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il Senator Tower.. The next witnesses to gppear before the
12| Committee are Mr. James Adams, Assistant to the Director-

13 || Deputy Associate Director, Investigation, responsible for all

WARD & PAUL

14 investigative operations; Mr. W.'Raymond Wannall, Assistant

15 Directorx, Inﬁélligence Division, responsible for internal

16 security and foreign éounterintelligence'investigations; Mr,

17 || John A. Mintz, Assisﬁant‘Director, Legal Counsel Division;

18 Joseph G. Deegan, Section Chief, extremist investigations;

19 | Mr. Robert L. Schackelford, Section Chief, subversive

20' investigations; Mr. Homer A. Newman; Jr., Assistant to Section
21 Chief, Sﬁpervises'extremist informants; Mr. Edward P. G%igalun,
929 Unit Chief, supervises subversive informants; Joseph G. ¥ali~cy, |
o3 || Assistant Sectiop Chief, Civil Rights Section, Gener-! Inv.cil-

24 gative Division.

410 First Streot, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

25 Gentlemen, will you all rise and be sworn.
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. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give

before this Committee is the truth, the whole truth, and nothind

but the truth, so help you God?

Mr. Adams. I do.

Mr. Wannall. I do.
Mr. Mintz. I do.
Mr. Deegan. I do.
Mr.‘Schackelford. I do.
Mr. Newman., I do.
Mr. Grigalus. I do.
Mr. Kelley. I do.

Senator Tower, It is intended that.Mr; Wannall will be

the principal witness, and we will call on others as questioning

might require, and I would direct each of you when you do

respond, to identify yourselves, please, for the record.

I think that we will spend just a few more minutes to allow

the members of the Committee to return from the floor.
(A brief recess was taken.)
Senator Tower. The Committee will come to order.
Mr. Wannall, according to-data, informants provide'83
percent of your intelligence information.

Now, will you provide the Committee with some information

vt 3 - 3 £ 3§ e -~ de
cn the criteria for the selection ¢f informants?
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-TESTIMONY OF W. RAYMOND WANNALL, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR,
INTELLIGENCE DIVISION, FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION -
ACCOMPANIED BY: JAMES B. ADAMS, ASSISTANT TO THE
DIRECTOR~DEPUTY ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR '(--INVESTIGATI'ON');
: JOHNEA: MENTZ,. ASSISTANT DIRECTOR, LEGAL COUNSEL
DIVISION; JOSEPH G. DEEGAN, SECTION CHIEf; ROBERT L.
SCHACKELFORD, SECTION CHIEF; HOMER A. NEWMAN, JR.,
ASSISTANT TO SECTION_CHIEF; EDWARD‘P. GRIGALUS, UNIT
CHIEF;. AND JOSEPH G. KELLEY, ASSISTANT SECTION CHIEF, :
CIVIL RIGHTS SECTION, GENERAL INVESTIGATiVE DIVISION
Mr, Wannall. Mr. Chairman, that is not FBI:data that you
have quoted. That was prepared by the Generél Accounting
Office. |

Senatér_Tower. That is GAO.

Mr. Wannall. Based on a ;ampling of about 93 cases.

Senator Tower. Would that appear to be a fairly accurate
figuge. |

Mr. Wannall. I have not seen any survey which the FBI

itself haé conducted that would confirm that, but I think that

we do get the principal portion of our information from live

sources.
Senator Tower. It would be a relatively high percent.-

then?

Mr. Wannall. I would say yes. And your ques?'-

criteria?
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Senator Tower. What criteria do you use in the selection

of informants?

Mr. Wannall. Well, the criteria vary with the needs. In |

our cases relating to extremist matters, surely iﬁjorder to get
an informant who can meld into a éréup wﬁich is engaged in a
criminal type activity, you're going to have a different set
of_criteria. If ysu're talking about our interpal security
matters, I think we set rather high standards. We do require
that a preliminary inquiry be conducted which would consist
principally of checks of our-heédquarters‘indices, our field
office indices, checks wi£h other informants who are operating
in the same area, and iﬁ various estéblished sources such as
local'poiice departménts. |

Following this, if it appearé that the person is the type
who has credibility, can be depended upon to be reliable, we
would interview the inaividual in order to make a determination
as to whether or not he wili ge willing to assist the FBI
in discharging its.responsibiliti;s.in.that‘fieldq

Following that, assuming that the. answer is positive, we
would conduct a rather in depth investigation for.thé.purposé
of.fﬁrther attempting to establish credibility and. reliability.

Senator. Tower., .How. does the.Bureau. distinguish between

the. use of informants for law enforcement as opposed to

intelligence. collection?

Is the guidance differént, or is it the same, or what?

HW 54561 Docld:3>23859483% Page 7
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‘avoid this. Even the law has recognized that informants can

. | ® | | 11904

Mr. Wannall. Well, Mr. Adam$s can probably best addréss
the use of informants on criminal matters since he is over
the operational division on that.

Mr, Adams. &ou do have somewhat of a difference in the fact
that a criminal informant in & law enforcement_function, you
are trying to develop evidence which:will be admissible in
court for prosécution, whereas with intelligence, the informant
alone, your pﬁrpose could either be prosecution or it could be
just‘for purposes of pure intelligence.

The difficulty in both is retaining the confidentiality
of the individual and protectingbthe individual, and trying to,
through usé of the informant, obtain evidence which could be
used independently of the £cstimoﬁy of the informant so that
he_can continue operating as a criminal inférmant.

Senatér Tower. Are these informants ever authorized to
function as provocateurs?

Mr. Adams. No, sir, they're not, We have strict regulér
tions against -using informants as provocateurs. This gets
into thgt aelicate area of éntrapment which has been adaressed
by the courts on many occasions and has been concludéd by the

courts that providing an individual has a willingness to engage

in an activity, the government has the iight to provide him the
opportunity. This does not mean, of course,; that mistakes don't

occur in this area, but we take whatever steps we can to

\HW 54961 DocId:32983499 Page &
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has to become involved in some activity in order to protect

"we are not stepping out of bounds insofar as the use of our

- @ S @ | 1905

engagé in criminal activity, and the courts have held that,
eépecially the Supreme Court in the Newark County Case, that-
the very difficulty of penetrating‘én ongoinq.operation, thaé
an;iﬁformanﬂ himselfncqh‘engagé in criminal activity, bu;
b;cause there‘ié lacking this ‘criminal intent to violéte a
law, we stay awéy from that. Our regulations fall short of that.

If we have a situation where we felt that an informant

or conceal his use as an informant, we go right to the United " -

States Attorney or to the Attorney General to try to make sure

informants. o ‘

Senator Tower. Bu; you do use these informants and do
instruct them to spread dissension among certain gfoups that
they are informing on, do you not?

Mr. Adams. We did when we had the COINTELPRO programsg,
which were discontinued in 1971, and I think the Klan is propably
one of the best examples of a situation where the law was"
in effeqt at the time. We heard the term States Rights used
much more then than we hear it today. We saw in the Little
Rock situation the President of the United States, in sénding
in the troops, pointing out the necessity to use local law
enforcement. We must have local iaw enforcemenﬂ to use the
troops only as a last resort.

And then you have a situation like this where you do try

W 54561 Docld:32958945%% Page 5
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to preserve the respective roles in law enforéement. You have
historical probléms with the“Kiaﬁ eomipg along. We had
situations where the FBI and the Federal Government wasralmbéf
powefles; £6'éct. We ‘had local law enforcement officers in
-some areas participating in Klan violence.

The instances mentioned by Mr. Rowe, every one of those;
he saw them from the lowest level of therinformantr He didn't
see what action was taken with that informafion, as he pointéd
out in his testimony. Our files show that thié information was
reported to the police departments in every instance. We
also knew that in certain instances the information, upon being
rgceived, was not being acted uéon. We qlso disseminated
simultanéously tﬁrough letterhead'memoranda to tﬁe Department

of Justice the problem, and here, here we were, the FBI, in a

 position where we had no authority in the absence of instruction

from. the Department of Justice, to make an arrest.

Sections 241 and 242 don't cover it because you don't have
evidence of a conspiracy, and it ultimately resulted in
a situaéion where the Department called in United States
Marshals who do have authority similar to local law enforcement
ofﬁicials.

So, historically, in those days, we were just as frus-

- trated as anyoné else was, and when we got information. from

someone like Mr. Rowe, good information, reliable information,

and it was passed on to those who had the fesponsibility to

32589495 Page 10
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do something about ié, it was not always écted upon; as he
indicated. ’ . -

Senator Tower. None of these cases, then, there was
adéguage‘qvidence.pfrconspiragy to give you jurisdictioh:to'
act? | |

Mr. Adams. The Departmenﬁal rulés at thaﬁ‘time, and stili
require Departmental approval ﬁhere you have a con;piracy.
Under 241, it takes two or more persons acting together. . Yoﬁ
can have a mob'scene, and'you can have biacks and whites
belting eaqh othe;, but unless you can show tﬁat those that
initiated the action ac£ed in concert in a conspiracy, you have|
no violation.

Congress recognized this, and-it wasn't until 1968
that they camé along and added Section 245 to the civil rights
statute, which added punitive measures against an‘individual
that didn't have to be a conspiracy. But this was a problem
that the whole country was grappling with: the Président of
the United States, Attorney General. We were in a situapioﬂ
where we had rank lawlessness taking place, as you know from
a memo?andum we sent you that we éent,to the Attorney General.
The accomplishmeﬁts we were able to obtain in preventing
violence, andAin neutralizing the Klan -- and that was one.
of the reasons.
- V'Senator Towei. What was the Bureau's purpose in con-=

tinuing or urging the continued surveillance of the Vietnam

DonId: 325889498 Page 11
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l o o 1 Veterans Against the War?
t '8 _ .
g 2 Was there a legitimate law enforcement purpose, or was the
< .
g 3 intent to halter political expression?
4 Mr. Adams. We had information on the Vietnam Veterans
5 Against the War that indicated that there were -subversive
6 groups involved. They were going to North Vietnam and meeting
v with the Communist forces. They were going to Paris, attending

8 meetings paid for and sponsored by the Communist Party, the

9 International Comiunist Party. We feel that we.had a very valid
10 || basis to direct our attention to the VVAW,

11 | It started out, of course, with Gus Hall in 1967, who was
12 head of the Communist Party, USA, and the comments he made,

13 || and what it finally boiled down to was a situation where it

WARD & PAUL

14 || split off into the Revolutionary Union, which was a Maost

15 group, and the hard-line Communist group, and at that point

16 factidnalism.developed in many of the chaptérs, and they closed
17 those chapters because there was no longer any intent to follow
18 | the national organization.

19 But we had a valid basis for investigating it,‘and we

20 'investigated chapters to determine if there was affiliation

2] and subservience to the national office.

22 Senator Tower. Mr.‘Ha¥t?

27 Senator Hart of Michigan. But in the process of chasing

s

410 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

24 after the Veterans Against the War, you got a lot of informatio%

o5 || that clearly has no relationship to any Federal :criminal

l HW 545361 Docld:3235948% Page 12
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"we have talked about before. We have to narrow down, because

.‘ ' o . - . ."i909

statute.

Mr. Adams. I ag;ée, Senator.

‘Senator Hart of Michigan, Why don't you try to shut that
stuff off by sifply tél;inéﬁthe;ageﬁg; or.ésui.infbtﬁant?

-Mr. Adams. Here is‘thé:problem thdt'&ou_haQQ‘ﬁiih that..
When'youfre looking at an organization, do you reéort only éhe
violent statements made by the group or do you also show that
you may have one or two violent individuals, but you héve
some of these church  groups that were mentidngd, and others,
that the whole intent of the group is not in violation of the
statutes., You have to report the. good, the favorable along
with the unfavorable, and this is a problém. We wind ﬁp with
inforﬁation in our.filés. We are accﬁsed of being vacuum
cleaners, and you are a vacuum cleaner. If you want to know the
real purpose of an organization, do you only report the
violent statements made asd the fact that it is by. a sﬁall
minority, or do you also -show the broad base of the organizatio{
and what it .really is?

And within that is where we have to have the guidelines

we recognize that we do wind up with too much information in
our files.

| Senatér Hart of Michigan. But in that vacuuming pfocess,
you are feeding into Departmental files the names of people

who are, who have been engaged in basic First Amendment
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exercisés, and this is what hangs some of us up.

M;; Adamg. It hangs me up. But inkthe same files I
imagine every one of you has been interviewed by the FBI, eithex
asking you about the qualifications of some other Senator
being considered for a Presidential appointment, being intexr-
viewed concerning some friend'who is applying for a job;
| Were you embafrasseq to have that in the files of the
FBI?

Now,. someone can say, as reported at our }ast session, that

this is an indication, the mere fact that we have a name in our

files has an.onerous impression, a chilling effect. I agree.

It can have, 1f someone wants to distort what we have in our
files, but if they recognize that we interviewed you because
of considering- a man for the Supreme Court of the United

States, and that isn't distorted or improperly used, I don't

- see. where any harm is served -by having that in our files.

‘Senator Hart.of Michigan. But if.I am Reverend. Smith
and. the. vacuum. cleaner. picked up the fact.that.I.was.helping
the veterans,.Vietnam Veterans Against. the War, and two years
later a name check. is. asked. on Reverend Smith and,ail.yoﬁr
file shows. is that he was. associated. two. years ago. with a group
that was sufficient enough, held sufficient doubtful. patriotism
ﬁo justify turning loose a lot of your energy in pursuit on

them -~

Mr. Adams. This is a problem,

MW 54961 DocId:32989493 Page 14
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Senator Hart of Michigan. Tﬂis is vhat should require
us to rethink this whole bﬁsiness. | |

Mr. Adams. Absolutely.

And this is what I hope the guidelines commiétees as well
as the:Congressional input aré going to address themselves to.

Senator Hart of Michigan. We've talked about a wide range
of groués which the Bureau can and has had informant penetration
and report on. Your manual, the Bureau manual's‘definition‘
of when an extremist or security invegtigation~may be under-
taken refers to groups whose activity either involves v;olatidn
of certain specified laws, oxr which may result in the violation
of such law, and whén such-an iﬁvestigation is opened, then
informaﬁts may be used.

Another guideline says that domestic iﬁtelligence
investigations now must be predicated on criminal violations.
The agent need only cite a statute suggestiﬁg an investigation

relevant to a potential violation. Even now, with an improved,

" upgraded effort to avoid some of these problems, we are back

again in a world of possible violations or activities which
may result in illegal acts.
Now, any constitutionally proﬁécted‘exercise'of the

right to demonstrate, to assemble, to protest, to petition,

th
fv
o
Q
[¢]

cenceivabkly may result in viclence cor disruption o
town meeting, when a controvérsial social issue might result

in disruption. It might be by hecklers rather than those holdin

32989499 Page 15
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1 the meeting:

Phone (Area 202) 544-6000

2 Does this mean that the Bureau shouid investigate éll
3 grgups organizing or participating in such a mgeting because
A 'théy‘mai_resﬁlt ih;?iolénce} disruption?fh;
5 .Mr. Adam;. No, sir.
6 Senator Hart of Michigan. Isn't that how youw justify
# spying on almost every aspeét of‘fﬁe‘éeéce ﬁovemeht?
8 Mr. Adams. No, éir. When we monitor demonstrations,'we ;,

9 monitor demonstrations where we have an indication that the
10 || demonstration itself is sponsored by a group that we have an
11 || investigative interest in, a valid investigative interest in,

12 i ox where members of one of these groups are participating where

WARD & PAUL

13 there is a'potenti;l that they might change the peaceful

14 nature of the demonstration.

15 But this is our closest question of trying to draw

16 guidelines to avoid getting into an area of infringing on ther

17 First Aﬁendment rights of people, yet at the same time being

- 18 aware of groups such as we have had in g?eater numbers in the.
19 past than we do 'at the present time, But wé have had periods

20 where the demonstrations have been rather severe, aﬁd the

21 courts have said that the FBI has:a right, and indeed a duty,r

‘22 to keep itself informed with respect t; the possible commission
éS of crime. It is not obliged to wear plinders until it may be

&

24 too late for prevention.

" 410 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

o5 And that's a good statement if applied in a clearcut
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case. Our problem is where we have a demonstration and wé have
to make a judgment call as to whether it is one that clearly
fits the_criteria‘of:enabling uS'tGEﬁOniﬁér_tﬁé‘aétivities, and

éﬁaﬁ's;wheré:;‘ﬁhinkfﬁdgﬁ;bf}our:aiségﬁéémeﬁtélfail:‘ '

g.‘?SBSéSS Page 17
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Senator Hart of lMichigan. Let's assﬁme that the rule
for opening an investigatiénron a group is narrowly drawn. 'fhe
Bureau manual states that “informants investigaﬁing a subversive
oigéniﬁéﬁiqn\shbu;d_net-only reéport on what that group is
doing but ghould look at and réporf on activities in whichi
the group is participating.

| There is- a Section 87B3 dealing with reporting. on

connections with other groups. That section says -that the
field office shall ‘"determine and‘rebort on any significant
connection or cooperation with nonfsubversive groups." Any
significanf connection or cooperation with nén—subversive
groups.

