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Living in Reality

...Living in Reality

we are targets

of your unwariness

With Warriors for targets
You Create

Your own destruction

This is how we
bring you down
target by target

You wound yourself
Using your greed
WE watch

Your spirit fade

Living in Reality

We can endure
Your cages
Your bullets
Your lies
Your confusion

We know

You have destroyed
Your Peace

Living in Reality

You only exist.

= John Trudell
(Poem Fragment)
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Introduction

Gee, but Id like to be a G-Man

And go Bang! Bang! Bang! Bang!

Just like Dick Tracy, what a “he-man”

And go Bang! Bang! Bang! Bang!

I'd do as I please, act high-handed and regal

‘Cause when you're a G-Man there’s nothing illegal.

- Harold Rome -
from “The G-Man Song”
1937




Preface

The Face of COINTELPRO

Regardless of the unattractiveness or noisy militancy of some private
citizens or organizations, the Constitution does not permit federal inter-
ference with their activities except through the criminal justice system,
armed with its ancient safeguards. There are no exceptions. No federal
agency, the CIA, the IRS, or the FBI, can be at the same time policeman,
prosecutor, judge and jury. That is what constitutionally guaranteed due
process is all about. It may sometimes be disorderly and unsatisfactory to
some, but it is the essence of freedom..] suggest that the philosophy
supporting COINTELPRO is the subversive notion that any public offi-
cial, the President ora policeman, possesses a kind of inherent powerto set
aside the Constitution whenever he thinksthe public interest, or “national
security” warrants it. That notion is postulate of tyranny.

- Congressman Don Edwards -
1975

The FBI documents collected in this book offer a unique window into the inner
workings of the U.S. political police. They expose the secret, systematic, and
sometimes savage use of force and fraud, by all levels of government, to sabotage
progressive political activity supposedly protected by the U.S. constitution. They
reveal ongping, country-wide CIA-style covert action - infiltration, psychological
warfare, legal harassment, and violence ~ against a very broad range of domestic
dissidents. While prodding us to re-evaluate U.S. democracy and to rethink our
understanding of recent U.S. history, these documents can help us to protect our
movements from future government attack.

This is the final volume of what amounts to a South End Press trilogy on
domestic covert action. Ward Churchill’s and Jim Vander Wall's Agenfs of Repres-
sion! details the FBI's secret war on the Black Panther Party and the American Indian
Movement, My War af Home ? shows that such covert operations have become a per-
manent feature of U.S. politics. It analyzes the specific methods used against
progressive activists and opens a discussion of how to respond.

Now Churchill and Vander Wall have reproduced many of the FBI files on
which our books are based. Some of these documents illustrate recent FBI cam-
paigns against the American Indian Movement (AIM) and the Committee in
Solidarity with the People of El Salvador (CISPES). Others reveal early attacks on
Marcus Garvey (1920s) and Alger Hiss (1950s). The bulk are from the counterintel-
ligence programs (COINTELPROs) that the FBI mounted to “disrupt, misdirect,
discredit or otherwise neutralize” the civil rights, black liberation, Puerto Rican
independence, anti-war and student movements of the 1960s.
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Preface

In thisbook, we see the actual directives that set in motion those infamous 1960s
l programs. Here, too, are action proposals that FBI field offices submitted in response
to the COINTELPRO directives. FBI Headquarters teletypes back its approval or
modifications. Agents report specific operations in which they took part. Supervi-
SOrs summarize progress in neutralizing a particular target. Policy memoranda
adjust Bureau tactics in light of new dangers and opportunities. Most illuminating
are the book’s facsimiles of some of the weapons the FBI actually deployed in its
hidden war at home. From the Bureau’s arsenal of psychological warfare, Churchill
and Vander Wall show us:

¢ theletter the FBI secretly sent to Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., in December
1964, in an attempt to provoke his suicide;

* other forged letters to activists and their supporters, families, employers,
landlords, college administrators and church superiors;

¢ FBl-authored articlesand editorials which “cooperative newsmedia” ranas
their own;

* cartoon]eaflets that the FBI published in the name of certain radical groups
in order to ridicule and antagonize others.

Although some of these documents have been published previously, the 7

collections are hard to find and many are out of print. The most thorough and useful
to date — the National Lawyers Guild's Counterintelligence: A Documentary Look at
America’s Secret Police,” — has been incorporated into The COINTELPRO Papers. The
NLG Civil Liberties Committee generously donated its limited resources to subsi-
dize publication of this book (and War at Home) instead of reprinting its earlier
compilation. .
The FBI documents reproduced here originated as confidential internal com-
munications. They were for Bureau eyes only. They remained secret until March
1971, when a “Citizen’s Committee to Investigate the FBI” removed boxes of files
from an FBI resident agency office in Media, Pennsylvania, and released them to the
press. Gradually, more files were obtained through the federal Freedom of Informa-
tion Act (FOIA), which had been temporarily strengthened to help restore public
confidence in government in the wake of Watergate and the exposure of official lies
about the Vietnam War. A few agents and informers began to disaffect from the FBI
and publicly confess their misdeeds. New senate and house intelligence committees
held public hearings and published voluminous reports, These, in turn, enabled
activists to get more documents through FOIA requests and lawsuits, _|'
The full story of COINTELPRO has not yet been told. The Bureau'’s files were
never seized by congress or the courts. Many have been destroyed. Others remain
hidden or were released with such heavy deletion that only “the,” “and,” “or” and
“but” remain (examplesarereprinted in Chapter 1 of The COINTELPRO Papers, with
a critique of the process which generates such absurdities). The most heinous and
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THE COINTELPRC PATPERS

embarrassing counterintelligence actions were not committed to writing, and ex-
operatives are now legally prohibited from disclosing them.

Still, an unprecedented wealth of detailed information has been amassed. That
material is summarized in Agents of Repression, War at Home and elsewhere. What
sets The COINTELPRO Papers apart is the number and scope of the FBI documents
it reproduces. As the title indicates, these documents are drawn mainly from the
FBI's formal counterintelligence programs, in place from 1956-1971. This is not
because these were the FBI's only programs of domestic covert action. Rather, it is
because they were the only ones to have their records substantially revealed.

COINTELPRO involved a unique experiment. Though covert operations have
beenemployed throughout FBI history, the COINTELPROs were the first to be both
broadly targeted and centrally directed. FBI headquarters set policy, assessed
progress, charted new directions, demanded increased production, and carefully
monitored and controlled day-to-day operations. This arrangement required that
national COINTELPRO supervisors and local FBI field offices communicate back
and forth, at great length, concerning every operation. They did so quite freely, with
little fear of public exposure. This generated a prolific trail of bureaucratic paper.
The moment that paper trail began to surface, the FBI discontinued all of its formal
domestic counterintelligence programs. It did not, however, ceaseitscovert political
activity against U.S. dissidents. The documents show that the Bureau evaluated the
COINTELPROs as “successful over the years.” It disbanded themonly “toafford ad-
ditional security to our sensitive techniques and operations.” Continued reliance on
those same techniquesand operations was officially authorized, only now onacase-
by-case basis, “with tight procedures to insure absolute security.”

By discontinuing use of the term “COINTELPRO,” the Bureau gave the appear-
ance of acceding to public and congressional pressure. In reality, it protected its
capacity to continue precisely the sameactivity under other names. Decentralization
of covert operations vastly reduced the volume of required reporting. It dispersed
the remaining documentation to individual case files in diverse field offices, and it
purged those files of any caption suggesting domestic covert action. The Bureau's
“sensitive techniques and operations” have since been further insulated from public
scrutiny. Scheduled congressional hearings into the Bureau’s mid-1970s campaign
against AIM were squelched by means of what turns out to have been yet another
FBI covert operation. The FOIA has been drastically narrowed, with thousands of
files reclassified “top secret.” The Intelligence Identities Protection Act now makes
itafederal crimetodisclose” any information thatidentifiesanindividual asacovert
agent.ﬂ'

This careful concealment of post-COINTELPRO domestic counterintelligence
actionis partof abroadereffort torehabilitate the U.S. political police. Central to that
efforthas been a sophisticated campaign to refurbish the publicimage of the FBL. The
Bureau’s egomaniacal, reactionary, crudely racist and sexist founder, ]. Edgar
Hoover, died in 1972. After interim directors failed to restore the Bureau’s prestige,
two federal judges, William Webster and William Sessions, were recruited to clean
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Preface

house and build a “new FBL” The new directors have cultivated a low-visibility
managerial style and discreetly avoided public attack on prominent liberals. Anti-
communism — the time-honored rationale for political police work — has been
augmented by “counter-terrorism” and “the war on drugs,” pretexts that better
resonate with current popular fears. The old myth of the FBI as crime-busting
protector of democratic rights has been revived in modern garb by films like
Mississippi Burning and the television series, Mancuso FBI.

This repackaging seems to have sold the “new FBI” to some of the most
prominent critics of earlier COINTELPRO. University professors and congressional
committees that helped to expose the domestic covert action of the past now deny
its persistence in the present. Because of their credentials, these respectable “objec-
tive” sources do more damage than the FBI's blatant right-wing publicists. Left un-
contested, their sophistry could disarm a new generation of activists, leaving them
vulnerable to government subversion.

The introduction to The COINTELPRO Papers refutes one such academic expert,
Athan Theoharis, in his preposterous claim that the FBI's war on AIM during the
1970s was not a COINTELPRO-style “program of harassment.” Equally treacherous
is The FBI and CISPES, 2 1989 report of the U.S. Senate Committee on Intelligence.*
This is nothing more than a whitewash of the Bureau’s covert and extralegal effort
to wipe out domestic opposition to U.S. intervention in Central America.

That FBI campaign was first made public by a central participant, Frank Varelli.
The Bureau admits it paid Varelli from 1981 to 1984 to infiltrate CISPES. Varelli has
testified that the FBI's stated objective was to “break” CISPES. He recounts a modus
operandi straight out of the annals COINTELPRO - from break-ins, bogus publica-
tions and disruption of public events to planting guns on CISPES members and
seducing CISPES leaders in order to get blackmail photos for the FBL?

Alerted by Varelli's disclosures, the Center for Constitutional Rights obtained
a small portion of the Bureau’s CISPES files and released them to the press. The files
show the U.S. government targeting a very broad range of religious, labor and
community groups opposed to its Centra! America policies.They confirm that the
FBI's objective was to attack and “neutralize” these groups.* Mainstream media
coverage of these revelations elicited a flurry of congressional investigations and
hearings. Publicly exposed, the FBI tried to scapegoat the whistle blower. Its in-
house investigation found Varelli “unreliable” and held his false reports of CISPES
terrorism responsible for the entire FBI operation. The Bureau denied any violation
of the constitutional rights of U.S, citizens or involvement in the hundreds of break-
ins reported by Central America activists. A grand total of six agents received
“formal censure” and three were suspended for 14 days. The FBI moved its CISPES
file to the national archives and Director Sessions declared the case closed, a mere
“aberration” due to “failure in FBI management.””

The Bureau’s slander of Varelli gave the congress an easy way out. The single
congressional report, The FBIand CISPES, endorses the FBI'sentire account, without
any reservation or qualification. It legitimizes a cover-up of current covert opera-
tions by exploiting the past reputation of the Senate Intelligence Committee,
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Thatcommittee -known initially as the “Church Committee,” after its founding
chair, Senator Frank Church (D., Idaho) - gained respect in the mid-1970s through
detailed public documentation of FBI and CIA abuses. In truth, the committee never
did play quite the heroic role claimed for it by liberal historians. Compromised from
the outset, it allowed the agencies under investigation to turn over only sanitized
versions of selected files and then to edit and censor the comumittee’s reports before
publication.? It colluded in the FBI's continuing concealment of a decade-long secret
war on the Puerto Rican independence movement.

