if they administer them too bacﬁy. We have not regarded our
government as an enemy, as Skousen and his fellow rightists apparently do.

3. The strongest and most vigorous democracies in the world—and our
best allies—are nations which combine a high degree of private enterprise with
broad public programs of a “‘welfare state” character. In all of these the Com-
munists have declined in numbers and influence since 19453, and the likelihood
of any of them succumbing to Red subversion is virtually nil. The danger of
Communist revolution is greatest today in those areas where governments are
most indifferent to human needs. It is noteworthy, incidentally, that The Naked
Communist has no substantial suggestions on how to prevent the Communists
from captuting the "revolution of rising expectations” which is now sweeping
these areas.

This reviewer has repeatedly invited Skousen and other advocates of the
“liberalism-is-socfalism-is-communism”™ persuasion to name a single nation in
human history which has traversed the Ambush Trail from democratic “welfare
statism™ to Communism. The invitation s 2gain extended here.

There are valid and impressive conservative arguments against many cur-
rent proposals to extend the functions of government in such directions as educa-
tion, resource development, agriculture and medical care. But the contention that
they lead inevitably to dictatorship, and that those who support them are there-
fore, wittingly or unwittingly, helping the Communist conspiracy, is ref one of
them. In promoting the viewpoint. The Naked Communist makes no contribu-
tion to enlightened public discussion of domestic political issues or to the devel-
opment of healthy citizenship attitudes among students.

6, Objectionable character of Skousen’s Anti-Communist movement,

Much of the market for The Naked Communist is in connection with
“Anti-Communist Seminars,” “Freedom Forums” and "‘Project Alerts,” in which
inaccurate history and negative programs are expounded in an evangelical blend
of fear, hatred and pulse-pounding enthusiasm. Participants are admonished to
study Communism, and they end up buying tracts by Gerald L. K, Smith and his
racist cohorts, confessionals of ex-Communists, spy stories and other volumes
which excite more than they inform. They are aroused to fight Communism,
and they end up demanding U. 8. withdrawal from the UN and the firing of
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teachers who advocate federal aid to education. They are solicited to contribute
to the Anti-Communist crusade, and they end up subsidizing pamphlets calling
for the repeal of the income tax and the impeachment of Chief Justice Warren.
Skousen has apologized for the fact that, in one of his own rallies in Los
Angeles on December 13, 1961, 2 speaker said that the Chief Justice deserves
to be hanged, but one can still question the usefulness of an “educational cam-
paign™ which uses men of such opinions as teachers.

The fact that The Naked Communist is more temperate in tone than much
of the literature with which it keeps company and that it has some praiseworthy
things to say about religion, democracy and the American economic system
should not be permitted to obscure the fact that it is one of the most successful »
instruments in a propaganda campaign which blurs the REAL rswe of Com-
munism and perveris gennine Americanism.

To witness against The Naked Communist and the ultra-conservative move-
ment in which its author is a persuasive advocate, these statements are submitted
in conclusion: ¢

Editorial, “What Americanism Must Mean,” The Deseret Newr,
October 28, 1961, p. 6.

"The Growing Interest in Americanism being displayed in Utah and else-
where is highly commendable. But certain precautions must be observed if the
dangers of extremism are to be avoided.

“In this regard, the State Advisory Committee on Adult Education in
American Citizenship put its finger on a vital point the other day when it noted
that citizenship requires more than just anti-communism.

“In other words, it's not enough merely to be against something. What
we're for is far more important.

“This point can't be emphasized too strongly, especially in view of the
advent of individuals and groups that are arousing the public by stressing what
we're fighting against but are neglecting what we're fighting for. This can be
dangerous, especially if we sacrifice our own traditions and values in a mistaken
effort to ‘fight fire with fire.”

“Most of the things we stand for are embodied in our divinely inspired
Constitution of the United States; others are traditions of time-tested value,

“"We're for free speech and a free press. These rights were not intended
merely to permit expressions of support for whatever established authorities or
the majority of people decide is proper. These rights are designed to protect
those who disagree with the majority, who dissent from the established order,
who advance new and pethaps unorthodox ideas.

“We're for the right to dissent, the right to express all opinions regardless
of whether they are right or wrong. The dangers of forbidding such a right
were noted by John Stuart Mill, who said:

“If the opinion is right, men are deprived of the opportunity of
exchanging error for truth; if wrong, they lose, what is almost as great
a benetit, the clearer perception and livelier impression of truth, pro-
duced by its collision with error,
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hysteria, false alarms, misplaced apprehension by many of our citizens. We need
enlightenment about communism—but this information must be factual, acco-
rate and not tailored to echo personal idiosyncrasies. To quote an old aphorism,
we need more light and less heat.”” (ABA Journal)

“Unfortunately, there are those who make the very mistake the Commu-
aists are so careful to avoid. These individuals concentrate on the negative rather
than on the positive. They are merely against communism without being for any
positive measures to eliminate the social, political, and econemic frictions which
the Communists ate so adroit at exploiting,

“These persons would do well to recall a recent lesson from history. Both
Hitler and Mussolini were against communism. However, it was by what they»
stood for, not against, that history has judged them.” (Semate Doc. No. 59)

When such substantial and conservative journals as the Deserer News,

-Salt Lake Tribune (November 5, 1961}, Newsweek (December 4, 1961), Time

(December 8 1961) and Life (December 1, 1961) and such responsible citi-
zens as ]. Edgar Hoover, Dwight D. Eisenhower and John F. Kennedy raise
their voices against the Skousen approach to patriotism, this reviewer feels no
qualms of academic or civic conscience in passing negative judgment on The
Naked Communist,

Additional copies may be obtained from the author, 1159 Aspen Ave,
Provo, Utah. The price, postpaid, is $.25 per single copy; $2.25 for 10.
Quantity and trade prices available on request.
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Mr. Robert Df Deliwo
Dellwo, Rudolf and Grant
1010 Old National Bank Building
Spokane 1, Washington

Dear Mr. Dellwo:

Your letter of April 18th to Assistant Director
William C. Sallivan has been brought to my attention, and it
was good of you to invite him to speak on the subject of
communism and national defense in Spokane.

While we appreciate your invitation, the pres-
sure of official business ag well as Mr. Sullivan's uncertain
schedule precludes designating him to participate in the pro-
gram you mentioned. I regret we are unable to cooperate
with you in this matter but trust you will understand.

N\

Bincerely yours,

. 1, Edgar Hoovei
~ i a”"’\ \/
L AR G \ : =

L‘ S22 75 Beattle - Enclosure %2&”‘/

1 - Mr. William C. Sullivan

NOTE: Bufiles reflect Dellwo was a former Agent who EOD 6-29-42 and
resigned 5-8-48, He was given a good exit pefformance rating but his
SAC was of the opinion that Dellwo was a "schemer” and recommended
against reinstatement. On 12-26-50, in regard to a question concerning
his possible reinstatement, Mr. Tolson stated ""Give pp encouragement."
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It is noted Dellwo is on our mailing list tg ?%\he niform Crime
A

Reports bulletin, In William C. Sulh

our curtallment of speeches on communism, © ~0
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LAW OFFIlCES

DELLWO, RUDOLF & GRANT

1010 OLD NATIONAL BANK BUILDING

SPOKANE 1, WASHINGTON
MADISON 4-5369

ROBERT D. DELLWO
KERMIT M. RUDGLF
WIiILLIAM J. GRANT

Mr. William Sullivan

Assistant Director

Federal Bureau of Investigation
Washington, D. C.

Dear Bill:

April 18, 1962

We have just finished the treatment in Spokane in a large coliseum '"Freedom
Day" "Town Hall - Target Co§%xu5m The principal speakers in the evening
S

were Robert Morris and Cleo

kousen and in the afternoon were Dr. Wyvell,

Jose Norman and others. Whereas, about 2500 attended the afternoon session,
7500 attended theevening session. Without going into it, I am sure you
know exactly what they said, probably the same they have said every place
else. In general, the Robert Morris talk which was broadcast over radio
and TV was to the extent that we have been retreating from Communism since
1946, helping them instead of slowing them down by our ignorant stupid foreign
policies. “Skousen generally keeping the people scared and then at the end
of his talk enunciated what he termed an extremely simple solution to the
whole problem, First to send a shower of letters to our congressmen and-
senators to clean house in the state department. Second, to rewrite the UN
Charter, Third, to outlaw the Communist party. PFourth, to break relations
with the whole Sino-Soviet Bloc. Fifth, to use a universal embargo against
this bloc by all the other nations. His general approach was that on the
left was totalitarianism. On the right was anarchy. Along side of totalitarianism
was international communism, next to it was fasc¢ism, next to it were the socialists
then the social democrats, and in the middle were wings one and two of the
conservatives and liberals of the United States. His approach from there on out

ig probably quite familiar to you..

The main point of this letter is to point out that 7500 people attended the
evening meeting, there was a large radio audience and the whole thing was

televised. We feel we can put on a similar event at a later date with a completely
nev non-controversial sponsoring organization, presenting speakers of national
In this regard, is
there any possibility that you could participate in such a program,

l reputation on the subject of communism and national defense.

absolute and complete insulation from any of the extremist g}i

current Town Hall. If there is any possibility of this at a
on it. But if there isn't I would like to know in adya

|
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assuming
up that put on this
will go to work
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the matter. . g’ﬁ _
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Mr. William Sullivan -2- April 18, 1962

The family has been getting along exceedingly well. We just passed through
another swimming meet. I guess I told you that has become a sort of family
sport, One of our daughters is the Inland Empire champion. One of our boys

is quite a diver. We have two others who compete. All of them did exceptionally
well. We are being catapulted toward another summer which T hope we can

enjoy more leisurely than the last. BRut with so much activity, I suppose we

will be running all the time again.

We surely enjoyed seeing you and Marian in Washington. Should there be a
chance that you could get out to Spokane on the affair I mentioned above, it
would surely be nice if you could bring all the family or at least part of them.

Sincerély yours,

ROBERT D, DELLWO

RDD: fb
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TO : Mr. A H Be]_mont W paTE: April 24, 1962 Tavel
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Tolsen
Belmont

Mohr A
Callahan
Conrad

DeLoach
Evans

Memorandum

Trotter
Tele, Room

. 1- Mr. Belmont Holnes

e Y

FROM Mr. W. C. Su v?nww, 1- Mr. Mohr X o
/ —— 1 - Mr. DeLoach
SUBJECT: 1- Mr. M.A. Jones
( ROBERT DKLLWO 1- Mr. J.A. Sizoo

ATTORNEY-AT-LAW 1- Mr. D.E. Mooré
1010 OLD NATIONAL BANK BUILDING 1 - Mr. Sullivan
SPOKANE 1, WASHINGTON 10

Reference is made to the enclosed letter to me from the above-%é.pt% ned
person, a former FBI Agent who remains a very intelligent and staunc/h supporter
of the Bureau.

In this letter, he asks if I could lecture on communism to a gathering of
some 7, 500 people whom he thinks it is possible to organize in Spokane, Washington.
He would work out a complete program for the event at some convenient date.

While undoubtedly, this would be a worthwhile affair, I do not think the invitation
should be accepted in view of our curtailment of speeches on communism,

Further, it is to be noted that this event would be held as a counter

| to a similar affair held just recently in Spokane, where the principal speakers

were extreme right-wingers such as Cleon Skousen. Approximately 7, 500
attended this gathering. ,

I think it is of interest to the Bureau to note what Mr. Dellwo has to say
about Skousen: 7Y

"Skousen generally keeping the people scared and then at the end of his
talk enunciated what he termed an extremely simple solution to the whole
problem. First to send a shower of letters to our congressmen and senators
to clean house in the State Department. Second, to rewrite the UN Charter.
Third, to outlaw the Communist Party. Fourth, to break relations with the

whole Sino-Soviet Bloc, Fifth, to use a universa.l embargo aga t thi T
by all the other nations. His general approach was that on the f g?? é"“
totalitarianism. On the right was anarchy. Along side of totalitari ;;_.--= SEEWAS =
international communism, next to it was fascism, next to it Were, 1 Ts

then the social democrats, and in the middle were wings one an@ tWa'd
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Memorandum for Mr. Belmont

Re: Robert D, Dellwo
Attorney-At-Law
Spokane, Washington -

It is believed that a cordial letter from the Director, declining
the invitation, should be sent to Mr. Dellwo.

RECOMMENDATION:

This memorandum be referred to the Crime Records Division for
handling.
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‘uj Mr. W. Cleon Skousen
2197 Berkeley Street 5=
Salt Lake City, Utah e 3
: "y o=
Dear Mr. Skousen: - g -
I have received the copy of your book ~Z §
z =
entitled "So You Want To Raise A Boy?" It was 2 o3
NS
thoughtful of you to inscribe this book to me, and
I appreciate your kind comments.
! - Sincerely yours,
7 tﬁ ;.._,...37 /*""' ——
\/\ i u &L EdE&‘E Hm
NOTE: Skousen entered on duty on 10-24-35, as a Messenger,
was appointed an Agent on 6-17-40, and resigned 10-5-51, services
. satisfactory. Recently he has been most active in extreme right-
- wing organizations and any contacts with him have been most
circurps;::ect.
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. . OFF {CE OF DIRECTOR
7 ' FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGAT(ON

d UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE an
Mr. Cenrad
Mr. Deloa
April 19, 1962 ' \/< MF. Evans . —
' ) Mr. Malone______
The attached book, ""So You Want to :: ?u::nivan
Raise a Boy?"" by W. Cleon Skousen,  yr, raye
was mailed to the Director by The Mr. Trotter
NEnsign Publishing Company, P. O. Mr. Jones
" |Box 2316, Salt Lake City 10, Utah. Tele. Room—._ .
o e Miss Holmes

It has been inscribed as follows: W

"April 6, 1962
\} )
"To My Friend and Former "Bosi'x_
John Edgar Hoover
"Here is another book I was motivated in writing as
a result of my experience and training in the FBL
"I am only one of the millions of people to whom you
will always be a source of great affection and warm

admiration : Lol

"Sincerely e ) .

"W. Cleon SkouseI:‘L‘ﬁfV" " PERY. i

W gy - 47 l/étf; 5@

8 MAY 2 1962
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Tolsen
Belmont
* Mehr
Callghan
Conrad

Gp Lf /\//é g 5 / May 23, 1962

Reverend Harry H, '}b{atner L
Route 1 '
Oregon, Illinois

f{~' J’o\h(

Dear Mr ~elstoer:

Your letter of May 17, 1062, with enclozure,
has been recelveu.

s P

HIGY 3y

ir, Claoﬁz gkousen enteroc on duty with the
FBI as a clerk on CE:?SBer 24, 1995,"in which capaciiy he sorve.
until June 17, 1340, when he Decame a Special Agent. He volun-
tarily reslgneg the latter position on October 5§, 1951, My, Skomsen g
is no longer assoclated with the FBI and his opinlons are strictly =
his own azd do not represent thls Bureau In any way. I cannot,

therefore, make any comment regarding the contents of his book.