Now let's look at this in practice. 1In the spring of
1969 there was a rather heated national debate over the

installation of the anti-ballistic missile system. Some of us

remember that. An FBI informant and two FBI confidential

sources reported on the plan's participants and activities
of the Washinéton Aréa Citizens Coalition Aéainst the ABM,
particularly in open public debate in’'a highrschool auditorium,
which included speakers from the Defense Depértment for the
ABM gnd a scientist aﬁd defense analyst against the ABM,

The informants,reportcd on the planning for the meeting,
the distribution of materialé to churches and scheoels,

participation by local clergy, plans to seek resolution on it

ABM from ncarby town councils. There was also informa* ™ . wn

E?IW 54961 DocId:329834%3 Page 18
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plans for a'suﬂsequcnt towh meeting in Nashington with the
names of local political leéders who woﬁld attend.

Now the informa@ion, the informant information came as-
péft‘of‘aﬁ ihVe§£i§§tidn'of an alie@edly Qubferéiveférouﬁz -
participating in that coalitian.l“Yet the information dealt
Qith all aspects and all participénts. The reports on the
plans for the meeting aﬁd on the meeting itself were dissemigated‘f’
to the State Department, to military intelligenée, and to- the
White ﬁouse.

How do we get into all of. that?

Mr. Adams. Well -—-

Senator Hart of Michigan. Or if you were tolrcrﬁn‘it;

Mr. Adams. Well, not in 1975, compared to what 1969

was, The problem we had at the time was where we had an ,

‘ : : |
informant who had reported that this group, this meeting was

‘ j

going to take place and it was going to be the Daily World,

i,
’

which was the east coast communist newspaper that madé comments
about it. They formed an organizational meeting. We took
a Quick look at it. The case apparently was opened in May .28,
1969 and closed June 5 saying'thére was no problem with this
organization.

Now th¢ problem we get into is if we take 'a quick lock

and get out, fine. We've had cases, though, wliere we have

stayed in too long. When you're dealing with security *¢ 1x 1ikp
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.Soyiet eSpionaqe‘Qhere ﬁhey‘can put one’ person in this country

and they supported him with total resdurceshgf the Soviet

cationswnétworﬁs, éatéilite assistance, and evé}ything,‘ahd'l‘
you're working with a paucity of information.

The same problem exists to a certain extent in domestic
security. You don't have a ldt of black and white situations.

~So someone reports something to you which yéu feél; you éake
a quick look at and there's nothing to it, and-I think that's
what they did;

Sgnator lart of Michigan. You said thét was '69, Let
me briﬁg you up to date, closer.to current, a current place
on the calendar.

This one is the fall of last yvear, 1975. President
Ford announced his new program with respec£ to amnesty, as
he described it, for draft resistors. Féllowiné th%t there .
were several national conferences involving all the groups
and individuals interested in unconditional amnesty.

Naw parenthetically, while unconditional amnesty is
not against -~ while dncdpditiOnal'amnésty is not vet -the law,
we agreced that advecating it is not against theiléw either.

Mr. Adahs. That}s right.

Scnator llart of Michigan. Some of the sponsors wuro

the country. BRI informants provided .advance ij.i-c.:lic

~

MW 34561 Docld
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plans for the meeting and-apparently atténded and reported on

the conference. The Bureau's own reports described the

|| participants as having. rcpresented diverse' perspectives -on

the issue of amnesty, including civil libértiés and human
riéhts groups, G.I. rights'spbkesmen, parents of .men killed
in Vietnam, wives of ex-patriates in Canada, experts on draft
counselling, religious groups interested in peace issues,
delegates from student organizations, and aides of.House.and
_Senate fembers, drafting legislation on aﬁnesty.

- The infofmant apparently was éétending in his role as
a member of a group under investigation as allegedly subversive
and it described the tqpics of the workshop.

Ironically, the Bureau office report beforerthém noted
that in view of the location of the conference at a theoiogical
seminary, the FBI would use fe;train? and limit itslcoverége._
to informant‘reports.

Now this isn't five or ten years ago. This is last
fall. - And‘this is 'a conference of people who have the point
of view tﬂat I share, that the socner- we have uﬁconditional
aﬁnesty, the better for the soul of the country.

Now what reason is it for a vacuum cleaner approach on

-a thing like that? Don't these instances illustrate how broad
informgnt intelligence really is, that wouid cause these groups
in that setting having contact with other groups, all and
everybody is drawn into the vacuum and many names ¢go into the

529859458 Page 21
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Burcau files.
Is this what we want? -

Mr. Adams. I'll let Mr. Wannall address himself to this.

"He is particular knowledgeable as to this operation.

Mr., Wannall. Seénator Haft, that was a case that was

opened on November 14 and closed November 20, qhd the informatig

which caused us to be interested in it were really.two particular

items. One was that a member ©f the steering committee there
was a three man steering committee, and oné of those members

of the national conference was in fact a national officer

‘of the VVAW in whom we had suggested before we did. have a

legitimate investigative interest.-

Senator Hart of Michigan. Well, I would almost say so whpt

*

at that point.,

Mr. Wannall. The second report we h;d was that the’
VVAW would.actively participate in an atpempt to pack the
conference to take it over. And the third report we had --

Sénator Hart of Michigan. And incidentally, all of the
informatién that your Buffalo informant had éiven you with ;
respect to the goals and aims of the VVAW gave You ; list of
goals which were completely within Cénstitutionally protected
ohjectives. Thefe wasn't a single item out of that VVAW that
jeopardizes the .security of this country at all.

Mr: Wannall. Well, of -course, we did not rély entirel&

on the Buffalo informant, but even there we did recej -

W_P4961  Dogld-32989498 Page 22
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from that informant information which I considered to be-

significant.

The Buffalo chapter  of the VVAW was the regional office .

covering New York and northern New Jersey. It was one of the
five most active VVAW chapters’ in th? cogntry apd at a
national conference, or at the regional conference, this
informant reported information back to us that an attendee

ag the confereﬁce announced that he had run guns into Cuba
prior to the Castro take-over. He himéelf said that herdu;ing
the Cuban crisis had been under 24 hour suveiilance. There
was also discussion at the conference of subjugating the

VVAW to the revolutionary union. ‘There were some individuvals
in the chapter or the regional conference who were not in

agreement with us, but Mr. Adams has addressed himself to the

. interest of the revolutionary union.

So all of the information that we had on the YVAW did
not come from‘that source but even that particular source did
give us information whiéh we considered to be of some
significance in our appraisal of the need for continuing the
investigation of that particular chapter of the VVAWl

Senator Hart of Michigan. But does‘it éive you the '
right or does it create the need to go to a conference, even
if itrié a conference that might.be taken over by the VVAW
when the subject matter is how and by what means shall we

seek to achieve unconditional amnesty? What threat?

HW 5435361 Docld:3235948% Page 23
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Mr. Wannall, Our interest, of course, was the VVAW
influence on a particular meéting, if you ever happened to be
holding a meeting, orx whatever subject it was.

Senator llart of Michigan. What if it was a meeting to

;SQGk,téimﬁke:more_afféctivehthe food stamp system in this

country?

. .+, Mr. Wannall. Wéll,féflcoursé-thefeihad been somne
organizations.
Senatox llart of Michigan. Would the same logic follow?

Mr. Wannall. I think that if we found that if the

Communist Party USA was going to‘ﬁékevover the  meeting and

use it as a front for its own purposes, there would be a logic .

in doing.that; YO?,hQYG a whéiejséoge.he;é-éhd itfg é matteri
oftwﬁgre fbgldo-aﬁd.where_yqu‘doﬁ}t[ éndfhopéfully,-as we'lve
'saiarbefore, we will have'séme.guidance, not only from this
committece but from the guidelines that are béing developed.
But within the rationale of what we're doing today, I was
explaining‘to'you our interest nof in going to this thing and
not gathering everything there was about it.‘

In fact, only 6ne individual atténded and reported to us,
and that was .the person who had, who was not developed for
this reason; an informant who had becn reporting on other
matters for some period of time.

And as soon as we got the report_éf the eutrfﬁé ¢ whe

meeting and the fact that in the period of some =i° ﬂirﬁf 26

L 32589493 Page 24
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o 1 discontinued any further interest.
S
‘(~§ 2 . Senator Hart of Michigan. Well, my time has expired
§ S bﬁ£ even this brief exchange, I think, indicates that if we
| . 4 really want to cbntrol the dangers to our society of using
é ) 5 informants to gathér domestic political intelligence,.we have
% ' ‘ 6 to restrict sharply domestic’intélligegce in&estigations, And
; 7 |l that gets us into what I would like to raise with you when
8 my turn comes around again, and that's the use of warrants,
; 9 obliging the Bureau to obtain a warrant before 'a full-fledged
10 | informant can be directed by the Bureau agaiﬁst a group or
11 || individuals.
J :
% 12 I know you have objections to that and I would like. to
(.5 g 13 || review that-With you, |
14 Senator Mondale, pursue that question.
15 Senator Hart of Michigan. I am talking now about an
;
: 16 || obligation to obtain a warrant before you turn Poqse_a full-
17 fledged informant. I'm not talking about tipstérs that run
18 into yoﬁ or you run into, or wﬁo walk in as information sources
19 Tﬁe Bureau has raised some objections in this memorandum to the

20 || Committee. The Bureau argues that such a warrant requirement
21 | might be unconstitutional because it would violate the First
22 || Amendment rights of FBI informants to communicate with theirx

23 || government,

24 Now that's a concern for First Amendmént righté'that

A

410 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

25 oughf to . hearten all the civil libertarians.
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But why would that vary, why wou1d a warrant fequirement
raise a‘serious-constitutional question?

Mr. Adams. Well, -for one thing it's the piactiéability
of it érJﬁhé}i@ﬁacfngbiiityfoﬁ‘gétting a warrant;which;‘
ordinarily iﬁ&olves prpbable'cause;to?sﬁow thgt a érime has
been or is about to be commifted.

In the intelligence field Qe arelnot dealing necessarily
with an imminent criminal action. We'reAdealiﬁg with activitieg
such as with the-Socialist‘Workers Party, which we have
discussed before, where they say éub;icly we're'not.ﬁo engage
in any violent activity today, but we gﬁarantee you we still
subséribe to the tenets of communism and that when the time
is ripe, we're going to rise up and help overthrow the United
States.

Well, now, you can't show probable cause if they're about
to do it because they're telling you they'fe noi going to do it
and you know they're not going to do it at this:particular
moment.

It's just:the mixture somewhat of trying to mix in a
criminal procedure with an intelligence gathering function, and
we can't find any practical way of doing it. We have a‘particuLaf
organization. We may have an informant that not only belongs
to the Communist Party, but belongs to several other organizatioh:
and as part of his function he'ﬁay be sent 6ut by thé éommunist

Party to try to infiltrate one of these clean organizations.

32589495% Page 26
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Wevdoﬁ't;have ﬁr@bable_cause_fd} him’ to ﬁarget‘against

that organizatidn)'but'yet we should be able to,receive informa-

tionffroﬁ”him.fhat.he as @ Communist Party member, even
theugh in an inforﬁant status, is going to tha£ o;géﬁizatibn‘:
and don't werry about it. We!re making no_headway:on tﬁ{
It's just from our'standpoint the possibility ef informants,
the Supreme Court has held‘that informants per se do not
violate the Firet, Foureh; or Fifth Amendments. They have
recognized the necessitytthat the government has to have
individuals who will assist them in carrying oﬁt their |

governmental duties,

Senator Hart of Michigan. <I'm not sure I've heard anythiﬂ

yet in response to the constitutional question, the very
practical question that you addressed.

Quickly, you are right that the court has said that the

use of the informant per se is not a violation of constitutional

rights of the subject under investigation. But Congress
can prescribe some safeguards, some rules and some standards,

just as we have with respect to your use of electronic

"surveillance, and could do it with respect to informants.

That's quite different from saying that the warrant
brocedure itself would be unconstitutional.
But with respect to the fact that you couldn't show

probable cause, and therefore; you couldn't get a ‘warrant,

therefore you oppose thehpfopbsal to require y&u.to get a

Doold: 325989498 Page 27
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(,\ g . warrant. It seems to beg the question.
N
< Assuming that you say.that since we use informants and
© . . .
g :5. A . . .. .
A ) investigate groups which may only engage in lawful activities
| 4 . . .
but which might engage. in activities that can result in
5 ' . ’
violence or illegal acts, and you .can't use the warrant, but
.6 ‘ ' ) )
Congress could say that the ‘use of informants is subject to
7 ' . .
such abuse and poses such a threat to legitimate activity,
8 . e : .
including the willingness of people to assemble and discuss
° the anti-ballistic¢ missilé_sYSEemf and we don't want you to
10 use them unless you have indication of criminal activity or
R 11 unless you present your request to a magistrate in the same.
d : :
2 .
% 12 fashion as you ‘are required to do with respect to, in most
{ 0 : .
NI .
b £ 13 cases, to wiretap.
End Tape_614 This is an option available to Congress.
Begin Tapelﬁ Senator Tower. Senator Schweiker.
2 . 16 * . l
Senator Schweiker. Thank you very much.
17 Mr. Wannall, what's the difference between a potential
! . 18 security informant and a security informant?
‘ o . ,
o
i 19 Mr. Wannall. I mentioned earlier, Senator' Schweiker,
g " '
§ 20 |l that in developing an informant we do a preliminary check on
E 2l | him before talking with him and then we do a further in-depth
4 22
“ background check.
2 23 A potential security informant is someone who is under
s . .
(~> = 24 Il consideration before he is approved by headquarters for use as’
25 an informant. He is someone who is under current consideration.

HW 54561 DocId:3298%45%5% Page 28




Phone (Area 202) 544-6000

10

11

12

13

WARD & PAUL

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

24

410 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

3’5

HW 54561 DocId:
_ N

-On some occasions that person will have been developed to a

but it has not gotten to the point yet where we have satisfied

“in not intervening in the Rowe situation when violence was

32559499 Page 29
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point where he is in fact furnishing information and we are
engaged .in ¢héckingnuppn_his réliapility.

In some instances he may be paid for information furnished, *

ourselves that he meets all of our criteria. When he does,
the field must submit its reqommendationé to headquarters,.énd
headquarters will pass upon whéther that‘%ndividual is an
approved FBI inforﬁant.

Senator Schweikei. So it's really the first sﬁep of -
being an informant, I guess.

Mr. Wannall. It is a preliminary step, one of.the“
preliminary steps.

Senator Schweiker. In thé Rowe case, in :the Rowe
testimony that we just heard, what was fhe.rétionale again
for not intervening when Qiolgncg was known?

I know we asked you‘seVerai times but I'm still having

trouble uhderstanding what the rationale, Mr. Wannall, was

known.

Mr., Wannall. Senator Schweiker, Mr. Adéms did address
himself to that. If you have no objection,‘l'll ask him to
answer that.

Senator Schweiker, AlI:right.

Mr. Adams. The problem we had at the time, and it's the
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: (n\ .‘g Al ~Jp;fobiem“todéy[rwe_?.fe an investigative agency. We do“no#
; Fg 5 | have police powers like tﬁe United States marshalls do.
P E 3 || About 1795, I'guess; orﬁéé@e pé:ibé like‘that, marshalls have
- had,ﬁhé.aﬁ%hdrity;;héﬁ‘aimost;bordéfsfbn‘what-é-sherifﬁmhas;
5 ﬁé a;e the in;éstiéative agency of the Dépér?ment of Justicé
6 and duriné £hese times the Department of Justice had us maintaij_
b fhe rolg of an investigative agency. We were to'feporf'on
s | activities to furnish the information to'theilocal police,:
} .9 wﬁb-had an obligatibn to act. We furnished it t? the Depgptmént
i 10 of Justice. ) -
: 11 ;n those areas where the local police did not act, it
; ('\' g 12 pesulted finally in the Attorney General sending 500 United
§ - é 13 States marshalls down to guarantee the safety éf people who
é * 14' were trYing to mérch in protest of their civil rights.
L 15 This was an extraordinary measure because it came at a
| 16' time of civil righs versus federal rights, and yet there was
19 ~a breakdown in law enforcement in certain areas of the country.|
| 18 uThis doesn't mean to indict all law enforcement‘agenciés
? g 19 Jin itself at the time either because many of them gid ac£
g' ‘50 upon the information that was furnished to them. But we
5 g zi have no authorit§ to make an arrest on the spot because we
? ; 59 wogld not have had evidepce that thére was é.conspiracy
~ g 03 available. We can do absolutely nothing in that regard.
i s § 24 In Little Rock, the’decision was made, fgr instanCe, that
| X o5 if any arrests need to be made, the Army should make theh and
_ WW_S4961 Bacld:Bzgsgéég Paga’SD
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gextltq;tﬁe:Army;"the"Unitéd'States marshalls should make them;
not the. FBI, eveﬁ though:wé developed éhé‘viglations. |
And q;e£ the.years7 ésfyoukkn;w,zat4;he time there were.méﬁy
quggtions.féiSéa."'Why_dqesn‘t fﬁé.fBi}séép:this? ‘,“:Wby'r;i<'3~11"'t::",-~
you 'do somethigg about it?..