Church and his successor as cormmittee chair, Senator Birch Bayh (D., Indiana),
eventually were driven from office. They fell victim to the same combination of
right-wing disinformation and Democratic Party passivity that later set up House
Speaker Jim Wright.* Divested of its liberal populist leadership, the intelligence
committee became - like 50 many other congressional and administrative bodies -
an instrument of the very agencies it purporis to oversee. It was this latter-day
committee whichratified the FBI's coverup of its campaign against Central America
activists without hearing from a single critic or victim. Relying exclusively on FBI
and Justice Department testimony, the committee crudely reiterates the Bureau's
own self-serving findings, often verbatim. It writes off Frank Varelli with the
undocumented assertion that his “credibility...was called into doubt at a hearing
before the House Judiciary Subcommittee on Civil and Constitutional Rights.”*

The committee also ignores testimony that the reports submitted in Varelli's
name, which provided the FBI's pretext for attacking CISPES, were actually dictated
by FEI higher-ups.!! It makes no reference to Varelli’s repeated, detailed sworn
statements - corroborated by the Bureau’s own files — that the FBI used COIN-
TELPRO methods against CISPES in order to achieve COINTELPRO ends. To
rationalizeits dismissal of thecampaign against CISPES as amere “aberration” from
the FBI's “definite pattern of adherence to established safeguards for constitutional
rights,”’? the committee carefully avoids any reference to the sordid history of
COINTELPRO. Neither the acronym nor the concept appear even once inits report.

Such a whitewash should not be allowed to obscure the reality of continuing
COINTELPRO-type attacks on progressive activists. Ongoing domestic covert ac-
tion is more than amply documented by The COINTELPRCO Papers, Agenfs of
Repression and War at Home. The targets are not limited to the opponents of U.S.
intervention in Central America. They include virtually all who fight for peace and
social justice in the United States — from AIM, Puerto Rican independentistas and the
Coalition for aNew South, to environmentalists, pacifists, trade unionists, homeless
and seniors, feminists, gay and lesbian activists, radical clergy and teachers, pub-
lishers of dissident literature, prison reformers, progressive attorneys, civil rights
and anti-poverty workers, and on and on. Consider the following examples drawn
from 1989 alone:

¢ national leaders of Earth First! imprisoned on the word of an FBl infiltrator,
Mike Tait;!®
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¢ the coordinator of the National Lawyers Guild's anti-repression task force,
active in the defense of Puerto Rican independentistas, subpoenaed at the
FBI's instigation before a gratuitous, punitive grand jury and faced with jail
for refusing to testify against a former client;

* more than 200 African-American elected officials in Alabama, Georgia and
North Carolina victimized by FBI smear campaigns, false criminal charges
and elaborate “sting” operations."*

These can be no more than the tip of the iceberg, given that the great bulk of
COINTELPRO-type operations remain secret until long after their damage hasbeen
done. By all indications, domestic covert operations have become a permanent
feature of U.S. politics. The implications of this are truly alarming;: in the name of
protecting our fundamental freedoms, the FBI and police systematically subvert
them. They routinely take the law into their own hands to punish dissident speech
and association without the least semblance of due process of law. Those who
manage to organize for social justice in the United States, despite the many obstacles
in their path, face country-wide covert campaigns to discredit and disrupt their con-
stitutionally protected political activity.

The documents reproduced in this book reveal a U.S. political reality which is
the antithesis of democracy. They also suggest an alternative reading of recent U.S.
history. Memoirs and commentaries on “The Sixties” have recently become quite
popular. COINTELPRO, however, receives little attention in these accounts. It is
rarely mentioned, and even then it seems somehow not to affect the rest of the story.
Otherwise responsible historians describe a systematic campaign to covertly dis-
credit progressive movements without so much as considering the possibility that
their own perceptions might be distorted as a result of that campaign.

Take, for instance, Todd Gitlin’s often insightful and eloquent account of his
experience in the 1960s. A sophisticated participant-observer and early president of
Students for a Democratic Society (SDS), Gitlin is well aware of COINTELPRO. Yet,
at least one pivotal incident reported matter-of-factly in his book turns out to have
been an FBI covert operation. Recalling a 1969 telephone threat which helped split
the emerging women’s movement from SDS, Gitlin repeats a widely accepted
account attributing the call to Cathy Wilkerson, a late-SDS and future Weather
Underground militant. Gitlin was shocked to learn, at an SDS reunion in 1988, that
neither Wilkerson nor any other SDS woman had made such a call. Who knows how
many other incidents represented as historical fact by Gitlin (let alone in the writings
of those lacking his integrity) are actually COINTELPRO fiction?'®

COINTELPRO has been especially effective in distorting the public image of the
Black Panther Party (BPP). The BPP was the most prominent African-American po-
litical force in the U.S. during the late "60s, with chapters all across the country.
Working from a 10 point socialist program for black self-determination, it formed
(legal) armed street patrols to deter KKK and police brutality, gave out free food and

XV




THE COINTELPRO PAPERS

health care, and fought against hard drugs. The BPF was instrumental in forging a
broad-based “rainbow coalition” against U.S. intervention abroad and for commu-
nity control of the police, schools and other key institutions at home. Its weekly
newspapet, The Black Panther, brought a radical anti-imperialist perspective on na-
tional and international developments to over 100,000 readers.

These achievements have by and large been ignored by white historians, who
present instead only the FBI's view of the BPP. Even books about COINTELPRO
tend to regurgitate as scholarship the very lies and racist caricatures which the
Bureau promoted through COINTELPRO. At best, such studies equate the
government’s violence with the BPP's, overlooking the fact that the FBI and police
harassed, vandalized, beat, framed and murdered Panthers for years before finally
provoking the party’s retaliation. A prime example is Kenneth O'Reilly’s Racial
Matters: The FBI's Secret File on Black America, 1960-1972. Here we find the BPP
identified as a gang of “preening ghetto generals spouting off-the-pig rhetoric and
sporting black leathers, Cuban shades, and unkempt Afres.” They were “peripheral
characters...who never attained mass support.” In a portrayal laced with the FBI's
racist epithets — “monsters,” “cold-blooded killers,” “nihilistic terror” — O'Reilly
argues that “the Black Panther Party invited the sort of FBI repression that typified
Lyndon Johnson's last two years in the White House and Richard Nixon’s first four.”
One such “invitation” consisted, we are told, of a “coloring book depicting Black
children challenging white law and order in the ghetto.” Only the most careful
reader will discover, some 21 pages later, that this “outrageous Panther provoca-
tion” was actually a COINTELPRO forgery published by the FBI to discredit the
BPP.”

Clearly, COINTELPRO and similar operations under other names work to
distort academic and popular perceptions of recent U.S. history. They violate our
basic democratic rights and undermine our ability to alter government policy and
structure. They have done enormous damage to the struggle for peace and social
justice. Though formidable and dangerous, suchdomestic covert action is not insur-
mountable. It can be overcome through a combination of militant public protest (as
in recent “FBI Off Campus” campaigns) and careful internal education and prepa-
ration within progressive movements. The greatest gift of The COINTELPRO Papers
isits potential for helping present and future activists grasp the methodology of this
form of repression in order to defeatit. Read these documents with thatinmind, and
use them well!

Brian Glick
New Rochelle, New York
— March 1990 -
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Guide to the Documents
by Chip Berlet and Brian Glick

Introduction

12 Memo: Hoover to Attorney General re: Marcus Garvey “prominent Negro agitator.”
Neutralize his political work with fraud prosecution.

13 Report: From infiltrator who targeted Garvey.

145 Letter; Hiss defense investigator actually reported to FBIL.

16 Memo: FBI knew Hiss prosecution claims regarding typewriter forgery were false.

17 Teletype: Agent to infilirate Dallas CISPES.

18-9 Teletype: Attack CISPES for defying government policy.

Understanding Deletions in FBI Documents

24
25

Rosenberg memo-text entirely deleted.
Document: Systematic deletions from FBI documents follow pattern.

COINTELPRO - CP, USA

47

Memo: COINTELPRO initiated against CP, USA.

Memo: Cause organized crime to attack CP, USA.

FBI circulates bogus CP leaflet to provoke mafia.

FBl-authored anonymous letter incites Teamsters against CP; authority requested
for more.

Memo: Teamster business agent of “weak character” cultivated as informant.

COINTELPRO - SWP

51

52-3

54-5

56-7

Memo: Anonymous phone call to subvert NAACP support for Committee to Aid
Monroe Defendants.

Teletype: Authority sought for media smear of SWP organizers running for public
office.

Memo: Phoenix FBI requests authority for anonymous letter campaign to provoke
firing of SWP faculty member.

Memo/Cartoon: From campaign to disrupt anti-war movement and SWP.

COINTELPRO - Puerto Rican Independence Movement

68
69

70

71

Document: Launch program to disrupt Puerto Rican independence movement.
Memo: New York suggests “exploiting factionalism” in Puerto Rican independence
movement,

Document: Hoover suggests plan to promote hostility toward Puerto Rican inde-
pendence movement by planting articles in medjia.

Document: New York and San Juan discuss plans to disrupt Puerto Rican independ-
ence movement.
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85

87
89
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Decument: Split and disrupt group seeking Puerto Rican independence

FBI secretly authors daily newspaper editorial attacking Puerto Rican student
independentistas,

Document: Delve deeply into independentistas personal lives to “disrupt their
activities and compromise their effectiveness.”

Anonymous leaflet circulated by FBI to discredit independentista leader Juan Mari
Bras.

Memo: FBI gloats over Mari Bras heart attack and claims its anonymous letter was
partial cause.

Memo: Anonymous leaflet mailed to 300 in effort to fuel factionalism among
independentistas.

Document: Anonymous mailing and other covert operations to crush “budding”
high school pro-independence movement.

Airtel: Anonymous letter approved to foment disputes within independentista
movement, as long as Bureau role remains hidden.

Memo: 5an Juan suggests anonymous letter on supposed sexual affair to discredit
Mari Bras and alienate other independence advocates.

Airtel: 5an Juan informs Hoover of campaign to subvert 1967 UN plebiscite on
Puerto Rican political status.

Bogus cartoon ridicules Mari Bras in name of other independentistas.

Bogus cartoon linking Puerto Rican independentistas with Fidel Castro, issued in
name of fictitious Puerto Rican group set up by FBI to subvert 1967 plebiscite.
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Document: Establish program to “disrupt, misdirect, discredit, or otherwise neu-
tralize” black nationalist organizations and leaders.

Document: Remove Dr. Martin Luther King from leadership role in civil rights
movement.

Anonymous Letter: Urges King to commit suicide or face exposure of alleged
misdeeds.

Meme: Anonymous leaflet and article planted in news media to undermine Ameri-
can Friends Service Committee work in Poor People’s Campaign.

Memeo: Strategy discussion on disruption of Nation of Islam (“Black Muslimms*)
takes credit for factional dispute against Malcolm X.

Document: Propesal to provoke murder of Dick Gregory by organized crime.
Memo expands program to neutralize black movement.

Airtel: Anti-black program expanded; prevent coalitions, respectability, youth
militancy, “rise of a ‘messiah’.”

Memo: Disrupt marriage of St. Louis civil rights activist Reverend Charles Koen and
discredit him in black community through anonymous accusations of sexual infi-
delity.

Seoo?ld FBI anonymous letter against Koen.

Document: 5t. Louis reports results of distribution of bogus underground newspa-
per designed to divide black activists,

Document: Directorsuggests all offices follow Miami example of providing deroga-
tory background information on COINTELPROQ targets to cooperative media.
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120 Memo: Anonymous letter to discredit Republic of New Afrika (RNA) leader.

121 Document: Director approves above letter.

122 Document: Discussion of campaign to discredit RNA and prevent land purchase in
Mississippi.

1245 Memo: Tactics to “thwart and disrupt the Black Panther Party (BPP).”

127 Memo: Provide information to cooperative media to “foster split” between Black
Panther Party and Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee (SNCC).