T 8
¥

eildIs g 7w

Tinclosed s some Hierature I thought would he
of interest to you. Some of & coatains suggestions all of vo can
use in fighting communiam, Maybe you will also want to read my
book, “'Masters of Daceit,” which was written with the hope it
would furnish Americans with an insight into the true nature of
communist activities. This book should be available at your local
library or bookstores. The seli-addressed, stamped cnvelope you

50 thougitfully forwarded is belng rcturned,

3incerely yours, V

1 Edgarr Hoovef
J ' 500UN5 79 John Edgas Hoover
\ 6*) Director | v
o 2e (o
35 2y ps . o
Encloaures (6) , .;'*\.7.{'*—& o .
Correspondent's enclogurg (o1 py

DeLooch
Evans

Malone
Rosen

Sullivan
Tavel
Trotter —

Tele, Roam

Holmes
Gandy

3

Commurism and ¥h8.Knowledge.Jo Combat It!

Deadly Duel ™Mo

Shall It Be Law or Tyranny kw;‘g e,

Do You Really Understand Communism ¢ Vm .
TR SRPTURSMEES  gawes () W,

NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Bufiles, % A
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EMANUEL EV, LUTHEHAN CHURCH ST. JAMES EV, LUTMERAN CHURCH .
Srogon (Paynss Fbinﬁ). o, Forreston (West Grove), Ill. 4%
Rev, H, Fsiutnar, Fastor, R.R. 1, Oregon, I11, i

Phone a&mau

May 17, 1962

Dear Sirs at the F.B.I.,

I an reading the book "Th# Naked Communist® by W.
Cleon Bkousen. It seems to m¥ to be almost unbelievable.
Would you please indicate on tile bottom of this letter
whether or not the book is authentic. It was put out
by METhe Ensign Publiehing Company, Salt Lake City,
Utah. -It has 408 pages and ends with an index on that
last page. If this book is the truth.,.,you will have
one man here, who is willing $to dedicate himself to
the cause of wpreading 1ts message.

Thank you.

arry H. Feisgtnsr

M”“B/
| /- 1774% ’5;?
\ﬂ’\/ @ MAY 24 1962 @o“ﬁ)
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8 R d Barry B Eeistn \%/
AT everend Harry H-\Eeistner a8y
@,@“ Route 1 y
Oregon, Illinois .
o
c:.: =<
-1 ;:'; -
Dear Mr.“Eelstner: > Ul
AN Ws .
Your communication postmarked May 26th F 5 :'o
with enclosure has been received. § -
o
x ~2
As I pointed out in my letter of May 23rd,
I cannot make any comment regarding the contents of the
book by Mr. W. Cleon Skousen. A policy of long standing
precludes my expressing any views on material other than
that prepared by this Bureau or me.
Sincerely yours,
- ¥ Edgar Hoover
¥ o
m
~ gzg John Edgar Hoover
a o Director /
o~ l v BN \/a
g8, § 3D
e — Eﬁ*] e 58
B2y & § A
% > < NOTE By letter dated May 17th correspondent ask the Director .
= if Skousen's book " The hﬁéd munist"" wag authentic. He et
S indicated if it were true, wwo;’:gn & "willing to dedicate himself = .

w1 S\ 4o fhe cause of spreagung its mess 3‘?" Bulet of 5-23-62 indicated
- 1‘he Director could not commment. Qla the contents of the book. In
7& . addition, materj g.l? mmunism ﬁq@(‘sent and he was referred to
N ‘"Masgplf& of ge Self- Lcﬁh'essed stamped envelope forwarded
Fotman : by correspondent used in reply.
g{:ﬁ;hun
Contad

Del.oach
Evans

'
. ‘.;‘K.‘P‘l “1 : L . -,;l"_\-’."‘"" .
Mul . ‘ Ry ‘ } %j =
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\ . " Mr. Tolsen
, Mr. Belogn
" Mr.
Mr. han._ |} -
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE Mr. Conrpdler"

Mr. De@eieh_ Lt
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION Mr.Evhos

Mr. Mg¥one
Mr. Rosen.

WASHINGTON 25, Dy My, Sallivan
In Reply, Please Refer to " Mr. Tavel

File No. Room.
| May 23, 1962 | 1o pooer

- Miss Holmes
Miss Gandy

1 Q Reverend Harry H. Feistner ,

Route 1
Oregon, Illinois

G

Dear Mr. Feistner:

Your letter of May 17, 1962, with enclosure,
has been received.

Mr. W. Cleorgeousen entered on duty with the
FBI as a clerk on October 24, 1985, in which capacity he served
until June 17, 1940, when he became a Special Agent.' He volun- _
tarily resigned the latter position on October 5, 1951, Mr. Skousen
is no longer associated with the FBI and his opinions are strictly ,)*
_ _ _hisg own and.do not represent this. Bureau in any way,. I cannot,. ___t_ _#™
therefore, make any comment regarding the contents of his book. ﬂ/{i{ M 4

¢961 g AV

|
Enclosed is some literature I thought would be

of interest to you. | Some of it contains suggestions all of us can ] y‘
use in fighting communism. Maybe you will also want to read m . l V-
book, '"Masters of Deceit,' which was written with the hope it 17 0’
would furnish Americans with an insight into the true nature of f

communist activities. This book should be available at your local
library or bookstores ‘The self-addressed, stamped envelope you -

=-® - gd'thoughtfully forwarded is being returned. REC- 93 94 '—/‘7%"@:2 ~ Q 5

Sincerely yours, EX 106 e Y
18 M-8 1962
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Thank you - but are the basic
facts of the book true --. or

spot & return, please
Thank you V. much

H. Feistner
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June 12, 1962 ﬂé Ay
BLI0T

' 3"‘%’
Mrs. Elizabetly Rigby Lz
_ {3 Chairman 5 2
i Arizona Assoclation for Mental BRI
Health Facts Committee N2 oz
Sedona, Arizona P W
-+
=

J‘c’

”Dear Mrs. Rigby: =

rv,e

=4
%
2
d . J
- Your letter dated June 4, 1962, has been
-’*rec@ived.

et
r

In response to your inguiry, I wish to advise
nmthat there is no position in the FBI entitled "' Administrative
«~~Agsistant to the Director”; however, Mr. W, Cleon Skousen

entered on duty with this Bureau as a clerk on October 24,
1935, in which capacity he served until June 17, 1940, when
he became a Special Agent. He voluntarily resigned the
latter position on October 5, 1951. I trust this information-:
will be of assistance to you. : z
= & T*f_*.

Sincerely yours,
B. Edgar. Hoover

John Edgar Hoover

y - R Director }// ’

NOTE: Correspondent cannot be identified in Bufiles nor can
the Arizona Chapter of this organization be go identified.

Y "Arizona Frontiers" is published at Phoenix, Arizona, by
f& N4 Edward Schwartz, who is also the editor. It is a scandal sheet

of, 11bera13c€g;actgr and only began pyblicgiioy

The December; 1961, issue containel
Director and the FBI, claimmg that
almost na one has the courage to cri

.”

in the recent past.
Tol T

Relnont s nts cr1t1ca; f the, 0
Mohr .
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ARIZONA ASSOCIATION FOR MENTAL HEALTH, INC.

A Division of the National Association for Menta! Healt

June 4, 1962 Akl

BOARD OF DIRECTORS !
Mr, Malone.

PREEIDEI;T s Mr. Rose
{NNES, D.D.S. "
Jo:';gdowe‘gsr SPEEDWAY Mr, Sull
TUCSON, ARIZONA My, Tavel
VICE PRESIDENTS Mr. Trotter
M. D. GERAGHTY . Tele. Room
1501 E, NEILSON -
:IESA. ARIZONA Mr., J. Edgar Hoover 1 ;\II}SS gdrg:;_#__
. WELL 55 Gam
ROBERT L. MacDOWEL Federal Bureau of Investigatlon
SCOTTSDALE. ARIZONA Washi ngton, D . C N )
DOROTHY GILLANDERS, ED.D.

ARIZONA STATE UNIVERSITY

L TEMPE, ARIZONA _Dear Mr. Hoover:.  ___ .. —— e i -
. RECORGING SECRETARY - MT/

B Beceuse of a distorted and harmful article
TREASURER which he has written concerning the mental
ELI SCHLOSSBERG health movement, our organizatlon 1s 1nte'r:ested
A aEn s, ARIZONA in determin the actual "qualifications of
MRS. AUDREY BARKMAN Mr. W. Cleon Skousen.
WINSLOW, ARIZONA . — ._“F
MR ncacary. Amzona As you know, he claims to have been ¥our
MRS. MARGUERITE DEVILLE asdministrative asgssistant during World War II.
ST JoHN, ARIZONA We have recently read, in an article in the
A e amzona Phoenix magazine, Arizons Frontlers, that you
£. 5. EDMONSON have "refuted this claim.  Is this correct or: :
NOSALES, ARITOnA not? An answer from you might be helpful to <2
MRS mOEnIx, ARIZONA ug in replying to local critics of the <
VAN HELLER association's ailms. ;
TTUCSON, ARIZONA @
AROENIX, ARZONA Sincerely yours,
MRS. ROYAL {RVING % -

TUCSON, ARIZONA
AN Sy
MRS. ELIZABETH RIGBY ¢ ; 2
SEDONA, ARIZONA / 7%& é{,
J

FLORENCE SCHNEIDER, PH.D.

.\ Tu:ssou.;mzo:ﬁ\ (MI‘S . ) Elizabeth {Rigby
G amzona e -— -Chairman;--AAMH Faets Committee - -\\ -
SIDNEY SMITH, PH.D. Sedona, Arizona ‘ ‘ M
TEMPE, ARIZONA

MRS, GRACE SOLMS
BISBEE, ARIZONA

THE REV. MAC R. STANLEY
COOLIDGE, ARIZONA

MRS. HOWARD SULLIVAN
ELOY, ARIZONA

MRS. MALCOLM TORGERSON b b
FLAGSTAFF, ARIZONA | B 7q '

A. G, WAGNER. M.,
PHOENIX, ARIZONA

HORACE WARNER, D.V.M,
PRESCOTT, ARIZONA
hd

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

MRS. FAITH |. NORTH : ’ . ” ‘ . 10 JUN/
T T %\ N —
: JUN 1962
(PJV “ﬂu ,bfi’

P :
@ L=

\(( \FL{lsls T —

F]




ARIZON

A Division of the National Association for Menta! Health

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

PRESIDENT
JOHN McINNES, D.D.S.
1600 EAST SPEEDWAY
TUCSON, ARIZONA

VICE PRESIDENTS
M. D. GERAGHTY
1501 E. NEILSON
MESA, ARIZONA

ROBERT L. MACDOWELL
700C EAST CAMELBACK
SCOTTSDALE, ARIZONA

. DOROTHY GILLANDERS. ED.D. _

ARIZONA STATE UNIVERSITY
TEMPE, ARIZONA

RECORDING SECRETARY
MRS, MERLE CRAWFORD
BOX 146
COTTONWOOD, ARIZONA

TREASURER
EL! SCHLOSSBERG
ARIZONA STATE HOSPITAL
PHOENIX. ARIZONA

MRS. AUDREY BARKMAN
WINSLOW, ARIZONA

MRS. MARY S. BROOKE
PRESCOTT, ARFZONA

MRS, MARGUERITE pEVILLE
S5T. JOHN, ARIZONA

ROY F. DOYLE, ED.D.
TEMPE. ARIZONA

E. S. EDMONSON
NOGALES. ARIZONA

MRS. RICGHARD HARLESS
PHOENIX, ARIZONA

IVAN HELLER
TUCSON, ARIZONA

HARRY HOLLAND
PHOENIX., ARIZONA

MRS, ROYAL IRVING
TUCSON, ARIZONA

MRS. ELIZABETH RIGBY
SEDONA, ARIZONA

FLORENCE SCHNEIDER, PH.D.

TUCSON, ARIZONA

AGNES SHARP, PH.D.
PHOENIX, ARIZONA

SIDNEY SM{TH, PH.D.
TEMPE, ARIZONA

MRS, GRACE SOLMS
BISEEE, ARIZONA

THE REV. MAC R, STANLEY
COOLIDGE, ARIZONA

MRS. HOWARD SULLIVAN
ELOY, ARIZONA

MRS. MALCOLM TORGERSON
FLAGSTAFF, ARIZONA

A. G. WAGNER, M.D,
PHOENLX, ARIZONA

HORACE WARNER, D.V. M,
FPRESCOTT, ARIZONA

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
MRS. FAITH |. NORTH

ADMINISTRATLVE ASSISTANT
MRS, PAULINE WAMPLER

{3 JUL 2 1962

1515 East Osborn Road _ =Y

-ATION FOR MENTAL

N

June 19, 1962

Mr. J. Edgar Hoover

United States Department of Justice
Federal Bureau of Investigatlion
Washington 25, D.C.

Dear Mr. Hoover:

Just a word of thanks to you for your
letter of June 12 iyn reply to my query
concerning W. Cleon“Skousen and his
former position with the FBI. It was
good of you to take the time to answer
the question and we do appreclate 1it.

Very sincerely yours,
%M/%
* - Mrs. Blizabeth Rigby

Chmn. AAMH Facts Committee
Sedona

Arizona

I
Q\)ﬂ‘&%@u’j

Phoenix 14, Arizona

24 7/ 4746759

25 JUN 251962

/
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n Mr. W. Cleon Skousen
2197 Berkeiey Street
Salt Lake City, Utah

Dear Mr. Skousen:

Your letter of June 12, 1962, with
enclosures, has been received. It was kind of you to
{ send me this material .
Bincerely yours,

J. Edgar Hoover

| l , . -
! ii o NOTE: See Jones to DeLoach memo dated 6-21-62, captioned
o t MW, €leon Skousen, "
r" ' "
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i P A ‘»" ’ - Y ? Mr. Belmo/(ﬂ;’
' ' - fﬂ J'M ltahan___
. 2197 Berkeley Streef / Conrad .
- Salt Leke City, Utah M, o
June 12, 1962 M#."Evans -
v Mr. Malone.. -
Mr. Ro
Mr. Sullpth._ .
John Edgar Hoover, Director ﬁi$$ﬁ;:::
Pederal Bureau of Investigation ‘/ Tele. Room..
Washington, D. C. Miss Holmes
Miss Gandy
Dear Mr, Hoover:

With each passing day I am more and more grateful for
your contribution in writing Masters of Deceit. It not only
does an excellent job of telling the story of the Communist
conspiracy but with your name and good offices the radical
liberal group are gpparently afraid to aitack.this book.,- e ome w-—

Ag of the moment, they are concentrating on some of us
of lesser gtature. TFor example, the liberal professors of
several leading universities combined their efforts to try
to discredit The Waked Communist. The spokesman for the
group is Dr, Hichard Poll who wrote a critique called, "This
Trumpet Gives an Uncertain Sound." I understand you have
already received several copiles of this pamphlet.

From my own standpoint this attack simply demonstrated
that there was very little in the entire contents of The
Naked Communist that could come under academic criticism,
therefore they had to resort toc distortion and technicalities
to try to make out a case. They even tried to twist one of
your statements to support their position.

_

I have written a rather comprehensive reply to Dr., Poll's
attack and 1 thought you might 1like fo see a copy.