Well, we took the other route and effectively destroyed
the Klan as far as committing acts of violence, and of course
we exceeded statutory guidelines in that area.

Senator Schweiker. .What would be wrong, just following
up your point there, Mr,.Adams, with setting up a program .
sincé it's obvious to me that a lot of informers are going}iéﬁ
have pre-knowledge of!violence of using u.s. maréhalls on some
kind of a l&ng~range basis to prevent violence? |

Mr, Adams. We do. We have them in Boston in connection
with the busing incident. We are investigating the violations
under the'Civil'Riéhts Act. But‘the marsﬁalls are in Boston,
they are iﬁ Louisville, I believe at the'same time, and this
is the approach; that the Féderal government finally recognizéd,
was the solution to the problem where you had to have added
Federal import.

Senator Séhweiker. But instecad of waiting until it
gets to a Boston state, which is vaiously a pretty advanced
conffonéation, shouldn't we have somiﬁﬁpre a coordinated progran
that when you go up the laddér of comrand in the FBI, that

on an immediate'and fairly contemporzry basis, that kind of

DocId:3
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help can be sought instantly as opposed to waiting until it

gets to a Boston'state?

I realize it's a departtpye from the.past. I'm not .
saying it isn’tk. But}i; éeémé\io_ﬁéuwé.hegg}a;befter.remedy»_
than. we have.

Mr. Adams, .ﬁéilm fogtuﬁaféii,;Wefre‘at-é time.wéeré
conditions have subsided in the coﬁhtry;xevéh frbmléhé 160s
and the '70s and periods -- or '50s and '603.3 Wé.report to tﬁé;,
Department of Justice on potential tfoublequts around the
country as we learh of them. so that the Department will be
aware of them, fhe planning ﬁorzBoston} for instanc§, took
place a year in advance with ééate'officials,city officials,
the Department of Justice and the FBI sitting down together
saying, héw are ve going‘to protect the situatioh in Boston?

I think we've learned a lot from the days back in Ehe
early '60s. But the government ﬁad no_mechanics which protected
people at that time,.

Senator Schweiker. 1I'd like to go, if I may, to the
Robert Hardy case. I know he_ is not a witness but he
was a witness before the llouse. But since this affects my
state, I'd like to ask Mr. Wannall. Mf. Hardy, of course, was
the FBI informer who ultiﬁately led and planned and organized

a raid on the Camden draft board. An'! according to Mr. Hardy's
# : :

testimony before our Committee, he sz..i that in advance of the

raid someone in the Department had even acknowledged the fact

MW 54961 DoocId:329%39%493 Page 32 . : - @
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3 1
(.\ § that they had all the information they needed to clamp down
o~ . «
] 2 : ' ' .
< on the conspiracy and could arrest people at that point in time,
§ 3 ' o ' S
& and yet no arrests were made.
a | :
Why, Mr. Wannall, was this true?
5 ' - .
' Mr., Wannall. Well, I can answer that based only on the
6
material that I have reviewed, Senator Schweiker. It was not
7 N - . 7 .
a case handled in my divisioh but I think I can answer your
g | )
guestion.
9 . . . L
. There was, in fact, a representative of the Department
10 . ) . . o
of Justice on the spot counselling and advising continuously
11 . ) . .
r as that case progressed as to what ,point the. arrest should be
.4 .
< 2 i o )
gﬂ\ . 1 made and we were being guided by those to our mentors, the
0
14
N 13 ones who are responsible for making decisions of that sort..
4 . ' -
1 So I.- think that Mr. llardy's statement to the effect that
15 there was someone in the Department there is perfectly true.
16 Senator Schweiker. That responsibility rests with who
l1.7
. under your procedures?
. 18 Mr. Wannall. We investigate decisions on making arrests,
o . .
o .
i 19 when they should be made, and decisions with regard to
a0 | |
s prosecutions are made either by the United States attorneys
§ 21 or by Foederals in the Department,
2 22 Mr. Adams. At this time that particular case did have
(@\ i 23 a departmental attorney on the scene '# :ause there are questions
rd ' -
3 24 g conspiracy. Conspiracy'is a tougl violation to prove and
2? sometimes a question of do you have the added value of catching
MW 54961 DocId:3298949% Page 33
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someone in the commissioﬁ of Fhe crime as further proof,
rather than relying on. one informant‘and_spme circgmétantial
evidence to prove the viola£iop.’

Senator Scﬁweikep. Well,.in this case,, though, they
e&en had a dry.:un. - They could hgve arrested them on the
dry run.

That's getting pretty close to conspifacy, it seems to
me. ‘They had a'dry run and they could héve arrested.them on
the dry run.

I'd like to know why £héy didn't arrest them on thé dry
run. Who was this»Department of 5ustice official who made
that decision?

Mxr . Adams. -Guy-doodwin was the Department official.

Senator SchWeiker. Next I'd like to ask back in 1965,

~ during the height of the effort to destroy the Klan, as you

put it a few moments ago, I bélieve the_FBi has released
figures that we had.something likg %(000 informers of some
kina or another inf%ltrating the' Klan out of roughly 10,000
estimated membership.,

I believe these are either FBI figureé or estimates;
That would mean that one out of evgry‘five members of theiKlan
at that point was an informant paid by the government.

And I believe the figure goes on =0 indicate that 70
%%

percent of the new members of the Kla:. that year were FBI

informants. :

DooId: 32989499 Page 34 A
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‘to put in an effort such as that? I'm not criticizing that’

" you shouldn't-haVe‘infermaﬂts.in'the Klaﬁ*andhknbw whét‘

.racial matters, informants at that. partlcular tlme, and I

-mind that I think the newSpaéers, the President and Congress and

. - . .- ‘e —— -t
. . .

Isn't this an awfuiiy overwhelming quantity of people

g01ng on. for Vlolence, but 1t seems to me that thlS lS the

tail- wagging the dog.

For example, today we supposedly have only 1594 tota'

1nformants for both domestlc 1nformants and potentlal 1nfonmantvff
and that here we had 2, 000 just- in the Klan alone.

Mr, Adams. Well, this number 2,000 did include all

think the figures we tried to reconstruct as to the actual
number of Klan informants in relatioh to Klan members was around
6 percent, I think, after we had read some of the-testimeny.
Now the problem we had on thé Klan ie the Klan had a
group called the Action Group. .Thie was the group that you
remember from Mrx. Rowe's testimony, that he was left af-
ter the meeting. He attended the open meetings and heard
all of the hurrahs and this type of thing from information,
but he never knew what was going on because each one had an
aétioﬁ group that went out and considered themselves in the
missionary field.
Theirs mas the violence.
In order to pehetrate those, it takes, you have to direct

as many informants as you possibly can against it, Bear in

DooId:32989495% Page 35
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éVerYdhé”is‘concérned'about the murder of the civil rights
wquers,'thé‘LinibiKent sase, the Viola Liuzzo case, the
bombingsxdf the~church?ihvﬁin@iqghém.l:Wé were faded with qné
htrémeﬁdéusrprobiem at that t;ﬁe. | |

Senator Séhweiker. ; acknowledée that.

Mr. Adams, bur only approach was through informants
and through-the use of inform%nts we solved these cases, the
ones that were solved. Some of the bdmbing cases we have
never solved. They are éxtremely difficult.’

These informants, as we told the Attorney General, and
as we told the Presidehﬁ, that we had moved informants like
Mr., Rowe up to the top leadership. He was the bédyguard éo the
head man. He was.in a position where he could forewarn us
of violence, could help us on cases that had4transpired, and
yet we knew and conceived that-this could gontipue forevér
unleés we can create enéugh disruption that thege'members will
realize that if I go out and murder three civil rights workers,
even thougﬁ the sheriff and other law enforcement officers are
in on it, if that were the case and with some of them it was
the case, that I would be caught. And that's what we did and
that's why'violence stopped, was Because the Klan was insecure -
and just like you say, 20‘pércent, they thought 50 percent of
their fembers ultimately were Klan members and they didn't
dare engage in these acts:of violence because they knew they

couldn't control the conspiracy any longer. )
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Senator Schweiker. My_time is expirea. I just have
one quick quéstion..

Is it correct tha£ in l9fl we're using around 6500
informers for black ghetto situaéions?

Mr. Adams., I'm not sure if that's-the year. We did
‘have one year where we had a number like that which probably
had been around 6600, and t#at was the time when the cities.
were being burnéd, Detfoit,‘Wééhington, areas like this.- We
were given a mandate ;o know what the situation is, wherxe is_
violence going to break out, what next?

They weren't informants like an individual penetrating
an organization. They were listening posts in the cgmmunity
that would help tell us that we have a gro#p here that}s getting
reaay to start another fire-~fight.or something.

Senator Tower. At this .point, there,are-three more
Senators remaining for questioning. If we can try to gét
everything in-in the first round, we will not héve aisecond
round and I'think”wg can -finish around 1:00, and we can.go
on and‘terminéte the proceediﬁgs.

However, If anyone feels that they have another question

that they want to return to, we can come back here by 2:00.

Senator Mondéle? .

Senator Mondale. Mr., Adams, it seems to me that the

record is now fairly clear that when the FBI operates in the

field.of crime investigating, it may be the best professional
~Id:32989499 Page 37

-~

i




[

“gsh 21

WARD & PAUL

MW 54361

Phone (Area 202) 544-6000

410 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

10
11
12
13
14
15
-i6
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
R4

25

Boold: 3

® ® TS

: organlzatlon of its kind-in the world. And when thé FBI acts
in the field of political ideas, it has bungled its. jOb it
has interfered w1th the c1v1l llbertles, and flnally, in the
'last mohth or two, through its publlc dlsclosures, heaped
shame upon itself and really led toward an undermining of

thé crucial public confidence in an éssentiai-law enforcemgnt
agency of this_country.

In a real sense, history has repeated itself bécéusecih‘
was precisely that problem that led to the c;eation of the ' FBI
in 1924,

In World War I, the Bureau of Invéstigation_s;raye@ from
its law enforeemenﬁ functions and became an arbiter and
protector of political iéeas. ‘And through the interference
of civil liberties and Palmer Raids and'phe rést, the public
became so offénded that later through Mr. Justi;e Stone and -
Mr. Hoover, the FBI was created. And the first statement
by Mr. Stone:was that never again will this Justice Department
get involved in pbliticai ideas.

And'yet here we are again looking at‘a recorq where with
Martin Luther King, with anti-war resistors, with -- we even
had testimony this morning of meehings wihh the Council of
Churches. Secretly we  are investigating this vague, ill-defined
impossible to define ideé ofiinvestigating dangerous ideast

It seems to he the bas;s of the-strategy that people

can't protecf themselves, that you somehow need to use the

959493 FPage 38
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tools of law enforcement to protect people from subveréive

'or dangerous. ideas, which I find strange and quite profoundly

at odds with the ph?loSophy of American government.

T éta?ted.in ﬁolitics years ago and the first thing we
ﬁa& to do was to.éet the commdnist; out éé our parts and out .
of the union. We did a very fine job. As far as I know, and

I'm beginning to wonder, but as far as I know, we had no help

from the FBI or the CIA., We just rammed them out of -the meeting:

on the grounds that they weren't Democrats and:they wereﬁ't7
good union leaders when.we didn't want anything to do_wiéh them |
And'yet, we see time and'time again that we'ré going .to
protect the blacks ffom.Martih Lﬁther King because he's
dangerous, that we've going to protect veterans from whatever
it is, and we're going to protect the Council of Churches
from the vétefans, and so on; and it just gefs 50 gummy'énd
confused and ill-defined and dangerous, that don't you agree
wiéh me that we have to control this, to restrain it, so that
precisely what is expected of the FBi is known by you, by the
public, and tﬂat.ypu can justify your actions when we gsk
you?

Mr. Adams. I agree with that, Senator, and I would like ,
to point out that when'the At;orﬁey General made his statement
Mr. Hoover subscribes to it, we féllzwed that policy for abou

: ¢ '
ten years until the President of the ..ited States said that"

we should investigate the Nazi Party.

<
2]

HW 5345361 DocId:32535%249% Pags 39 : . .




. gsh 23

e
Phone.(Area 202) 544-6000

WARD & PAUL

410 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

HW 54961 DocId:

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

e

23

24

25

b

f

®  » | 1935

I for one feel that we should investigate the WNazi Party.
I feel that our investigation of the Nazi Party resulted in.

the fact that in World War II, as contrasted with World War I,

nﬁhere-wagn‘t:bﬁewéinélé,inéidehtrofﬁfdrefgn directed sabotage

which took place in .the United States.

Senator Mondale. And under the criminal law you could

"have investigated these issues of sabotage.

Isn't sabotage a crime? -

Mr. Adams. Sabotagé is a crime.

Senator Mondale. Couid you have investigated that?

Mr. Adams. After it happened.

Senator &ondale. You see, every time we getninvoivéd
in political ideas, you defend yourself on the basis of’
cfimes that could have been committed. It's very interesting.

+In my obinion, you have to stand here if you're going to
continue whét'you're now doing and as I underst;nd it, you
still insist that you Aid the right"thing with the Vietnam
Veterans Against fhe War, and investigating the Council of
Churchés, énd this can still go 652 This can stiil-go on under
your interpretation of your present powers, what you try to
justify on the gréunds of your law enforcement activitics
in terms of criminal matters.

Mr. Adams. The law does :not say we have to wait. until
we have been‘murdéred before we éan --

Senator Mén@ale. Absolutely, but that's the field of"

2589493 Page 40
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1aw'egain,i You'féjtfying'ﬁe defegd apples Qitﬂ oranges. Thetfs
the law. You can do that. )

Mr, VAdams: That s rlght ‘but how do you- flnd out Whlch
of the 20, 000 Bund members mlght have. been a saboteur.- ¥ou
don't have probable cause to 1nvestlgate enyone, but you can
direct an intelligence operation against the Geriman-American
Bund, the same thing we did after Cdﬁéﬁess_said‘e~.nu: B

‘Sehetgr:Mondaleg~"Ceuldh]t.you_get a warrant for that? .
Why did you obiect to'geiﬁé to courtﬂfor-euthority~forigﬁéﬁ§ﬁ.“

Mr. Adams. Becauee we don't have probable cause to |
go against an individual and the law doesn'f pro&ide for
pfobable cause to investigate an organization.

There were acti&ities which did take place, like one time
they outlined the Communist Party -- |

Senator Mondale. What I don't understand is why it
.wouldn't be better for the FBI forlus to define aﬁthority
that you could use iﬁ the kind of Bonn situation where under
court authority you ean investigate where there is probable
cause er reasenable cause to suepect sabetage and the rest.

Wouldn't that make a lot more sense than just making theee
decisions on your own?

Mr. Adams. We have expressed ccmplete concurrence in
that. We feel that we're goipg to gestieat to death in the.
next 100 years, you're damncd 1f you ‘v, and damned if you

'

don't if we don't have a delineation of our responsibility

L

62959493 Page 41
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1 in this area. But I won't agree with you, Senator, that we

2 || have bungled the intelligence operations in the United States. |

Phone {Area 202) 544-6000

S I agree with you that we have made some mistakes. Mr., Kelley
4 || has set a pattern of being as forthright as any Director of the
5 FBI in acknowledging mistakes that. had been made, but I think

6 that as you said, and I believe Senator Tower said, and

7 Senator Church, that we have to watch tﬂese hearings because

8 of the necessity that we'mdst‘concentraté on these areas of

9 || abuse. We must not lose sight of the

10 || overall law enforcement and intelligence community, and I

11 || still feel that-this is the freest councry in the world. .

12 || I've travelled much, as I'm sure you have, and I know we have

13 || made some mistakes, but I feel that the people in the United

WARD & PAUL

14 || States are less chilled by the mistakes we have made than they
15 || are by the fact that there are 20,000 murders a year in the

. i,
16 || United States and they can't walk out of their houses at night

17 || and feel safe. | ' o *
18 ' Senator Mondale. That's correct, and isn't that an

19 || argument then, Mr. .Adams, for'strengtheniné our powers to go
éO after those who commit crimes rather than ;trengthening or

21 continuing a policy which we now see undermines "the public.

29 || confidence you need to do your -job.

23 Mr. Adams. Absolutely. The mistakes we have made are

410 First Street, 5.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

24 "what have brought on this embarrassment to us.

