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SUMMARY

The Ninth Circuit reconsidered Peter Chaunt’s denaturalization after the Supreme Court reversed its
earlier decision concerning concealment of prior arrests. The court held that the evidence supported a
finding that Chaunt had been a Communist Party member when he applied for naturalization, but that
his disclosure of membership in and employment by the International Workers Order sufficiently
disclosed his communist affiliations to avoid fraudulent concealment. The court reversed the district

court’s judgment revoking his citizenship.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Chaunt's alleged misrepresentation of his attachment to the principles of the Constitution and
allegiance to the United States could support denaturalization after Nowak v. United States and
Maisenberg v. United States.

2. Whether the evidence supported the finding that Chaunt was a member of the Communist Party around

the time of his naturalization application.

3. Whether Communist Party membership and activity, together with Chaunt's answer that he belonged
only to the International Workers Order, established fraudulent concealment sufficient to revoke his

naturalization.

HOLDINGS

1. The alleged untruthful answer concerning Chaunt's attachment to the principles of the Constitution could
not support denaturalization because the Government had abandoned that theory in light of Nowak and

Maisenberg.

2. The evidence supported the district court's finding that Chaunt was a member of the Communist Party at

approximately the time he petitioned for naturalization.

3. Mere membership and activity in the Communist Party were not, under the applicable naturalization law,

sufficient by themselves to warrant denaturalization.

4. Chaunt's disclosure that he belonged to and worked for the International Workers Order was sufficient
disclosure of his Communist affiliations to put the Government on inquiry; therefore, his answer that he
belonged to no other organization did not establish fraudulent concealment sufficient to revoke

naturalization.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Acquisition of American citizenship is a solemn affair. Full and truthful response to all relevant questions
required by the naturalization procedure is, of course, to be exacted, and temporizing with the truth must be
vigorously discouraged. Failure to give frank, honest, and unequivocal answers to the court when one seeks
naturalization is a serious matter. Complete replies are essential so that the qualifications of the applicant or
his lack of them may be ascertained. Suppressed or concealed facts, if known, might in and of themselves
justify denial of citizenship. Or disclosure of the true facts might have led to the discovery of other facts which
would justify denial of citizenship.” (364 U.S. 352-353)

“We think that the Supreme Court here clearly ruled that the record established that the International Workers
Order was known to be a communist controlled organization in 1940 and that the defendant's disclosure of his
membership in and employment by that organization was, therefore, a sufficient disclosure of his communist
dffiliations to put the Government on inquiry and thus avoid the charge of fraudulent concealment.” (para.

13)



FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Chaunt, a native of Hungary who entered the United States in 1921, engaged in Communist-related activities
from at least 1928 through the 1940s and worked for the International Workers Order, which the record
characterized as controlled or dominated by the Communist Party. During his 1940 naturalization examination,
he disclosed membership in and employment by the International Workers Order but stated that he belonged to
no other organization. He became a naturalized citizen in the Eastern District of New York on November 28,
1940. The Government later brought a denaturalization action, alleging that he had concealed Communist Party

membership and had made other material misrepresentations.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The district court entered judgment revoking Chaunt's citizenship on several alleged grounds, including
concealment of prior arrests, misrepresentation of attachment to constitutional principles and allegiance to the
United States, and concealment of Communist Party beliefs and membership. The Ninth Circuit initially
affirmed on the prior-arrests ground, but the Supreme Court reversed because the arrests did not reflect on
Chaunt's character and remanded the case. On remand, the Ninth Circuit rejected the remaining grounds and

reversed the district court's denaturalization judgment.

DISPOSITION

reversed
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