During the past several years a tape recording hag been
made of practically every public address I have given. I
A/ think these will demonstrate that I have been as opposed to
¢7 dextremism as any of these critics. Nevertheless, fthey have . _
E?{ ) continued to resort to dishonest and inaccurate representations

fk‘

7.7 in-an effort to creat an image of The Naked Communist and of

f”g myself as being proponents of radical extremisum. v

mP\Jg Even though the current campaign against anyone who speaks
out against Communism has driven some of our citizens into
% \{ silence, I gain the impression that among the American' people
Q} 2 generally there is still a strong feeling that there haw been B
J spuiething seriously wrong with the soft, compromising policies -
Qﬁ which have done so much to produce the present state of affalrs.
y This deep concern is reflected nearly everywhere we go. Recently
13 ~ Dr. ZRobert Mgrris and I were asked to speak at Spokane,
by Washington. 7,800 peovle turned out. Later Fugene Lyons zand
R ow 4! I spoke %o 3, OOOt;n lu%ukee. This demonstrates that while

s - ) 3 o 37 / ,,;éf'
| {? 8 s C‘}}‘%‘ ! EX o ?9& 477" g
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the anti-anti-Communist campadien has had its impact, it has

not altered the bagic fact that the American people realize
something has been exceedingly wrong with many of our political
policies dealing with the Communist threat.

Knowing how busy you are, I hope you won't even take the
'l time to acknowledge this letter. It is just sent with my
deep personal appreciation for the magnificent jeb you have

done in an effort to keep American thinking straight on this
and many other subjects.

With admiration and deepest respect.

Sincereliy

W. Cleon Skousen
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My Reply to
Dr. Richard D. Poll
and His Critique of

by W. Cleon Skousen




[

I certainly can understand why Dr. Richard D. Poll felt compelled
to write a “critique” .against The Naked Communist. This book
refutes many of Dr. Poll's favorite theories. Apparently Dr. Poll has
encountered a number of problems in his attempt to understand
Communism and several of these are evident in his attempt to review
The Naked Communist.

Dr. Poll titles his critique, "“This Trumpet (The Naked Com-
munist) Gives an Uncertain Sound.” In reality, it is not the “un-
certainty” of The Naked Communist which bothers Dr. Poll. It is the
certainty. The Naked Communist defines the problem of Communism
and then suggests specific ways to deal with it which are just about
180 degrees opposite to the direction which Dr. Poll and several of
his academic colleagues have been pointing. On page 7 of his
critique Dr. Poll admits that this is what bothers him.

I have no objection to someone disagreeing with what I have
said. 1 do object to distortion and misquotation in an attempt to
discredit what I have said. The dictionary describes a critique as
“a careful analysis of a literary work.” I think it is easy to demon-
strate that Dr. Poll has written an attack, not a crifique. It is neither
careful nor analytical. _

Here are the main objections which Dr. Poll makes against this
book:

BIBLIOGRAPHY
He objects to the bibliography. He says there are only 109 bibli-

ographical entries when actually there are 169. He says I used only
16 of the books cited by Dr. Carew Hunt of Oxford in his authori-
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tative work, The Theory and Practice of Communism: An Introduc-
tion. Anyone who is really familiar with literature on Communism

~ would realize that Dr. Flunt's bibliography is almost entirely British

and French and that most of the books he cites are unavailable to
American students. Out of 184 bibliographical entries, Dr. Hunt
cites only 16 American sources. My bibliography includes many more.

Dr. Poll objects to the fact that a considerable number of my
sources were printed before 1940. Had he been a good analyst of
Communist literature he would have recognized that my bibliography
includes a large percentage of original Communist sources. Practically
all of these were published in America for the first time by the Inter-
national Publishers of New York between 1930 and 1940. These are
the books T have in my library and the ones which 1 quote.

WHEN DID | DO MY RESEARCH?

Dr. Poll makes a fantastic assertion on page 3 of his critique
which must not go unchallenged. He says, “Skousen has admitted
that most of his research was done years ago. Most recent scholarship,
he states, can safely be ignored because the academic experts of today
will be proved as wrong as experts of earlier years.”

Dr. Poll is referring to a question I was asked at his home on
August 10, 1961. While discussing Communist theory, Professor
Louis C. Midgley asked me if 1 did my research for the Naked
Communist while I was at the BYU between 1951 and 1956. 1 told,
him that most of my research on the theory and early history of
Communism was done while I was in the FBI from 1935 to 1951.
We then got into a brief discussion of the Neo-Marxists and some
of the recent apologists for Communism and I said that I preferred
to make my analysis from the original Communist sources and draw
my own conclusions because I had found that many modern apologists
for Communist theory had tried to twist the original doctrines in an
effort to rationalize away their inconsistencies. There is no excuse
for Dr. Poll to distort these comments as he has done and then try
to quote the distortion as a statement coming from me.

I should also mention that the Naked Communist quotes many




current authors on recent events involving the Communist conspiracy
but Dr. Poll ignores these in his attempt to imply that The Naked
| Communist is outdated.

i QUOTED MATERIAL

il Dr. Poll says “use of quotations is frequently questionable.”
‘ . What are some examples? He cites three which he feels contain
| “minor discrepancies,” one which is not “accurately rendered,” and
3 - one which he claims is “substantially distoried by omitting part of
! the passage.”

. This is interesting. In his original draft of this critique which
he sent to me, Dr. Poll was much stronger. He accused me of being
"deceptive” and of trying to lead the reader astray with quotations
which were “garbled.” 1 called him on the telephone and suggested
that he go back and check his examples more carefully because they

“did not reflect too well on his own scholarship.

In its present form the critique is much milder. As an author,
especially one who is treating a subject as complex as Communism,
I appreciate a suggestion that a particular passage may contain an
error of either proofreading or technical content, but an occasional
error of this kind does not necessarily reflect on the integrity of an
entire book as Dr. Poll originally tried to suggest.

A completely erroneous staternent is attributed to me by Dr. Poll
on page 7 of his critique. He says: “Skousen’s own excuse for
inaccuracies which have been pointed out to him is that the important
job. after all, is to alert people to the Red menace.” This is ridiculous.
Not at any time have I condoned errors in this book or any other.
Dr. Poll claimed 1 had made this statement at his home. I have
talked with several persons who were there and they state that noth-
! ing was said on that occasion which could have given Dr. Poll

the excuse for such an unwarranted conclusion. In fact, 1 repeatedly

A invited several critics who were present to point out any errors in

The Naked Communist and assured them that T wanted this book
to be as accurate as possible,
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THE QUOTATION FROM OTTO RUHLE

Now what about Dr. Poll's charge that one quotation from Otto
Ruhle was “substantially distorted by omitting part of the passage?”
What is this distortion? Dr. Poll doesn’t tell us. Here is the precise
statement in The Naked Communist to which Dr. Poll is objecting:

"At one moment Marx would be called 'the greatest genius of his
age,” and a moment later even his disciples would feel forced to call him
‘a violent, quarrelsome, contentious man, a dictator and a swash-buckler,
one at feud with all the world and continually alarmed lest he should
be unable to assert his superiority.” "

Is Dr. Poll objecting because I didn't include all of Ruhle’s
pleasant comment about Marx’s gentleness, kindliness, and capacity
for self-sacrifice? This is not part of his admission against interest.
I was simply peinting out that even a disciple of Marx was forced to
admit that he was a violent, quarrelsome, contentious man, etc. 1 had
already indicated that many admired him and considered him the
greatest genius of his age. Where is the distortion, Dr. Poll? In fact,
just so the reader would know that 1 was not over-emphasizing this
criticism of Marx by one of his disciples 1 also cited in the footnote,
page 308 of the book, where Ruhle says:

“If Marx were to [ulfill the task which he believed to be his historic
mission, he had to take his course straight ahead, relentlessly, brutally,
regardless of feelings and sentiments, honour and morality, ties of friend-

ship or affection.” -

This is Ruhle’s attempt to justify the behavior of the “violent,
quarrelsome, contentious man,” he had previously described. And
notice how this passage contradicts Ruhle’s previous sentimentalities
about Marx’s “kindliness” and “friendliness.”” I think an unbiased
reader will find that I treated this passage fairly and without distortion.

THE TEACHINGS OF DIMITRY Z. MANUILSKY

Dr. Poll objects to my using a quoted summary of the teachings
of Dimitry Z. Manuilsky because, he says, it cannot be documented.




This is the famous quotation in which Manuilsky is quoted as
teaching the following:

“War to the hilt between Communism and Capitalism is inevitable,
Today, of course, we are not strong enough to attack. . . . To win
we shall need the element of surprise. The bourgeoise will have to be put
to sleep. So we shall begin by launching the most spectacular peace move-
ment on record. There will be elecwifying overtures and unheard of
concessions. The capitalist countries, stupid and decadent, will rejoice to
cooperate in their own destruction. They will leap at another chance to
be friends. As soon as their guard is down, we shall smash them with
our clenched fist!”

For some time this quotation was cited from Pravda but the
Legislative Reference Division of the Library of Congress could not
find it. The history of this quotation has now been ascertained
and it is set forth in the 11th edition of The Naked Communist as
follows: “Quoted by Joseph Z. Kornfeder who was a student at the
school. In a letter to Dr. J. D. Bales dated March 7, 1961, Mr.
Kornfeder said: ‘Enclosed is a copy of the quote you asked for. It
is a part of what he (Manuilsky) said to a group of Senior Lenin
School students at the Conference held in Moscow, March, 1930,
at which I as one of the students was present.” "

THE COMMUNIST TIMETABLE OF CONQUEST

Even Dr. Poll admits that Communism is a danger but he
criticizes Americans who point back to Mao Tse-tung’s memorandum
to Moscow in 1953 outlining a program of world conquest. He dis-
parages the prediction of Mao Tse-tung that “twenty years from now
(which would be 1973) ‘world revolution will be an accomplished
fact.” (Congressional Record, Volume 100, p. 5708)

Dr. Poll assumes that Khrushchev’s admission that Russia can-
not catch up with the United States until 1980 as an indication that
he expects to co-exist until at least that time. This interpretation is
bluntly contradicted by Dr. Stefen T. Possony, author of A Century
of Conflict and one of America’s foremost authorities on Communist

W
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strategy who teaches at Georgetown University. Here is how Dr.
Possony described the situation when he appeared before the Senate
Internal Security Sub-Committee on June 16, 1961:

""The Communists believe that the final decision of the world struggle,
and specifically the victory of world communism, will be attained in the
present era of history. In their conception, this era seems to extend to
1975 approximately.” (Analysis of the Khrushchev Speech of January 6,
1961, Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C., p. 49)

Even Dr. Poll admitted in his talk at the University of Utah on
February 24, 1960, that the Communists might isolate the United
States. At the Great Issues Forum he declared:

“Qvert war, [or reasons suggested carlier, will probably not be used.
but subsidies, subversion, propaganda and threats are potent weapons. It is
conceivable that what Hitler called the ‘artichoke method’ of conquest
may in time strip so many leaves from the free world plant that exposed
America must fight or be devoured.”

This is exactly what Mao Tse-tung was talking about in 1953,
but Dr. Poll says “As prophecy, the ‘Red Timetable’ hardly seems
worth the attention which Skousen accords it.” (p. 4 of his critique)

DR. POLL ENTANGLES HIMSELF IN COMMUNIST THEORY

Dr. Poll exposes his own superficial concepts of Communism
when he attempts to attack the theories of Communism as outlined
in The Naked Communist.

For example, he cites this statement as inaccurate: “Communism
undertakes to replace Judaic~Christian morals with a complete absence
of morals.” Dr. Poll then takes the position that this isn't true be-
cause Communism “arqgues that morals are relative to the stage of
development of human society and has different sets for capitalist
and Communist Societies.” (p. 5)

Anyone who has studied the most elementary aspects of Com-
munism should know that the Communist code of conduct has nothing
to do with abstract “right” or “wrong” at any stage of development.




It is easy to demonstrate that the Communist morality is pure ex-
pediency. As Lenin said: “We say that our morality is wholly sub-
ordinated to.the interest of the class-struggle of the proletariat,”
which is the Communist rationalization for the justification of im-
perialistic conquest, mass-murder, mass-starvation and mass-deceit.

This is the way William Z. Foster, head of the Communist Party,

explained it:

“With him (the Communist) the end justifies the means. Whether
his tactics be Tegal” or ‘moral’ or not, does not concern him, so long as
they are effective. He knows that the laws as well as the current code of
morals are made by his mortal enemies. . . . Consequently, he ignores
them insofar as he'is able, and it suits his purposes.” (Syndicalism by
William Z. Foster, p. 9, which is quoted on the same page of The Naked
Communist as the statement to which Dr. Poll is objecting and certainly
should have helped him understand the point I was making, if, indeed, he

wanted to understand it.)

During a recent conversation when I questioned Dr. Poll on this
point he argued that theoretically the Communists expect to have
their own system of morals after they establish their stateless society.

"I imagine Dr. Poll hopes they will have some system of morals if

they ever reach that stage but Engels supports my position of “no
motals at all” when he says: “We therefore reject every attempt to
impose on us any moral dogma whatever. . . ."” (This is also quoted
on the same page of The Naked Communist as the passage to which
Dr. Poll is objecting.)

As far as the prospect of a stateless society is concerned, Dr.
Carew Hunt (whom Dr. Poll properly recommends) says: . . . all
the talk of the disappearance of the State and of the future communal
society in which men will work for the good of all, and coercion will
no longer be necessary, is pure mythology.” (Carew Hunt, The
Theory and Practice of Communism, MacMillan, New York, 1957,

p-6)
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WHAT ABOUT HISTORICAL ACCURACY?

Dr. Poll objects to my calling 46,000,000 Russian peasants
“serfs” as of 1885 because he says they had been emancipated by
the Tsar in 1861. I gave this exact explanation for this terminology
just a few lines later when 1 said:

“Between 1861 and 1866, Tsar Alexander I sincerely attempted to
do away with the institution of serfdom by approving several acs of
emancipation. However, for all practical purposes, the impoverished lives
of the peasants contimied to be insecure, harsh and austere. Circumstances
leading to a revolution were in the making.” (p. 91)

¢

This is precisely the same view expressed by the Russian au-
thority, Sidney Harcave in his Russia, p. 253.

And just so Dr. Poll will know that my use of the word “serf”
was appropriate even though these peasants had been techmically
liberated I refer him to Webster who says a setf “is any person who
is oppressed.”

Dr. Poll also objects to “identification of Bakunin's anarchism
and the Russian Populist movement with Marxism.” (p. 5 of his
critigue.) Is Dr. Poll trying to say Michail Bakunin was not 2
disciple of Marx? What will he do with this statement by Bakunin:

“You ask whether I am still your friend. . . . Yes, more than ever,
my dear Marx, for 1 understand better than ever how right you were 10
walk along the broad broad road of the econcmic revolution, to invite us
all to follow you. . . . I am now doing what you began to do more than
twenty years ago. . . . My fatherland is now the International, whose
chief founder you have been. You see, then, dear friend, that I am your
pupil—and I am proud to be this. 1 think 1 have said enough to make
my personal position and feelings clear to you.” (Ouo Ruhle, Karl Marx,
New Home Library, New York, 1929, p. 280)

Bakunin disagreed with Marx on setting up a Communist dic-
tatorship but he so admired the basic concepts of Marx that he
translated Capital and other Marxist writings into Russian where they
had their influence on the Populist movement in Russia.




CRITICISM OR DISTORTION?

No auathor should object to an honest criticism of his work,
but what of a distortion?

On page 6 of his critique Dr. Poll tries to make the reader
believe that 1 over-simplified the significance of U. S. recognition of
the USSR in 1933 by giving this single act almost exclusive credit
for saving Stalin from being overthrown.

If the reader will tum to page 124 of The Naked Communist
and read through to page 126 he no doubt will wonder why Dr. Poll
can’t understand ordinary English. ! stated:

“Puture circumstances (plural) did offer Stalin a solution to
his crisis.” Then 1 began discussing some of these circumstances:

“The first thing that happened was Hitler's rise to power in
January, 1933. . . . The second factor which helped Stalin was the
recognition of his Communist regime by the great leader of world
capitalism—the United States. This last factor was a singular
developiment.”