25 I'm not blaming the Committee. I'm saying we made some

HW 54561 Docld:3258949% Page 42




6
7

End Tape 7 8

9
10
11
o
o
by 12
™
g 13
3 .
14
15
16
17
18
g 19
(s}
g 20
£ 21
=
6 22
i a3
ol
e 24
25

HW 54561 Docld:

® S ® . 1939

mistakes and in doing so this is what has hurt the FBI. But
at the same time I don't feel that a‘balanced‘picture comes
out, as you have §aid yourselves, becéuse of the neceésity"
of zercing in QnAabuées:

I think that we have AOne one tremendogs job. I think
the accbmplishments'in the Klan was the finest hour of the
FBI and yet, Ifm.sure in dealing with the Klan that we made

.some mistakes. But I just don't agree with bungling.

2589495 Page 43
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Senator Mondale. I don't want to argue over terms, but
I think I sense an agreement that the FBI has gotten into trouble
éver it in the political idea trouble, and that th;t's where we
ﬁeed to have new legal standards. |

Mr. Adams. Keé, f agree with that.

Senator Tower. Senator.Huddleston.

Senator Huddleston., Thank you, Mr. Chairmag.

Mr, Adams, thgse two inst;nces we have studied at: some
length seems to have been an :inclinétion, on the part of
the Bureau to establish.a notion about an individual or a group
which seems to be very hard té‘ever change or dislodge. 1In
the case of Dr.‘King, where the supposition was that he was
being influenced by Communist individuals, extensive investi-
gation was made, surveillance, reports came back indicating thafg
this in féct was untrue, and difections continued to go out
to intensify the investigation. There never seemed to be a
willingness on the part of the Bureau to accept its own facts.

Ms. Cook testified this morniné that something similar
to that happened with the Vietnam Veterans Against the War, thag
every piece of information that she. supplied to th; Bureau
seemed to indicate that the Bureau was. not correct in its
assumption that this organization planned to commit violence,
or that it was being manipulated,.and vet you seemed to insist
that this investigation go on, and tfﬁs information was used'

against the individuals.
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3
~ § 1 Now, .are there in;tances where the.Bdreau_has admitted that
g 2 its first assumptions wefe wrong and they have changed their
E S |l course? |
4 _ Mr. Adams: ,We have admitted that. We have also shown
5 from one ofAthe cases éhat Sénator:Hart brought up, that after
6 fi?e days we élosgd the caSeg We were told something by an
7 individual that there was % concern of an adve;se influence
8 in it, and we looked into it. On the Martin Luther King
9 || situation there was no testimony to thg effect that we just
10 dragged on and on, or admitted that we dragged ogkand on and
11 on, ad infinitum. The wiretaps on Mdrtin Luther King were
J . .
§ 12 all approved by the Attorney General. Microphones on Martin
= g 13 Luther King were approved by another Attorney General. This
14 wasn't the FBI, and the reason they were approved was that'
15 there Qas.a basis to continue the investigation up to a'point.
) 16 What I testified to was that we were improper in discreditfir
17 pr. King, but it's just like --
18 Senator Huddleston. The Commigtee has before it memorandq
é 19 written by high officials of the Bureau indicating that the
J . .
. 'g 20 information they were receiving from the field, from these
% 21 surveillance methods, did not confirm what their supposition
z
g 22 was.
% 23 Mr. Adams. That memorandum Qas rot on Dr. King. That
677 g 24 wés on another individual that I thii% somehow got mixed up-
‘25 in the discussion,one.whe?e the iszuve was can we make people
 MW_54961 BacId-32Q894994;22g§ 5 | o s
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"prove they aren't a Communist before we will agree not to

as she feels in general agreement of the principles of it, and

16

19~

T e T

investigate them.
But the young lady.appearing this morning making the
comment that she never knew of anything she told us that

she considers herself a true member of the VVAW-WSO inasmuch

agreed to cooperate with the FBi in providing informétion regard
ing the organizatioﬁ to aid in preventing.violent individuals
from associating themselves with the VVAW-WSO. She is most
concerned about efforts.by the Revolutionary Union to takg over
the VVAW-WSO, and she is working actively to prevenﬁ this..

I think that we have a basis for investigating the VVAW-
WSO in certain areas today. In other areas we have stobped
the investigation. They don't agree with these principles
laia down by the --

Senator Huddleston. That report was the basis of your
continuing to pay informants and continuing to utilize that
information against members who cert;inly had not been involved
in violence, and apparently to get ﬁhem fired from their job
or whatever? |

Mr..Adams. It-all gets back to the fact that even in the
criminal law field, you have to detect crime, and you have to
prevent crime, and you can't wait:unt;l something happens. . The

g :
Attorney General has clearly'spoken i tha£ area, and even our

statutory jurisdiction provides that we don't --
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Senator Huddleston. A Well, of course we've had considerabld

evidence this morning where no attempt was made to prevent"
crime, when'Ypu had iﬁfo;m&tion‘that it'ﬁas gding to occur.
Bqt”Ifmjgurgﬁfhere éré instances;whére you .have.’

ﬁr. Adams. he disseminated every single item which he
reported to us.

Senator Huddleséon{ To a police department which you
knew was an accomplice to the crime. |

Mr. Adams. Not necessarily.

Senator Huddleston. Your informant had told you thét,

hadn't he?

Mr. Adams. Well, the informant is on one level. We have

other informants, and we have other information.

Senator Huddleston. Yes, but you were a&are that he
had worked with certain members of the Birmingh?m policé“in
order ‘to =-- 5

Mr. Adamg. Yes. He furnished many other instances also.

Senator Huddleston. So you weren't really doing a whole
lét to prevent that incident by telling the people who were

already part of it.

Mr. Adams. We were doing everything we could lawfully

do at the time, and finally the situation was corrected, so thaf

when the Department, agreeing that we had no further. juris-

diction, could sent the United States Marshal down to perform:

certain law enforcement functions. .

"
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Senato¥“ﬂuddiestonu Now, the Commi£tee» has receivea
documents which indicated that in ohe situatioﬂ therﬁBI assisted
an informant who had been established in a white hate group
to es%ab;ish a rival white hgte groué, and that the Bureau paid
pis exéénsés‘in seétiné'ufﬁthis rival organization.:ﬁ

Now, does,;his not put the Bureau in a pdsition of-beipg
responsible for what ac?ioné the rival white hate group might
have undertaken? o

Mr. Adams. I'd like to see if one of the other genflemen
knows that specific case, becaﬁse I don't thiﬁk we set up a
specific group.

This is Joe Deegan.

Mr. Deegan. Senatcr, it's my understanding that the
informant we're talking about decided to break off from the
group he was with. He was with the Macon Klan group of =
the United Klans of America, and he decided:to break off. This
was in compliance with our reéulations, His breaking off,
we did not pay him to set up the orgadization. He did it
on his own; . We paid him for the information he furnished
us concerning tﬁe operation. We did not sponsor tbé'organiza—
tion;

Senator HuddleStbh. Concerning the new organization that
he set up, he continued to advise you of the activities of that
organization? o

Mr. Deegan.. He continued to advi:: us of that organizationp
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and other organizations. He would advise us of planned

-activities.’

H

Sexi’éﬁor --Hudd:F?"S}fcé;h;.{ The rﬁew Qrgan:j.«':za'tion, that hé forméd,
did it operate in é very similar manner to the previous one?

Mr. Deegan. No, it didinot, and it did not last that
long.. ’

Senator Huddleston. ' There's also evidence of an FBi
informant in the Black Panther Party who h;d a position of

responsibility within the Party with the knowledge of his

FBI contact of supplying members with weapons and instructing

them in how to use those weapons. Presumably this was in the
knowledge of the Bureau, and he later became -- came in contact
with the group that was contracting for murder, and he partici-
p;ted in - this group with the knowledge of the FBI agent,-and
this group did in fact stalk a viétim who was later killéd'with
the weapon supplied by this individual,_p:ésumabiy-all in the
knowledgé of thé FBI. ;

" How does this square with your enforcement and crimg
prevention responsibilities.

Mr. Deegan.. Senator, I'm not familiar with that particulaxy

pase.: It does not square with our policy in all respects, and

I would have to look at that particular case you're talking

o

about to give you an answer.

Senator Huddleston. I don't have the documentation én that

partidular case, but it brings up the point as to what kind of

DooId: 2989495 Page 45
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‘that you are‘éuppoéédly ﬁryihg to preveht. )

_active in an action group, and we told him to get--out or

" we would no longer use him as an informant, in spite of the

14

advise him to engage. in violence.

Dools
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control you exercised over this_kind of informant in this kina_

of—an,o:ganization and tq_what‘éktent an;effOrt'is“made to

prevent these: inférmants. £rom eﬁgagiﬁg in the kind of thing

Mr. Adams. A~§éod example of this was Mr. Rowe, who became

informaéion he had furnished in the past.

We have had cases, Senator, where we have had --

Senator Huddleston. But you also told him to participaté
in violent ;ctivities.

Mr. Adams. We did not tell him to participate in violent '

activifies.

Senator Huddleston. That's what he said.

Mr, Adams. I Fnow that's what he said. But.that's what
ia&sﬁits are. all abgut, is that there. are. two sides.to the
issue, and our agents. handling. this have. advised. us, and I

believe have advised.your.staff, that at no time did they

Senator. Huddleston. Just to do what was. necessary to
get the information, I believe maybe might have been his

instructions.
Mr. Adams. I don't think they made any such statement
to him ‘along that line, and we ‘have inférmants,-wg‘have

informants who have gotten involved in the violation of the law|




N

i
l ¢ smn 8

Phone (Area 202) 544-6000

10

11

12

13

WARD & PAUL

14
15
“16
17

18

"19
-20

21

- R3

24

410 First Strest, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

25

22

MW 54361 DDGI%:S.?SES*ESQ Page 51

‘can think of around 20 informants that we have prosecuted for-:

.violating the laws, once it-came to our.attention, and even

information to the police department. No violence.occurred,,

. he couldn't be an angel. These were the words of the agent,.

o | | e 1947

and we have immediately converted their status from an informant

to the subject, and have prosecuted I would say, offhand, I

to show you our policy of disseminating information on violence
in -this case, during the review of the matter, the agents told
me that they found one case where their agent had been working

24 hours a day, and he wasfa little late in disseminating the

but it shéwed up in a file review, and he was censured for
his delay in properly-notiffing local authorities.

So we not only ﬁave a policy, I feel that we do follow
reasonable safeguards. in orderrto carry it qut, including perio?ic
review of all informant. files.

Senator Huddleston. Well, Mr. Rowe's statemfnt is
substantiated to some.extent with the acknowledgeﬁeﬁt by the
agent in charge“that if you're going to be a Klansman and you

happen to be with someone and they decide to.do something, that

and be a good informant. .He wouldn't take the lead, but the
implication is that he would have to go along gnd ﬁould have
to be involved if he was going to maintain his credibility.
er. Adams.. There's no quesfion but that an informant at
times. will have to be present. during demonstrations, riots,

fistfights that take place, but I believe his statement was




» N .
¢ 7 - @ 1948
gmnd | |
N Q .
) § 1 to the effect that -- and I was’ 'sitting in the back of the
. 3 ‘ ) ; . ]
4 g
. (’\_§ 2 room and I don'"t recall it exactly, but some of them were
g .
¢ _ || beat with chains, and I-didn't hear whether he said he beat
9 S !
& .
2 someone with a chain or not, but I rather doubt that he did
5 because it's one thing being present, and it's another thing
6 taking an active part in criminal actions.
y Senator Huddleston. He was close enough to get his
 throat cut..
. 8 ,
o How does the gathering of information -~
10 Senator Tower. Senator Mathias is here, and I think that
! 11 we probably should recess a few minutes.
i
[}
% é 1o Could we have Senator Mathias' questions and then should
ey | thi
i U 13 we convene this afternoon?
H < .
E S ) .
! 14 Senator Huddleston. I'm finished. I just had one more
! question.
; 15 .
i‘ Senator Tower. Go ahead.
: 16 ‘ . .
Senator Huddleston. I wanted to ask how the selection of
17 ; 7
’ . information ebout an individual's personal life,.social, sex
) 18 '
S . life and .becoming involved in that sex life or social life
] 19 : : :
a is a requirement for law enforcement or crime prevention.
¢ 20
<] -
Z Mr. Adams. Our agent handlers have advised us on Mr.
& 21 .
E Rowe, that they gave him no such instruction, they had no
% R2- . ] .
- 3 = such knowledge concerning it, and I can't see where it would
@ 3
= - , 7%
(‘Y o be .of any value whatsoever.
S 4 :
v . " - .
0 Senator Huddleston. You aren't awore of any case where
.85 ' ' )
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(ﬂ\ 3 1 these instructions.were given to an agent or an informant?
! ‘:g 7 R -
g 2 " Mr. Adams. To get involved in sexual activity? No, sir.
< ‘ 4
E 3 Senator Huddleston. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
a | . Senator Tower. Senator Mathias.
5 ' Senator Mathias. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
6 I would like .to come back very briefly to the Fourth
7 || Amendment considerations in connection with the use of informants
g |l and in posing these guestions we're not thinking of the one
' 9 time volunteer who walks in to an FBI office and says I have

a story I want to tell you and that's the only time that you
10 :

.11 (| may see him. I'm thinking of the kind of situations in which

g 12 there is a more extended relationship which could be of varying
(a\§ 15 " degrees. It might be in one case tﬁat.the same individual
; 14 will have some usefulness in a number of situations. But when
15 the FBI or@ers a regular agent to engage in'a geafch, the first
16 test is a judiciai warrant, and what I would like;to explore
? "1y with you is the difference between a one time search which
% 18 requirgs a warrant, and which you get when you make that
; g 19 search, and a continuous search which uses an inforﬁant, or
é 20 the case of a continuous search which uses a regular undercover
5
g 21 agent, someone who is totally under your control, and is in a
E 2. slightly different category théﬁ‘ap %nformant.
'g 25 Mr. Adams. Wel}, we get thgre into the fact that.tbe
} (NE o4 || Supreme Court has still held that the use of informants does
H A .
25 not invade any of these constitutionally protectéd areas, .and
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if a person wants to tell an informant something thét isn'tr
protected by the Supreme Court.

An actual search for legal evidence, that is a protected
item, but information and the use of informants have been
consistently held as not pésing any céﬁstitutiqnal problems.

Senator Mathias. I woul@ agree, if you're talkiné about
thg feilow who walks in off the street, as I saiﬁ earlier,
but is it true that under exisﬂing proced;fes informants are
given background checks? ' ;

Mr. Adams. Yes, sir.

Senator Mathias. And they are subject to a testing period,

Mr. Adams. That's right, to verify_ahd make sure they
are providing to us reliable ‘information.

Senator Mathias. And during‘the period that the relation-
ship continﬁes,‘they are rather closely controlled by the
handling agents. |

"Mr, Adams. That's true.

Senator Mathias. So in effect they can come in a very
Qractical way agents themselves go the FBI. -

Mr, Adams.. They can do nothing --

Senatér_Mathias. Certainly agents in the common law ﬁse1
of the word.

Mr. Adams. That's right, they can do nothing, and we

- instruct our agents that an informant can do noth;nd that the

aéent himself cannot do, and if the agent can work himself into

DocTii: 32989495 Page 54
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1 an organization in an undercover capacity, he can sit there and

2 gléan all the infopmation that he wants, and that is not in the

Phone (Area 202) 544-6000

S Constitution as a protecéed area. But we do have this problem.
4 _ " Senator Mathias. But if a regular agent who is a member |

' 5 of the FBI attempted to enter.these premises, he would require
6 a‘warrént?

7 Mr., Adams. No,:sir, if a regular -- i; depends on the

8 éurpose ﬁor wﬁich he is entefing. If a regular agent by

9 concegling his identity,'by'~~ was admitted as-a member of the'

10 || communist Party, he can étténdeommunist Party meetings, and he

11 ;caﬁ eﬁter the premises, he can epter the building! and‘there's'

12 || no constitutionally invaded area there.

13 Senator Mathias. And so you feel that anyone who has

WARD & PAUL

14 || a less formal relationship with the Bureau than.a.regular
.15 || agent, who can undertake a continuous surveillance operation

16 as an undercover.agent.or as an informant.--

©®
=
fo N

17 Mr. Adams. As lbng as he commits no illegal acts.
.18 Senator Mathias. Let me ask you.why you. feel that it is
3] .
[=] i . .
g 19 impractical to.require.a warrant since,.as I understand it,’
g .
o] .
g 20 headquarters must approve the use of an informant. Is that
& 21 degree of formal action required?
2 .- . “
o 22,
i 23
A
2 24
<
25 a : o .
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Mr, Adams. The main difficulty is the particularity
which has to be shown in obtaining a search warrant. You
have,?o go after particular-evidence. You have to specify
what you're going after, ané an informant operates in an
érea that you just cannot specify., He doesn't know what's

~going.to be discussed at.that meeting. _ft-may be a plot to
blow up the Capitol agéin or it may be a plot to blow up the
State Department building. - |

Sénator Mathias. ‘If it were a criminal ;nVestigation,
you would have litﬁle'difficulty with probaple cause, wouldn't
you? . |

Mr. Adams. We would have difficulty in a warrant to
use someone as.an informant in that area because the same
difficulty of particularity‘exists. We can't specify,

Senator Méfhiés. AI understand the probleﬁ because iﬁ's
véry similar to éne that we.discussed ear;ief in connection
say wiretaps on é national security problem.