128 Document: Proposal to create false impression that Stokely Carmichael is a CIA.
informant.

130 Memo: Plan to provoke violence between Black Panther Party and another black
organization {US).

131 Bogus Cartoons: Used in Black Panther Party /US campaign to provoke violence.

132 Memo: Discussion of continuing plan to provoke viclence between Black Panther
Party and US.

133 Document: Summary of “Tangible Results” and “accomplishments” of Black Pan-
ther Party COINTELPRO, .., “Shootings, beating and a high degree of unrest;” and
collapse of BPP program providing free breakfast for ghetto youth.

134 Documents. Anonymous mailing of derogatory cartoon targeting Newark Black
Panther Party,

136-7  Memo: Proposal to provoke Jewish Defense League violence against BPP.

138 Document: Anonymous letter to Chicago gang leader Jeff Fort provoking violence
against BPP,

139 Document/sketch. FBl informant’s drawing of floorplan showing where BPP leader
Fred Hampton slept. Used by police to murder Hampton and Mark Clark.

141 Airtel: Cash bonus requested for FB! informant who targeted Hampton for deadly
raid.

144-5  Airtel: Hoover reprimands San Francisco FBI for criticizing plan to discredit and
destroy BPP.

148 Memo: Summary of anti-black COINTELPRO; friction created among BPP leaders.

150 Airtel: Hoover informs agents that when targeting BPP, purpose is disruption, and
“it is immaterial whether facts exist to substantiate the charge.”

151-2  Teletype: Propose forged letter to divide BPP and isolate Geronimo Pratt.

154-5  Memo: Bogus underground newspaper proposed to discredit Geronimo Pratt,
ridicule BPP and “foment mistrust and suspicion” among its members.

156 Teletype: Continue targeting Pratt.
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attorneys in trial of three former Panthers (“the New York 3”).

160-1  Airtel: Director summarizes success in shattering BPP and driving BPP leader Huey
Newton crazy.

162-3  Memo: “Thwart BPP newspaper; FBI anonymous letters charge BPP anti-semitism
to disaffect donors solicited by conductor Leonard Bernstein; further disinforma-
tion and Jewish Defense League provocation.
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Target anti-war leaders Dellinger and Hayden,

Newark proposes new left be “destroyed or neutralized from the inside,” Hayden
labelled as informer.

12 point master plan for COINTELPRO against new left.

Memo: Cartoons, pamphlets and anonymous letters used to disrupt SDS at Temple
University.

Cartoon, Used to discredit SDS at Temple University.

Memo: Block emergence of Detroit area anti-war coalition; bogus letter in name of
Black United Front demanding $25,000 from “white liberals.”

Disrupt Liberation News Service through divisive anonymous letter.

Memo: Milwaukee proposes plan to discredit alternative newspaper in Madison,
Wisconsin.

Airtel: Newark proposes plan to disrupt Princeton SDS through conservative
campus gioup-.

Airtel: Director approves plan to disrupt Princeton SDS.

Cartoon from campaign to disrupt Princeton SDS

Director urges plan to “drive a wedge between the new left and the black student
power advocates” at New York University.

FBl-authored racist letter from anonymous “SDS member” used in COINTELPRO
operation at NYU.

Letter: Approval of NYU COINTELPRO.

Memeo: Plan to use “anonymous messages” with “a mystical connotation” to harass
Temple University new left activists.

Director urges anonymous communications “to cause confusion in the organizing
for [Los Angeles anti-war] demonstration by causing dissent amongst its sponsors.”
Memo: COINTELPRO operation proposed to inhibit “the embryonic alliance”
between SDS and BPP.

Letter: Authority granted for above operation by using informants to create rift.
Memo: Detroit requests device to squirt “foul smelling feces” on publications
distributed by Radical Education Project.

Airtel: Divide SDS and BPP through bogus racist, sexist, homophobicattack in name
of “Newark SDS.”

Airtel: Plant newspaper article decrying Jane Fonda’s fundraising for BPP.

Airtel: FBl-authored letter to newspaper columnist from fictitious person smearing
BPP-supporting actress Jean Seberg as pregnant from Black Panther rather than
white husband.

Director approves action vs. Seberg, with adjustments to protect FBI cover.
Document/Los Angeles Times clipping: Claim Seberg COINTELPRO successful.
Document/Postcard: FBI sends “Minutemen” death-threat post card to intimidate
author Churchill,
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Report: Source describes Denver AIM organizational structure.
Teletype: Report on AIM sent to legal attache in Ottawa, Canada.
Teletype: Police brutality against AIM activist Russell Means.
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307-9 Document: Summary of justification for and tactics used in AIM investigation,

stresses fostering of paranoia.
Conclusion

312 Chart: Admitted FBI illegal acts committed during COINTELPRO era.

313 Teletype: Director calls for compilation of reports of FBI warrantless electronic
surveillance in domestic security investigations,

315 Airtel: Wide range of political “extremists” labelled “terrorists.”

33 Chart of penal coercion techniques and functions.
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Teletype: Circulation of false claim that AIM was obtaining illegal automatic
weapons; FBI and local law enforcement coordinate operations against AIM.
Document: Establishing predication for criminal investigation of AIM.

Teletype: Use of reporter at Wounded Knee as unwitting informant for FBI through
covert cooperation of management.

Memo: Position paper on role of FBI in case of “a major confrontation in Indian
country,” based on analysis of Wounded Knee operations.

Teletype: Unsubstantiated rumor of AIM arms purchases; proposal to use that
rumor to block funding of AIM by Sammy Davis, Jr.

Document: Initiate “forceful and penetrative interview program” against AIM
activists.

Memo: Characterization of AIM as violent and destructive “insurgents.”

Memo: COINTELPRO veteran agent Richard G. Held assigned to direct investiga-
tion into death of two agents in “Peltier” Pine Ridge killings case.

Memao:; Involvement of agent Richard W. Held, son of Richard G., in Pine Rid gecase,
Memo: Glowing evaluation of performance of Richard W. Held on Pine Ridge
during period of intense repressive abuses against AIM supporters.

Memo: Director desires prompt resolution of any “inconsistencies” in stories
relating to Pine Ridge killings.

Tactical summary shows use of grand jury to coerce reluctant witnesses to implicate
Peltier and others in Pine Ridge killings.

Teletype: Richard G. Held returns from Rapid City to duties as SAC Chicago.
Memo: Richard G. Held continues involvement in Pine Ridge case, plans to meet
with judge.

FBI Terrorist Digest: AIM included in summary of possible terrorist attacks on 1976
Bicentennial celebrations.

Teletype: Lengthy report from single unverified source alleges non-existent AIM
“Dog Soldiers” plan massive campaign of murder and terrorism.

Memo: Media leak that FBI shared information on Native American protests with
CIA.

FBI analyzes acquittal in first Pine Ridge killings trial in order to be sure to convict
Peltier in second trial.

Memo: Co-defendant dismissed so “full prosecutive weight of the Federal Govern-
ment could be directed against Leonard Peltier.”

Affidavit: Myrtle Poor Bear alleges she heard Peltier plan to ambush FBI agents at
Pine Ridge, and that later he confessed. -

Affidavit: Myrtle Poor Bear alleges she saw Peltier actually shoot FBI agents.
Affidavit: Myrtle Poor Bear abandons claim Peltier planned and confessed killings;
adds substantial detail to her “eyewitness” account.

Airtel: “Enclosed herewith one pair of hands” taken from as yet unidentified Anna
Mae Aquash. Initial autopsy inconclusive despite bullet lodged in skull.
Identification Report: Fingerprints reveal identity of Anna Mae Aquash.
Teletype: Ballistics test showed rifle claimed as Pine Ridge killings weapon could
not have fired the cartridge casing recovered from trunk of car.

Lab Notes: Firing pin test showing lack of match—described as “inconclusive” at
trial.




Introduction

A Glimpse Into the Files of America’s
Political Police

The inescapable message of much of the material we have covered is that
the FBI jeopardizes the whole system of freedom of expression which isthe
cornerstone of an open society...At worst it raises the specter of a police
state..in essence the FBI conceives of itself as an instrument to prevent
radical social change in America...the Bureau's view of its function leads it
beyond data collection and into political warfare.

—Thomas I. Emerson —
Yale Law Professor
1971

A picture, as they say, is worth a thousand words. Actually seeing the visual
representation of that which others describe, and from which they draw conclu-
sions, can serve for many people as a sort of ultimate proof of the propositions at
issue. The truth of this old adage seems quite pronounced in this instance, which
leads us to reproduce secret FBI documents to allow the Bureau to document itsown
lawlessness.

In Agents of Repression: The FBI's Secret Wars Against the Black Panther Party and
the American Indian Movement (South End Press, 1988), we endeavored to prove
among other things that the Bureau has since its inception acted not as the country’s
foremost crime-fighting agency — an image it has always actively promoted in col-
laboration witha vastarray of “friendly” media representatives and “scholars” —but
as America’s political police engaged in all manner of extralegality and illegality as
expedients to containing and controlling political diversity within the United States.
In essence, we argued that the FBI's raison d’étre is and always has been the
implementation of what the Bureau formally designated from the mid-1950s
through the early 70s as “COINTELPROs” (COunterINTELligence PROgrams)
designed to “disrupt and destabilize,” “cripple,” “destroy” or otherwise “neutral-
ize” dissident individuals and political groupings in the United States, a process de-
nounced by congressional investigators as being “a sophisticated vigilante opera-
tion.”? Qur case, it seemed to us, was rather plainly made.

Such clarity is, predictably enough, anathema to the Burcau and the more
conscious apologists it has cultivated, both of whom wish to deny the realities we
have sought to expose. For the FBI, as well as the broader politico-legalistic structure
of which it is an integral part, there are matters of policy and outright criminal
culpability to be covered up through systematic denial of truth and the extension of
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certain countervailing mythologies. Many apologists have based their careers and
professional reputations on shielding the Bureau from exposure while assisting in
the perfection and perpetuation of its preferred myths.

On this score, a review of Agents of Repression written for the Washington Post by
Athan Theoharis, a professor at Marquette University, serves as an instructive
example.? The techniques employed in this attempt to discredit our theses afford
virtual textbook instructionin how the facts of the Bureau’sactivitiesand agendaare
obscured from the public by properly-anointed “experts” while the officially-
approved image of the Bureau is reinforced, or at least maintained, through the
mainstream media.? Consequently, the Post review bears detailed scrutiny.

Of Myths and Documentation

After accurately summarizing the main thrust of our conclusions regarding the
nature, scope and duration of the FBI's domestic counterintelligence operations,
Theoharis tries to bring about their dismissal out-of-hand. “Do the authors doc-
ument these alarming charges?” heasks. “The answer is quite simply: They do not.”
Observe that he does not attempt to challenge the appropriateness of the documen-
tation we offer, arguing that it is insufficient to our purposes or that we have
somehow misinterpreted it. Instead, he asserts that we use no documentation at all,
a claim intended to lead his readers to the false impression that Agenis consists of
nothing more than alengthy streamof heavy-handed and unsupported accusations
against the FBL.

In order to accomplish this gross distortion, he simply remains silent about the
fact that we accompanied our 388 pages of text with 79 pages of notes (all in fine
print), some 1,513 entries in all, hundreds of them citing more than a single source,
and fully a third referring to specific FBI and/or other government documents.
Having ignored the evidentiary record upon which we base our work, he contrives
to extend a countering, essentially fictitious “record” of his own. Focusing on our
main thesis, that rather than being suspended in anything other than name in 1971
{when the FBI says it was), COINTELPRO was actually continued and even
escalated against the American Indian Movement over the next several years, the
reviewer sets his stage.! The most serious problem with Agents, he says, is that “the
authors seem indifferent to the uniqueness, and thus significance, of the FBI's
COINTELPRO operations. They were unique because Bureau officials launched
formal, action-oriented programs whose main purpose was not to collect evidence
for prosecution, and in the process created a rather comprehensive written record
of their actions.”® He goes on to claim that:

In contrast to its activities against the Black Panthers [before 1971], activities
authorized and monitored exclusively by the Bureau, the FBI's activities involving
AIM were designed to result in judicial prosecution {and) were subject to review by
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Justice Department officials...The FBI files released on AIM do not document a
program of harassment.