1 then discussed how recognition of the USSR came about and
then go on to discuss a number of subsequent developments which
boosted Stalin's political stock in Russia.

Specifically, where is the historical inaccuracy? Dr. Poll doesn’t
say, but he tries further to prejudice the reader with the amazing
statement that anyone reading The Naked Communist must make a
“distinction between Skousen’s devil theory of history and objective
analysis of the multiple causes of important historical developments.”

What devil theory? Furthermore, 1 had discussed multiple causes.
Later (p. 7) he accuses me of using the "“scapegoat theory” of history.
So long as he is going to resort to smear terms he might at least be
consistent and stick with one theory or the other.

WAS WORLD WAR 1l FOMENTED BY THE RUSSIAN LEADERS?

Dr. Poll takes strong exception to my statement that “World
War T was fomented and used by the Russian leaders” as part of
their strategy of Communist expansion. For a professor of history
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and political science 10 be so completely unacquainted with such

basic facts is astonishing.
The following statement from Dr. Stefen Possony of Georgetown

University may be helpful to Dr. Poll:

“They (the Communist leaders) always considered that war would
make possible the spreading of bolshevism.” (Century of Confliet, p.
244)

“Stalin attempted to apply the stracegy of ‘let-the-other-fellow-do-
the work” during World War II. By concluding a nonaggression pact with
Germany {August 1939), Stalin induced Hitler to go to war against Britain,
France and Poland. . . . By means of another nonaggression pact, Stalin
later encéuraged the Japanese to fight the western powers.” (p. 243)

“The pact of August 1939 between nazism and bolshevism was the
most far-reaching decision made by Stalin during World War 1L This
pact was Stalin’s, and not Hitler’s, brain-child. Without Stalin’s promise
not to attack Germany in the rear, Hitler hardly would have dared launch
into the adveniure of World War Il Whatever Stalin’s ue motives may
have been, his behavior contributed nothing to the maintenance of peace
and everything to make war inevitable. Without war, sovietism could not
spread, and the Soviet Union could not grow.” (p. 248)

All of the above theses are carefully documented by Dr. Possony
and are identical with my presentation in The Naked Communist.
I have told Dr. Poll on a number of occasions that he is not
adequately informed on the Communist conspiracy. This serious
error in his critique of The Naked Communist demonstrates his need
for further study.
CRITICISM QUT OF CONTEXT

For a person who is always urging scholarly objectivity I must
point out one of Dr. Poll’s many violations of his own rules on page 6
of his critique where he quotes the following statement out of con-
text from The Naked Communist: “Anyone familiar with the Com-
munist Constitution of Russia will recognize in the United Nations
Charter a similar format.” By leaving out the next sentence he
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prevents the reader from learning what that format is. In the next
sentence of The Naked Communist 1 pointed out that the technique
used in both documents is to begin with a “fervent declaration of
democratic principles which are sound and desirable; this is then
followed by a constitutional restriction or procedural limitation which
completely nullifies the principles just announced.” 1 then give several
specific examples of this in both decuments. 1 first point out that
the Russian constitution provides for universal suffrage and then
makes it meaningless by allowing only one party to submit candidates.
It promises freedom of the press and then makes it meaningless by
providing censorship to make sure that everything is “in the interest
of the workers.” I point out that in the same manner, the UN
Charter promises the “sovereign equality of all its members” and
then makes it meaningless by setting up certain monolithic powers
inn the Security Council where five big nations become superior to all
the other member nations. It provides for a General Assembly where
each member is given one vote and then makes it meaningless insofar
as problems of war are concerned by stripping the General Assembly
of any legislative power to deal with war and delegating that authority
exclusively to the Security Council.

1 think an unbiased reader will agree that this format of making
promises and then nullifying them is characteristic of both the UN
Charter and the Russian Constitution. Apparently Dr. Poll dis-
agrees and justifies his conclusion with an incredible statement. Fe
says these nullification clauses in the UN structure are comparable
to the “checks and balances” in our own U. S. Constitution! Tt
seems to me that even an elementary course in political science should
clearly demonstrate to Dr. Poll the distinction between the checks
and balances in our own Constitution as compared with the undemo-
cratic depository of monolithic powers in the Security Council where
collectively or by the action of a single nation’s veto this body can
paralyze the wishes of all other members and do it without any
opportunity for recourse or appeal. Surely this has nothing in com-
mon with the U. S. Constitution.

11
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DR. POLL ON THE LOSS OF CHINA

Dr. Poll takes up his favorite China theme on page 6 of his
critique. For some inexplicable reason he wants to rationalize that
needless tragedy in terms of what he describes as “circumstances
beyond control, dilemmas. or even honest errors in judgment.” (p. 6)
I will accept the-fact that some honest errors in judgment were part
of the picture but not “circumstances beyond our control.”

The tragedy of the China debacle was the fact that we jere in
control. Dr. Poll seems to agree with certain people he doesn’t name
who hold that the ioss of China could not have been prevented by
anything less than a military intervention so great as to have been
against our national interest. . . .” This preposterous thesis is con-
tradicted by every Congressional investigation which was ever con-
ducted on the loss of China. I particularly recommend that Dr. Poll
read the Congressional hearings on the Institute of Pacific Relations.
If he wants to get the picture in briefer form 1 recommend he read
Wedemeyer Reports, chapters 20-25. (Holt & Company, New York,
1958)

The plain facts are that the Nationalist government was perfectly
capable of holding China so long as it received American aid. In
1946 General Wedemeyer declared: ““The Nationalist government
has the capacity to defeat, to crush militarily, the Communist forces
right now. Most of the equipment of the Nationalist Government
forces is American. If we do not continue to sell them ammunition
to maintain or implement that equipment, they will be very greatly
crippled in their military campaigns.” (Wedemeyer Reports, p. 380)
‘When General Marshall imposed an embargo on Chiang Kai-shek in
194647 the eventual Communist victory became inevitable. When
General Wedemeyer sent his report to Washington and outlined how
to save China the report was buried and he was muzzled. In sorrow,

he later wrote:

“Perhaps 1 made a grave misteke and was derelict in dwy to my
country when I reterned to military duties following the suppression of
my report on China and Korea. Maybe if 1 had resigned and spoken my
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mind I might have brought the truth home to the American people and
saved China from the Communist conquest. , . . (Wedemeyer Reports,
p. 402)

Obviously General Wedemeyer would never make such a state-
ment if circumstances had been beyond our control.

Now what about Dr. Poll's contention that if we had followed
any different course to save China it would have involved our
country in “military intervention so great as to have been against
our national interest.” (p. 6) 1 wonder if it will come as a great
surprise to Dr. Poll to learn that General Wedemeyer recommended
against U. S, military intervention? General Wedemeyer, our World
War 11 commander in the China theater, knew that China could be
saved without U. S. military involvement. In fact, 1o make this point
vigorously clear he said:

“Moreover, o avoid any possibility of being involved in the internal
affairs of China, it would appear sound to remove all U. S. miliary forces
from China proper.” (Wedemeyer Reports, p. 457)

WHAT ABOUT CUBA?

Dr. Poll doesn't like my criticism of Washington officials who
master-minded the policy which resulted in the tragic loss of Cuba
to Communism. In his anxiety to discredit my presentation of the
Cuban situation he implies that I rest my case on “treason” with
“Batista being described in very apologetic terms.” Anyone who has
actally read this chapter on Cuba in The Naked Communist will
probably wonder what Dr. Poll is talking about. Here is the way
I describe Batista:

“Politically, Batista's administration was typical of Cuba's past. The
Batista regime indulged itself in certain quantities of graft; when there
were armed insurrections, Batista met violence with violence; when there
were minority uprisings he suspended civil rights and established full
military control. Nevertheless he insisted that once conditions were
stabilized, he would submit himself to the people in a popular election
and would be willing to stand by the resulis just as he had done in 1944.
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His opponents, particularly Fidel Castro, jeered at such promises and ac-
cused Batista of being opposed to constitutional government, The record
shows that several times when Batista tried to slacken the reigns of control
there were immediate outbursts of violence and he would therefore tighten
them again.” (pp. 244-5)

Then I point out that Batista did offer to submit to a popular
election and scheduled one for June 1, 1958, but it was prevented
by Castro who said candidates for the elections must withdsaw or
suffer “ten years imprisonment to the death sentence.” Former U. S.
ambassador to Cuba, Arthur Gardner, strongly recommended that
we support Batista in demanding that the revoludon be suspended
and a popular election held. Nothing ever came of it.

Now if Dr. Poll isn't going to accept this as an accurate and
objective presentation of what happened, 1 challenge him to produce
evidence of its inaccuracy. ‘

I fear Dr. Poll reflects outright prejudice when he closes his
critique on the Cuba chapter by saying: “The fact that the United
States can crush Castro by force if it becomes in our vital interest
to do so, argues against panicking while we are trying to help his
own follies to destroy him and the Communist beachhead in Latin
America.” (p. 6) What kind of innuendo is this? This statement
could only imply that somewhere in The Naked Communist there
must be some hair-brained plan of action against Cuba which reflects
“panicking.” Since absolutely no plan of action for the present
Cuban problem is even suggested in this book I sincerely wonder
how Dr. Poll would justify this kind of unethical implication.

WHAT SHOULD WE DO ABOUT COMMUNISM?

In his critique, Dr. Poll is antagonistic toward any of the eco-
nomic or political sanctions recommended by Thomas Jefferson or
Woodrow Wilson. Yet these are precisely what we are using in Cuba
to help reverse the trend of Communist conquest. Dr. Poll drums
on the wormnout theme of don't disturb the Communists, they may

change.
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In view of this it would be expected that Dr. Poll would resist
any and all of the suggestions for massive peaceful pressures which
I make in The Naked Communist, because they are based on the
realistic acceptance of Khrushchev’s boast that the Communists have
not changed in their resolution to conquer the world.

Because Dr. Poll apparently has not been following the reports
of Congressional committees investigating Communism, he did not
recognize many of the facets of the Communist Party Line which I
listed. He pointed out particular items as “incredible” which only
further demonstrated his need to learn his subject better. He assumed
that since my list did not correspond precisely with that of J. Edgar
Hoover that mine was deficient. ad he known Communist strategy
better he would have recognized that J. Edgar Hoover was speaking
in generalities whereas I was dealing in specifics. And because Dr.
Poll appears unfamiliar with the specific strategy techniques which
the Communist Party is presently using 1 would expect him to see
little merit in many of the suggestions which I made to combat this
strategy.

HOW WOULD DR. POLL FIGHT COMMUNISM?

When Dr. Poll gave his speech at the University of Utah, Feb-
ruary 24, 1960, he revealed a position of soft, negative neutralism
toward Communism. He said he wanted just enough “will to resist
among free peoples as may in time transform an expedient “peaceful
co-existence’ into a durable modus vivendi.” In other words, maintain
the status quo, perhaps the Communists will change.

How will he achieve this?

He speaks of the “reasonableness” of crossing our fingers and
exploring “‘disarmament possibilities with the Kremlin. . . .”

He speaks of the “reasonableness” of facing “the prospect of
contact with Peking,” which is just another way of suggesting that
we recognize Red China.

He speaks of the “reasonableness” of improving the lot of the
people behind the Iron Curtain rather than putting economic and
political pressures on them. Here is the way he describes it: “Since
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amelioration of the lot of the people behind the Iron Curtain is more
likely to result from economic growth and the relaxation of interna-
tional tension than from external deliverance, a policy of reasonable-
ness rather than belligerence may, in fact, be morally as well as poli-
tically sound.”

Here Dr. Poll is begging for the “reasonableness” of building a
stronger Communist society as the means of stopping Communist
aggression! Does he think this would have worked with Nazj Ger-
many? Did this kind of reasonableness work when we sold oil and
scrap iron to Japan just prior to World War II?

And how does he propose to “ameliorate” the lot of the people
behind the Iron Curtain? Is it his proposal that the U. S. promote
economic growth behind the Iron Curtain? And does he want to
reduce “international tensions” by further U. S. appeasement? If not,
how else does he propose to reduce these Communist-made tensions?
He is talking as though Communism will die by feeding it to death,
appeasing it to death and accommodating it to death. Is not this
identical with the Roosevelt-Hopkins-Acheson theory of dealing with
Stalin which undoubtedly will be remembered as one of the most
catastrophic miscalculations in diplomatic history?

Dr, Poll is alarmed when any American suggests that we use
Jefferson’s program of breaking off diplomatic relations with nations
which treat us “atrociously,” or Woodrow Wilson's concept of
political and economic sanctions against war-making nations. (See
The Naked Communist, pp. 270-277)

Almost as though he were completely oblivious of the unrest
among the satellites and Khrushchev’s admissions of food shortages
and other economic failures, Dr. Poll critically opines: *“But there are
still among us those who hold that the Communist bloc is a hollow
shell which will collapse under sustained and increasing pressure.
For them defense is defeatist. Liberation is the goal, and political
isolation, economic warfare and subversion are the methods.”

Well, to Dr. Poll, apparently “liberation” is not the goal. For
him the Soviet violation of every important treaty, the vast program
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of slave labor camps, the admitted execution of millions of Chinese,
the illegal conquest of free Hungary, the world-wide network of
Communist subversion—all this must somehow be overlooked. In-
stead, he suggests that we “accommodate” ourselves to the realities
of the situation and work for the day when the free nations can lie
down with the Communists like lambs with the lions. Of his pro-
posed marriage between freedom and slavery he casually comments:
“With no more good means than is required for imperfect husband
and imperfect wife to live together in reasonable accord, Americans
can accommodate themselves to a world in which millennial peace
must await the millennium.”

Dr. Poll's proposals are exactly what Khrushchev is asking for
because the Communist leader knows that in such a relationship
his machinery for subversion is most likely to succeed. Said Khrush-
chev:

“'Peaceful coexistence helps to develop the forces of progress, the
forees struggling for Socialism, and in capitalist countries it [acilitates
the activities of communist parties and other progressive organizations of
the working class.” (ltalics added. Analysis of the Khrushchev Speech
of January 6, 1961, U. S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C.,
1961, p. 38)

If Dr. Poll knows how we could win the cold war in an atmos-
phere of co-existence then he will prove himself more clever than
the combined efforts of four American presidents who have thus far
explored this possibility. All they got for their trouble was the loss
of 750,000,000 allies and the reduction of American prestige to its
lowest level in our lifetime.

Dr. Poll's Claim to “Responsible Conservatism”

In his critique of The Naked Communist Dr. Poll disclaims any
sympathy for left-wing philosophies or policies. He then footnotes
his disclaimer with this interesting statement concerning himself:
“I have been a delegate to the Utah State Republican Party Con-
ventions in 1952, 1054, 1956 and 1960, and I am convinced that the
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reed for a responsible conservatism was never greater in America.”
(Italics his, see p. 11 of his critique.) What kind of “responsible
conservatism” is Dr. Poll attributing to himself?