Mr. Adams. That's it, and there_we face the problem of
where the Soviet, an individual identifiéd as a Soviet spy
iﬁ a friendly country and they tell us he's been a Soviet spy
there and‘now he's coming to the United States, and if wé can't
show ﬁndér a probable cause warrant, if we couldn't show that
he was actually enhgaging in espionage in the United States,
we couldn't get a wiretap under_the probable cause requirements

which have been discussed, If the good fairy didn;t drop the

HW 54561 Dooc
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evidence in our hands that this individual is here conducting
”espionage, we again would féll short of this, and that's
why we're still groping with it,

Senatof Mathias. When you say fall short, you really,
you would be falling short of £he requirements-éf the Fourth
Amendment. |

‘Mr. Adams. That's right, except for the,faét that the

=President; under this Constitutional powers, to protect #his
nation and make sure that if sﬁrvives first, first of ail
national survival, and thesé are the areas that not only the
President but the Attorney General are concerned in and we're

all hoping that somehow we can reach a legislative middle

" ground in here.

Senator Mathias., Which we discussed iﬁ the other national
security area as to curtailling a warrant to that particular
need. |

Mr. Adams. And if you could get away from probable'
cause and get some degree of reasonable cause and get some
‘method of sealing indefinitely your interest, say, in an
ongoing espionage case and can work out thosé_difficdléies,
we may get their yeﬁ.

Senator Mathias. And you don'£ despair §f finding that
middle ground? |

Mr. Adams. I don't bhecause I think that £o§ay there's

more of an open mind between Congress and the Executive Branch

d: 329289455 Pagese 27
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espionage or a foreign espionage case where you do have a little

Twould be the use of wiretap procedure by which the Attorney

22

-point after we attack the major abuses, or what are considered

e - e 1054

énd the FBI and everyone concerning the need to get these
are;s ;esclved.
Senator«Mathias; And you believe that the Department,
it wé could COme-toéethér, woﬁid support, would agreé té that
kind of a warrant reéuirement'if wé could agree on the languagej
~ Mr, Adams. If we can work out problems and the Attorney
General is personally inferested in that also.
" senator Mathias. .Do'you think that this agreement might :

extend to some of those other areas. that we talked about?

t
'

Mr. Adams. I think that that would be a much greater
difficulty in an area &f domestic intelligence informant who
reports on many different operations and different types of

activities that might come up rather than say in a Soviet

more degree of specificity to deal with.
jSenator Mathias. I suggest that we arrange to get
together and try out some drafts with each other,'but in the

meantime, of course, there's another alternative and that

General must approve a wiretap bhefore it is piaced,'and the
same general process could-be used for informants, since
you come‘to headquarters any way.

Mr. Adams. That could be an alte g-tive. I think it

would be a very burdensome alternative -1 I think at some

1
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major abuses of Congress and get over this hurdle, I think
Vwe'fe still going to have to recognize that ﬂeads of agencieé
have to accept thezréspbﬁsibility for managing pﬁat agency
and we can't just keep pqshing.évery qper&tional problem‘up
to the top~bécause there just éren'£ enough h;urs in the- day.

Senator Mathias. But the reason that parallel suggests_
itéelf is of course the fact fhatrtﬁe wiretgp deals geﬁera;ly'
with one level of information in one segse of gathering
information.. You hear what you hear from the tap.

Mr., Adams. But you're dealing in.a‘much smaller number
also.

Senator Mqthias. Smaller number, but that's .all .the
more reason. When .an informant goes in, he has all of.his
senses. He's gathering all of the—informatién a human being
can acquire from a situation énd has access to more information
than the a&erage\wiretap. | |

And it would seem to me that for that reasén a.parallel
process hight be usefui'and in order.

er; Adams, Mr, Mintz_poinfed out one other main
distinction. £o me wﬁich I had oveflookea'from our‘prior
discussions, whiéh is the fact that with an informant he is
more'in,thc position of being a coﬁcéntral monitor in that one
of the two parties to the cogversation agrees, éuch.as like
concentral monitoring of telephones and microphonqé and

anything else versus the wiretap itself where the individual

Wl 54561 DPool[d:3258545%5% Page 59
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whose telephone is being tapped is ndt.awafe and‘there is, -
and nei£her of the two parties talking had agreed_that their
conversation could bhe mdnitored. .

Senator Mathias. I'find_that one difficult to accept.
If I'm the-tﬁird party overhearing a conversation that is takind
place in a room where I am, and my true character isn;t perceivg
by the two people who are télking;ﬂin effect they haven't .
consented to my overhearing my conversation. Then they consent
if they believe that I am their friend or theif} a pértisan
of theirs. |

But if they knew in fact that I was an informant for

‘someone else, they wouldn't be consenting.

Mr. Adams. Well, that's like I believe Senator. llart
raised earlier, that the courts thus far have made this

distinction with no difficulty, but that doesn't mean that

-

_there may not be some legislative compromise which might be

addressed.

Senator Mathias. Well, I particularly appreciate you#
a?titude in beiné wiliing to work on these probiems because
I think that's the most important thing that can evolve from
these hearings; so that we can actually look at the Fourth
Amendment as the standard thét we. have ts achieve. But the
way we get there is ébviously going to i 1 lot easier if we
can work toward them together.

) . .

I'just have one final question, s. Chairman, and that

1

d
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deals with whether we shouldn't impose a standard of probable

cause that a crime has been committed as a means of controlling

~the use of informants aﬁd the kind of information that they
collect. | |

Do you feel that-this would be too ;estriétive?

Mr. Adams.‘ Yes, sir, I do.-

When I look at informants and I see that each year
informants provide us, locate 5000 dangerous fugitives, théy

provide subjects in 2000 more cases, they recover $86 million

in stolen property and contraband, and that's irrespective

of what we give the lccal law enforcement and other Federal
~agencies, which is almost a comparable figure, we have almost

reached a point in the criminal law where we don't have much

left. And in the intelligence field we still, I think when

we carve all of the problems away, we still have to make sure
that we have the means to gather information which will permit
us to be aware of the gdentity of individuals and organizations
that are gcéing to overthrow the govérnment of the United
States. And I think we still'haVe-some areas to look'hard

at as we have discussed, but I think informants are here to.
stay. They are absolutely essential to law enforcenment,
Everyone uses iﬁformants. The press has informants, Congress
has informants, you have iﬁdivi@uals in your communiﬁy that
you rely on, not for ultcriof purposés, but to let:you know
what;s the fecl of the people, am I serving them properly,

d: 323894588 Page 61
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am I carrying out this?

It's here to say. It's been heré throughout history
and there will always be informants. And the thing we want to
avoid is abuses. like érévacateurs, criminal activities}.and
to ensure that we have safeguards thgé will prevent that.
.But Qe do need informants.

Senator Tower. Senator Hart, do you_have any further
questions?

Senator lart of Michigan. Yes. I ask unanimous request
perhaps with a view ﬁo giving balance to the record, the
groups that we have discussed this morning into which the
Bureau has put informants, in popular language, our.liberal
groups -~ I would ask unanimous consent that .be printed in
the recorq, the summary of the opening oﬁ‘tﬂe headquarters
file by the Bureau of Dr. Carl McIntyre when he announced
that he was organizing a group to counter the Ameriean Civil
Liberties Union and other "liberal and communist groups,"
is not a left only pre-occupation.

Senator Tower. Without objection, so ordered.'

" (The material refer;ed to follows:)

fcl: 32989499 Page &2
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Senator Tower. Any“more questions?

Then the Comﬁittee will have an Exebutive Session this .
afternoon in Room 3110 in the Dirksen Building at 3:00, and
I hope everyone will be in attendance. |

TORMOYrow morning we Qill‘hear‘from Courtney Evans,
Qartha bDeLoach. Tomorrow afternoon, former Attorneys General
Ramséy Clark and Edward Katzenbach.

The Committee, the hearings are reqesgéd until'lO:OO
a.m, tomorrow morning.

(Whereupon, at 1:10 ofclock p.m., the hearing in the
above mentioned matter was concluded, to reconvene on Wednesdqy

December 3rd, 1975, at 10:00 o'‘clock a.m.)

i85
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- On King

By CLAUDIA TOWNSERND
. AND BEAU CUTTS
i Year for his own polilical career
,prompted President Lyndon Johnson {o
-sanction the FBI's surveillance of Dr.
-Martin Luiher King Jr., a former John-
. son aide has testified. -

According to the Senate Select
Intelligence Committee’s stalf report on
1ihe King case, former Johnson assistant
/Bill Moyers fold the commiltee that
-Johnson was “very concerned that his

L,

.embracing the civil righls movement -
tand Martin Luther King personally

: would not backfire politically.”

Moyers said Johnson “seemed satis-
~fied” in the spring of 1965 that charges
-of communist influence among King's
-advisers were unfounded. However,
‘Johnson did not order an end fo the
-FBY’s surveillance of King.

“He (Johnson) didn't want to have §
4Southern racist senaior produce some“;
{thing -that would be politically cmbaﬁi
I rassing to the President and {o the civid
rights movement,” Moyers told the com-

mittee. “We bad Jois of conversations
aboul {hat .-. . Johnson, as everybody
knows, bordered on paranoia about his
enemies or aboul being trapped by other
people’s activitics over which he had no
responsibility.”

The report charges thal then-Attor-
ney General Robert Kennedy, who au-
thorized the first FBI wiretap of King's
telephones, allowed {he lengthy continu-
ation of I'BI surveillance from similar
motives.

Burke Marshall, Kennedy's assistant
in charge of civil rights affairs, {old the
commitiee thal the Justice Department
didn't consider asking the ¥BI to re-
move its wiretaps on King.

*} The FBI's allegations aboul King'sa
ladvisers were “grave and serious,” he |
itold  the commitice. The Kennedy '
fadministration had openly supported 4
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{King, “Stopping the investigal
“ion in light of those circum:
stances would have run the

drisk that there would have

' “From  his

been a lot of complaints that |
the Burcau had been blocked
for political reasons from !
investigating serious charges
-ahout communist infiltration

in the civil rights movement,”

‘Marshall added.
i Marshall said he believes
Kennedy initially approved

: the wirelaps because he was

‘concerned that King was con-

, ‘tinuing to be friendly with a

suspecied Communist advisar,
after telling both Kennedy
and the President that he
would break off relations with
{he advisor, -
(Kennedy’s)
point of view, Martin Luther
King had made 2 commit-
ment on a very important
maifer,” Marshall fold the
‘committee. “King had broken
-that commitment. So there-
fore the atforney general.
svanfed to find out whether
(the adviser~whose name,
was kept secret by the coms.
Thit{ee) did in fact have influl
ence over King, what he wad
{elling King, and so forth.”

Another former Justice de-
partment - official . said
Kennedy approved the wire-
taps out of {ear that Hoover
would use his influence in
Congress 1o block passage of
the 1964 Civil Rights Act if’
charges against King were nof
laid to rest. e

From the initial wiretap au-
thorization the FBI went on
for years of surveillance of
King and attempts to publicly
discredit him.

One such effort involved a
banquet fo be held in Allanta
honoring Xing after his re-
ceipt of the Nobel Peace
Prize.

According to the staff re-

" port former Atlanta Constitu-

tion publisher Ralph McGill

“was “a major focus” of {he

FBI's attentions,

William Sullivan, who dui~
ing the King investigation was
head of the burcaw’s Domestic
Intelligence Division, claimed
irp 2 memo that MeGill had
cuoperated al least in part
with the FBI's aftempls o
m]dcrmine the King banguet
in Atlanta, .

1 Sullivan wrote in his memo- §

randum: “Mr. McGill told me,

that following my first discus-}
sion with him a few wceksf,
‘ago he contacled a banker
friend in Atlanta who was
helping to finance the banquet
to be given King next Wednes-
day night. The banker was
disturbed and said he would
contact some other bankers
involved and see if suppor}

fwould be quietly withdrawn.} -(indicate page, name of

}f - The mem% al]efes tglat the newspaper, city and state.)
bankers “did take steps £» | .

ywithdraw” bt then leamé:‘l Paa%g‘-ﬂ

N L)

T e S . ':\ ? CTot - .

| that pending financial * af- ATLANTA COSTITUTIC
! rangements with a group (f Atlanta, Georzia
bankers in Haiti would e =
dymaged if they demdi-
strated a lack of support for
, King. Therefore, the memo-
randum alleged, support for

the banquet remained intact.
“However, McGill said he
would do what he could fo en-
.courage key pecple o limit
their praise and support of

King as much as possible,”

Sullivan wrote, :

Eugene Patterson, publisher
of ihe St. Petershurg Times,
was The Conslifution’s editor
at the time of the King ban=
quet. He said Wednesday that
the Suilivan memo is “either

, & misunders{: ading or a coms
, plete fabrication.” :

< | Paterson said the sitnation
i1t Atlanta “was exactly oppo-
site of what Mr, Sullivan
understands.,” If anything,
“Ralph McGill would have
worked harder to put that din-
ner fogether” afier being
asked by the FBI to help
block it, he added.

Patierson said both he and
McGill were contacted by FBI
agents offering them informa-
tion about King's personal
y life. He said the FBI agents
1 “were {rying o get us to he a

peephole journal and to pub--
lish that information. . . . We Submitting Office: AT, ATTT |

-had no idea of doing so.” 0 nexnnéwé;?!wﬁfj}/ GO
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Patierson said he rveported
the agents’ activity to a Jus- ==
tice department official and'SEARGHED NDEXE
{he official “did not even a¢ SC’?IAf-lZELﬂEB “
knowledge what I had said.) s
Thal response, Patterson said,
convinced him that “cithey
Attorncy’ General Kenned
tinew what was happening o
that Iloover was so far out ¢f—=
control that nothing couli-.
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-y Patlerson and McGill were
not the only journalists th
witm the FBI offered infor-
mation about King's persontl

fe. David Kraslow, chief %f
the Cox Newspapers Washing-
fon Bureau, was offered a
franscript of a tape recording
about King while he was
working in Washington for the
Los Angeles Times.

Kraslow lold the commitlee
a source at the FBI read him
part of {he transcript over the
phone and said the tape came
from a bug operated by a
Southern police agency. He
declined the offer of the infor-
mation.

Patterson said the FBI con-
tacts came {rom two agents

-who were at that {ime in the’

- Atlanta office 'and who had

been news sources for the:
said - his and

Jpaper. He )
¢Gill's relationship with the
*BI - “cooled

. Dr. King.”
Hoover wrote a letler. to'
- Moyers in carly 1965, accord-
;img to the ‘staff report, in;
1 fvhich he-{old Moyers thatl
" McGill “believes that the verj:r,
. . . ]

considerabl'y )
fter what' they {ried to do {p °
b 1 helped to organizé that thing

)
jbest thing that could happen,‘i

would be to have King step.
completely out of the civil'
rights movement and public}
life for he feels that if this jd
-nof done sooner or later King
will be publicly exposed.

© “Mr. McGill,” the letter

-+ continues, “believes that an

- exposure of King-will do ir-
reparable harm to the civil
" rights movement in which he,
Mr. MeGill, and others are So
interested and have worked so
hard for, and likewise it will
do injury fe different cilizens
of the country who have heen
supporting King.” o
Sullivan, in his memo,
claimed, that McGill had told -
him that McGill was “taking
“steps to get key Negro leaders
fo unite in opposition to King
to gradually force him out of
the civil rights movement if
at"all possible.” .
Patierson said there was
“no question whatsecver of us
going back on Dr. King.”
Of the Atlantz dinner, he
added, “I just know Mr..
MeGill never slackened in his

- efforls”

Jack Tarver, publisher of
'I;he Journal and Constitulion
&nd a close friend and associ-
ate of McGill for many years)
shid he was certain thal “i

JEeGill had done anything like
MW sibgie waldpoae fhbeaids  Page £5

| tvfeen Atlanta banking, Haiti,
. aild the King dinner. t

1'!' said he recalled at~f
iten¥@P a mceling of Allania
civic leaders ut the Piedmont
Driving Club who were plan-
ning the dinner for King
There was no hint at that
meeling that there had been
any effort on anyone’s part o
undermine the affair.”

The reference fo Hailian
bankers, he added, -“sounded
like the figment of somcone’s
imagination.” '

Tarver also nofed {hat
McGill atiended the banguet
for King, an act the publisher
regarded as wholly inconsist-
enf with {he tone and confent
of the I'BI memo and letler.