In this passage, Theoharis has carefully implanted another pair of serious pieces
of disinformation in his supposedly factual rebuttal. One concerns the extent to
which the Bureau has made available documents concerning its anti-AIM cam-
paign, while the other centers upon what is allegedly revealed within this documen-
tation. Both of these contribute directly to furtherance of the myth by which the FBI
wishes to be publicly understood. Each element will be considered in tumn, because
both reveal much about the methodsand functions of academic apologists in service
to the Bureau propaganda system.

“The AIM Files”

After mentioning “the FBI files released on AIM,” Theoharis sums up his point
with a snide query: “Can we then read between the lines and conclude that by the
1970s FBI actions were not recorded in writing?” Leaving aside the possibility that
by this pointinits history agents might well havelearned not to record certain things
in written form, it is abundantly clear to anyone familiar with the material to which
the reviewer refers that neither we nor ke has had the opportunity to assess what the
FBl did or did not commit to paper with regard to its actions against AIM. Still less
have we been forced to “read between the lines” of available documents in order to
arrive at conclusions contradicted by such evidence. Contrary to Theoharis’ smug
remark about what his own perusal of these files shows, the fact of the matter is that
the vast bulk of them have never been released.

Although the Bureau acknowledges having compiled hundreds of thousands of
“investigative” documents during the course of its major anti-AIM activities, only
17,000-0dd pages of this material have been declassified and made available to re-
searchers at the “reading room” facility in FBl headquarters, and most of these show
extensive deletions. The reviewer is being deliberately misleading when he casually
juxtaposes the veritable mountains of paper available through the FBI on its Black
Panther COINTELPRO with the paucity of documents made available on AIM -
pretending these are equivalent data-bases — and then suggests he had predicated
his conclusions upon a comparison of the two sets of files. Nor is he more forthcom-
ing about why such a disparity in the availability of these records exists.

In essence, the FBI was quite literally forced to divulge most of its Panther files
by the Senate Select Cornmittee to Study Government Operations during hearings
held in 1974 and 1975. Conversely, the Bureau was able to avoid being compelled to
do this with regard to its anti-AIM operations, under circumstances which bear
recounting.® Concerning the Panther documents, the Senate committee itself found
its hand forced by a seemingly endless series of revelations about governmental
transgressions during the early ‘70s. There was a “credibility gap” engendered by
the federal executive branch having been caught lying too many times, too red-




4 THE COINTELPRO PAPERS

handedly and over too many years in its efforts to dupe the public into supporting
the U.S. war in Southeast Asia. This had reached epic proportions when Daniel
Ellsberg leaked the “Pentagon Papers,” a highly secret government documentary
history of official duplicity by which America had become embroiled in Indochina,
and caused particularly sensitive excerpts to be published in the New York Times.”
The situation was greatly exacerbated by the so-called Watergate Scandal, which
followed immediately, in which it was publicly revealed that virtually the entire
Nixon administration had been, as a matter of course, engaging in exactly the same
sort of behavior on many other fronts, both at home and abroad. To compound the
crisis even further, a citizen’s action group raided the FBI's Media, Pennsylvania
resident agency, appropriated its files, and exposed the long-secret existence of
COINTELPRO in the Washington Post* As a result of all of these factors, public
confidence in government was at an all-time low, and showed signs of unraveling
even further.

In this peculiar and potentially volatile set of circumstances, a government-
wide effort was undertaken to convince the citizenry that its institutions were
fundamentally sound, albeit in need of “fine-tuning” and a bit of “housecleaning.”
It was immediately announced that U.5. ground forces would be withdrawn from
Vietnam as rapidly as possible. Televised congressional hearings were staged to
“get to the bottom of Watergate,” a spectacle which soon led to the resignations of
a number of Nixon officials, the brief imprisonment of a few of them, and the
eventual resignation of the president himself. Another form assumed by this high-
level exercise in (re)establishing a national consensus favoring faith-in-government
was the conducting of a series of well-publicized and tightly-scripted show-trial-
type hearings with regard to the various police and intelligence agencies which had
been exposed as complicit in the Vietnam and Watergate “messes.”

Forits part, the FBI was castas an agency which had “in the past” (no matter how
recent)and “temporarily” (no matter how long the duration) “gotten out of control,”
thus “aberrantly” but busily trampling upon citizens’ civil and constitutional rights
in the name of social and political orthodoxy. To add just the right touch of
melodrama to the whole affair, the Bureau was made to “confess” to a certain range
of its already completed COINTELPRO operations — such as the not-directly-lethal
dimensions of its anti-Panther activities — and to provide extensive portions of its
internal documentation of these misdeeds. As a finale, Bureau officials were made
to appear properly contrite while promising never to engage in such naughty things
again. The FBI's quid pro quo for cooperating in this charade seems to have been that
none of its agents would actually see the inside of a prison as a result of the
“excesses” thereby revealed.?

The object of all this illusory congressional muscle-flexing was, of course, to
instill in the public a perception that congress had finally gotten tough, placing itself
in a position to administer “appropriate oversight” of the FBL It followed that
citizens had no further reason to worry over what the Bureau was doing at that very
moment, or what it might do in the future. This, in turn, would allow the status quo
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sufficient breathing room to pass laws and executive orders gradually converting
the FBI's COINTELPRO-style illegalities into legal, or at least protected, spheres of
endeavor.* The selling of this bill of goods was apparently deemed so important that
congress was willing go to to extreme lengths in achieving success.

Hence, in 1975 the Senate Select Committee concluded that in order to complete
its (re)building of the required publicimpression, it might be necessary to risk going
beyond exploration of the Bureau’s past counterintelligence practices and explore
ongoing (i.e.: ostensibly post-COINTELPRO) FBI conduct vis 4 is political activists.
Specifically at issue in this connection was what was even then being done to AIM,
and hearings were scheduled to begin in July. But this is where the Bureau, which
had been reluctantly going along up to that point, drew the line. The hearings never
happened. Instead, they were “indefinitely postponed” in late June of 1975, at the
direct request of the FBI, and on the basis of what by the Bureau’s own admission
turned out to have been a major disinformation ploy designed to win it widespread
public support.’?

The FBI's AIM files have thus ended up, not in the public domain as Theoharis
would have his readers believe, but amongst the Bureau’s most secret archives.
While it is true, as the reviewer states, that the relatively few AIM files the FBI has
chosen to release “do not document a program of harassment,” what he intention-
ally leaves unstated is even more true: the released files in themselves provide a
vastly insufficient evidentiary base from which Theoharis or anyone else might
conclusively determine whether a de facto COINTELPRO was conducted against
AIM. And sheer comunon sense will warn that the Bureau has not so fiercely resisted
producing its records in this matter because their content is neutral or serves to
absolve it of wrongdoing.!?

“Judicial Prosecution”

Theobviousquestionat this pointis whether the FBI's successinblocking access
to ATM files makes it impossible to arrive at any legitimate conclusion concerning
whatthe Bureau did to thatorganization. Are we guilty, as Theoharis claims, of mere
reliance upon “guilt by association - i.e., that because the FBI launched a formal
program to harass the Black Panthers, it adopted the same practices against AIM”?
Hardly. Even disregarding such unofficial sources as eyewitness and victim ac-
counts of various episodes of the Bureau’s anti-AIM campaign —~ many of which we
will always insist hold at least as much validity and integrity as any FBI teletype, field
report or memorandum - there are still a great number of official sources which we
could and did use to support the conclusions we reached in Agents.

These include several reports of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, a pair of
reports of the Justice Department's Task Force on Indian Matters, a report of the
Senate Committee on the Judiciary (Subcommittee on Internal Security), the find-
ings of the federally-sponsored Minnesota Citizens’ Commission to Review the FBI,
areport from the General Accounting Office, transcripts of the 97th Congress’ first
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session on FBI authorizations, several legal depositions, Bureau of Prison records,
grand jury summaries, voluminopus trial transcripts, an array of legal briefs and
hearing transcripts, transcriptions of oral arguments on appeal and a number of
judicial opinions. These sources, adding up to tens of thousands of pages of
documentation, were all cited repeatedly, and most of them quoted, in Agenis.

Theoharis avoids mentioning this extensive documentary base — consisting of
the same sort of material he himself has drawn upon quite heavily in his own books
on the FBI - while summarily dismissing our effort as “undocumented.” And well
he might. The conclusions reached in virtually every item of the real record
correspond quite neatly with one or more of those drawn in Agents. Thisis to say that
thetangible, officially available record of the FBI'santi-AIM campaignleads directly
away from the sort of absolution of the Bureau Theoharis seeks to foist on his
readers. It was, after all, the Civil Rights Commission — not Churchill and Vander
Wall — which determined after extensive on-site investigation that the FBI had been
complicit in rigging the 1974 Pine Ridge tribal election against AIM candidates."
And it was this same federal agency which officially reported that the Bureau was
involved in perpetrating “a reign of terror” against AIM members and supporters
on the same reservation, during the same period.¢

Similarly, it was not the “tendentious” authors of Agents, but federal district
judge Fred Nichol who noted that he was dismissing charges against AIM defen-
dants because of the methods employed by the FBI and federal prosecutors, “The
waters of justice have been polluted,” said the judge, by the Bureau he had “revered
so long,” but which had “stooped so low” inits vendetta against AIM.** And again,
it was not us but the foreman of a federal jury who, when acquitting other AIM
defendants of murder charges the FBI had lodged against them, observed that
aspects of the case assernbled by the Bureau had been so obviously fabricated that
nota member of the jury believed them.*We could, as we did in Agents, go onin this
vein for hundreds of pages. But that book has already been written.

The last two examples are especially important, however, since they disprove
Thecharis’ argument that, “in contrast to its activities against the Black Pan-
thers...the FBI's activities involving AIM were designed to result in judicial prosecu-
tion.” The first untruth embedded in this proposition is that the COINTELPRO
directed against the Panthers did not use false prosecution as a tactic.'” The reality
is, as is borne out in a Burean document quoted verbatim in Agents, “key black
activists” were repeatedly arrested “on any excuse” until “they could no longer
make bail.” As an illustration of how this worked, we examined in some detail the
case of former Panther leader Geronimo Pratt, imprisoned in San Quentin for the
past 18 years as a result of FBI actions causing him to be repeatedly prosecuted on
bogus charges until he was finally convicted of a murder the Bureau had knew he
never committed.!®

As concerns AIM, the facts — which Theoharis opts to ignore — fit precisely the
same pattern. After the 1973 siege of Wounded Knee, for instance, the FBI caused 542
separate charges to be filed against those itidentified as “key AIM leaders.” Russell
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Means alone was faced with 37 felony and three misdemeanor charges. Organiza-
tion members often languished in jail for months as the cumulative bail required to
free them outstripped resource capabilities of AIM and supporting groups. Yet,
whenitcame time for the trials, the transparency of the Bureau’s evidence was such
that hundreds of charges were simply dropped while the remaining defendants
were acquitted in droves. The net result of this FBI “prosecution” effort was an
absurdly low 15 convictions, all on such petty or contrived “offenses” as “interfering
with a federal officer in the performance of his duty.” None of the 40 charges leveled
at Means held up in court.?® But, while the juridical nature of what the Bureau was
doing may be seenas ludicrous at best, this “prosecutorial” element of the anti-AIM
campaign self-evidently served to “disrupt,” “destabilize” and even “cripple” its
target.