Recently when 1 read Dr. Poll’s speech which he gave at the
Great Issues Forum, University of Utah, 1060, T was struck by the
singular similarity between the ideas of Dr. Poll and some of those
advocated by his famous contemporary at Harvard, Dr. Arthur M.
Schlesinger, Jr. OF course, Dr. Schlesinger has never posed as a
“responsible conservative.” In fact it was he who said:

“There seems no inherent obstacle to the gradual advance of socialism
in the United States through a series of New Deals.”” (The Future of
Socialism, Partisan Review, May-June, 1947, reprinted in the Congressional
Record, September 26, 1961, Volume 107, p. 20122-5)

In this same article he said:

“If socialism (i.e. the ownership by the state of all significant means

of production) Is to preserve democracy, it must be brought about step

by step,..."

He then goes on to describe how “step by step” socialism can
save the world from Communism. His idea is that all capitalist
nations must be induced to coexist with the Communist blec but
maintain sufficient strength to contain the Soviet Empire and prevent
further military expansion. Under these circumstances he thinks two
things will be accomplished: the free world will gradually go socialist
and the socialist Soviet bloc will gradually lose its appetite for world
conquest. He thinks we might eventually end up in a centrally con-
trolled socialist society which will plan peace and prosperity for the
whole wotld.

Except for military containment, Dr. Schlesinger wants us to
avoid any action which might be interpreted as hostile or provocative.
He wants to get along with the Communists and hope that they will
change. Now note the similarities between the following statements

of Dr. Poll and Dr. Schlesinger:
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CO-EXISTENCE

Dr. Poll

Imagination, money, reasonableness,
science, patience—these applied in a
spirit of enlightened self-interest can
bring such strength to the will to
resist among free peoples as may in
time transform an expedient “‘peace-
ful coexistence” into a durable
modus vivendi. . . .

With no more good sense than is
required for imperfect husband and
imperfect wife to live together in
reasonable accord, Americans can
accommodate themselves to a world
in which millennial peace must
await the millennium.

Dr. Schlesinger

The United States must maintain a
precations balance between a com-
plete readiness to repel Soviet ag-
gression beyond a certain limit and
a complete deteymination to demon-
strate within this limit no aggressive
US. intentions toward the USSR,
It must commit itself economically,
politically, and militarily, to the
maintenance of this balance over a
long period.

USE OF APPEASEMENT — THE COMMUNISTS MAY CHANGE

Since amelioration of the lot of the
people behind the Iron Curtain is
more lkely to result from economic
growth and the relaxation of inter-
national tensions than from external
deliverance, a policy of reasonable-
ness rather than belligerence may,
in fact, be morally as well as poli-
teally sound.

NO HOPE OF FREEDOM

Surely it is not “right thinking” to
expect that the Soviets will submit
to the division of their empire or
the subversion of their system with-
out 2 fight. One can feel profound
sympathy for the oppressed in satel-
lite Europe and South Africa and
Franco's Spain and still regard their
immediate deliverance as an infeasible
goal for American foreign policy.
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Given sufficient time, the Soviet in-
terral tempo will slow down. The
ruling class will become less risk-
minded, more security-minded. Greas-
er vested interests will develop in
the existing order; Russia itsell will
begin to lear the revolutionary tend-
encies which modern war trails in
its wake.

FOR THE SATELLITES

At the same time, the United States
must not succumb to demands for
an anti-Soviet crusade nor permit
reactionaries in the buffer states to
precipitate conflicts in defense of
theit own obsolete
(Note that the yearnings for freedom
in the satellites are counted as “‘ob-
solete prerogatives” by Dr. Sclile-
singer — WCS)

prerogatives.




Dr. Schlesinger claimed that as of 1947 these basic ideas had
been secretly adopted as official policy in the State Department and
were specifically designed to guide humanity toward the day when
the whole world would be socialized. This may help explain the
postwar policy of sponsoring left-wing governments and even Com-
munist coalitions in many parts of the world. Here is the way Dr.
Schlesinger describes it:

“Though the secret has been kept pretty much from the sreaders
of the liberal press, the State Department has been proceeding for
some time somewhat along these lines. Both Byrnes and Marshall
have perceived the essential need—to be firm without being rancor-
ous, to check Soviet expansion without making unlimited commit-
ments to an anti-Soviet crusade, to invoke power to counter power
without engaging in senseless intimidation, to encourage the growth
of the democratic left. The performance has often fallen below the
conception; but the direction has been correct. Men like Ben Cohen,
Dean Acheson, Charles Bohlen have tried to work out details and
whip up support for this admittedly risky program.” (Congressional
Record, Volume 107, p. 20125)

Throughout his speech, Dr. Poll admits occasional failures in
our policies since World War Il but generally defends these policies.
The loss of 10 countries and 750,000,000 allies to Communism
doesn’t seem to bother him. He speaks of “the leadership which our
country has creditably borne since the last great war.” Looking
toward the future he says: “No more imagination will be required
than launched the Berlin airlift or devised the Uniting for Peace
Resolutions for the United Nations. No greater share of our national
income will be needed than brought Marshall Plan recovery to Western
Europe and today supports ‘ugly Americans’ m many blighted regions
of the earth. No more reasonableness is demanded than that which
buried hatred of Japan and Germany in half a decade and now, with
fingers crossed, explores disarmament possibilities with the Kremlin
and even faces the prospect of contact with Peking.”
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This will help the reader gain some idea of what Dr. Poll con-
siders “responsible conservatism.”

Now we come to Dr. Poll's attitude toward the problem of
creeping socialism.

DR, POLL AND CREEPING SOCIALISM

Just as with Dr. Schlesinger, Dr. Poll can see no threat of a
Communist takeover just because a country moves over toward
socialism.

On page 12 of his critique, Dr. Poll challenges me to “name
a single nation in human history which has traversed the Ambush
Trail from democratic ‘welfare statism’ to Communism.” He stated
his position even more.clearly in a letter to me: “I hold that there
is not a single Communist country in the world today that became
Communist by the gradual extension of governmental authority in
welfare state and socialistic directions.”

I believe that here again Dr. Poll is reflecting an opinion which
a scholar of his capacity would not be expressing if he had taken
time to probe the problem more thoroughly.

In the spirit of wanting to be helpful T suggest that he start out
by reading The Socialist Tragedy, by Ivor Thomas, (The MacMillan
Company, New York, 1951). Mr. Thomas, as a member of British
Parliament, helped put the Socialists in power in England following
Wotld War 1 and served as one of its important officers. He is
thoroughly familiar with socialist theory and socialist history. Chap-
ter 4 of this book is a direct answer to Dr. Poll’s challenge.

First of all, Mr. Thomas points out that Marx originally intended
that the Socialist Party would be the main working-class political
force and the Communists would merely be the elite leadership to
spearhead the Socialists into action. The Communists were not
supposed to be a separate party. Marx made this clear in the
Manifesto: “The Communists do not form a separate party opposed
to other working-class parties. . . . In practice, however, they did
finally become a separate party because of the quarrel over methods
and leadership. However, both Socialists and Communists continued
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to use the Manifesto as the inspiration for their policies. In fact,
the centennia] edition of the Manifesto in 1948 was not put out by
the Communists at all but was published by the socialist Labour
Party of Great Britain with a glowing tribute to Marx by Harold J.
Laski. Mr. Thomas points out that the Socialists often fight the
Communists but only over the methods and means, not the objectives.
At their root base they both have the same common denominator
of Marxist ideology. Therefore Mr. Thomas says: “. . . it will be
well to begin by establishing that, although socialism may differ
from communism in its methods and in its tempo, the final state of
society will be the same.” (p. 14)

He then documents this proposition which shouldn’t be necessary
for anyone who knows the history of the Social Democrats on the
continent of Europe or of the Fabians in England.

Then Mr. Thomas says: “Let us test the claim that socialism
can be an effective barrier to communism.”

“Where there has been a decisive test, the history of Europe provides
no confirmation of the view that socialism can be an effective barrier to
communism. On the contrary, the experience of many countries is that
socialism has prepared the way for communism. Socialists have first under-
mined the effective barriers to communism; and when the communists
have stuck at them, the socialists have offered no effective resistance and
in some cases have joined hands with the communism.” (p. 41)

Now he recites the history of each country where the socialists
came into power and then fell victims to Communist pressures. Only
in those countries where other forces intervened were they saved.
In the interest of brevity I will merely quote the conclusions of Mr.
Thomas as he treats each nation.

Russia:

"The two Russian revolutions of 1917 are the classic example of the
impossibility of maintaining a social democratic position against determined
communist pressure. . . ." (p. 41}

. . the communists could not have come to power if the social
democrats had not first paved the way.” (p. 47)
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Poland:

“But the tragedy of the Polish Socialist party will not be undersiocod
unless it is realized that in its fight with Soviet communism it was ideo-
logically compromised. lts partial acceptance of communist ideology con-
stantly imposed upon it dilemmas which hindered the effectiveness of its
action, and led first to common action with, and eventually to absorption
by, the Communist party; and the Communist party in its conquest of the
Polish state found it advantageous to have the facade of an alliance with
the socialists.” {p. 50)

Hungary:

“There was the same fatal alliance of the socialists with the com-
munists, the same expulsion or suppression of all democratic elements,
and the same acquiescence, with notable exceptions, of the former social
democrats in a totalitatian state.” (p. 56)

Czechoslovakia:

“But the history of Czechoslovakia since 1945 shows that he who
sups at the cabinet table with the Communists needs a long spoon; that
the Communist seizure of power was aided and abetted by the leaders of
the Social Democrats; and that the Communists might not have been able
to seize power if they had not first shared it with the Social Democrats.”

(p. 66)

ltaly ond France:

“In Ttaly and France communists have not been able to seize power,
but the history of these two countries since the first world war shows no
less convincingly that socialism cannot be an eflective barrier to communism;
they show rather that socialism opens the way to communism.” (p. 66)

Now let us hear the end of the matter from the official state-
ment of 81 Communist and Workers' Parties issued in November,
1960, from Moscow:

“The vital interests of the working~class movement demand that the
Communist and Social-Democratic Parties take joint action. . . . Both
in the struggle for the improvement of the living conditions of working
people, the extension and preservation of their democratic rights, the
achievement and defence of national independence, for peace among
nations, and also in ihe struggle 1o win power and build socialism, the
Communist Parties advocate cooperation with the Socialist Parties. (Com-
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munist and Workers' Parties’ Manifesto adopred November - December,
1960, Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C., p. 92)

And so, Dr. Poll, I have not only shown you “a single” nation
which became Communist through experimenting with Socialism,
but 1 have shown you four. In addition I call to your attention this
forthright statement by the Communists themselves that Socialists
are considered their allies and tools for the “smruggle to win power
and build socialism,” all of which verifies the conviction of these
realistic Red strategists that socialism does indeed open the way for
a potential conquest by the Communist leadership.

WHAT OTHERS HAVE SAID ABOUT THE NAKED COMMUNIST

In closing it might be mentioned that The Naked Communist
has been reviewed a great many times by educators, political scientists,
newspapers, magazines, news analysts, military specialists on Com-
munism, former FBI officials, authors of texts on Communism and
the faculty of the War College in Washington, D.C. All of these
reviews have been favorable except two. One was a review by a
person whom I would consider to be from the so-called extreme
Right who said 1 had been too restrained. The other negative review
was by Dr. Poll.

Nevertheless, 1 attribute to Dr. Poll a sincerity of purpese but
I am hopeful that someday he will take the time to really learn the
ramifications of the Commmumist conspiracy not only for his own
sake but, more important, for the sake of his students.

Examples of reviewers who had a completely different reaction
than Dr. Poll to The Naked Convmunist include the following:

Stanley J. Tracy, Former Assistunt Director of the FBl and presently
the Vice President of the Foundation for American Research: “This is
the most powerful book on the subject of Communism 1 have ever read. It is the
logical sequel of ]. Edgar Hoover's book, ‘Masters of Deceir.” 1t is the perfect
book for college professors to teach from, and it belongs on the libraty shelves
of every university and public library in the country.”
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Flotida Stute Department of Education: “Each high school senior should
read this book to see the contrast between the Communist dogma and the moral
and spiritual values which have always been, and remain today, the strength of
our nation. Any teacher could utilize the content of this book in presenting
the evils of Communism.” (Florida School Bulletin, June, 1959, p. 37)

Educationnl News Service, Nov. issue, 1959, p. 19. "“To those who do not
have in their home Iibraries the numerous reports of the Congressional and State
Investigating Commirtees this book will bring the essence of them to you in a
volume that has an excellent topical index and extensive bibliography.”

Dr. George Benson, President of Harding College: "“The most valuable
bock on Communism since publication of Whittaker Chambers’ Witness. . . . Tts
great value lies in the factsthat (1) it was wriiten specifically for high school
seniors and is extraordinarily concise and understandable; (2) it deals with the
whole subject of Communism: (3) its author . . . knows that for America to
hold back the Communist menace her people must first understand the consti-
wutional requirements needed to perpetuate our American freedom system. . .. "

George E. Sokolsky, Washington Post, Washington, D. C.: “'T recommend
this book as rewarding to those who really wish to know what they are ralking
about.”

Rosdalie Gorden, America’s Future: “‘This is truly a remarkable book. . . .
We can think of no greater service Americans could perform for themselves.
their children and their country than to see that .at least one copy of this book
15 in their local high school library.”

Paul Harvey, ABC News Analyst: ‘T have never given any volume such an
unqualified endorsement.”

Rodney Gilbert, author of Competitive Co-existence—The New Soviet
Challenge: “Anyone who thinks that the Communists can be brought to
abandon their program of world conquest . . . should read this book. . . . This
book is, in short, an encyclopedic treatment of Communism in all its manifesta-
tions, theoretical and applied.”

Roscoe Drummond, New York Herald Tribune: Tt is packed with the

most revealing research . . . the chapter ‘What Do Defenders of Communism
Sav' is itse} more than the price of admission.”
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Brig. General M. L. Ostler: *'I cannot praise this book too highly. It is some-
thing that has been needed in this country and the free world for a long time
because it covers Communism in its entirery.”

Adolphe Menjou, Chairman, The American Academy of Public Affairs:
“1 have already read The Naked Communist,’ and consider it one of the frnest
books on the subject that T have so far seen.”

Captain Don W. Dillman, Military Intelligence, in the (ntelligence
Digest: “Hete is a whole library on Communism condensed into a single volume.
.. . Alter reading the opening chapters a person feels opposed to Communism—
not because he hates it, bur because he understands it.”’

Sixth U. S. Army Intelligence Newsletter: ““The author asks questions and
provides an impressive and lucid compilation of answers which enables the
reader (0 understand why intelligent and well educated Americans embraced the
Communist ideology. One chapter is entitled, “The Futwre Task’ and answers
the question ol what ¢an be done to stop Communism.”