At the lime of the King
banquet, Tarver was president
of Atlanfa Newspapers. ‘
Mills B. Lane Jr, former
chief of the C & S bank, said:
“Ralph McGill always thought
very well of Martin ' Luther
King and defended him. As I~
remember it, he (McGil})

(the dimaer).” -

- Regarding the FBI memo,
Lane said, “I just can’t be-
lieve that.” . L
-Lane said he had no recol-
lektion of dny connection be-p

H

‘Helen Bullard, a key organ-
izer of the King dinner, said
she worked closely with
- MeGill in preparing for {lhe
hanquel., The assertion that
McGill became cool to honor-
g King is “completely un-f
true,” said Miss Bullard, a*
fprmer aide to Mayors Ivan:

1

.

Allen Jr. aud Wil’ B.
Hartsfield, - ) .

J“There is no shred of cvi-
dence and T would know,” she
said. “When it (the dinner)
started,.we had no money, no
nothing. We (the organizers,
not including McGill) mel in
the basement of a black
church, We said we would
have it to honor him (King)
even if we just had box
Tunches.

“It was a hig success. We
sold out of lickels two weeks

before the banquet. People

wanted tickets who couldn’t
get them.” .

Miss Bullard, who operates
a public relations firm in
Aflanta, checked her files of
the bangiiet, which was held
Jan. 27, 1965, and said there
was “no mention anywhere”
of any reluctance by MeGill
to continue sponsoring the
event.

The FBI's campaign against
King, which aimed at collect-
ing information that could be
used fo neuiralize him as a
civil rights leader, went on
from lafe 1963 until King's

“assassination in 1968.

" The Senate, commitlee did
not investigate the assassina-
tion. Nor did the committee
listen to tapes made through
“bugs” in King’s hotel rooms,
or read transcripts of those
tapes. Staff members said to
do so would compound the
invasion of the civil righis
leader’s privacy, .adding {hat
the purpose of the recordings

i}, was clear without hearing the

fapes. : r
i The -diserediting campaign
1&1volved the use of friendly

P

ews people to plenl un-

favorable stories aboul Kiug;
efforts, sometimes successfl,
, lo black contributions-to tre
Southern Christian Leaderskip
Conference (SCLC); efforts {o
block meetings between King
and world leaders or to dis-
courae various organizations
from honoring him; and the
bugging of his hotel rooms -
with attempis to distributé :
publicly the tapes derived !
from the bugs.

The FBI mailed King one of
those tapes, aleng with a let-
ter that aides said King inter-
preted as an invitation to
commit suicide. The {ape was
originally to have gone to
Coretta Scott King, his wife,
with the aim of promoting a
separation between the two,
but- was mailed to King im-
stead. .. .

Even after his death, the

. FBI continued to plan against
King. The Allanta field office
sent a recommendation to
Washingfon in 1969 for a pro-
posed program to be used “in
the event the bureau is in-

- clined to enterfain counterin-

felligence  action  against
Coretta Scott Kings and-or the
confinuous projection of the
public image of Maptin Lu-
ther King.” Hoover replied
that the bureau “does not de-
sire counterintelligence action
against Corefta King of the
nature you suggest af this
time.” .
Sen. Frank Church, chair-
man of the select inteliigence
_commilfee, has called for the
_appointment  of a specicl
. prosecutor {o investigale U}'e
FBI's role in connection wilh
King, .9

At S
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Southern Christian Leadership

,~finding evidence of Commu-\
- nist infiltration. 4
" . That investigation, known
_'as COMINFIL, never -turned
Cup any evidence that King

" was indeed a Communist, ac- .

By JOSEPH ALBRIGHT f cording to the Senate report.
Journal Washington Bureau . < - Even so, according to Sen-
WASHINGTON—The Sen- -+ ate sources, King remained on
ate Infelligence ‘Committee . the FBI's emergency deten-
has disclosed that the FBI ~tion list until® he was
placed Dr. Martin Luther ,; Jmurdered in 1968, ’ .
King Jr. on a secret “deten- .-~ While declaring King had
- tion” list in 1962, shortly after “no personal connection mthv
King led a-civil rights march - the Communis party, the Sen- l
in Albany, Ga.. ) ‘ate report did confirm thatl&
That was the beginning of ~  the FBI had some informiation
the FBI's six-year campaign in 1962 indicating that two of
to neutralize King as an effec- King's associates were linked
+. tive civil rights leader, which
the committee called “a
shameful chapter in- the na-
fion’s history.” .
In a 50,000- word staff re-

. port, the: commlttee Wednes-
day revealed a telegram from the FBI's charges” against the -
the late F I‘BI director J. Edgar . two King associates, who n
Hoover to the Atlanta FBI of- - were described only as:
fice in May. 1962 directing: *  Adviser A and Adviser B The |
that King beplaced on,the so+ report said the FRI declmed'
called “reserve, list, » awhich. - to produce the factual basis

_ named persons fo be rounded for its judgment on the two
up in event of a national King advisers for fear of com-
emergency. . : £.1 promising its sources.

Hoover's  telegram _ also.: The report traced the origin
ordered that Xing he “tabbed of the FBI's anii-King cam-

+ a Communist”, in the bureau’s _paign to the civil rights pro-
internal records dealing with. ~ tests in Albany, i in which King -
subversives. . - . was jailed late in 1961, \

Five months later, the I‘BI On the day King went on &
began a massive formal  .irial in Albany for parading
- without a permit, Hoover di-
Turn to Page 124, Column 1 yecied all FBI field offices fo &
ap———T - . o ‘

M'

advising King.

Buf, the Senate- mveshga-
tors reported -they were “un-
able fo reach a conclusion
concerning the accuracy of
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’ investigation of King and hisaf
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feview their files for “subver-

sive” information about King,

which was to be submitted in
reports that were “suifable
for dissemination.”

The Senate report said
Hoover was outraged when
King was quoted in Atlanta
newspapers as charging that
the FBI agents handling the
Albany demonstration were
white. Southerners “friendly
ith the local police and peoc-
iple who are promotmg segre-
Joation.”

i The Senate report quoted
William Sullivan, who was
then head -of the FBI Domes-

‘tic Intelligence Division, as

saying Hoover was “very dis-
“{raught over these eriti-

cisms.” = .

Suilivan said Hoover never
“forgave King for not return-
ing two phone calls from FBI

-officials soon affer, which the

bureau placed in ar effort to

“set him straight.”

The Senate report declared:

. “The FBI's COMINFIL inves-
tigation appears fo have been

centered almost entirely on

J|discussions among Dr. King
and his advisers about pro-

jposed ~civil rights activity

rather than whether those

advisers were in fact agents

.of the Communist party.”

Inforination obtained
through COMINFIL wiretaps
and bugs was used by the FBI
in a series of efforts to cut off
the SCLC from ifs sources of
funds, according to the Senate
staff report. sod

The report contended that
william S'hvan of the FBI

gaveumspecified derogalory
information about King to the
late Ralph McGill, publisher
of The Atlanta Constitution,
as part of an FBI campaign
to dissuade community lead-

ers from participating in a -

1965 banquet to honor King
for winning the Nobel Peace
Prize

quoted by the Senate investi-
gators, Sullivan contended
that McGill had even cooper-
ated to some extent in the
FBI's effort to undermme ‘the

* dinner.

The Sullivan memo, written
about a week before the
highly successful King dinner
in Atlanta, stated, “Mr.

*McGill told mé that following

my first discussion with him a
few weeks ago, he contacted a
banker friend in Aflanta who
is helping fo finance the ban-
quet to be given King next
Wednesday nighf. The banker
was disturbed and said he
would contact some other
bankers also involved and see
if support could quietly be
withdrawn.”

Sullivan’s memo went on to
say that McGill subsequently.

told him the bankers decided
to go ahead with financing the
King. banquet. The bankers
did so, according to -Sullivan,
because they were worried
about losing an important
pending business deal with
some unnamed bankers in
Haiti. .

“However,” Sullivan contin-
ued in the memo, “McGill

said he would do what he

HW 54561 DocId:3298%94%5% Page 67

In ‘an internal T'BI’ memo.

could {0 encGUTage Key people
to limit their praise and sup-
port of King as much as possi-

ble”
The Senate report said,
“McGill's version of what,

franspired will never " be
known since McGill- has
deceased.”

Asked to comment, Eugene
Patterson then edltor of The
Constltutlon, said: “This is a
discredit to the memory of
Ralph McGill, who worked his
tail off to get that banquet
put together. He was one of
the four co-<ponsors of the
dinner, and he sat af the head
fable. If he contacted any
bankers, I am sure it was
simply to raise money for the
dinner.”

Patterson, now editor of the
St. Petersburg (Fla.) Times,
confirmed that both he and
McGill iwere offered. deroga-
tory information on King’s
private life by FBI agents. “I
know ;of my -own’ personal
knowledge,” said’ Patterson,
“that McGill shared my out-
rage at the FBI for trying to

- tar King.” .

Jack Tarver, publisher of
The Atlanta Journal and The
Constitution and a close friend
and long-time associate cof
MeGill, said he was confident
that “if MeGill had done any-
thing like this, he would have
told me.”

Tarver said Sullivan’s men- *

tion of a deal between Atlanta
and Haitian bankers “sounds
like a flgment of someone’s
imagination.” Tarver recalled

attending a planning meetmg

. Piedmont

of Atlanta civic lead¥rSatthe
Driving  Club.
“There was no “hint at that
meeting that there had been
any. effort on anyone’s part to |

undermine the affa:r > ‘I‘arver )

said. .

Tarver aIso said that
McGill attended the banquet,
an act he viewed as wholly
inconsistent with the tone and
content of the Sullivan memo.

Another journalist idenfi-
fied in the Senate report as

having been offered anti-King .

information by the FBI was

David Kraslow, now chief of

the Cox Newspapers Washmg-' ]

ton Bureau.
Kraslow was described in

the report has having told a

Senate Intelligence Commit-
tee investigator that one of
his “better sources at {he bu-
reau” offered him a tran-

seript of a tape recording on-

Dr. King.

In the mid-1960s, Kraslow,
then a Washington corre-
spondent for the Los Angeles
Times, said his source read

him a portion of the tran- ¥ \

script on the phone .claiming’

it came from “bug” operated .

hy a southern police agency.
Kraslow declined to accept
the transcript.
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By JOSEPH ALBRIGHT

Journal Washington Bureau )

WASHINGTON~The Sen-
ate Intelligence Commitiee
has disclosed that ithe FBI
placed Dr. Martin Luther
King Jr. on a secrel “deten-
tion” list in 1962, shortly after
King led a civil righls march
in Albany, Ga.

That was the beginning of
the FBPs six-year campaign

to neutralize King as an effec- = «

tive civil rights leader, which
the committee called “a
shameful chapter in the na-
tion's history.”

In a 50;000-word staff re-
port, the committee Wednes-
day revealed a telegram from
the late FBI direclor J. Edgar
Hoover to the Atlanta FBI of-

. fice in May 1962 directing

that King be placed on the so- °

called “reserve list,’ which
(T named persons to be roundes}
! up" in event of a nationz)
l emergency. !
‘ Hoover's telegram alsp

.

, tion
* murdered in 1968.

~ {Mount Clipping in Space Below)

sordered that King be “tabbed
"a Communist” in the bureau’s
p internal records dealing with
subversives. ‘

Five months later, the FBI
began a massive formal
investigation of King and his
‘Southern Christian Leadership
Conference that was aimed at
finding evidence of Commu-

v

=

i nist infiltration.

That investigation, known
as COMINFIL, never turned
up any evidence that King
was indeed a Communist, ac-

cording to the Senate report. .

Even so, according to Sen-
ate sources, King remained on
the FBYI's emergency deten-
list .until he

While declaring King had

" no personal connection with

‘the Communist party, the Sen-
ate report.did confirm that
the FBI had some. information
in 1962 indicating that two of

. King's associates were linked

to the Communist party while
advising King.

. But, the Senate investiga-~
{ors reported, they were “un~
able to reach a conclusion

concerning the accuracy of -

the FBI's charges” against the
two King associates,
were  described
Adviser A and Adviser B. The
report said the FBI declined
to produce the factval basis
for ifs judgment on the two
_King advisers for fear of com-
Tpromising its sources.

The report traced the origin
of the FBI’s anti-King cam-

L
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paign to the civil rights pro-
tests in Albany, in which King
was jailed late in 1961. .

On the day King went op
{rial in Albany for parading
withou{ a permit, Hoover di-
rected all ¥B] field offices to
review their files for “subver-
sive” information about King,
which was to be submitted in
reports that were “suitable

_for dissemination.”

The Senate report said

. Hoover was oufraged when

King was quoted in Allanta
newspapers as charging that
the I'BI agents handling the
Albany demonstration were
white Southerners “friendly
with the local police and peo-
ple who are promoting segre-
gation.” '
The ‘Senate report quoted

William Sullivan, who was -

then head of the FBI Domes-
fic Intelligence Division, as
saying Hoover was “very dis-
traught over these eriti-
cisms.”

Sullivan said Hoover never
forgave King for not return-
ing two phone calls from FBI
officials soon after, which the
bureau placed in an effort'to
“get him straight.”

The Senate report declared:
“The FBI’s COMINFIL inves-
tigation appears to have been
centered almost entirely on
discussions among Dr. King
and his advisers about pro-,
posed civil rights activity
rather than whether those
advisers were in fdct agens
of the Communist party” i

Information obtam{gd
through COMINFIL wiretads
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[and bugs was used by the FBI

-1in a series of efforts to cut off

4the SCLC from its sources of

‘”funds according to the Senate

staff report

The report contended that
William Sullivan of the FBI
gave unspecified derogatory
information about King to the
late Ralph McGill, publisher
of The Atlanta Constltutlon
as part of an FBI campaign
to dissuade community lead-

ers from participating in a -

1965 banquet to honor King
for winning the Nobel Peace
Prlze

In an internal FBI memo
. quoted by the Senate investi-
. gators, Sullivan contended
- that McGill had even cooper-
ated to some extent in the

- FBU’s effort to undermine the

dinner.

The Sullivén mermo, written
about -a week before the

‘highly successful King dinner

in Atlanta, stated, “Mr.
McGill told me that followmg
my first discussion with him a
. few weeks ago, he contacted a
" banker friend in Atlanta who
is helping to finance the ban-
quet to be given King next
Wednesday night. The banker
was disturbed and said he
would contact some other
bankers also involved and see
if -support could quietly be
withdrawn.”

4 Sullivan’s memo went on fo
say that McGill subsequently
told him the bankers decided
to go ahead with financing the
King banquet. The bankers

Page 65

-about losing an

did so, according to Sullivan,
because they were worried
important
pending business deal with
some unnamed bankers in
Haiti. 2

“However,” Sulhvan contin-
ued in the memo, “McGill
said he would do what he
could to encourage key people
to limit theéir praise and sup-
pfrt of King as much as pos31-
b e »

The Senate report said,
“McGill’s version of what

transpired will .never ‘be
known . since McGill has
deceased.”” .

Asked to comment, Eugene

-Patterson, then edifor of The

Constitution, said: “This is a
discredit to the memory" of
Ralph McGill, who worked his

.tail off to get that banquet

put together He was one of
the four co-sponsors of the
dinner, and he sat at the head
table. If" he contacted any
bankers, I am sure it was
simply to raise money for the
dinner.” ‘

Patterson, now editor of the
St. Petersburg (Fla.) Times,
confirmed that both -he and
McGill were offered” deroga-
tory information on King’s
private life by FBI agents. “I
know of my own personal
knowledge,” said Patterson,
“that .McGill .shared my out-

rage at the FBI for trying to.

tar King.”

Jack Tarver, publiSher of
The Atlanta Journal and The
Constitution and a close friend

and long-time associate ‘of

said. ‘-

McGill, sald he was conflderf
that “xf McGill had done any
thing hke this, he would havlE N
told me.”

Tarver said Sullivan’s men- -

- tion of a deal between Atlanta

and’ Haitian bankérs “sounds
like a figment of someone’s
imagination.” Tarver recalled
attending a planning meeting
of Atlanta civic leaders at the ’
Piedmiont  Driving  Club.
“There was no hint at that
meeting that there had been
any effort on anyone’s part {o
undermine the affair,” Tarver

Tarver also said that
McGill attended the banquet,
an act he viewed as wholly
inconsistent with the fone and-
content of the Sullivan memo.

v Another journalist identi-
fied in the Senate report as
having been offered anti-King
information by the FBI was
David Kraslow, now chief of
the Cox Newspapers Washing-
ton Bureau. .

