il .-

To the National Committee and the Board of Dlrectore
of the American Civil Liberties Union.

I have received and carefully considered the resolu-
tion ¢oncerning qualifications for service on the governing
bodies and staff of the Union passed by the National Com-
mittee and the Board on February 5,

Contrary to the "Statement to the Press" authorized by
the Board on the same date which says that "the resolution
does not, however, change the fundamental policy of the Union
over the twenty years of its exlstence¥ I find that the re-
solution does inaugurate a new policy. '

It sets up a "test of consistency in the defense of civil
liberties in all aspects and all places", It declares "that
- consistency is inevitably compromised by persons who champion
civil liberties in the United States and yet who Justify or
tolerate the denial of civil liberties by dictatorships abroad",
During 1ts entire existence the Union has rigidly excluded
from its consideration civil libertlies 1ssues outside the
United States. It has several times refused invitations to
international collaboration in its field of work., The resolu-
tion of February 5 now sets up as a test for membership in
1ts Board and National Committee the attitude of persons
toward the actions and policlies of foreign governments.

The authorized "Statement to the Press" acknowledges
that the resolution "appears to set up a test of opinion." I
find that it actually does set up tests of opinion, 1Its
provisions cannot be carried out except by an examination of
opinions. How else can it be determined whether a person
is Justifying or tolerating "the denial of civil liberties by
dictatorships abroad"? The resolution disqualifies for member-
ship in the governing bodies of the Union anyone "who 1is a
member of any political organization which supports total-
ltarian dictatorship in any country, or who by his public
declarations indicates nis support of such a principle." What
constitutes "totalitarian dictatorship" in different countries,
at different times, is a question of political opinion on
which tnere is a strong difference. In the light of this
fact, the determination of what "public declarations®™ indicate
support of the principle of "totalitarian dictatorship® be-
comes a censorshlip of the opinions of some by the opinions of
others,

In thus penalizing opinions, the Union is doing in 1its
own sphere what 1t has always opposed the govermment for doing
in law or administration, The essence of civil liberties is
opposition to all attempts to enforce political orthodoxy. Yet
by this resolution the Civil Liberties Union is attempting to
create an orthodoxy in civil liberties, and stranger still, an
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(Signed) Harry F. Ward
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