Additional copies of this pamphlet may be obtained by writing
to the Ensign Publishing Co. at P. O. Box 2316, Salt Lake City, Utah.
The price, postpaid, is thirty-five cents per copy.
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supject: W. CLEON SKOUSEN (

The Directqr is in receipt of a letter dated 6-12-62, from the above
captioned. Skousen, as you know, is a former Bureau Agent who has been lecturing
extensively on the subject of communism. He is the author of a book entitled '"The
Naked Communist."” ¢ @4/ / d P

‘In his letter Skousen makes reference to a controversy which he is
currently having with a Dr. Richarj%?oll. ~ Poll, sometime past, wrote a criticism
of "The Naked Communist'’ entitled "' This Trumpet Gives An Uncertain Sound.” For
criticism Poll attacks Skousen's book as inaccurate, inadequate and extremely
partisan. Skousen has now prepared an answer to Dr. Poll in which he (Skousen) Q/
attempts to prove that Poll is wrong in his criticisms. Skousen encloses with his lett
a copy of his reply to Poll as well as a mimeographed sheet dated 6-2-62, concerning
the controversy. e

04-47468 reflects that the Bureau has previously been aware of Dr, Poll's
criticism of Skousen. Poll is a history professor.at Brigham Young University. ./ /
Apparently Poll and Skousen have both lectured about communism but disagree on a -.
,number of points. Salt Lake City Office has advised that Poll is considered opposed
to communism but is also opposedto Skousen's approach. The controversy between
Poll and Skousen has been under way for quite sometime. A review of Skousen's
answer to Poll's criticism reflects that the FBI is mentipned. On page 2 Skousen
lindicated that he did his research on the theory and early history oﬁcomnﬁunism while
[ihe was in the FBI from 1935 to 1951; on page 15 he makes passing mention of the
Director in relation to the Communist Party line; and on page 24 he comments that ""The
Naked Communist" has been favorably reviewed by "former FBI officials.” In this
connection he quotes briefly from Stanley J. Tracy, former Assistant Director of the
l FBI and identified as Vice President of the Foundation for American Research.

Skousen, as you know, entered on duty with the Bureau on 10-24-35 as
a Messenger, was appointed an-Agent on 6-17-40 and resigned 10-5-51, services
satisfactory. He has been identified as associated with the extreme right-wing 5

1 t in the field of anti ism. or - U
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J oxfés to DeLoach
Re: W, CLEON SKOUSEN

It is felt we should be most circumspect in our answer merely
acknowledging receipt of this material. This will prevent the Director from
becoming involved in any way in the controversy between Skousen and Dr. Poll.

RECOMMENDATION:

That the attached letter be sent to Skousen,
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Mr. m’:ﬁ?ﬁuﬂock (430
693 Santa Coleta Court A
Sunnyvale, California o ‘. o
(/b ™ s
‘{/\) P . ~
m .
Dear Mr. Bullock: o
= [A*)
— s -
Ycur letter postmarked September 4th has been = ¥
recelved. , 8 s

Mr. W. Cleon Skousen entered on duty with the
FBI as a clerk on Uctober 24, 1935, in which capacity he served
until June 17, 1940, when he became a Special Agent. He volun-
tarily resigned the latter position on October 5, 1951. Mr. Skousen
is no longer associated with the ¥BI and hic opinions are strictly
his own and do not represent this Bureau in any way.

The FBI is strictly an investigative agency of the
Federeh Government and neither makes evaluations nor draws
concluSlonsrmag to the character or integrity of any organization,
publicalton §xndividual. In view of the foregoing, I am unable

to con&%:ent dn the manner you requested.

'--

E :";:.? Sincerely yours,
= L9 ‘ ;
“T mim:’@ ﬂ \ /7
| stprotog | John Bdgar Hoover
{ R \ Director ‘b 9‘3
i PR L J . \)\ v
BCER S
rsl t,\' ()
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RMWmlk o . e
| ./ e \;’ . See NOte next page.
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Mr. Russ Bullock

NOTE: Neither Correspondent nor "Christians Confront Communism"
identifiable in Bufiles. Geren is a career Foreign Service Officer.

He received recess appointment as Deputy Director of the Peace Corps.
Information indicates Geren took a tour in 1959 including 30 days in
Russgia. He was accompanied by one Gerome Dwight Davis, a concealed
communist in 1936 and as late as 1944. Geren indicated membership

in the American Council Institute of Public Relations. Carl Prussian

is former security informant of the San Francisco Division who was
discontinued in 1958 after he disclosed his informant's status to the
newspapers.
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September 2, 1962

J.. Edgar Hoover
Federal Bureau of Investigation
Washington 25, D.C.

r

Dear Sir,

During this past week, we have had a study course
on communism at our church., The basic book used wmistians
Confront Communism' by Paw en. y.suf @S h

- o ———— et g

M The layman instructor, Bill Hunt, was using
"The"Naked Communist"” by W. Cleon@kousen for much of his

teaching. Itook exception to several things that came out of
Skousen's_book.

I would appreciaté any background material you
could send me concerning Skousen, as I am interested in finding
out if his writings are in the best interest of fighting communism,

.Since [ am writing, I'd like any information available on
a Carl Prussian concerning anti-communism,

-Russ Bullock
693 Santa Coleta Ct ¥
Sunnyvale, Calif / VJ

P.S. I am a member of Fairoaks Park Southern Baptist Church in

Sunnyvale.
RB
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2912 - B - Pepper Tree Lane.

Costa Mesa, Calif,
Sept. 7, 1962.

Mr, J. Edgar Hoover,

Dear Sir, &

: Will you help to clear my thinking regarding Dr. Schwartz of the
Christian Anti-Communism School and the John Birch Society ?- Also\Leon_
. Skouson, ¢/ ¢ ¢n .

'Having read some articles regarding the John Birch Society niy

conclusion is that their aims are American, but some members are "extremists."

I have listened to Dr, Schwartz' School of communism and also
last week heard Dr. Schwartz on "Meet The Press.”" I feel he is presenting a
cause, not personalities,

I have read Mr,/Skouson's ook "The Naked Communist" and have

been greatly enlightened. DyfFifield of a Los Angeles church brought thege
people to our attention and/we truly thank him. Qe/7”

As "Spigitual Life Secretary" I have brought some of Mr Sypuson's

and Dr. Schwartz' information to our ladies through our worship servicg,

- ministers' wife and one member have brought me up sharply because ¢f ghis. They

said that Mr, Skouson is not all he seems to be - has no right to give

ggestions
that will help different groups t6 spread the proper information-- that

regarding extremists. Many of our ladies feel as I do, but I am greatly dis-
turbed regarding the lack of knowledge of these vital issues.

I hope you will give me reason to continue. to speak gently, firmly
. and With love and Christian conviction. Now I feel quite out of step.

Sincerely and respectfully
Lo

‘-"“"‘”“"“i A
/ 7% ;., VARE S et /s/ (Mrs F. E) Dorothy BreGpec 3.2_,/"
ho i REC-5p = </l
cﬁ.""*?’.ﬂ 2/ NSRRI 60 .,¢7’/.é» - \‘&
i{\\ s "fj"ﬂ @\o‘\-“ hjk\@!ﬁ%x Zg#meEn %v\ .

. o i
nsw‘w"' . SEP 1'3 1962 19N SEP 19 {og2 A\Q}
572@ 19 952 “ - SR— #M.’ﬂ‘ N

Lo r. Schwartz
has been proved outf éf line. I cannot understand the aftitude of our church officials
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~ Boise ,,Idaho :
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&

-'_Nov'embef 29,‘",’"1_9"62 N
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Mrs. Joﬁﬁrraclongh .
1707 Hervey Street

b AN

Dear Mrs. Barraclough.

1484
HOOM ONIGYIY-Q.03%

3 Hd S b

Your letter postmarked November 34 1962, haa been
received, and the thought prompting your communication is appreciated

- Although I wou.ld lke to be of service, the FBI ls strictly
an investigative agency of the Federal Government and neither makes

" evaluations nor draws conclusions as to the character or integrity of any

organization, pubucation or {ndividual. Therefore, I am sure you under-
stand why ! am.unable to comment in the manner you suggested concerning
Mr. Garfield and the United Nations. With respect to Mr. W, Cleon .

T Osmusen, however, he entered on duty with the FBI a8 a clerk on

"October 24, 1935, in which capacity he served until June 17, 1940, when

he became a Speclal Agent. He voluntarily resigned the latter position
on October 5, 1951. Since resigning from this Bureau, Mr. Skousen's .
activities are strictly his own. Based upon my policy explalned above,
I am not in.a posmon to oifer any evaluation of him. _

Sincerely yours,

‘ L) — > - ' . .
AES T / L o )
- " ’ y Lo : S ' ' U Edgar Hoover T -
gz WO
LG , . S John Edga.r Hoo'gre_r : :
A . Director
VLR ST AN
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1

Diredtor of Federal Bureau-of Investigation
Department of Justice
Washinegton 25, D. C.

Dezr Sir:

The day that Cleon Skousen was scheduléd to speak in our fair.cityy my daugh-
ters Junior Hi History Teacher began asking the class whether or not theyliked
- the U M. Then he proceeded to malign Mr. Skouse, saying he had been fired from
the F B I. I would like to disprove this accusation and I hope your files will :
enable me to do so. It was my understanding thathe left the FB I to accept 4
a position at the Brigham Young University in Provo, Utah,

Inother factor which has been quite disgusting--this teacher, Mr. Garfield,
hasbeen making derogatory remarks about some of the students whose views wers
against the U H.

I hope to hear from you soon

Sincerely

| Mrs. Jochn Barraclough
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T Bonorable possard L. Holland

United Hates Henate
Y_*‘Jeehmgton 25, D, €.
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i
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My dear Eomator:

144

I recelved ymxr communication of November 26th,
with enclosure, and itis a pleaeuro to furnich the information
roquested. _

HOCH ORIAQY3IY-0,23

29 Hd &5 |

Mr, W. Cieoa Fikouson entereﬂ on duty with the
FRIcon cterk on October 24, 1830, in which capacity he served - .
until June 17, 1040, when heo becamove Speclal Agent. He volun-
tarily fesigneﬂ the lattes position on October 5, 1851, I would
like to point cut that Iir. Skouoon'c activities, opinions and com-
ments are strictly his own and do sot regresent tbis Bureau in

_ 8ny manner,

RIS TR

- 1 hope the above will bo of a,xeistance to you, and |
I am returning Mr. Melton's leftor,

g S;lneerely yours,
om0 T e Hoower
Pl ’ ’
Ly T \aAlLEDB B
!\' T .
1 "y o .

Fer

NP~ 1857 ‘g‘

Enclo:mz'e G COL‘MJ L "
‘\.

s ";11 bfn ,?}J

L NOTE Bufiles 1nd1cate we have had cordial relations with Senator Holland
who is on the Special Correspondents® List. Mr., Quimb} elton, St g
_ Editor of the Griffin Daily News, Gr1ffin Georgia, ishéfs ‘on the Specml
Correspondents‘ Lh
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z ~~Re: Quimby Melton, Sr,, Publisher N
‘Griffin Daily News Sl

/ " Griffin, Georgia

Vlnifed Dlates Henatle

Nevember 28, 1962

N )

Respectfully referred to

Honorable J., Edgar Hoover, Director, Federal Bureau

of Investigation, Washington 25, D, C.
1

i

for such consideration as the communication

herewith submitted may warrant, and for a report

thereon, in duplicate to accompany return of

inclosure,

By direction of

. / ENCLOSURE | ‘ 4

Hr. smuﬂQZ@f
Mr, Tavel ..
:d v, Trotter. ...
Tole, Roomt ...
Pins Holmed ..
pﬂss Gandy._.._...
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UK CGIRFFIN DALY NH'VS ;
s - . SENATOR . B HoLLANDesuBLlsHEu 1871 ‘; .

PPN Rirry, GEorRGLA
L NGOV 28 1962 ‘ Nov. 27,1962

\JLEU[&U L -
Dear SpeW&FPHTLON D5 ‘
I am not a "constituent' of yours.

QUIMBY MELTON, S
PUBLISHER

But .I am a feiend 2nd have the greates6 con-
Fidencé in you. So I turn to you for some information,

Last night a Cleo Skousen spoke here at a neeting
sponsored by a new organlzation that calls itself "The Cone :
. servatives." He spoke on the dangers of Communism. During his
" speech he practically charged that our government is a setfelite
- of Russia; that our officials are dupes of Krishchev; that
We have entered a secret egreement with Russia over Cuba and
- all that,

He 1s a forceful speeker and knows hoswr to rouse o
enthusiasm, He is skilbkd in taking some small fact, blowing '
SR 1t up out of all proportion, and presenting it es a fact. - ¥
B T I am certain you know others like hq}ﬁ%ﬁl

. !” A The Conservatives played up the factf that he
was & former FBI man -~ a specialist on communism~-and that his-
book "The Naked Corrmunist' 41s a best seller. (I understand

_ he was paid $500 for his visit here.) A charge was made for
adnission and the local sponscrs probebly came out with no loss. . -

Now Spessard I don't like anyone jumping on our
governnent and making blanket charges that we are going to the
dogs are cormmunist dominated end 3uch ridiculous charges.

_Jf\‘-.,, . . 1:‘:‘5_

Here is what I an asking you to do for me:

. - Please establish the fact thet he wgd with the FBI; @ .~
© % - )and in vhat capacity. Please find out why he left the FEE,

F I Please find out if he has ecver been associated with wyltrs-
conservatives such as. the Birch Sociaty, even to the extent of

being "fellow traveller."

1y purpose in asking this infomation is that
I am afraid a lot of our mood people are being "brain vashed",
Some of the key persons in thft nev organization a:e s0
"conservative" that 1{f I vere inclined to say so, I misht

say they are Faqcists. |
ENCLOSURp
Any Information that you will g

 % - be attribute“ to you “é?‘r LOtb7\41;%§?__.

Thanks--and a ’brV} Christmas

; NP .
[ U PRI, - 4

for me will) not




2

R e e e

T [ A e S

e

Mrs Shirle%?at{emoh“v e - '7 R

Solvang, o] “Iornia O

Dear Mrs. Pattereon - h Lo
'Ihave received your Ietter of December 30th

'thh enclosﬁre, and apprecmte the. mterest prompting you to .
write. ! ‘ .

In response to your request, Mr.. W Cleon Skousen
‘entered on duty with the FBI as a-clerk on October 24, 1935, in.
which capacity he served until June 17, 1940, when he became a
Special Agent. He voluntarily resigled the latter position on
October 5, 1951. His personal ventures as well as his opinions
and comments since he left the Bureau are strzctly his.own, and
I am sure you will understand why it is not possibie for: me {o
comment on these- in any way Whatsoever '

: : Enclosed is some hterature I trust you mll ﬁnd to
. be of interest. e - N A

Y. ¢

Sincerelj yourﬂ,,,,_ o

. - . il.Ed
rWAlm\j é y IS gat Hoove; e M .

il i ‘ John Edgar Hoover

Ai 1 - ]
?91“" B Y H‘Q;f{
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Enclosures (5) -

Let's Fight Communism Sanely

You Versus Crime

Bulwarks of Liberty

An American's Challenge

Commumsm and the Knowledge to Combat It

NOTE: Buf11es contain no 1nformat10n 1dent1f1ab1e with correspondent
Mr. Paul D. Raymond, or the Midland School of Los Olivos, ‘California,




TRUE COPY

Dec 30, 1962

Dear Mr Hoover,

This letter was written to the Editor of our small
local weekly paper, Santa Ynez Valley News, several weeks ago.

I am deeply concerned over this article because 1

have always felt Mr Skousen to be an excellent authority on the

Communist threat to our country, and as a member of our local
Speakers' group, we weré'so- pleased to have Mr Skousen here.

This writer, Mr Raymond is a teacher at Midland
School, a private boys' school here in the Santa Ynez Valley.

Certainly this letter will undo some of the good
that was done thrusMr Skousens' speech. This area seems to
be quite "liberal"™ in thinking any way, due to the influence of
the Santa Barbara News-Press (we are located 30 mi no. of -
Santa Barbara)

Can you please answer me in such a way that your

word on Mr Skousen couid be published. This could refer to his

character, back ground, anything in favor of him. The reference

to U. 8. H1story texts is understandably out of your partlcular
dep't.

Many thanks for any help you can give me.

