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before the Commandant. The propositions tendered in
the complaint were (1) plaintiff is now and always has
been loyal to the United States; (2) he has not been active
in any organization on the Attorney General’s list for the
past 10 years; (3) he has never committed any act of sabo-
tage or espionage or any act inimical to the security of the
United States. Those propositions were neither con-
tested by the Commandant nor conceded. He took the
position that admission of evidence on those propositions
was “irrelevant and immaterial.”

We are loathe to conclude that Congress, in its grant

~ of authority to the President to “safeguard’” vessels and
waterfront facilities from “sabotage or other subversive
acts,” undertook to reach into the First Amendment

- area. The provision of the Act in question, 50 U. S. C.
§ 191 (b), speaks only in terms of actions, not ideas or be-
liefs or reading habits or social, educational, or political
associations.

The purpose of the Constitution and Bill of Rights,
unlike more recent models promoting a welfare state,
was to take government off the backs of people. The
First Amendment’s ban against Congress ‘“abridging”
freedom of speech, the right peacably to assemble and
to petition, and the “associational freedom” (Shelton v.
Tucker, supra, at 490) that goes with those rights create .
a preserve where the views of the individual are made
inviolate. This is the philosophy of Jefferson that
“[TThe opinions of men are not the object of civil gov-
ernment nor under its jurisdiction. . .. [I]t is time
enough for the rightful purposes of civil government
for its officers to interfere when principles break out into
overt acts against peace and good order . .. .”*
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