Kraslow was déscribed in
the report has having iold a
Senaté Intelligence Commit-
tee investigator that one of
his “better sources at the bu-
reau” offered him-a tran-
seript of a tape recording on
Dr. King. ’

In the mid-1960s, Kraslow,
then a Washmgton corre-
spondent for the Los Angeles,
Times, said his source read

him a portion of the fran-

script on the phone, claiming
it came from “bug” operate
by a southern police agencs?\
Kraslow declined to -accepty
the transcript.
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EBILL SHIpp

THE BREATHLESS now-it-can be'

told reporting on the Senate Se.!
lect Intelligence Committee staff re
port on the FBI and Dr. Martin Lud
ther King Jr. is a disservice to the.
vocation we call journalism.

Alleged Communist influence on Dr.
King, attempts to throw cold water on
a dinner honoring him for receiving
the Nobel Peace Prize and passing

Bill Shipp is associate editor of The
Atlanta Constitution. Editor Hal Gul-
liver is on vacation.

around transcripts of alleged conver-
. sations involving King—anyone with

machine ‘could have found it all in the
in the pages of their newspapers when
it happened.

The select committee, chaired by

. Sen. Frank Church, who also is a

candidate for pres:dent peints an

accusing finger for the umteenth time

-at the FBI and again says, “Wow, look
what they did.”

There is not much doubt that much
of what the FBI did in the 1960s dur-
ing the civil righ's conflict was prelty
despicable. The hierarchy of the
movement was not the only one whé;
elt it. The kids marching under the

anner of the Student Nonvmlenli
L‘oordmatmg Comrmttee also got g

P
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enough brains to operate a microfilm |-

i sources as commies or worse.

" No doubt, old Klansmen everywhete
§ are chuckling gleefully as they reag
how Church and his committee are
rubber-hosing the FBL. The Klan took
as much harassment from the feds as
anyone, Strange telephone calls were

made to employers of Kluxers, Their .

Klaverns were infiltrated by under-
cover men and feds even hid in the
bushes ouiside a certain private club
east of here to record some of the sex-
ual habits of the KKK,

When Church and his committee
start dishing out accusations against
the FBI for trying to besmirch the
name of Dr., Martin Luther King Jr.,
let’s make certain everybody gets his
fair share. Every white law enforce-
ment organization in the South cer-
tainly did its utmost to provide all the
dirt available on. the civil rights
leader.

Qur man in Washington, David
Kraslow, says he turned down part of
a transcript of a conversation offered
him by the FBI relating to the King
matter. So did many of us involved
with trying to keep tabs on the princi-
pals of the turbulent years of the civil
rights struggle. Most of us furnej
rdown the alleged tapes of King’s cofi
’versatlon because there was no way th

i' ¢

The Rubber-Hosing

g taste of being branded by umdentm?fd i
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check out their éuthentlci'ty——not be-

4 cause we were such moral and ethical
1 souls.

t A member of these newspapers’
. staff, who was later to win a Pulitzer

Prize, wrote a series on the High-

‘ . lander Folks School, the “race-mixer.”
Dr. King went there along with some

oldtime Communists.

I wrote a couple of things about‘.

King and some of his advisers, some

“of whom had Communist party con-
- nections. It was natural for the radi- '

cal lefts of the civil rights era to con- |
- gregate around the leaders who were _

striving for equality for blacks, just as

". it was natural for the radical rightists
to get into the Klan or the White Citi-

zens Cotncil.
Most of ‘the leads about

“subversive” on the right or left of the .
movement came dlrectly or indirectly

from lawmen.

It is nét surprising that ng S name :

was placed_on a special “subversive”

roundup list by the FBI in the early
1960s. When King and his organizers
(including Andrew Young, now Fifth
District representative) began pro-
tests in Albany, the FBI and the local
;;md state law enforcement officers
were shocked af their tactics, March-

- ing and singing and gladly geing to
iﬁail' — there had to be something sub-

HW 54961 DooId:329894%%—Page 71

versive about that, Nobody in thest
parts had tried that kind of protest ﬁL

. along time.

“When King was awarded the Nobe

. Peace Prize, there indeed were mis-

givings about honoring him at a ban-
quet in his hometown. But when Coca-

. Cola’s Robert Woodruff, who had

more Washington connections and
probably knew more about allegations
concerning King-than anyone, decreed
the banquet would be held, you should
have seen enthusiasm in the business
community about the banquet.

As far as the report that Ralph -
McGill tried to discourage the dinner
for King, go back someday when you

. have time and read what the late Con-

stitution editor and publisher had to .
say about the civil rights leader. Any-
one would be happy to have such “dis-

_couraging™ words written about him, :

In the end, it was generally agreed
that Dr. King had served well his na-.
tion, his people and the world. The
Church report covering a multitude of
FBI.abuses that have been hashed and
rehashed and rehashed again does no
honor to the memory of Dr. King. Nei-
ther does it serve the national
interests. Let us correct the abuses of®
the FBI .but not by publishing anq
repubhshmg old newspziper chppmgs L

3
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¢ _WASHINGTON ~ “Everyhols i
It” is no excuse for wrongdoin. .ut
, the Church committee reports dor. -
ésgrate conclu- Fymsmge, 2
sively that the
seeds of Water:
gate were
planted and nour-
ished in two

Democratie
administrations,

Using the Sen-
ate committee’s
findings, let us
observe a trio of
Attorneys B Ry, 4
General at their individual moms -
of truth, -

_1. Nicholas Katzehbach and the bu,
ging of hotel rooms of Martin Lutiicr
King. The unlawful harassment of Dr
King was the worst abuse of federal

power against an individual in m-.
hxstor){; Atty. Gen. Katzenbach knev:
.about it, was warned about it, had {....

power to stop it — but Jooked (h-

O?her way.

' 1t was Ben Bradlee, then head .
fNewsweek’s Washington Bureau, wh,
) — to his credit — alerted Katzenbacl
to the way FBI officials were pec-
dling salacious King tapes {o newsmen
in 1964. In his moment of fruth, the
Atty. Gen. respense was “clearly
inadequate,” concludes the committee,

s

RN

—— -

Hal Gulliver’s column will resume
shortly.

In fact, he permitted the official wire-
tapping of Dr. King to go on for four
months after receiving the warning of
a smear campaign using unofficial
"bUgS."

When Kafzenbach’s complicity in
the bugging of Dr. King was first sug-
gested in this space a year ago, he ex-
ploded with a letter using all the libel
code words.

But Church committee counse],con:i
i fronted him with documentary

| evidence that he had been informed oJ.;

N

{ ing so bore Katzenbach’s handwritten

>

' Watergate an

~

.
‘

had § TOUNE TURN "

the placement of microphones ‘in Dr..
King’s suites. Three FBI memos say-!

initials, and there was a handwritten |,
note from him — dated and filed in®
sequence with a bugging notification
— telling Director Hoover “Obviously
these are particularly delicate surveil-

‘lances and we should be very cau-

' er’s, and. (b) the systematic program
, of snoop and smear could probably:
" not have taken place without th

fious... . ” .
Katzenbach’s reaction to this evi-
dence was to “insist he couldn’t
remember what his note was refer- |
ring to — maybe it was some other
surveillance that day. Nor could he
remember initialing any of the bug-
ging notifications, but — under oath
— he added artfully: “If they are my
initials and if I put them on, then I
am clearly mistaken . . . “ .
The Church committee report on
Dr. King -(written ' with admirable
evenhandedness by Old Kennedy Hand
Michael Epstein) permits the clear
conclusion that (a) the wiretapping of

« Dr.. King was originally Robez}‘:

Kennedy’s idea, not J. Edgar 'Hbov‘ir

¥
sometime tacit, sometimes explicit .
toleration of Nicholas Katzenbach.

2. Ramsey Clark and the Doar Plan
to §py on dissidents. Under heat from
the Johnson White House to crack
down on black power groups and New
Left peaceniks, Atty. Gen. Clark told
his henchman, John Doar, to come up
with a plan to bring the full power of
government to bare on gathering
intelligence about dissenters. ’

The Doar Plan — forming the
“interdivision information unif,” de-
scribed last "year in this column —
was submitted, urging that agencies
as disparate as the Narcotics Bureau,
the poverty program, the IRS and the
Post Office Department be tapped to .
“funnel information” into a computer
that a later Clark study said would
create a “master index on individuals,
or organizations.” :

Clark, in that moment of fruth in
1967, approved the Doar Plan, spawn-
ing the infamous IDIU, which — in,
Sthe Church committee’s words —was
the focal point of a massive domesti¢
intélligence apparatus . . . resulting
fin excessive collection of information

.abiding citizens.” i
PRy mada

V.
I AR H

Triginol sent Lupond,
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3. John Mitchell and the Huston

Plan. Thanks to the fine work of ims

peachment counsel John Doar, we!
have been treated to many lengthy
penunmatxons of this proposal of g

young man in the Nixon “White House”

to combat dissidents with illegal
“black bag jobs,” mail openings and
evesdroppings. It turns out that in
making his scandalous- suggestions,

. Tom Huston was not aware that most
of them were already standard oper-
ating procedure for intelligence agen-
cies under Pre51dents Kennedy and
Johnson.

. In his moment of truth, in the face‘

of White House pressure urging him to
approve the Huston Plan, 'what did
Atty. Gen. Mitchell do? Writes the
Church committee: “CIA Director
Helms shortly thereafter indicated his
-support for the plan to the-Atty. Gen,,
telling him ‘we had put our backs inte
this exercise.” Nonetheless,- Mitchell
advised the President to withdraw his

approval. Huston was tfold to rescmd -

I

his memorandum .
These- three moments are not cited
to suggest Attorneys General Katzen-
bach and Clark were devils and
Mitchell was a saint. But they might
-be remembered in reviewing what
ceach of the frio is doing today:
‘Katzenbach, making no apology for
his role in the King case is taking
down $300,000 per year in pay and
benefits as IBM’s general ‘counsel.
Clark, posing as a civil libertarian, is
a candidate for the Democratic nomi-
nation for senator from the state of
New York. Mitchell, acquitted at one
fpolitical ‘show frial and convicted at
,another has .seen his career ruined
jland now facesjail. . .. ., ...
Equal justf :e under law? )
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\_E%S Gave FBI ‘Names of]

ocret SCLC Contributors|

{ By CLAUDIA TOWNSEND R
I Constilution Washinglon Bureau "
WASHINGTON — When the ¥B
syas looking for ways to undermine the
¢ivil rights work of Dr. Martin Luther
King Jr.,, the Internal Revenue Service
(IRS) helped out by revealing the names
of people who had conlributed secretly
to King's Southern Christian Leadership
Conference (SCLC), according to a Sen-
ate staff report released Tuesday.
The IRS had the names because the
.SCLC is a tax-exempt organization re-
quired by law to file a list of its contrib-
utors. But the list is a confidential one,
so that persons may contribute to SCLC
or similar organizations without making
their support public, .
Giving the FBI access to the names
of donors to SCLC and other organiza-
fions “has threatcned hoth the integritly

If the tax system and the constitutions}
gights of the contributors,” the Senat.g
Intelligence Committee staff’ repor
charges. -
“The identity of members of organ-
" izations such as the SCLC is privileged
~ to protect members in their right to
! freedom of association,”.the committee
staffers wrote.

The -FBUs plans to use the list of
names in efforts to disrupt SCLC “con-
stitute a direet attack on the very inter-
est which the right to anonymity pro-
tects,” according to the report. The
bureaw's plans were “a purpose for
which the FBI could not have obtained a
list of SCLC -contributors from any

ourt.” ,
i According to the Intelligence Com-i

HW 24561 DocId:3258%453

e

thittee, the FBI obtained from the IRS
“all available information” about both,

P
\.

{Mount Cllanina In Snace Balow)

iKing and the SCLC in 1964. On April 1?!,

1964, the Atlanta field office suggested
in a memo to "FBI headquarters i
Washington that the SCLC donor list b‘g
Tised in a plan to disrupt fuiure contribu-
tions to the organization. .
What the FBI should do, the Atlanta
office suggested, was to forge lefters
from King to each of the donors, warn-
ing the donors that the IRS was investi-
gating SCLC’s tax records and reassur-
ing each one that his contribution was
properly reported according to fax lav
requirements, - . :
“It is believed such a letter of this
type from SCLC (to the donors) may
cause considerable concern and elimi-
nate future econtributions,” the FBI
memo stated, .
® . FBI officials in Washington rejected
the suggestion as “not appearing desiraq"

ible and-or teasible for direct action by
“the bureau this time.”

However, the committee report .
states, the fact that the FBI didn't go
through with the plan “does not affect
the basic point that FBI headquarters
furnished the tax information, including
the list of contributors, to the local of-
fice in order to enable the local office to
devise disruptive action.”

The report says FBI policy as
applied in other similar cases “makes it
clear that the suggestion was not re-
jected because of concern for the legal-
ity of using the contributor list” for the
purpose of disrupting the organization.

Committee research into the FBI
Activities has turned up other instances’
in which the FBI attempted fo use finan-
cial information to discredit King or
gjamper his activities,

1

fl—
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fi The bureau in 1964 reviewed five "
vears’ worth of tax returns for King, the
JSCLS, and the Gandhi Society (a group
Jthat the FBI said “augmented” SCLC’s,
fundraising activities).

FBI agents also obtained a promise
from IRS fo scrutinize Xing’s then-cur-

rent’ returns “very carefully to defer- -

mine whether any violations appear.”

In 1965, the FBI launched an inves-
tigation aimed at proving that King held
large amounts of money in a.numbered
Swiss bank account. That plan was con-
ceived during 2 golf game, when an
acquaintance of the FBI supervisor of
the King case mentioned that he’d heard
King had a.million-dollar bank account
Qverseas. .

With the approval of former FBI,

-ifirector J. Edgar Hoover, 'a search for
shat bank account was underfaken. By

December, 1965, that investigation was

" described by Hoover as “the most

important presently pending” portion of
the FBI's activilies against King,

Shortly after that, however, the
investigation was dropped when the
original source of the rumor told the
FBI that the existence of the bank ac-,

count “was merely a wild conclusion.
Fifth District Rep. Andrew Young

f

= -

told the committee that contributions to -

SCLC were “chilled” by the FBIs alle-
gations about the bank account.

“There were direct attempts at
some of our larger contributors who told
us thatf they had been told by agents that
Martin had a Swiss, bank account, or

fnonies from the march on Washington
fior his personal use. None of that was|
{sue,” Young testified. :

HW 5439361 DocId:3293949% Page 75
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MORTON HALPERIN SAYS

[ e ALV S

Spying

For 25 years or more, U§}
intelligence agencies opened
and read Americans’ maﬂg
‘- tampered  with  oversea¥
cables, and spied on thousands
of private citizens while their
.~ leaders condoned violating the
Constitution, a former White
House staffer said here.

i “These were not ‘minor
! aberrations’ as some would
! like us to believe. Inteliigence
- agencies, acting sometimes as
an arm of the president,
sometimes on their own,
carried out systematic pro-
grams which their leaders
knew were illegal,” said Dr.
Morton Halperin, one-time
senior staff member of the
| [ National Security Council.

§, Civil Liberties Union (ACLU)
audience Tuesday night that
{ Intelligence “reforms” recom-
mended by President Ford
will allow the Central Intelli-
gence Agency, FBI, and mili-
tary spy services to continue

of legality:

Even the Ruséians were so
confident of American consti-
tutional guarantees that they

‘mail to send information to:
agents in this country, Halp-:
erin said. i

* “They used it in the crazy

not open up their citizen'’s
mail,” he said.

He said CIA officials first
asked postal officials for per-
mission to copy addresses on,
latters sent to Americans?
f'rom the Soviet Union, and
then bribed postal overseers
&0 allow the CIA to open and”
ead the mail.

occasionally used the U.S.f

Halperin told an Americaﬁ ‘

abusing the law under a cloak

!
i

belief that Americans would .

¢ (5]
g on Cit

Spans "95 Year rs? |

One such letter in 1968z
iyritten by political consultanty
Ray Price, who was a tourist &

i

)

A
H

‘n

im Russia at the time, was full ¢

b advice on the U.S. presiden-

tial primaries to his candidate
—Richard Nixon.

Halperin, now director of
the ACLU-sponsored Project
on National Security and Civil

Liberties, said Ford’s pro- -

posed reforms would make it
harder to uncover abuses by
the CIA and other intelligence
agencies,

“The Ford proposal would

" levy a criminal penalty on

anyone who exposed intelli-
gence operations without a
prior “lawful” demand from a
-congressional committee.
“The Founding Fathers
started with the assumption
fhat it is a crime to tempt
people thh unlimited power -
and they meant the Bill
‘»Rxg‘lts to apply in times of

l‘ B

i . . i
gmergency as well as times of
‘calm,” Halperin said.

¢ He called for a strong con-
gressional oversight commit-
tee to monitor mtelhgenw

agencies, and advocated tha&

nast officials who ordered,
Eondoned or covered UR
Frlmmal activities be prose-
cuted

¢
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(Mount Clipping in Space Below)

& But who watches the watchdogs?