Atanother level, one might reasonably ask what sort of bona fide “investigation
to facilitate prosecution” is involved in FBI agents bribing an individual, as they did
with Louis Moves Camp, to testify asan “eyewitness” to the participation of others
in felonious acts allegedly committed at a time when the witness was a thousand
miles from the scene?*® This is just one of the “Bureau activities involving AIM”
which came out during the 1974 trial of Russell Means and Dennis Banks, the sort
of activity which caused Judge Nichol to dismiss charges and write the opinion
quoted earlier. The same query might be entered with regard to other of the FBI's
efforts to secure conviction of AIM members. For example, what sort of legitimacy
is it that attaches itself to the arrangement in which charges were dropped against
Marvin Redshirt, confessed murderer of Los Angeles cab driver George Aird, in
exchange for his admittedly perjured testimony against AIM members Paul
“Skyhorse” Durant and Richard “Mohawk” Billings, men who were subsequently
exonerated from having any part in the crime?!

We can easily go on framing such questions: What, exactly, is the difference
between the way the FBI subverted the judicial system to “get results” during its
COINTELPROs against “black extremists,” and its well-documented kidnapping
and raw coercion of a mentally unbalanced Indian woman, Myrtle Poor Bear, in
order to force her to sign three mutually contradictory —and utterly false - affidavits;
the Bureau’s choice of the affidavits was, to be sure, duly submitted in court as an
expedient to obtaining AIM member Leonard Peltier’s extradition from Canada 22
For that matter, what is the precise distinction between the COINTELPRO usage of
phony witnesses such as Julio Butler in order to obtain the murder conviction of
Geronimo Pratt on the one hand, and the FBI’s later use of Poor Bear in the same
capacity to secure a murder conviction against AIM member Richard Marshall on
the other?”* And again, what are we to make of FBI agents who went on the stand
and testified to one thing in the murder trial of AIM members Dino Butler and Bob
Robideau, only to reverse completely their testimony on the same events during the
subsequent trial of Leonard Peltier on the same charge?

Obviously, the documented nature of the FBIs activities “designed to result in
judicial prosecution” of AIM members was identical to those it employed under the
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rubric of COINTELPRO against the Black Panther Party and other black liberation
organizations. For Theoharis to argue that the Bureau’s “prosecutorial” tactics
against AIM are normal FBI procedure notonly tends to dissolve the very distinction
between the COINTELPRO and “post-COINTELPRO” eras he seeks to establish, it
bespeaks a very interesting view on his part of how the judicial process should be
used.

Theoharis does make an important and serious point when he observes that the
Panther COINTELPRO was “action-oriented” in ways which went beyond any
conceivable definition of the judicial arena. We agree. So much so that, in Agents, we
broke the tactical methodologies of COINTELPRQ out into 10 separate categories,
only one of which concerned manipulation of the judicial system, and demonstrated
by example how each had been applied to the Panthers and other black liberation
groups. This, however, hardly serves to validate either his assertion of a “contrast”
between what was done to the Panthers and AIM, or his contention that the latter
was not subjected to a comparable “program of harassment.” To the contrary, we
also demonstrated, on the basis of available documentation, that eack of the remain-
ing nine non-judicial COINTELPRO methods was utilized during the repression of
AIM.
Take, for example, the category of “black propaganda.” In the book, we quote
verbatim one of the FBI's “Dog Soldier Teletypes,” deliberately released to the press
in 1976 under the guise of alerting the public to the “fact” that some “2,000 AIM
warriors” were on the verge of launching an outlandish wave of terrorism through-
out South Dakota. We cite a number of articles in major newspapers across the
country in which this disinformation immediately and prominently appeared, as
well as statements by local police authorities responding to the “menace.” And we
quote then-director of the FBI Clarence Kelley, on the witness stand shortly there-
after, admitting that he knew of no factual basis whatsoever to support these wild
public allegations on the part of his typically close-mouthed Bureau. Several other
instances of FBl activity vis 2 vis AIM in the propagandaarea are also chronicled and
substantiated with cornparable documentation in Agenis.**

Or, take the matter of the COINTELPRO tactic of infiltrating agents provocateurs
into target organizations {provocateurs, as opposed to mere informants, are used to
actively and illegally disrupt, entrap and otherwise nentralize their quarry). In
Agents, we present an undeniable case that this was done to AIM in exactly the same
fashion as it was done to the Panthers. The matter concerns the activities of one
Douglass Durham, and is abundantly documented through such sources as the
ecarlier-mentioned Skyhorse/Mohawk case (during which FBI undercover em-
ployee Durham went on the stand impersonating an “Jowa psychologist” in order
to cause bail to be denied the defendants), the provocateur’s own admission of what
he’d done after he was unmasked as an infiltrator in 1975, and his subsequent
testimony before the Senate Subcommittee on Internal Security. And soit goes, point
by point, down the entire list of elements comprising the Bureau’s COINTELPRO

repertoire.
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All of this disproves Theoharis’ assertion that, when it came to AIM, the FBI's
methods “were designed [only] to resultin [legitimate] judicial prosecution.” It also
contradicts hisaccusation that, inconcluding otherwise, we were forced torely upon
sheer “guilt by association.” And, by rights, it should expose for what it really is the
reviewer’s allegation that “at no time do [we] substantiate [our] conjecture that an
FBI-orchestrated conspiracy to harass AIM.” Contrary to the fabricated version of
reality presented in the Post review, it has been solidly demonstrated that the
American Indian Movement was very much the victim of a de facte COINTELPRO
operation.

Mythology

Merely being on the receiving end of a disingenuous review, while never
pleasant, hardly warrants the assembly of an in-depth counter-critique such as we
have provided here. At issue here, however, is not just the fact that Theoharis used
his mainstream media forum as a vehicle with which to prevent accurate informa-
tion from reaching the public, but the kinds of inaccuracies he seeks to promulgate
asareplacement. It is not so much that he denies the validity of the way in which we
used our documentation in Agents, for example, as that he denies such documenta-
tion exists. The upshot here is that he deliberately portrays the FBI - which in
actuality went to extraordinary lengths to block disclosure of its AIM files in the
1970s, and which has clamped the tightest mantle of secrecy around them ever since
—asamodel of propriety, thoroughly forthcoming and above-board in the handling
of these records, with nothing hidden about its anti-AIM campaign. The image
projected by Theoharis’ reference to a fictional “release” of AIM files is that the
Bureau — which in reality has once again taken to treating the Freedom of Informa-
tion and Privacy Acts as so much toilet paper, generally refusing to release any new
document unless expressly required to do so by court order - is that of an “open”
agency which typically makes its records available to researchers and the public at
large. The resultant mis-impression is a building block in the reviewer’s reasonably
subtle construction of the real “contrast” he wishes to impart concerning what was
done to the Black Panther Party and what was done to AIM. The locus of the false
distinction Theoharis is after lies not so much within the experiences of the two
groups as within the FBI itself,

In “the bad old days” of COINTELPROQ, the story goes, the Bureau was proven
to have committed criminal acts and used official secrecy to conceal them, but those
days ended forever in the wake of the Church Committee investigations. When an
FBI agent like Richard W. Held orchestrated a program in 1971 to disrupt and
destroy the Los Angeles Black Panther Party, Theoharis agrees that this was a
political counterintelligence programbecause FBI documents released to theChurch
Committee concerning these activities bore the caption “COINTELPRO.” However,
when the same agent was involved in the same type of program using exactly the
same techniques against AIM on the Pine Ridge Reservation in 1975 or the Puerto
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Rican independence movement in San Juan in 1985, Theoharis would have us
believe this could not have been a COINTELPRO because the FBI has not released
related documents bearing said caption. And, according to him, for us to assert
otherwise is by definition simply “guilt by association.”?* The pacifying effect upon
readers intended by the spooning up of this stale pabulum is unmistakable. And for
the relative few who might remain skeptical in the face of this sort of reassurance,
the reviewer offers a slightly different tranquilizer. They are calmly handed the
option of sharing “the authors’ outrage over some of the Bureau's [post-
COINTELPRO) investigative methods and the fairness of the American legal system
[emphasis added],” as if in the end we had somehow all agreed that it is only
investigative rather than counterintelligence techniques which are at issue, and that
the actions of the FBI in this quarter conform to some recognizable system of legality.
The invitation extended to skeptics is thus no more than a final touch to the review’s
main purpose, a ruse designed not only to divert the last measure of attentionaway
from what is contained in Agents, but to posit in its stead an impression of the
reviewer’s preferred version of reality.

We have arrived at the core of the myth, perpetuation of which constitutes the
real purpose of reviews such as Theoharis’. This is, and has always been, the central
myth of the FB1. Regardless of the variations and complexities of the lesser mytholo-
gles required to support it at a given moment or given context, it has remained
remarkably consistent and ultimately reducible to the simplest terms: “Don’t worry,
everything is QK now.” No matter when or in whatcircumstances the Bureau hasbeen
called to account, its official spockespeople and unofficial apologists can be counted
upon to queue up and say whatever is necessary to pass along the idea that, while
there may have been “problems” or “errors” in the past, these have been corrected.
There has never been, in such recountings, any current reason for worry or concern.
All has already been set right.

This theme prevailed in the 1920s, in the wake of the Palmer Raids. It was main-
tained in the "30s, after the worst of the Bureau’s union busting had been completed.
Itcontinued in the 40s, when the true extent of the FBI's surveillance of the citizenry
began to beapparent. During the’50s, it held up even as the Bureau’s linkages to Mc-
Carthyism were exposed. In the “60s, those who would pose uncomfortable ques-
tions concerning FBI activities were, like Martin Luther King, dismissed as liars and
“paranoids.” Even during the 1970s, as the COINTELPRO revelations were ushered
forth, the myth was used as the Bureau’s major defense. And in the end, as always,
it held sway. Meanwhile, through it all, the apparatus of political repression which
the myth was created to shield continued, essentially unhindered by real public
scrutiny of any sort, to be evolved, perfected and applied.

As we enter the “90s, the FBI's slaughter of “AIM militants” has long since been
completed and hidden from view. CISPES (Committee in Solidarity with the People
of El Salvador) and some 200 other domestic dissident groups have more recently
found themselves monitored, disrupted and occasionally destabilized by Bureau
operatives using many of the same COINTELPRQ tactics employed against “New
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Left” organizations two decades ago.* And still Professor Theoharis would have us
believe the FBI no longer engages in political counterintelligence programs and
whenevidence emerges to the contrary, the Bureau (not the victims) should be given
every benefit of the doubt.

We readily concur with his assessment that these are “important questions of
decided contemporary relevance.” Unlike him, however, we will continue to
conclude that their importance lies in the fact that, concerning the form and function
of the FBI, things have never been “OK.” Further, we will continue to assert that
things will never be OK in this regard until the realities both he and the Bureau seek
so desperately to hide are brought fully into the open, until the whole pattern of FBI
performance has at last been pieced completely together, called by its right name
and placed before the public. Then, perhaps, real corrective action can occur.
Unquestionably, the start of any such positive process must rest in destroying the
myth Theoharis so clearly presents.

The COINTELPRO Papers

Citation of materials not readily accessible to the general public is not in itself
sufficient to decide such issues, and this takes us right back to the proposition that
apicture is worth a thousand words. Therefore, in this follow-up volume to Agents
we will photographically reproduce a substantial selection of the FBI documents
which led us to the conclusions expressed in Agents. Hence, when we say, for
example, that the Burcau was engaged from its earliest moments in precisely the
same tactics of political repression which later marked the COINTELPRO era per se,
we do not intend to leave the matter open to debate or charges of “conjecture.”
Instead, we will provide the exact facsimile of a document - such as the accompa-
nying 1919 letter writtenby FBI Director]. Edgar Hoover proposinga strategy which
was ultimately used to neutralize black nationalist leader Marcus Garvey —allowing
the Bureau itself to create a “word picture” concretizing our case for us,

As concerns the Garveyletter, readers should take careful note of the fact, clearly
drawn by Hoover, that it is not written about an individual! who is believed to have
violated (or is planning to violate) any particular law. To the contrary, the FBI
director is recommending ~ to the very sort of Justice Department officials whose
“review” Theoharis would have us believe now safeguards us against such FBI
activities — that the federal government devote its vast legal resources to contriving
a case, any case, against Garvey, to make him appear guilty of a crime. In this way,
the black dissident’s eventual imprisonment could be made to seem a simple
“criminal matter” rather than the act of political repression it actually was. The key
to understanding what really happened in the Garvey case lies squarely in appre-
ciation of the fact that the decision to bring about his elimination had been made at
the highest level of the Bureau long before any hint of criminal conduct could be
attached to him.

