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Communist-action organization from certain defense
plants is well within the powers of Congress.

Congress should be entitled to take suitable precau-
tionary measures. Some Party members may be no
threat at all, but many of them undoubtedly are, and it
is exceedingly difficult to identify those in advance of
the very events which Congress seeks to avoid. If Party
members such as Robel may be barred from ‘“‘sensitive
positions,” it is because they are potential threats to
security. For the same reason they should be excludable
from employment in defense plants which Congress and
the Secretary of Defense consider of critical importance
to the security of the country.

The statute does not prohibit membership in the Com-
munist Party. Nor are respondent and other Com-
munists excluded from all employment in the United
States, or even from all defense plants. The touchstones
for exclusion are the requirements of national security,
and the facilities designated under this standard amount
to only about one percent of all the industrial establish-
ments in the United States.

It is this impact on associational rights, although
specific and minimal, which the Court finds impermis-
sible. But as the statute’s dampening effect on asso-
ciational rights is to be weighed against the asserted and
obvious government interest in keeping members of
Communist-action groups from defense facilities, it would
seem important to identify what interest Robel has in
joining and remaining a member of a group whose pri-
mary goals he may not share. We are unenlightened,
however, by the opinion of the Court or by the record
in this case, as to the purposes which Robel and others
like him may have in associating with the Party. The
legal aims and programs of the Party are not identified
or appraised nor are Robel’s activities as a member of