Mrs Shirley Paiterson
Solvang, Calif.

Return address per envelope:
S. Patterson
Solvang, Calif.
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Skousen Convincing, Dangerous; -

Views Need ‘Considerable Airing’,

Editor, Val]eglz News:
W. Cleon Skousen seems to

have become a center of con-
troversy in our Valley. This is
good because views such as he
expresses require considerable
airing. Usually a light breeze
will blow their substance away,
but, unfortunately, the lint
keeps collecting again in a mul-
titude of fuzzy minds.

I did not hear him when he '
spoke in the Valley on Dec.
5, but did the night before in’
Santa Barbara and have heard
him seyéral times on tapes ahd
T.V. afld have also read his

v

book, The Naked Communist,
and supd her things he has

writterr In short, I have done
my homework and have reached
the conclusion that he is either
a charlatan or a “nut,” but, in
either case, is definitely danger-
ous, in-so-far as he is able tof,
convinée others that what hej,
says is true. .

Two years ago one of my stu-

dents asked to play a tape byl
Mr, Skousen on U.S. History as
it is.being taught in the Amer-:
ican schools (there wag no title |
on the tape). This tape was
played in my living room be- |
fore a group of students. |
Mr. Skousen asserted that our '
U.S. History is being taught
with a Communist slant, that
the major ‘text-books in this
field are filled with Communist |,
propaganda, Then he described i
this propaganda. i
Among other things being
_ taught, he said, is the-~idea-that
=-the Founding-Fathers wereé aris-
tocrats—rich men—who sat on*
\ their verandas sipping mint-
juleps, while being waited on |
hand and foot by slaves, The
majpr text-books, he said, also
potiray the Founding Fathers
as fen who wrote the Constitu-
tion to serve their own selfish
needs.

SR

The speech was long — he
seems to be given to two hour

addressf— pucttiese will serve

as examples.
Mr, Skousen is a very con-,

* vincing speaker, and he might’

have swayed even my students.
However, 1 belled the cat, so to:
speak; I had the half-dozen,
most-used U.S. History texts.
right ithere in the living room.’
After ecach - outrageous state-;
ment, T turned the tape record-
er off and had my students ex-
amine what the text-books real-.
ly said. In every -case, what:
they actually said bore no’ re-|
lation to what Mr, Skousen saidf
they-said. R

In his speech on Dec. 4 in
Santa Barbara (I assume he
made the same speech here)
he utilized several quotations

" from works by Arthur M. Schle-

singer, Jr., to prove that the

+ present Administration is being

subjected to serious, internal
Communist influences. His tech-
nique was subtle and convine-
ing. Nowhere did he directly
assert that Schlesinger is a
Communist, instead, he used thel
quotations to prove that Schle-i
singer is a ‘“‘social-democrat™

- “Fabian Sccialist.” Else-
where, he indicated that these’
are no different from Commu-
nists —w about+as fraudulent a
notion as was ever conceived,

e

. I to cheer after hearing that their
i
f

®

leven if Schlésinger could—l)g
placed in these categories;
" which he coess

Most glaring, however, was
Skousen’s failure to cite any
sources for the quotations he
was using to slander a great
historian and public figure and
to destroy peoples’ faith in the
loyalty of our Administration,

During the question and ans-
wer session after the speech,
I asked for the sources of these
quotations. 1 asked for book
titles, dates of publication and
Ipage numbers. Instead of these,
he cited five pages in the 1958
Congressiopal Record. Intelli-
igent' peopléy will not' need to
*be told that S{ousen thereby in-
dicated that h&is probably un-
familiar with Schlesinger’s;.
works — nor will they need to
be told that the quotations were
‘torn from their context and told
much more about the person
who would use them in this
form than about the man who
originally said them.

One final word. At the con—(
clusion of his address — by}

which time Mr. Skousen had[

| “proved” pretty conclusively
%that America was sold out to
. the Communists — the master i

/;f ceremonies lea i X

f “moni pt to his feet

\nd sjaid, Wasn’t that greati!
asn’t that thrilling!1” Avd the |

Mudience cheered,

erica will not be saved

ver, by those who are &ble

i
H

howe

COuntry has e,

_ PAUL
i |M1dlar.ld SC 1§

out,

YMOND

: \Los Olivos, California
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To: BAC, Balt Lake City -
" From: Director, FBI (94-47433)
LW, cnnon‘gno USEN

MISCELLANEOUS -~ IRFBRIATION OONCEBﬂING
(HATIOHALITIIB INTILLIG‘HCB)

- . The 3/19/63 Congreseionsl nocord ehows Senator loss of
Utah spoke concerning a booklet entitled "Has Cuba Been Abandoned
to Communism?" which was authored by Skousen and which Moss indicates
- had been sent to him with the compliments of the Citizen'’s Information
Conmittee of Salt lake City., Moss further stated he suapected the
Committes 18 a front for the John Birch Society. . -

. Bureau has been unable to locnte copy of this booklet and
’g:etres that you expeditiously forwnrd copy by airtel for review by
" Bureau, , :

/

L T 1,.()

.,/

NOTR:

: Information concerning booklet contained 1n memorandum
-N. P, Callahan to the Director 3/20/63 entitled "The Congressional
. Record." All logical Bureau facilities have been checked concerning
- this publication, and no references to it could be located. There
- is also no indication that -outside sources which normally could .
' provide publications of this nature have access to it., Nationalities
Intelligence Section has been instructed to review booklet and
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Date: 3/27/63

Transmit the following in

(Type in plain text or code}

Vi AIRTEL ' ATR MAIL
ia

(Priority or Method of Mailing}

j4’ TO:  DIRECTOR, FBI (94-47468)
B
4 FROM: SAC, SALT LAKE CITY (80-225) (C)

W. CLEON SKOUSEN
MISCELLANEQUS - INFORMATION CONCERNING
(NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE)

Rebuairtel 3/22/63.

In accordance with referenced Bureau airtel, one copy of
a booklet entitle@}Yas CUBA been abandoned to Communism?" by M,
CLEON § QUSEN, is énclosed. Also enclosed is another booklet en-
t1t1ed‘%§§2§UR M. ISCHLESINGER JR,...man behind the sceéné in
Washington," alsd by BKOUSEN. This latter booklet is one of Mr.
SKOUSEN's latest publlcatlons and the Bureau may desire it also

for review, /Wa/a?m\f SkousrE

The foregoing two booklets were furnished this office by
Sergeant ROBERT JOHNSON, Salt Lake City, Utah, Police Department.
He stated they are belng sold in Salt Lake Clty at a price of
twenty-five cents each. //')
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FD-340a (4-7-81),
, 1 BooKlet ent.mtled ”has CUBA bean
abandoned . Communism?"

: 1 Booklet er™tled "ARTHUR M, SCHLESING oy
S gmsen. o JRe o4 oman behind the Scepe in Washington,

-

R T ot by W, CEEON SKOUSEN,
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W. Cleon Skousen

ARTHUR M.
SCHLESINGER, JR.
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ANY'I:HING written by Arthur M. Schlesinger, Jr., is
important for at least two reasons: First, he is considered one of
the most influential advisors to President Kennedy on the White
House staff, and second, he is a leader in the group of strategists
who have controlled American foreign policy for over twenty years.

Before coming to the White House, Mr. Schlesinger was teach-
ing history at Harvard University. He had attracted the atten-
tion of Harvard liberals early in his career and had been made a
full professor of history in 1954 without ever having earned either
a Master’s degree or a Ph.D. degree. His title of “Dr.” is honorary
only and not from Harvard. His three honorary degrees have been
from Muhlenberg College (1950), Bethany College (1956} and
the University of New Brunswick (1960).

Mr. Schiesinger has been active in politics all of his adult life.
He served as speech writer for Adlai Stevenson, was chairman of
the ADA (Americans for Democratic Action), and serves as a
top official in the American Civil Liberties Union, the Council on
Foreign Relations, the American Committee on Africa and the
Twentieth Century Fund, Ine.

Dr. Schlesinger is recognized both by iriends and opponents
as a skillful strategist and brilliant writer. His writings may be
roughly classified in two categories, those writings which deal in
generalities and are designed for popular consumption, and then
those writings which are aimed at the exclusive inner circle of
which Mr. Schlesinger is a member. The mind of Arthur M.
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Schlesinger can best be understood by studying his “inner circle”
writings.

The Schlesinger Manifesto — 1947

One of the most complete exposures of Dr. Schlesinger’s think-
ing is set forth in an article which he wrote for the “inner circle”
in 1947. It appeared in the Partisan Review for May-June, 1947,
and is referred to by Congressmen as the “Schlesinger Manifesto™
because it sets forth the grand strategy of the men behingd the
scenes. This entire article was reprinted in the Congressional
Record for September 26, 1961 (See Volume 107, pp. 20122-20125).

In this article Dr. Schlesinger boldly asks his colleagues: “Is
Democratic Socialism possible?” With equal boldness he assures
them that it is, not only for the United States but for the whole
world.

But what is Democratic Socialism? What is Dr. Schlesinger
advocating?

A standard reference book on this subject is the Fabian Essays
in Socialism which was originally published in 1889 but was re-
printed by Doubleday in 1961. The seven writéers who prepared
these essays state in the introduction that they “are all Social
Demoerats” (p. 6). They then describe some of their ultimate
goals:

Diminishing and then eliminating private ownership of prop-
erty, p. 16.

Government ownership or control of all land, pp. 82, 191, 194,

Government ownership or control of industry, p. 191.

Government control of labor, p. 191.

Government control of communications, p. 191.

Government ownership or control of transportation, p. 191.

Government ownership or control of the banks, p. 195.

Government ownership or control of insurance, p. 42.

Gaining economic conirol nationally and then expanding it
internationally, pp. 170, 173.

Diminishing the significance of the family, pp. 183, 245.
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Diminishing the significance of religion, p. 43.
Central government control over the whole educational sys-
tem, p. 75.

Of course, all of this closely parallels the doctrines of Karl
Marx but the Social Democrats point out that they expect to
achieve their goals of a collectivized society by peaceful means.
They will do it by “gradualism” or “piece-meal,” as Dr. Schlesinger
calls it, so the people will not be aroused to resistance through
resentment.

The Social Democrats visualize several stages of transition.
The one they are working for now is a “mixed society” or a com-
bination of socialism and capitalism. The sgueeze would then be
gradually tightened on private enterprise until it is eliminated.
This is described on page 196 of the Fabian Essays in Socialism.

Now let us take a look at the so-called Schlesinger Manifesto
which reflects the thinking of this important “man behind the
scenes” who sets out to answer the question “Is democratic so-
cialism possible?”

Schlesinger on the Coming of Socialism

Although the sentiments of the people may be opposed to

" jt, Dr. Schlesinger says Democratic Socialism is possible:

“Abstracting the question for a moment from current politieal
actualities, one must answer that there is ne inherent reason why
democratic socialism should not be possible.” (Paragraph 6 of
Dr. Schlesinger’s Partisan Review article.)

But how can it be brought about without arousing the people?
Dr. Schlesinger believes the strategy of “gradualism” is the answer:

“If socialism (ie. the ownership by the state of all significant
means of production) is to preserve democracy, it must be brought
about step by step in a way which will not disrupt the fabric of
custom, law, and mutual confidence upon which personal rights
depend. That is, the transition must be piecemeal; it must be

3




parliamentary; it must respect civil liberties and due process of
law.” (Paragraph 7.)

Here 1s the real key to the strategy of the Social Democrats—
to get control of the people and their property by “due process
of law.”

But won’t the people resist? In advanced countries like the
United States and Britain where most people have substantial
property holdings, won't they fight rather than give up their
rights? Dr. Schlesinger thinks not: ‘ .

“There is no sign in either nation that the capitalists are
putting up a really determined fight.” (Paragraph 8.)

Now Dr. Schlesinger outlines how the United States will be
gradually socialized. He starts out with this assurance:

“There seems no inherent obstacle to the gradual advanece of
socialism in the United States through a series of New Deals.”
(Paragraph 9.)

He feels that the next depression will panic the people into
demanding more soctalization:

“, . .the next depression will certainly mean a vast expansion
in Government ownership and contrel. The private owners will
not only acquiesce in this, in characteristic capitalistic panic, they
will demand it.” (Paragraph 9.)

Notice that in this sentence Dr. Schlesinger has expanded
his original definition of Socialism. In paragraph 7 he defined
Socialism as “the ownership by the state of all significant means
of production,” Now he starts talking about “ownership .and
control.” The Social Democrats have always [elt that getting
“control” of industry is the important thing. It'is then easy to
squeeze out the operators and “nationalize” the industry when-
ever it seems expedient. Dr. Schlesinger even goes so far as to
state that it may be desirable to have different types of “owner-
ship” so long as it is tightly administered by government control: .

“Government ownership and control can take many forms.
The independent public corporation, in the manner of TVA, is one;
State and municipal ewnership can exist alongside Federal owner-
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ship; and techniques of the cooperatives can be expanded; even the
resources of regulation have not been fully tapped.” (Paragraph
10.)

Undoubtedly this is the most significant sentence in the early
part of Dr. Schlesinger’s article. It exposes the whole socialist
strategy fo seize power over a free society by Government “regu-
lation.” This was Benito Mussolini’s approach to socializing Italy.
Of course, the Democracies have always looked upon government
“regulation” as a means of preventing monopoly and insuring fair
play in the open market. Now the Sccialists come along with a
plan to use Government regulation as the means of getting “Gov-
ernment ownership and control.”. In other words, 1o establish a
Government monopoly which would eliminate free enterprise,
private ownership, and the principle of competition in the open
market.

At this point Dr. Schlesinger feels he has made his point and
so he concludes:

“Socialism, then, appears quite practicable within this frame
of reference, as a long-term proposition.” (Paragraph 11.)

Schlesinger’s idea of
Saving Democracy Through Socialism

At several points in his article, Dr, Schlesinger expresses the
idea that the reason he wants to promote Socialism is so that it
can “save” democracy.

For example, in paragraph 7 he states: “If socialism . . . is
{o save democracy, it must be brought about step by step,” etc,,
then in paragraph 11 he says Socialism’s “gradual advance might
well preserve order and law, keep enough internal checks and dis-
continuities to guarantee a measure of freedom, and evolve new
and real forms for the expression of democracy.” (Italics added.)

What is a “measure of freedom?’ Even the prisoners in
Alcatraz have a “measure of freedom.”

The American founding fathers seem to have contradicted Dr.
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Schlesinger's thesis. They counted the concentration of power in
government the enemy of democracy. As James Madison warned:

“Where an excess of power prevails, property of no sort is duly
respected. Ne man is safe in his opinions, his faculties, or his pos-
sessions.” (Quoted in Christian History of the Constitution, by
Verna Hall, p. 248-A.)

Therefore Samuel Adams declared that the American colonies
proclaimed Socialism to be unconstitutional:

>

“The Utepian schemes of levelling, and a community of goods,
are as visionary and impracticable as those which vest all property
in the Crown, are arbitrary, despotic, and in our government, un-
constitutional.” (Ibid.)

In 1947, Dr. Schlesinger’s example of Socialism saving a
democracy was (Great Britain. Yet that very same year the So-
cialist Labour Government adopted a compulsory labor law giving
the Socialist Government the power to assign any British worker
to any job that it saw fit—and for any length of time., (See F. A.
Hayek, The Road to Serfdom, p. XIII.) This despotic act was
a major factor which cost the Socialists the next election. They
frantically repealed this law at the last moment to try to save
their political skins, but the British voters ousted them.