In the same vein, when we contend that upon approval of Hoover’s plan the FBI
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1919 letter from J. Edgar Hoover to the Attorney General, propasing
to frame Marcus Garvey as a means of “neutralizing” the black
nationalist leaders political effectiveness.

used infiltrators against Garvey’s non-criminal United Negro Improvement Asso-
ciation (UNIA) in order to cast about for some kind of “evidence” through which a
plausible case against its leader could be developed, we are prepared to back it up.
For instance, we can reproduce the 1921 report to the Bureau from James Wormley
Jones, code-named “Confidential Agent 800, a black man paid by the Bureau to
work his way into a position of trust within UNIA. It should be noted thateven with
this highly-placed source of inside information, the FBI was unable to assemble any
sort of case against Garvey in its first two attempts, both of which had to be
abandoned for lack of even the appearance of substance. In the end, having charged
him with everything from income tax evasion to conspiracy, the Bureau managed
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toobtaina convictionon onlya single, relatively minor, count of mail fraud. This was
enough, however, to take the black leader out of the political arena and into Atlanta
federal prison, from whence he could be deported as an “undesirable alien” in
19272

Or, if we wish to leap three decades ahead and assert that comparable methods
were utilized by the Bureau visa vis “liberal” government officials such as Alger Hiss
—an expedient in promoting McCarthyism and the Red Scare of the late 1940s and
early "50s — we can produce documents to this effect. For example, consider the
accompanying letter from Horace Schmahl to FBI agent Thomas Spencer. Schmahl,
it should be noted, was an ostensible private investigator retained by Hiss defense
attorneys to ferret out evidence which would exonerate their client from charges
he’d used a position in the State Department to spy for the Soviet Union. In actuality,
Schmahl was reporting directly to the Bureau on every nuance of the defense
strategy, a matter which undoubtedly proved a great boon in the government’s
securing of a conviction.

The particular missive from Schmahl we reproduce is especially interesting
because it shows him alerting the FBI to Hiss’ attorneys’ plans to argue on appeal
that the key piece of evidence introduced by the government at the trial - a
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HORACE « . SCHMAHL
TRIAL FREPARATICHN ) _
TEL. DI4-1795 62 William Street

- New York, New York

Robert 5. Gilson,Jdr.
Edward F. Gamber
Assocliates

22 Wovember 1950

Mr. Thomas Spencer, Special Agent
Federal Bureau of Investigation
U. 5. Court House

Foley Square

Kew York, N. ¥.

Dear Mr. Spencert

Today I had a visit from Mr. J. Howard Haring, the hand-
writing expert who had been retained upon your suggestion by Mr.
McLean in the origional Hiss inovestigation. I had an occasion to
use Mr. Haring on some other matter, and he told me that Mr. Lock-
wood had recently called on him, accompanied by an attorney named .
Lane. Mr. Haring told me that Messers. Lockwood and Lane had with
them a typewriter expert named Tytel. According to Mr. Haring,
Lockwood and Lane proposed to retain Mr. Haring to assist Mr. Tytel
in some task which he had undartaken upon the request of Messrs.
Lackwood and Lane in anticipation of a new trial in the Hiss case.

It appears that Tytel had been retained by Mr. Hiss'
attorneys to reconstruct a Woodstock typewriter vhich would have
the identical type characteristics as the machine on which the
Whittaker Chambers papers had been typed. It seems furthermote
that Tytel is deing this work with the add of typed records only.
He claims that he has not seen or had any physical contact with
the Woodstock typewriter which figured in the original trial.

Tytel told Mr. Haring that he expected to testify in this anticipated
new trial that he had been able to reproduce a machine having the
same type characteristics as the machine introduced in the course
of the original trial without ever having seen the machine., This
would appear to indicate that Hiss* new counsel micht try to argue
that the Whittaker Chambers papers, on the basis of which Hiss was
convicted, were forgeries produced on a machine other than the
Fansler Woodstock typewriter which had been doctored up to match
the type of that machine. Mr. Tytel furthermore told Mr. Haring
that in the course of his efforts to ppoduce a Woodstock typewriter
which would match the type characteristics of the orlglnal machine,
he went "form biipd". Mr, Haring tells me that “form blindnessg”

is an eccupational aiiment that sometimes befalls handwriting or
typevriting experts when they concentrate strenuously on certain
types of print or writing over a period of time. Tyel wvanted to

Letter demonstrating that the private investigator supposedly working on Alger Hiss’
defense effort was actually reporting to the FBL

Woodstock typewriter once owned by Hiss, the type irregularities of which suppos-
edly matched those appearing in alleged espionage correspondence — could have
been altered to produce the desired result. Schmahl’s warning allowed the Bureau
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Fage 2 - Mr. Thomas Spencer

retain Haring to complete his work. Haring, who is a good patriotic
American, said that he wouid have none of it and suggested that
Messrs. Lockwood, Lane and Tytel legve his office.

Mr. Kenneth Simon left with my secretary an affidavit
obviously prepared by Mr. Rosenwald, which he wanted me to sign.
I refused to sign this affidavit. However, I am sending you here-
with enclosed a copy of it for your files.

I expect to ke pretty well tied up for the remainder of
this week and therefore, find it difficult to drop-up and see you
personally.

I would prefer that yov destroy this letter after it has
served your purpose. I remain, with my very best personal regatds
to yourself and Ir. McAndrews.

Faithfully yours,

Horace Schmahl

P.5. Needless to say that any other information that will come intg
my hands will be promptly submitted to you.

sufficient time to assemble a countering argument that no such modifications to a
typewriter were possible. When we say the FBI wasaware thatits counter-argument
— which served to keep the government’s “proof of espionage” propaganda cam-
paign alive (and Hiss in prison) was categorically untrue, we can make our case by
reproducing the accompanying January 1951 memo from A.H. Belmont to D.M.
Ladd in which the author admits the “FBI Laboratory advised that it would be
possible fora person who is well versed in typewriter defects and similarities in type
design to constructa typewriter so that it would make these defective characteristics
appear on paper when the machine was used.” Instructively, both documents were
among the many thousands of pages in its Hiss files the Bureau kept secret for nearly
three decades after the case was closed.™

Both of the examples used thus far have seemed to demonstrate that the reality
of COINTELPRO greatly predates the formal adoption of the acronym during the
mid-1950s. If, on the other hand, we wish to demonstrate that this reality has
continued to exist after the FBI so pointedly abandoned the term in 1971, we can
readily illustrate our point. We can, for example, simply reproduce the accompany-
ing September 1983 teletype concerning the infiltration of an agent with “extensive
UC{undercover] experience” into the Dallas chapter of CISPES. And lest the reader
be persuaded the Bureau was doing this because it genuinely believed the organi-
zation was engaged (or planning to engage) in bona fide criminal activities —
“terrorism,” according to current FBI director William Sessions — attention should
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Although federal prosecutors in the case of Alger Hiss contended that it would be
impossible to alter Hiss’ typewriter to match incriminating documents, here we find the
FBI acknowledging the reverse was true. Upon advice of the Bureau, the government con-
tinued to deny the possibility of alteration during Hiss’ appeal.
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Teletype descrlbing infiltration of CISPES, 1953.

be paid to the next reproduction, a November 1983 teletype originally classified as
“secret.” It explains rather clearly that the FBI found it “imperative to formulate
some plan of attack against CISPES,” not because of its suspected involvement in
terrorism or any other criminal activity, but because of its association with “indi- /
viduals [deleted] who defiantly display their contempt for the U.S. government by
making speeches and propagandizing their cause.” In plain English, CISPES was {
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Teletype proposing actions against CISPES because of its “defiance,” 1983,

politically objectionable to the Bureau — no more, or less — and was therefore
deliberately targeted for repression. COINTELPRO by any other name is still
COINTELPRO.#*

The collection of FBI self-portraits contained hereinis far from exhaustive. There

are several reasons for this, beginning, of course, with the fact that so many of the
Bureau’s documents remain secret. Conversely, the material which has been re-
leased runs into hundreds of thousands of pages, most portions of which are
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redundant, 2 seemingly endless repetition of the same theme. Many thousands of
the documents released over the years were provided in such poor quality that they
are simply impossible to reproduce with enough clarity to render them legible in
book format. Still others were released in such deleted form as to be useless in any
way at all (examples of this are provided in Chapter 1). A final problem presents it-
self in that the Bureau has run so many of these sorts of counterintelligence
operations, and over such an extended period, that any attempt to offer a compre-
hensive, start-to-finish exposition would inevitably prove too bulky for a single
volume, or even a dozen volumes.

Some means of not only organizing, but limiting the material we wish to present
has therefore been necessary. The method we have employed has been to focus our
attention on several of the entities the FBI itself has targeted for its fiercest attacks:
the Puertorriguerio independence movement, the black liberation movement (par-
ticularly the Black Panther Party), and the American Indian Movement. Addition-
ally, we will provide sections illustrating the tactics employed against a new left
organization, Students for a Democratic Society (SDS), and two of the old left, the
Communist Party, USA (CP,USA) and the Socialist Workers Party (SWP).* In each
case, given constraints of available space, we will provide background narrative to
“ground” our study, to provide readers with insights into the specific historical and
topical contexts from which the COINTELPROs emerged and functioned, both
socially and politically. In each instance, we also provide an overview of FBI
counterintelligence operations vis & vis the Bureau’s COINTELPRO targets since
such things were supposedly stopped in 1971.
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Most of the documentary material, with the exception of that concerning AIM,
is drawn directly from the period when COINTELPRO reigned in its own name.
This is partly because the documents are virtually crystalline in their representation
of what the FBI's domestic counterintelligence operations are all about. It is also
because, like the official non-Bureau sources we utilized in Agents, they provide so
obvious a basis from which to understand the meaning underlying the FBI's AIM
documents. The lines of continuity between the “pre-COINTELPRO,” COIN-
TELPRO and “post-COINTELPRO" eras are thereby dramatically underscored,
and perhaps asa result an increasing number of activists can learn to recognize them
from their own recent experiences. If so, this volume will have amply served its
purpose, for in such recognition may be forged the means by which we may
surmount the process of official political repression which has served for so long to
abort the potential for positive social change in the United States. In our view,
participation in the fostering of such change is the sole defensible motivation for
anyone to engage in the acts of writing or publishing at the present time.

Clearly, there were many reasons for our doing this book, but it was the outlook
expressed immediately above which ultimately proved decisive. In the end, wehave
assembled The COINTELPRO Papers, not simply to vindicate Agents of Repression, or
to have another bibliographical entry in the curriculum vita, but to amplify the con-
clusions we reached in that volume. Simultaneously, we have sought to create a
readily accessible mini-archive which will ultimately say more than we ever could.
We have felt a responsibility to do this because the sad fact is that COINTELFRO
lives. We must all learn its face. Only in unmasking it can we ever hope to destroy
it and move forward to our more constructive goals and objectives.

Ward Churchill & Jim Vander Wall
Boulder, Colorado
- May 1990 -



The COINTELPRO Papers

The FBI, by infiltrating and spying on selected groups in American society, arro-
gated toitself the role of a thought police. It decided which groups were legitimate,
and which were a danger - by FBI standards —to the Republic. It took sides in social
and political conflicts...deciding, for example, that those who opposed the war in
Vietnam, or whose skin was black, should be targets for FBI attention. Since the FBI
acted secretly, it distorted the political process by covertly acting against certain
groups and individuals. In short, the FBI filled the classic role of a secret political
police.

