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TAPE NUMBER: XXVI, SIDE ONE

FEBRUARY 8, 1986

TRELEVEN: We're back on, so I think I'll just ask you
to pick it up.

WILKINSON: Beginning the latter part of '53 and each
year from then on in Los Angeles through '62, we
organized a total fight-back. When the committee
[House Committee on UnAmerican Activities] went beyond
that, we carried on the same practice in San Francisco
where a San Francisco independent branch of the
Citizens Committee to Preserve American Freedoms
[CCPAF] was established following the repeated hearings
up there in the late fifties, and then finally when I
went back to New York to work for the National
Emergency Civil Liberties Committee [ECLC], we made a
commitment that every time HUAC issued a subpoena
anywhere in the nation, one of us would go to that
community immediately and help to organize a fight-back
and resistance..

It's very interesting how it developed because
there was no blueprint, there was no outline. The
first couple of times it didn't work as well as it did
later. But generally speaking, people would get a

subpoena from HUAC, usually delivered at homes,
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sometimes at seven o'clock in the morning. As soon as
they would get that subpoena, they would call a friend,
maybe in the same trade union or in the same school,
"Did you get a subpoena?" And about every ten minutes
or half-an-hour from then until nine o'clock, people
were getting their subpoenas and were calling each
other. In some cases, the person they would call would
literally say, "Wait, there's somebody at my front door
right now," and they would get a subpoena. In some
cases, the people who were called were friends or
acquaintances who never got a subpoena, but they would
call an attorney friend, and through our liaison with
the National Lawyers Guild all lawyers began to refer
people to me and the CCPAF. That really became the
system.

You'd get your subpoena and there was an unwritten
action plan. You called the citizens committee, or
called Frank Wilkinson at his home, and I would usually
get the first call at seven o'clock. We learned after
the first or second time that the instantaneous fight-
back was critical. So when I get that first call at
seven o'clock at my home, I would say to that person,
"Very good. There will be a meeting tonight at my
office. Be there. If you have a lawyer, bring your

lawyer with you. If you hear of other people who've
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gotten subpoenas, be there. Let people know that you
have been subpoenaed and try to locate the names of
everybody who got a subpoena today, and bring them to
that meeting at seven o'clock tonight. 1I'll have there
some lawyers and 1'll have the ACLU [American Civil
Liberties Union] there, and we'll see what we can do to
establish a fight-back."

It was just amazing. I learned to make these
calls very quickly. 1I'd say, "Well, that's it. Be
there at seven o'clock tonight. We've got to get off
the line. I'm sure somebody else is going to call me."
Every few minutes until nine or ten o'clock that
morning, I got these calls. By [laughter] seven
o'clock that night, we would take that little office
down on Beverly Boulevard and we would jam it. All
these real-estate people weren't there, and we'd sit on
their chairs and on top of their desks. There was
another room next door that George [M.] Cowell had
vacant. We opened that up. We'd get some folding
chairs in there.

The average hearing would bring in somewhere
between twenty and fifty people. It was just an
amazing fact that we could produce-- Sometimes every
person subpoenaed would be at that office that night.

We'd gather there and psychologically it was just
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tremendous. The people had been frightened all day
long. "What the hell is going on? I wonder who named
me? What'll I do about it?" And my saying, "Well,
let's go to the meeting tonight and talk about it."
They would get there and would find everybody else in
the "same class." In fact, we began referring to these
as the "class of '53," or the "class of November '54,"
or the "class of spring of '54." That's the way they
were referred to. When they got there, they met people
who were in the same boat they were. Here was the
respectability--which is terribly important--that I
would manage. *[To overcome the paralyzing fear that
came with the receipt of a subpoena, we invited a few
prestigious community leaders to help plan the fight-
back. ]

Eason Monroe said the ACLU board couldn't do it,
but he'd get Al [Abraham Lincoln] Wirin to come there,
and he would begin talking. Part of our program was,
"What You Can Do About Retaining a Lawyer." When the
legal part was set up, then we began talking about,
"Well, how can we fight back? This hearing is a week

from now, or eight days from now. We ought to do

*Mr. Wilkinson added the following bracketed
section during his review of the transcript.
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something. What can we do? Let's have a meeting.
Let's have something in the community to fight back and
let's get it going immediately."

We found out that if we had those meetings within
the first twelve hours, we didn't lose one subpoenaed
person. If ever we didn't get word of it the first
day--if we got it the second day--you'd lose 50
percent. On the third day, you'd probably lose two-
thirds. What happened is that people would get
subpoenaed and in their fear they would begin talking
among friends, and they would begin thinking, "I'll bet
so-and-so is a HUAC informer." They'd become
paranoiac. Somebody would say, "Why don't you call so-
and-so? Her brother knows somebody who's in Congress
and why don't we see if it isn't a mistake and we can't
get your hearing quashed somehow?" They'd go to the
friend of an uncle, to an aunt, to a brother, anyone,
trying to find some way to save their own necks. No
cooperative thing.

By moving so fast, they all were there. Nobody
went out trying to get independent coverage. We
committed ourselves to fight back as a group. A group
that had never been a group became a group that night
through the fastest organizing you can imagine. We had

a program that worked out. First of all, we discussed
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what your legal rights were. We were very careful to
indicate that any legal response that did not name
other people was legitimate. There were always some
people who said, "Everybody's got to use the Fifth
Amendment, " or something of that kind, sort of an
uptight position. Our effective argument was that as
long as you do not injure another person, you have a
right to do whatever you want to do.

For example, if you want to answer the committee's
questions and say, "I'm not a communist," or if you
want to answer the question and say, "I used to be a
communist," that's your business. The lawyers will
talk to you about what that means. For example, if you
do answer the question about yourself, then you've
waved your rights to privacy and you are then compelled
to answer. "Well, thank you. We're glad to know you
were a communist. Now, who else was in the [Communist]
Party with you?" You cannot at that point say, "I
refuse to answer," because you've waived your right.

If you want to protect others and do not want to become
an informant or a stool pigeon, you have to refuse to
answer on the first question: that's whether you were
or were not a communist--and many of the people called
were not communists.

Bob [Robert W.] Kenny, I think I mentioned once
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before, came up with some very creative ideas where
people, we'll say, had been a communist in the thirties
and then dropped out, or had been a communist in the
early-forties and dropped out. We're now in the mid-
fifties. So you'd be asked the question, "Are you a
communist?" The person would say, "No." "Were you a
communist?"

"When do you mean?"

"Well, were you a communist last year?"

"No."

"What about the year before?"

"No."

They would finally come down to a date--[laughter]
é month and a day and a time in 1938--where you would
say, "I refuse to answer that question." That was
called the "diminished Fifth."<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>