Later, the Socialist leaders reflected on their experience and
many of them honestly admitied that their experiments had almost
scuttled British democracy. In a spirit of self-criticism, the Labour
Party’s leading intellectual, R.H.S. Crossman, wrote an evaluation
and called it, Socialism and the New Despotism. (Fabian Tract
No. 298, London, 1956.) In it Mr. Crossman admits that Socialist
theory had not led toward the preservation of democracy but had
resurrected the twin relics of the Dark Ages: feudalism and

despotism.

Schlesinger's Views on American Democracy

Throughout his article, Dr. Schlesinger seems to look upon
traditional American democracy as a weak vehicle rattling along
the ruts of a political blind alley. The amazing ‘success story of
the American sysiem is no great achievement to.Dr. Schlesinger.

6
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His manifest contempi for its businessmen, its labor movement,
its religions, its democratic institutions, are salt and peppered
throughout his article. Here is his caustic comment about democ-
racies in general and American democracy in particular:

“A democracy is politically unreliable at best; the American
democracy is notoriously unreliable on all questions of maintaining
a continuous foreign policy. Between the irresponsibility of the
capitalists, the confusion of the intellectuals, and the impotence
of the working class, there may arise a state of irresolution whfich
produces a political vacuum; and a political vacuum inevitably
attracts activists—gangsters, terrorists, and totalitarians.” (Para-
graph 45.)

Here Dr. Schlesinger introduces his favorite bogeyman:
Fascism. Starting with a patently false premise that “‘a democracy
is unreliable at best,” he ends up with the equally false con-
clusion that Socialism is the only plan of salvation since otherwise
we are confronted by the specter of Fascism.

Dr. Schlesinger sees no salvation in preserving a free and
open society such as the founding fathers envisioned. It is too
“unreliable.”

Schlesinger's Views on American Businessmen

Not only is American democracy unreliable, but its business-
men are irresponsible. He says:- ’

“Fearing change, fearing swift action because it might portend
change, lacking confidence and resolution, subject to spasms of -
panic and hysteria, the American business community is too
irresponsible to work steadily for the national interest, or even
for its narrow class interests.” (Paragraph 19.)

What he especially condemns is the fact that American busi-
nessmen resist Socialism:

“But the American business community continues te resist
radical democracy, like a drowning man threshing out at his res-
cuer. In so doing, it may destroy the possibility of a peaceful
transition to socialism.” (Paragraphs 19-20.)
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Schlesinger’s Views on Organized Labor

The Socialists have always pretended to be the friends of the
working man and of organized labor in particular. Dr. Schlesinger
strips away the mask of pretense and boldly declares that in a
Socialist society labor unions will be used for disciplining the
workers, not for representing them:

“The beginnings of trade union organization at one time may
have promised a serious future for an organized proletariat. But
there is no point in keeping up the pretense a century later. The
trade union movement is as clearly indigenous to the capitalist -
system as the corporation itself, and it has no particular meaning
apart from that system. In a Socialist society its functions are
radically changed: it becomes, not a free labor movement, but a
labor front. . . . Unions inevitably become organs for disciplining
the workers, not for representing them.” (Paragraph 29.)

There is probably no statement by a public figure which
exhibits more contempt for the laboring class than the amazing
declaration by Dr. Schlesinger in paragraphs 28-32 of this article.
A typical barb is as follows:

“Moreover, workers as a mass have rarely had the impulses
attributed to them by Marxism, They too often believe in patriot-
ism or religion, or read comic strips, go to movies, play slot ma-
chines and patronize taxi dance halls; in one way or another, they
try to cure their discontent by narcotics rather than by surgery.”
(Paragraph 31.) '

Notice that Dr. Schlesinger equates patriotism and religion
among the “narcotics” of the working class.

This brings us to another interesting quality of Dr. Schlesin-
ger’s mind, his contempt for religion.

Schlesinger’'s Views on Religion

Dir. Schlesinger not only takes the traditional Marxist posi-
tion that religion is a “narcotic” buf he prides himself in the fact
that the intellectual liberals are doing away with the “Chrstian
myths.,” Here is the way he describes it:

8




“Official liberalism . . . dispensed with the absurd Christian
myths of sin and damnation and believed that what shortcomings
man might have were 1o be redeemed, not by Jesus on the cross,
but by the benevolent unfolding of history. Tolerance, free in-
quiry, and technology, operating in the framework of human per-
fectibility, would in the end create a heaven on earth, a goal
accounted much more sensible and wholesome than a heaven in
heaven.,” (Paragraph 21.)

Schlesinger's Views on Karl Marx

Throughout Dr. Schlesinger’s writings the student will ob-
serve a continusus projection of Marxist thinking, Nevertheless,
Dr. Schlesinger is critical of Marx on many occasions. Most of this,
however, is criticism of his tactics rather than his theories. Dr.
Schlesinger visualizes attaining Marxist goals more cleverly than
Marx: '

“It is clear today that Marx’s method was often better than
his application of it.” (Paragraph 47.)

Dr. Schlesinger then goes on to acknowledge that some of
Marx's theories did not held up with the passing of time and that
medern intellectuals should strive toward the goals of Socialism
without being handicapped by the brittle strategy which Marx
advocated for achieving these goals. Dr. Schlesinger declares that
the “politician-manager-intellectual types — the New Dealer —”
must seize control of political power to stop any combination of
forces which would “block the movement toward democratic so-
cialism.” (Paragraph 47.) Not even Marx, the master teacher,
must be allowed to stand in the way.

Almost as though he were offering the supreme sacrifice, Dr.
Schiesinger says:

“These seem to me the actualities of the day. If their ac-
ceptance means discarding Marx, let us by all means discard
Marx.” (Paragraph 48.) This, apparently, would be the ultimate
in manifest devotion to the Socialist cause.
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Schlesinger's Views on Communism

However, as the student might suspect, Dr. Schlesinger’s basic
admiration for Marx leaves him compromised when it comes to
! dealing with the threat of Communism. Not that he doesn’t recog-
nize the threat, he does, but the threat he fears is the possibility
that Commumnism might take over the democracies before Socialism
does! He looks upon the Soviet Union as a competitor which is
striving for the same goals but using ruthless methods to achieve
it. The Soviet Union is therefore not an enemy to be defeated
but an ally that must be forced to cooperate.

Schlesinger says he shares the view of Schumpeter when he
said: “The trouble with Russia is not that she is Socialist but that
‘ she is Russia.” (Paragraph 36.) It is the element of violence in
" Communism which is objectionable, not the collectivization of
i land and industry, not the bureaucratic dictatorship, not the
diminishing of individual rights, not the disrupting of the family
nor the suppression of religion. If this could have been done
“peacefully,” gradually and subtly, Sccial Democrats would not
: protest. In fact, all of these elements were part of their own plan.
i Dr. Schlesinger says: “The crime of the U.S.S.R. against the
warld is its determination to make experiments in libertarian so-
clalism impossible,” (Paragraph 35.)

So the U.S.8.R. must be compelled to ahandon violent revolu-
tion and conquest as the means of Marxizing the world and turn
to the task of making Socialism work within her own borders.
How can the Soviet be compelled to do this? Dr. Schiesinger ad-
vocates a two-pronged program of containing Communism on the
one hand while preventing it from being destroyed and overthrown
on the other hand. Here is the way he describes it:

“Reduced to its fundamentals, the American problem is to
é arrange the equilibrium of forces in the world so that, at every
given moment of decision, the Soviet general staff will decide
against aggressions that might provoke a general war on the
! ground that they present too great a military risk.” (Paragraph
39.) ;

y This is the Socialist approach to containment. The scheme is
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not to smother Communism, but herd it back to a posture of
Democratic Socialism. Dr. Schlesinger is quick to point this out:

“At the same time, the United States must not succumb o
demands for an anti-Soviet crusade nor permit reactionaries in
the buffer states to precipitate conilicts in defense of their own
' obsolete prerogatives.” (Paragraph 39.)

The student may be astonished to discover that Dr. Schlesin-
ger considers the longing for freedom in the satellites to be merely
the dreams of “reactionaries” longing for their “obsolete preroga-
tives!”

Therefore, the Schlesinger plan is to be a “no-win” policy of
co-existence while the United States uses its money and influence
1o create Socialist governments all over the rest of the world:

“At the same time (while we are containing the Soviet Union)
U.S. backing to the parties of the non-Communist left and U.S.
support for vast programs of economic reconstruction may go far
toward removing the conditions of want, hunger, and economic
insecurity which are constant invitations to Soviet expansion.”
(Paragraph 40.)

Granting that Americans would like to help remove “condi-
tions of want, hunger, and economic insecurity that are constant
invitations to Soviet expansion,” where does Dr. Schlesinger get
the impression that Americans want to do it by subsidizing slug-
gish, inefficient Socialist regimes? Why not use American money
to promote freedom and prosperity along traditional American
lines which have produced wealth and improved standards of
living faster than any system mankind has ever tried? On this
point Dr. Schlesinger is silent. His plea is for Socialisi.

Schlesinger's Theory That
The Communists Will Change

Dr. Schiesinger has a theory in which many Socialists agree
(but experts on Communism Jlike Dr. Gerhart Niemeyer of Notre
Dame do not), that Communism will mellow. Reminiscent of
similar theories concerning Nazism, Fascism and the Japanese mili-
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tary when they wanted oil and scrap-iron, the following statement
by Dr. Schlesinger is a typical of the Schlesinger-Rostow-Acheson
schoal of political thinkers:

“Experience has shown that a nation can sustain unlimited
objectives for only a limited time. The fervor of a crusade wears
a people out; after a time the countiry relapses from the messiah
business into its national routine. The problem is to prevent the
Soviet Union from breaking out of the reservation during iis
period of messianic intoxication.” (Paragraph 38.) R

“What “experience” is Dr. Schlesinger talking about? More
than 40 years experience with Communism has proven the very
opposite of what he is saying. However, with disdain for the past,
Dr. Schlesinger boldly charts the future:

“The United States must maintain a precarious balance be-
tween a complete readiness to repel Soviet aggression beyond a
certain limit and complete determination to demonstrate within
this limit no aggressive U.S. intentions toward the U.S.S.R. It
must commit itself, economically, politically, and militarily to the
maintenance of this balance over a long period. Given sufficient
time, the Soviet internal tempo will slow down.” (Paragraph 40.)

Schlesinger Claims U. 5.
Secretly Following His Theory

In 1947, Dr. Schlesinger rejoiced in the fact that the State
Department was secretly following the “risky program” which is
outlined above:

“Though the secret has been kept pretty much from the read-
ers of the liberal press, the State Department has been proceeding
for some time somewhat along these lines. Both Byrnes and Mar-
shall have perceived the essential need—to be firm without being
rancorous, to check Soviet expansion without making unlimited
commitments to an anti-Soviet crusade, to invoke power to coun-
ter power without engaging in senseless intimidation, to encourage
the growth of the democratic left. The performance has often
fallen below the conception; but the direction has been correct.
Men like Ben Cohen, Dean Acheson, Charles Bohlen, have tried
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to work out details and whip up support for this admittedly risky
program.” {Paragraph 41, italics added.)

It was risky indeed. By the end of 1948 all of Eastern Europe
had been pulled behind the Iron Curtain with a loss of over 100
million allies. By the end of 1949, we had lost China with its
teeming population of between 450 and 600 million. Congressional
testimony revealed that the same tragic policy continued through-
out the Korean War. Even when there was a change of administra-
tion in 1952, the men master-minding foreign policy behind the
scenes continued to follow the stubborn, almost blind, conviction
that the Communists would change.

The vortex of tragedy was reached in 1956 after the heroic
Hungarians had overthrown the Soviet yoke. In that critical hour
when the Soviet Union was trying to decide whether she dared
to risk a world war by re-conquering Hungary, this shocking com-
munication arrived (via Tito) from the American State Depart-
ment:

“The Government of the United States does not look with
favor upon governments uniriendly to the Seviet Union on the
borders of the Soviet Union.” {Congressional Record, August 31,
1960, p. 17407.)

With this assurance, Russia charged into Hungary with ap-
proximately 200,000 troops and 5,000 tanks. The Hungarians were
shot down by the tens of thousands. In a matter of days the
magnificent freedom thrust of the Hungarian people had been
smothered in a blood bath which violated the UN Charter, the
Warsaw Pact and the Yalta Agreement. It now became clear what
Schlesinger meant when he wrote in 1947:

“, . . the United States must not succumb to demands for an
anti-Soviet crusade nor permit reactionaries in the buffer states
to precipitate conflicts in defense of their own obsolete preroga-
tives.” (Paragraph 39.)

Schlesinger’s Retreat to a “Mixed Society”
The article which Dr. Arthur M. Schlesinger, Jr., wrote for
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the “inner circle” in 1947 actually exposed the inner sanctum of
his mind. As a result, it returned to haunt him over and over
again.

From a strictly strategy standpoint, it was a dangerous mis-
take for & man like Dr. Schlesinger who describes himsellf as the
“politician-manager-intellectual type” to so completely identify
himself with Democratic Socialism when time was liable to expose
it as weak and fallacious. To be sure, he never has wanted to
press his brand of Socialism to “a close-knit grip of collegtivism”
and said so, even in 1947 (Paragraph 10) but then he went on
to subscribe wholeheartedly to the British brand of Fabian Sacial-
ism saying that “the victory of the Labour Party in the summer of
1945 brought new hope to all the people of Europe who still had
freedom of political expression.” (Paragraph 34.) As we have
already mentioned, this experiment in socialism was turning Bri-
tain toward feudalism and despotism and was finally thrown
out by the British electorate.

Of course Dir. Schlesinger is a master artist in the use of words,
and since “Socialism” and “Secial Democracy” have recently be-
come semantic bullets which were shooting him down, he finally
decided to retreat to higher ground by denouncing Secialism per se.
He then went right ahead using new words that the initiated
would quickly recognize as meaning the same thing. In his latest
book, The Politics of Hope (1962, Houghton Mifflin Company,
Boston) he flourishes the pages with his new terminology: “the
mixed society” and “the champions of the affirmative state.”

Way back in 1952, Max Eastman, an old-time Socialist who
in recent vears had been converted to the open society of tradi-
tional Americanism, challenged Dr. Schlesinger. He charged Dr.
Schlesinger with changing his words but not his ideas. He says
Dr., Schlesinger became “quite savagely angry at me” for thus
exposing his semantic ring-around-the-rosies. “Hhe thought I
should have known that he did not mean what he said.” Max
Eastman, as a former Socialist strategist himseli, knew precisely
what the nimble mind of Dr. Schlesinger was up to, and said so.

Dr. Schlesinger retorted: ““I am tired of Max Eastman and his
present conviction that liberty resides in the immunity of private
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business from government control. I wish he would grow up. .. .”
(Max Eastman, Refiection in the Failure of Socialism, 1962, Devin-
Adair, New York, pp. 25-26, note.)

This is exactly what Max Eastman felt he had been doing as
he progressed over a 30-year period from pro-Bolshevik to Social
Democrat and then from a Social Democrat to a free-enterprise
American. He hoped Dr. Schlesinger who had been caught for so
many years on the middle prong, could break locse and some day
follow Eastman “in growing up.” ’

Additional copies, 25 cents each or $15 per hundred. Write to:
The Ensign Publishing Co., Post Office Box 2816, Salt Lake City
10, Utah
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