— David Wise -
The American Police State







Chapter 1

Understanding Deletions in
FBI Documents

We must be prepared to surrender a small measure of our liberties in order
to preserve the great bulk of them.

- Clarence M. Kelley -
FBI Director
1975

Anyone having opportunity to review documents released by the FBI immedi-
ately encounters the fact that in most cases portions of the original document have
been deleted. In some instances, this may consist of only a name or a few words;
elsewhere, the entire text of documents has been obliterated (see accompanying
examples) prior to their having been “made available” to the public. In such cases,
Bureau censors will almost always scribble a code or series of codes — (b)(1)(b), for
example — in the margins of each page, explaining the statutory basis upon which
they decided to withhold particular bits of information. In order to understand not
only the codes, but their underlying basis, it is necessary to review the evolution of
such “exemptions.”

“National Security”

The origins of the FBI's ability to declare its documents (or portions thereof)
secret by reason that their release might “compromise the security of the United
States” liein twoexecutiveordershanded downduring theearly 1950s. The first was
Harry Truman’s EQ-10290 (16 FR 9795, Sept. 25, 1951) which extended the military
system of national security classification over certain nominally civilian police and
intelligence agencies engaged in counter-espionage and counterintelligence opera-
tionsdirected at “agents of foreign powers hostile to the United States.” The Truman
order provided that the Bureau might withhold, even from courts of law, documents
deriving from such pursuits under four classifications: “Security Information - Top
Secret,” “Security Information - Secret,” “Security Information - Confidential,” and
“Security Information — Restricted.”

Two years later, President Dwight D. Eisenhower effected EO-10501 (18 FR
7050, Nov. 10, 1953} which revised the classification system to include only three
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The people’s right to know, Information “released” by the FBI on the
Rosenberg espionage case more than 30 years after the fact. Such exten-
sive deletion in Bureau investigative documents is not at all uncommon.
To the contrary, it has become normative under Renald Reagan’s E.O.
12356 if, indeed, documents are released at all.
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categories: “Top Secret,” “Secret,” and “Confidential.” The Atomic Energy Act of
1954 (68 Stat. 921) then added a fourth classification designated as “Restricted Data.”
Operating behind the shield of this series of headings, the Bureau also developed a
sequence of internal classifications of its own: “Strictly Confidential,” “Sensitive,”
“JUNE,” and even “Do Not File.” Taken together, this complex of security classifi-
cations was sufficient to hide virtually the entirety of the FBI's proliferating political
action files for a full decade.
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In 1964, congress passed the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA; 80 Stat. 250),
designed and intended to provide citizen access to government files, However, in
passing the act, congress failed to challenge the prerogative of the federal executive
tosimply declare whole bodies of information secret for reasons of national security.
Instead, the act allowed agencies such as the FBI to exempt material they felt was:

(A) Specifically authorized under criteria established by an Executive Order to be
kept secret in the interest of national security and (B) are in fact properly classified
pursuant to such executive order.

Thisloopholeallowed the Bureau to continue hiding its political files for another
decade. With the COINTELPRO revelations of the early ‘70s demonstrating just
what kind of documents the FBI was withholding, however, congress amended the
FOIA in 1974 (P.L. 93-502) to provide that Bureau claims to national security
exemption would be subject to in camera review by federal district courts to
determine whether the classification assigned file materials in given cases was
actually appropriate. This procedure may seem at first glance to representa solution
to the problem. But, as has been noted elsewhere:

The courts have shown reluctance to exercise their new power. Too often, despite
notorious abuses by many agencies of the power to classify documents, courts have
accepted at face value an agency’s allegation that information has been properly
classified, and have refused to exarnine the documents for themselves.!

Partof the problem may have beeninitially thatas of the date theamended FOIA
took effect (February 1975), even the lowest (“confidential”) national security
classification was still defined quite subjectively under Richard M. Nixon’s EC-
11652 (37 FR. 5209, March 8, 1972) as material of which “unauthorized disclosure
could reasonably be expected to cause damage to national security.”? In 1978,
President Jimmy Carter signed EO-12065 (43 FR 28950, July 3, 1978), defining the
classification somewhat more stringently: “’Confidential’ shall be applied to infor-
mation, the unauthorized disclosure of which reasonably could be expected to cause
identifiable damage to the national security [emphasis added).” Section 1-101 of this
order also stipulated that, “if there is a reasonable doubt which classification ['Top
Secret,” ‘Secret,” or ‘Confidential’] is appropriate, or whether the information should
be classified at al}, the less restrictive designation should be used, or the information
should not be classified.” Both points were reiterated in a separate directive to the
recently-formed Interagency Classification Review Committee (43 FR 46280, Oct. 2,
1978).

Inits amended form, the FOIA makes no allowance atall for restricting informa-
tion on the basis of “national security,” providing instead that classification must
pertain to matters genuinely affecting “national defense” and “foreign policy.”
Carter’s executive order and corresponding ICRC directive follow suit, atleast to the
extent that they define valid national security concerns as being only those matters
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clearly bearing on “the national defense and foreign policy of the United States.”
Section 1-601 of the order also specifies that “classification may not be used to
conceal violations of the law, inefficiency, an administrative error, to prevent
embarrassment 10 a person, organization, or agency, or to restrict competition.”

Asa domesticpolice agency, the FBI has—by definition - relatively little real role
to play in either national defense or foreign policy. This is all the more true when the
targets of the Bureau's attentions are U.S. citizens rather than “aliens” or “agents of
foreign powers” supposedly operating within the country. Yet, anyone examining
those documents the Bureau has “released” for public scrutiny will discover myr-
iad instances in which text has been blacked out, with an accompanying “(b)1)”
notation indicating this was done for reasons of national security. The text of entire
documents is often deleted on this basis, as was the case with some 95,000 pages
pertaining to the Rosenberg case alone, Purther, as Ann Mari Buitrago and Leon
Andrew Immerman have pointed out:

The FBI has also been known to “white” out classification markings entirely, so that
the reader cannot tell whether the markings had ever been made. This is an
unjustifiable practice unless - as is quite unlikely - the markings themselves are
exempt under the FOIA *

These deletion practices have been patently illegal sin 1975 when the amended
FOIA took effect and were even more so in light of President Carter’s instructions
in 1978. Hence, although no FBI employees were ever penalized for their blatantly
consistent violation of the law in this regard, occasional court victories forced se-
lected batches of documents into the open. In April 1983, however, Ronald Reagan
signed EO-12356 (48 FR 6304, April 9, 1983), effectively authorizing the Bureau and
other U.S. intelligence agencies to withhold documents as they saw fit.* While this
does not in itself legalize the FBI's documentary misconduct, it greatly confuses the
issue, making it as difficult to force the Bureau to reveal its files as it was in the late
1960s.

Police Records

The FOIA offers another set of loopholes, collectively know as the “(b}(7)
exemptions,” through which the FBI has routinely passed en route to deleting
information. The statutory language at issue allows the Bureau to withhold:

-investigatory records compiled for law enforcement purposes, but only to the
extent that the production of such records would (A) interfere with law enforcement
proceedings, (B) deprive a person of a right to a fair trial or impartial adjudication,
(C) constitute an unwarranted invasion of privacy, (D) disclose the identity of a
confidential source and, in the case of a record compiled by a criminal law
enforcement authority in the course of a criminal investigation, or by any agency
conducting a lawful national security investigation, confidential information fur-
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nished only by the confidential source, (E) disclose investigative techniques and
procedures, or (F) endanger thelife or physical safety of law enforcement personnel.

Taken together, these provide an umbrella under which the Bureau can hide
(and has hidden) many things. A particularly striking example concerns the use of
the (b) (7) (a) category: the FBI has consistently sought to employ it, but has argued
that FOIA applicants should not even be informed that it was being employed
insofar as such notification might alert the subjects of investigations that there was
{or had been) an investigation of them, and that the investigation was (or had been)
in regard to suspected criminal activities. By the same token, says the Bureau,
notifying applicants officially that there was no investigation of their activities
might serve to allow them to continue criminal conduct “secure in the knowledge
that the FBI is not yet on their trail.” Thus, in simplest terms, the Bureau holds that
it should be able touse the (bX7)(a) exemption whenever it wants, but the exemption
itself should be considered exempt within the “spirit” of the FOIA. Asis usually the
case, the FBI has simply proceeded to put its novel interpretation of the law into
practice from time to time; hence, one finds occasional passages blacked out by
Bureau censors without provision of accompanying code notations in the margins.

While struggling to prevent its reliance upon (b}(7)(a) from becoming a part of
the record, the Bureau has, on the other hand, indulged itself spectacularly in the use
of (bX7)(c), ostensibly to “protect the privacy” of third parties mentioned in docu-
ments, but who were not themselves subject to the investigation in question. This
tends to possessa certain appropriate sense until we note thati the censors have often
left many, even all, genuine third party names undeleted in the documents released
while simultaneously blacking out the names of agents and FBI officials (including,
in one document we have on file, the name of director ]. Edgar Hoover himself). The
latter, of course, are public officials rather than bona fide “third parties,” and have
never been legally entitled to “privacy” while in performance of their public duties.
The Bureau’s attempt to “reconcile” the situation has led censors to apply the
{(bX7)(¢) exemption to all names of third parties and FBI personnel alike in many
documents. Bureau abuse of thisexemption category was so flagrant that, ina memo
dated May 25, 1977, the Justice Department set forth guidelines intended to curtail
at least the worst manipulations:

..if the FBI has a file on John Doe - our requestor —and information has been deliber-
ately placed in that file which pertains to Richard Roe, that Roe information is
presumptively information about Doe as well and should not ordinarily be withheld
from him on 7(c) grounds. If it does not pertain to Doe, one may well ask, why is it
in the Doe file at all?...the routine excising/denial of all “third-party information”
is to cease.

The Bureau didn’tcomply, of course, any more thanit has ever conformed to the
legal requirements that it restrict its (b)(7)(d) deletions with regard to “informer
confidentiality” to appropriate instances. Despite a June 2, 1977 Justice Department
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memorandum emphasizing that the FOIA explicitly prohibited such exemptions to
conceal unlawful activities on the part of the Bureau, the FBI has continued to
conceal the fruits of its “black bag jobs” (burglaries) behind wording indicating they
derive from “anonymous sources” and deleting material as if these sources were
actually human beings. Similarly, the product of ELSURS (Electronic Surveillance)
is typically referred to as coming from “confidential sources,” with information
carefully deleted in such a way as to make it appear that censors are protecting live
informers.

One key to determining the type of activity at issue lies in the use of FBI internal
informant identity codes left intact in the documents:

Permanent numbers are assigned to “sensitive” sources of information — for ex-
ample “CSNY 1020-5* (“a confidential source, New York”) or “CNDI5” (“a
confidential National Defense Informant”). Source numbers followed by “S” are
“security” sources; by a “C,” “criminal;” by an “R,” “racial.” Asterisked sources are
unavailable to testify and are likely to beillegal investigativetechniques...Electronic
Surveillances and burglaries are often given “5*" numbers...

The FBI has also contended that it is entitled to utilize the (b)7){(d) exemption
with regard to the identity of virtually any informant insofar as individuals
performing such a “service” have done so only on the basis of a prormise of
confidentiality, either expressed or implied. For the most part, this is a categorically
false contention, Former FBI agents have pointed out that standard Bureau proce-
dure has ailways been to instruct informants from the outset that the FBI itself
retained the option of calling upon them to testify in open court, an understanding
by which promises of anonymity are effectively prectuded.s The Bureau’s conven-
ient “interpretation” of the FOIA in this connection serves to retain its power in de-
termining what (if any) information concerning informers will be released, and
facilitates its hiding of illegal intelligence-gathering techniques within the frame-
work of exemptions.

