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2. The riders might be used
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Still_another bit of evidence
was widesbread rfumors that Sin-
clair Wegks, Secretary of Com-
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Official Denials

Messts., Brownell ahd Weeks
both have vigorously denied any
intention of using the McCar-
ran riders for political dismis-
sals or to destroy or clrcumvent
civil service and veterans’ pref-
erence laws. Republican leaders
appealed in vain to the House
to put faith in- assurances that
the riders would be used only
against ‘“subversives.”

One Department of Commerce
employee ousted under the riders
brought suit in Federal District
Court here last week in an effort
to get a Supreme Court test of

Available evidérics™ lndicates'

preference procedures to dismiss|

the constitutionality of the
riders. Several others have
brought complaints to this re-
porter that they had been ousted
under the riders after having
previously been cleared for loy-
alty.

The McCarran riders have an
interesting and little-known leg-
islative history.

They were first placed in a
State Department appropriation
bill seven years ago, after James
F. Byrnes, then Secretary of
State, informed the Appropri-
ations Committee that he had
no way of dismissing twenty-
nine suspected Communists who
had been transferred to the de-
partment as employees of such
war agencies as the O. W, I.
This was before any over-all
government onalty program was
in effect.

The Senate Appropriations
Committee is expected to restore
the riders to the State-Com-
merce - Justice appropriations
bill, and Sen. Pat McCarran, D.,
Nev., their original sponsor, to
lead the battle for them on the

Senate floor,
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