" The Senate, with ample reason, has
approved 72-22 a resolution crealing 2
i5-member permanent committee fo
oversee and control activities of the
CIA, FBI and other government spy
agencies,

By now every literaie cifizen under~
stands why the Senate found this
necessary, The spy agencies, with the,
connivance of presidents and other top
Teaders, have been irying to usher in
1984 a little ahead of time. We have
commented at length on all this be
fore and won’t go through it here. Sufe
fice it {o say that thick reports from
congressional commitees docurments
ing the misdeeds of the agencies make
it clear that something has to be done
to curb their excesses or we can all
kiss goodbye to The Bill of Rights.

So we have the Senate’s new watche
dog committee, The new committee
_will take over a job that was supposed
({0 have been done by several other
committees, including the Armed
Services Committee which lost its ef-
‘L fort to retain jurisdiction over the Na-

|3
3O
3 g
(o}

HW 545961 DocId:3258%949%5% Page

1+ ‘Watchdog

tional Security Agency, the Defense
Intelligence Agency and others.

Is there any reason fo believe the
pew committee will do the job the
others shirked? Mayhe. Not certainly
—just maybe. In the post-Watergate
climate Congress js feistier than
usual. Bad practices have been exe
posed and here is Congress’ chancé o
show its mettle, The 15-month investi-

.gation by the Senafe Select Intellis

gence Committee, headed by Frank
Church, was part of doing that, and s¢ «
was the creation of this new commif»
tee, But .whether this new cotnmittee
will continue to do its duty remains {o
be seen, We, the people, will probahly
have to watch the watchdogs.

Georgia’s Sen. Sam Numn, inciden.
tally, added an amendment, accepted
without objection, that requires ¢lassie
fied information released over the
President’s objection fo be approved
by the full Senate, During the long
congressional investigations the frack
record for secret keeping was dismal
— and there are some secrets that,
for the good of us all, must be kept.

b '!
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" Over the past 15 months, con-
gressional investigations and

" journalistic exposes have uncov-

ered benumbing evidence of
gross malfeasance on the part of

. the Internal Revenue Service

(IRS), The Central Intelligence
Agency (CIA) and the Federal

" Bureau of Investigation (FBI).

Many Americans have tradi-

“tionally mistrusted the IRS and

the CIA. They had doubts about
the IRS because of the complex-
ity of its tax forms and an al-
most paranoid anticipation of a

.tax audit. The coat-and-dagger,

super-secret nature of the CIA
engendered anxiety. It was a
simple case of fear of the un-
known.

On the other hand, the FBI

‘was the most respected and

trusted law enforcement agency
in the land. The late J. Edgar
Hoover and TV’'s Inspector Ir-
.skin were the country’s two best
"known Cops.

A survey conducted early in

1 1974 indicated that more than 85
{ per cent of those polled had

complete faith in the integrity.of

(Mounf Clipping in Space Balaun

the FBL .A similar survey re-

cently showed that fewer than.

40 per cent still kept the faith.

Out of the investigations and’

charges, important overdue
changes in the FBI are beginning
to emerge. Internal changes are
being made by Director Clarence
Kelly and his overseer, Attorney
General Edward H. Levi. Con-
"gress will impose curbs on FBI
powers and modus operandi.
The new rules of the game de-
fine the FBI's powers to carry
out domestic intelligence opera-
tions. Provision is made for close
congressional and Justice Depart-
ment oversight of FBI opera-
tions. There will be restrictions

on the collection, filing and. dis-.

semination of information that
might be damagmg to 1nd1v1du-
als.

ure for the director will prevent
anyone in the future from build-
‘ing up such awésome power as
.that acquired by the late J _Ed-

DopTd: 32989498

Page 79

@,

Most importantly, a fixed ten-

gar Hoover. y J :
Thank Providence! It appea
that we acted in time. [ ]
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The need for congressional overmght
"of ‘the CIA, the FBI and other
mteﬁigence-gathermg groups has been
obvious for 4 long time.

* There. have been -shamei’ul abuses,
vastly contrary to our democratic
society. These abuses have been

carefully detailed by the Senate Select

Intelligence Committee’s 15-month m-
vestxgatlon of spy agencies.

Now comes the full U.S. ‘Senate
overwhelmingly approving creation of
.a permanent committee to monitor
and FBL

'I‘he vote — 72 to 22 — 1s an mdlca-

[nd control the activities of the CIA
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tion of the strong feelmg w1th1n the
Senate that these agencies overstepped’
the bounds of proper conduct, espec1a1-
ly in the area of domestlc spymg

Georgla Sen Sam Nunn played a
significant role in injecting a matter of
common sense when the Senate got
down to approving the final version of
a resolution creating the Senate panel
to oversee these intelligence agencies.

The Senate accepted without objec- -
tion an amendment from Senator Nunn

which requires that any élaesified infor-
~mation released over the President’s
Senate.

Senatox Nunn properly pomted out’
that language in the bill did not clearly

i spell out the full Senate’s role in,

{ declassification and could have been
read as allowing the committee alone
to make the decision on the release

The Senate; not the commlttee,
should have the final responsibility in
making such a sensitive, and potentlally
"damaging decision. '

We trust that adeﬁuate safeguards “
will be instituted to prevent any.

careless or unwarranted leaking of
classified information.

4

Some members of Congress routinely
leaked damaging information disclosed
in the long congressional hearings.
They did it despite pleas from the ex-
ecutive branch they were damagmg
national security.

The Senate committee can play a

guard our national security.

objections must be approved by the fuljz

significant role in guiding our m"

telligence agencies toward a health;af
and reasonable operation that will

. e,
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Times, where this column “originally ap-

stitution 1960-1968. - oo ]
. --While the late J. Edgar Hoover was di-.

Zéns he didn't like, he ... ..
. was  being deluded
within his . own - head-
gtiarters, we now learn,
by deceitful reports
from assistanfs . who
apparenily told the
director  what he

wanted to hear.

Not only was
Hoover  dangerously
misusing the federal
police powers, he was . “
being fed false and obsequious information
on which to base his reprehensible acts.

.. 'That double danger surfaced last week
‘when a’staff study was released on the Sen-
ate investigation into FBI spying on Ameri-
can citizens in Hoover's time. - .
.+ The study contained 2 memo from Wil-i
liam Sullivan, Hoover’s deputy, to Hoover.,
This writer has personal knowledge that thd
information Sullivan fed his ‘superior was
false, C

+ . Sullivan told Hoover in 1965 that the
Jite Atlanta Constitution publisher Ralph
McGill said and did certain dishonorable
.things which I know he did not'say or do,

-

3 My office, as editor of The Constitution

at that time, adjoined McGill's. As close

personal friends and professional running

mates we talked repeatedly every day,

lunched together, shared our problems and

sought each other’s advice. We were in-

separable, in almost constant confact, and .

during our 12 years together I never knew
him fo tell me an untruth or deceive me on
his thinking. )

Nothing disturbed us more during that
stressful time of Southern desegregation
than our separate discoveries, discovéries,
which we immedately shared, that FBI
agents were spying on the personal life of
Dr, Martin Luther King Jr. Our knowledge
was firsthand. Agents of the Atlanta FBI bu-
réau visited us in our offices and alleged

- they had proof of Dr. King’s involvemen{ in
. extra-marital affairs. In my case an agent,
on two separate visits, insisted strenuously

hat I assign 4 reporter and photographer to -

Patch Dr. King and his companion at an air-
‘port where an FBI “informant” (meaning
ug) said he was going to board a plane the

- Sweet Lies Soothe Hoover

EDITOR'S NOTE: Eugene Patterson i did n
president and editor of The St. Petersburg
peared, He was editor of The Atlanta C -

Tecting’ agents of his Federal Bureau of
Investigation to smear and ruin private citi-

' § upsetting Dr. King Sr. by spreading the

. ‘g,
}
i K

did not publish a peephole journal, and told

.p the agent a person’s private life is not news,:

{ he hotly criticized The ansti_tution for sup-i
y porting Dr. King’s public. leadership and}!
‘blinding its readers to his private “immoral-
jty.” Other Southern newspapers. received
similar visits and to the -press’ credit not *
one printed the FBI's smears in Dr. King's
lifetime. ‘ S .
- McGill and I were astonished and out-
raged that our friends in the FBI Atlanta
‘bureau had been assigned, obviously by
Hoover, to such a dirty business as charac-:
ter assassination, and by these _sleazy‘
means. - . SRR
. Ralph McGill could muster a towering
‘anger and I never saw him madder. His
first impluse was to get word to Dr. King so
he could protect himself. He picked up the .
telephone to pass the information to Dr.
King’s father but I dissuaded him from
+ FBI’s smear around the family. - - e
i He spoke of getting in touch mste.a,dﬂ
§ with Atty. Gen. Robert Kennedy to let hi :

know what the FBI was up to. I don’t know
3( if he reached Kennedy personally. I persond

3

ally fold this story to John Doar, one of
'g Kennedy’s assistants, and was appalleg:
when I got no reaction from him, not eve
an indication he had heard what I said (and
we were speaking face to face). I realized
" then that Hoover either was beyond Kenney -
* - dy's control, or élse Kennedj knew whaf -
Hoover "was. doing. McGill arid I trade
disappointed exclamations over this.

Thereafter McGill's columns supporte
Dr. King's leadership of the civil rights ,
movement more strongly than ever: )

" But Sullivan’s memo to Hoover claimed
that McGill was so shocked by the.FBI's
information on Dr. King’s private life that
he stated he would use his influence to get
Dr. King out of the leadership of the civil
rights movement! That must have been
music to Hoover’s ears, encouraging him to
‘press on.with his bugs and taps on Dr.
King’s bedroom. The problem is, it just was-
m't so. .McGill's shock was directed at the
FBI, and his support went to Dr. King. He'd
have been the last man in the world to

" desert King in these circumstances.

Worse, Sullivan’s memo went on to re-
gale Hoover with the notion that McGill
would attempt to block an Atlanta banquet
scheduled to honor Dr. King after he won
the Nobel Prize, McGill would work through
a banker friend to get the business com-|
munity to withdraw its support for the ban-fj'_

W
&

iquet, Hoover was told by Sullivan.
1 That fabrication is a laugher for ong
twho was there, as I was. There wasn’t any

' mgpmingovsekend Whey :Ijglggtg@@ainygge gipusiness community support,

)
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" 'The ‘fact is that McGill' was the only
white business or professional leader in
" Atlanta who stepped forward to co-sponsor
i the banquet, in conjunction with a Catholic.
bishop and a Jewish rabbi, while the banks
ers and businessmen of that city ran for
. cover, In conversations with me. McGill
~ alternately raged and laughed at the specta-
cle of Atflanta’s white establishment being
too timid or-too segregated to even send
. Second vice presidents to the banquet honor-
ing a black Nobel Prize winner,- ;
.~ While Hoover enjoyed Sulhvan—msplred
visions of the great liberal newspaper pub-
- lisher warning an eager business establish-_.
. ment away from the King banquet, I ,
.. watched McGill work his way around the :
, . -boycotting. businessmen to the holders -of
.»creal power in. Atlanta, whom he persuaded
{0 bring their influence and pressure to bear -
' .on the. bankers to-support the King banquet.
‘At a yery late hour the banquet was saved |
""irom being a lonely gathering of black peo-
¢ “ple and a few white humanists by an inpour-
- ing of 'second ‘vice -presidents, and even
- some firsts, because the word had been
. passed from on high as a result of McGill's
- single-handed exertions. = .
I had thought the finest u'ony of that
. banquet was the praise Time magazine later
lavxshed on Aflanta because the white estab-
-lishment had honored a black son, the kind -
of national-publicity that brought a boom to
that once s.zcepy fown. ‘
But now the Senate mvestxgatmg staff_
. has disclosed the true irony: Hoover thought
- McGill was trying to sabotage the banquet,
because his agents had told him so. - . |
~The implication speaks for itself. An
-..autocratic FBI -director, armed with the
* public’s trust and secure from a cowed Con-
- -gress, could misuse his power to stalk and -
" smear any American citizen of his choosing
_ including you or me. And probably because
. “he wanted only good news, he got demon- .
- strably false intelligence upon which to base
* his whims, Frightening? . .
Consider the footnote: The agent who
. failed to persuade me to smeatr Dr. King in
The Atlanta Constitution got a harsh Hoover
létter and an overnight transfer to a distant
city not long after he failed to come up wifh
clippings that would have pleased Hoover. I
saw the letter. It said the ‘agent was being
pumshed for bemg six pounds overwelght ¢
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The FBI and ng aner“

Associate Editor Bill Shippls Sunday colum
May 9 on “The Rubber-Hosing of the FBI

However, it is regrettable that he failed tb
mention the three prime movers of the
Atlanta civic banquet honoring the late
Martin Luther King—after he was awarded
the Nobel Peace Prize. Coca-Cold’s Robert
Woodruff was a late and reluctant starter.

SAN FRANCISCO—-I read w1th mteres?

~it

sbanquet were former Mayor Ivan Allen, the

LTS 2]

The three men most responsible for the.”

‘Jate Archbishop Paul J. Hallinan, and the

. Jate Rabbi Jacob Rothschild. They were the

‘Original organizers who went afiead with the
banquet planning,. desplte pressures from

Several weeks before the banquet, as
editor of The Georgia Bulletin, I was visited
by- a bureau agent concerning alleged extra.

' marital sexual activities by Dr, King. I was-

urged not to let the Archdiocesan newspaper
be party to the sponsoring of the banquet.
One quote of the FBI agent stood out:

.. “The Church should be very careful
about honoring such a man, for you will
only regret’it when all the facts come out.”

I told the agent that he would have to

t

i

come up with more than an innuende, and |

" .tefused to drop the sponsorship.

Several days later, the agent visitéd the .

Archbishop, who was serxously ill in St. Jo-
Seph’s Hospital. I saw the Archbishop after
{the visit, and he was very upset at the FBI
factics. He told mie he had refused the FBI
suggestion that he back out as a prime spon-
sor of the banquef: And to show his support
for Dr. King, he left his- sxck bed to attend
the banquet.

* Contrary to what Mr. Shipp says, the
f ove information cannot be found in “old

] ewspaper chppmgs 1

. GERARD E. SHERR]

. ¢ L . Editor-Manager
0w o.ie.#a. " The Monitgr
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i McGill and King and, the FBI !

1‘\1 -

{Mount Clipping in Space Below)
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ThlS lS about the late Ralph MCGIH n co]umn he wrote for the St Peters®

" longtime editor- and publisher of The- 4 burg Times, with a note, “The-William’
| Atlanta Constitution, ‘and FBI memosﬁ d Sullivan miemo is a ridiculous slandef};

and " the allega- mamys
tion that McGill .2
“‘fried to undercut i
‘the . effort . to %
*honor Dr. Martin i
Luther King Jr. &
' There are two
other . reports ¥
“ relating to that
-same matter .on
the : opposite
-editorigl ~ page
. today, ‘one a let- === ]
er, the Gther-a column by Eugene

atterson who was-editor of The Con-]

tltut on 4t the time the King dinner
-being - planned. Both are worth;
' eadmg

“Other. close associates of MeGill

fave.of course already called-the FBI

- memo into question. “If McGill had

done anything like that lie would-have
told me,” said Publisher Jack Tarver

< after the news story on the FBI memo
broke.. “Ralph McGill always thought
very well of Martin Luther King and
_defended him;” said Mills B. Lane Jr.,
then head of the C&S National Bank,
adding, “As I remeinber it, he
, #(McGill) helped to organize that thmg
f(the dinner honoring ng for his;
Nobel Peace Prize).”

Patterson sent along"a copy of the ’

_ of Pappy (Mchll) who xsn’t here t i3
. defend himself.” .

" Perhaps one of the most mterestmg ‘

- observations is offered by Patterson, -
~ that indeed J, Edgar Hoover was re- .

- celving memos from top assistants
.that seemed designed mostly to fell”

Hoover what he wanted to hear, accu-_

. tate or not.-

The whole sorrgz 1nc1dent does noth-, ;!

.ing: to .mar McGill's great record as -
.editor and journalist. “He had guts.
-when it took guts to have guts,” as
;someone once said of him. And he has;
,friends and admirers enough to pua‘

something like the FBI memo's alle-l

-4 _gation in perspective.

» But it does expose a sorry pe-rlod in

the history of the FBL -

Maybe the letfer ‘from Gerard E

* Sherry, - then “editor_of " the’ Georgxa

Bulletin, is most reveahng on, that

. “.score.

Yet xt’s .a nice. thought too to
remember as Sherry does, that, the
late Archlblshop Paul J. Hallinan was

50 outraged at an FBI suggestion that

he withdraw as sponsor of the King

banquet that, though. he was senously
Al at St. Joseph's Hospital,. Archib-
Jshop Hallinan got out of his szckbegl
o attend the dinner., .
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