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association has deep roots in history and is supported by
the inescapable necessity for group action in a re-
public as large and complex as ours, it has only recently
blossomed as the controlling factor in constitutional
litigation ; its contours as yet lack delmeatmn Although
official interference with First Amendment rights has
drawn close scerutiny, it is now apparent that the right
of association is not absolute and is subject to significant
regulation by the State. The law of crlmma,l conspiracy
restricts the purposes for which men may ‘associate and
the means they may use to unplement their plans. Labor
unions, and membership in them, are intr icately con-
trolled by statutes, both federal and state, as are political
parties and corporations.

The relevant cases uniformly reveal the necessity for
accommodating the right of association and the public
interest. NAACP v. Alabama, 357 U. S. 449 (1958),

by association pertain to political, economic, religious or cultural
matters . . . .” 357 U. 8. 449, 460 (1958). That case involved
the propagation of ideas by a group as well as litigation as a form
of petition. The latter First Amendment element was also involved
in NAACP v. Button, 371 U. S. 415 (1963); Railroad Trainmen v.
Virginia Bar, 377 U. S. 1 (1964); and United Mine' Workers v.
Illinois Bar Assn., ante, p. —. The activities in Fastern R. Presi-
dents Conference v. Noerr Motor Freight, Inc., 365 U. S. 127
(1961), although commercially motivated, were aimed at influencing
legislative action. Whether the right to associate is an independent
First Amendment right carrying its own credentials and will be car-
ried beyond the implementation of other First Amendment rights
awaits a definitive answer. In this connection it should be noted
that the Court recently dismissed, as not presenting a substantial
federal question, an appeal challenging Florida regulations which
forbid a Florida accountant from associating in his work, whether as
partner or employee, with any nonresident accountant; out-of-
state associations are barred from the State unless every partner
is a qualified Florida accountant, and in practice only Florida resi-
dents can become qualified there. Mercer v. Hemmings, 36 U. S.
L. Week 3167 (Oct. 23, 1967).