Another dubious use to which the Bureau has put the (bX7Xd) clause has been
to consistently delete the identities of government employees and agencies which
have provided information during investigations. This is not only contrary to the
intent of the FOIA, but in direct contravention of the guidelines laid down in the
FBI's own manual, which states clearly that federal employees cannot be considered
confidential sources. Bureau censors also habitually extend this lid of secrecy to
cover the identities of state and local agencies and personnel, such as police
departments, although they have absolutely no legal authorization to do so.

Finally, as with (bX(1) exemptions, there have always been serious questions
about how the Bureau utilizes (bX7Xd) to withhold information for reasons of
“national security.” Many of the FBI's more outrageous activities have been “reclas-
sified” under national security headings in order to hide them. Although the (b)}(7)
cluster of exemptions is legally bound to the 1974 FOIA Amendments Congression-
al Conference Committee definition that national security considerations exist
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solely in “military security, national defense or foreign policy,” as pertains to (bX1),

...most “national security” investigations {have] had no connection to any national

security interest. Investigations other than “criminal” or “applicant” were most
often called “subversive,” not “national security” cases. Such cases were conductex
under headings such as “domestic intelligence,” “internal security,” “subversive
matters,” “racial intelligence,” or “extremist.” Such cases involved domestic dis-
senters almost exclusively, with no connecting strand to national defense or foreign
relations. Yet these investigations are now, for concealment under FOIA exemp-
tions, being justified in the name of “national security.” The very term “investiga-
tion” is an euphemism when, as is often the case, it denotes a program to suppress
lawful political action and speech.”

As with the primary (b}(1), “national security” escape mechanism, much of this
transparently illegal Bureau manipulation of the classification system was shielded
by Ronald Reagan EQ-12356 in 1983.

Other Loopholes

One might think the preceding provided more than ample latitude for the
Bureau to hide most anything it desired. Not in the view of the FBI. For instance,
deletions have oftenbeen madeon thealleged basis that they areauthorized through
the FOIA (b)(2) provision that reporting agencies might exempt information per-
taining exclusively to “internal administrative procedures” such as “personnel’s
use of parking facilities or regulation of lunch hours, statements of policy as to sick
leave and the like.”* A 1976 Supreme Court ruling added that the “general thrust of
the exemption is simply to relieve agencies of the burden of assembling and
maintaining for public inspection matters in which the public could not reasonably
be expected to have an interest.”®

Notwithstanding these firm instructions, the Bureau has consistently “con-
strued” (b)X2) to mean that it is free to excise such things as markings referring to file
numbers, markings referring to type of investigation, records of document dissemi-
nation, case leads, agents’ initials and notes synopsizing the contents of given
documents. Self-evidently, all of this might well be of legitimate interest to the
public. A May 25, 1977 Justice Department memo ostensibly ended the routine
deletion of such material, yet the FBI has persisted in blacking out whatever in the
sphere it considers “sensitive.”’® An indication of what is meant by this may be
readily discerned in the fact that just one of the markings, “JUNE,” refers exclusively
to unwarranted electronic surveillance and surreptitious entries. Its very appear-
ance would therefore provide prima facie evidence of illegal Bureau activity.

The notation (b)(3) seldom appears with reference to FBl deletions; when it does,
it usually refers to information associated with secret grand jury proceedings.
Although the secrecy surrounding such proceedings is objectionable in a number of
ways, itislegally valid for the Bureau to withhold such material. Similarly, the (b)(5)



Understanding Deletions in FBI Documents 31

exemption, allowing the withholding of documents originating in other govern-
mentagencies(such asthe military, CI1A, orlocal police departments)is seldomused
by FBI censors, although itdoesappear from time to time. Anotheroccasionally used
exemption notation, “(kX5),” derives not from the FOIA but from the Privacy Act of
1974 (88 Stat. 1896). This allows withholding of:

-.investigative material compiled solely for the purpose of determining suitability,
eligibility, or qualifications for Federal civilian employment, military service, Fed-
eral contracts, or access to classified information, but only to the extent that the
disclosure of such material would reveal the identity of a source who furnished
information to the Government under an express premise that the identity would be
held in confidence, or, prior to the effective date of this section [Sept. 27, 1975] under
an implied promise that the identity of the source would be held in confidence.

Finally, as Buitrago and Immerman note, “One more ‘exemption’ must be
considered: one which, though not mentioned by the FOIA or PA, enables the FBI
to keep significant information from requesters. The FBI normally refuses to
provide, or inform the requester of, information unilaterally determined to be
‘outside the scope of or ‘not pertinent to” a request. Unfortunately, for the requester,
informationkeptback as ‘outside the scope’ may be highly pertinent to a request. Yet
this information will not be released and its existence will be difficult to discover.”2

Conclusion

Despite the considerable range of means, both legal and illegal, available to the
FBItokeepits documents (or portions of documents) secret, far more of this informa-
tion has become public than the Bureau wanted. This is due only in part to such
congressional actions as compelling disclosure of many of the Panther COIN-
TELPRO files, processes which almost automatically propel the documents thus
released into the FBI reading room. Large quantities of documents have also been
released as the result of privately generated law suits — more than 100,000 pages in
the Geronimo Pratt case alone,* another 100,000 as a result of litigation concerning
the 1969 Hampton-Clark assassinations in Chicago® — and individual FOIA re-
quests. Although each page of this material has been technically “declassified” and
introduced into the public domain, the Bureau is not required to make any special
public notice of the fact, or to make the items accessible through its reading room.
To the contrary, many such documents, once “released,” are denied to a different re-
quester.

Many thousands of pages of material therefore remain isolated in the hands of
individual recipients and - for FBI purposes — almost as secret as when lodged in
Bureau archives. While much of this material is redundant, it still bears a certain
research utility since FBI censors have proven amazingly erraticin what they delete.
Material blacked out when a document is released pursuant to a given FOIA request
or court order may well appear (although other information is usually censored)
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when the same document is provided with regard to a different request or order. In
the same fashion, whole documents which are withheld in a given release often
appear in the next. Comparison of multiple releases of the same document allow the
assembly of a complete, or nearly complete, version. By using this comparison
technique whole files can be assembled.

The task confronting those who wish to see as complete as possible a documen-
tary record (and research base) on FBI activities is thus not simply to try to compel
the Bureau to reveal more of its documents, although this is plainly an important and
necessary enterprise. It is also to assemble as broad as possible a selection of those
FBI materials which have already escaped from Bureau control in one place, where
they may be properly catalogued, indexed, compared and rendered generally ac-
cessible to the public. Indeed, a need has long been recognized, and on at least one
occasion seriously attempted, by progressives. The expense and sheer scale of such
effort, however, greatly outstrips the resources and capabilities of even the most
ambitious individuals and private political or legal organizations.

Still, the need is there. And it stands as mute testimony to the shallowness of
established rhetoric on “scholarship,” “openness,” and “the public’s right to know”
that no element of government, or any major library or university, has ever
undertaken to approach the task in anything resembling a systematic and compre-
hensive way. Until someone does, it is left to each of us to gather what we can, and
to learn whatever is possible from what we gather.



Chapter 2

COINTELPRO - CP, USA

During the ten years that | was on the U.S. Intelligence Board...never once
did I'hear anybody, including myself, raise the questions: “Is this course of
action which we have agreed upon lawful, is it legal, is it moral and
ethical?” We never gave any thought to this realm of reasoning, because we
were just naturally pragmatists. The one thing we were concerned with
was this: will this course of action work, will it get us what we want, will
it reach the objective we desire to reach?

- William C. Sullivan -
Former FBI Assistant Director
1975

The FBI's first formally designated COINTELPRO was directed against the
Communist Party, USA (CP or CP,USA). It was initiated by a closely guarded
memorandum written by Director ]. Edgar Hoover to a select group of officials
within the Bureau’s counterintelligence and internal security wings on August 28,
1956, bidding them to create extralegal “action programs” aimed at negating the
CP’s “influence over the masses, ability to create controversy leading to confusion
and disunity, penetration of specific channels in American life where public opinion
is molded, and espionage and sabotage potential.”* With the exception of the last
two areas mentioned, both of which seem to have been added on an almost pro forma
basis, the stated objectives of COINTELPRO-CP,USA were all entirely legal modes
of activity. The objective was thus plainly to “cripple or destroy” the CP as a political
rather than “criminal” entity. _

The immediate response to Hoover’s concealed directive was a second secret
memo, this one from Alan Belmont, head of the FBIs Internal Security Section, to L.
V. Boardman of the Counterintelligence Division, recommending that these two
legally separate units quietly collaborate to “foster factionalism” within the party
and “initiate on a broader scale than heretofore attempted, a counterintelligence
program against the CP.” Belmont concluded that “[t]he Internal Security Section is
giving this matter continuous thought and we are remaining alert for situations
which could afford additional opportunities for further disruption of the CP, USA."*

FBI counterintelligence operations against the CP predate these memos. The
party had been targeted for “special attention” from the moment it emerged under
the leadership of Louis Fraina and Charles E. Ruthenburg as a left-wing splinter of
the Socialist Party of America (SPA) during September 1919.* This was a period in
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American history when ideologies for positive social change had made tremendous
inroads into the country’s popular consciousness.

Talk of amajor ‘reconstruction’ of American society was commonplace, and support
for major and fundamental reforms was widespread...In a number of American
cities, such as Butte [Montana), Portland [Oregon], Seattle, Toledo and Denver,
Soldiers, Sailors and Workers’ Councils were formed in conscious imitation of the
Russian soviets, while thousands attended meetings in cities such as Denver, San
Francisco, Seattleand Washington, D.C. to demand recognition of Bolshevik Russia,
the freeing of political prisoners, and withdrawal of American troops from
Russia...Even more ominous in the eyes of conservatives was the clearly increasing
strength of radicalism within the labor movement.®

In response to this massive upsurge of public sentiment to alter the U.S. socio-
economic and political stafus quo, on June 12, 1919 Attorney General A. Mitchell
Palmer requested that congress appropriate $500,000 to “fight radicalism,”¢ On July
19:

Congress appropriated special funds for the Justice Department for prosecuting
radicals, and on August 1 Palmer announced creation of the General Intelligence
Division (GID), which had the sole function of collecting information on radical
activities. Under the leadership of a twenty-four-year-old graduate of Georgetown
University Law School named ]. Edgar Hoover, the GID began a program of
collecting information on radicals from private, local, state and military authorities,
set up index files on hundreds of thousands of alleged radicals, began to heavily
infiltrate radical organizations, and became a major agent fostering [a] red scare
throughits practice of sending out sensationalized charges against radicals to major
organs of the media, including charges that strikes and raceriots had connections to
communist activity. The GIIY's program of general surveillance of radical activity
was entirely without Congressional authorization, since money appropriated could
only be used for “detection and prosecution of crimes,” but the Justice Department
got around this by authorizing the GID to secure evidence which might be of use
under legislation “which may hereafter be enacted”...There is some evidence that
Hoover...deliberately exploited the radical issue to enhance the power and prestige
of the...GID, a tactic [he] would frequently use throughout his career.”

Actually, Hoovet’s prototype of the FBI did far more than “surveille” domestic
dissidents. Indeed, it took a lead role in carrying out the so-called Palmer Raids, a
draconian sweep of the nation designed to crush all manner of progressive expres-
sionin the U.S,, from anarchism and radical unionism to socialism and communism.
The first of these occurred on November 7, 1919, with GID agents raiding the offices
of the Union of Russian Workers (URW) in twelve cities across the country.
Although no evidence of criminal activity was ever linked to the URW, more than
650 warrantless arrests were effected; 250 more occurred in Detroit alone on
November 8.* By December 21, 242 alleged “radical aliens,” who had received no
token of due process in the matter, were packed aboard the steamship Buford and
arbitrarily deported to the USSR.* As concerns the CP:
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Theclimactic event of the red scareoccurred on January 2, 1920, when federal agents
under the direction of Hoover and Palmer swooped down on radical hangouts in
over thirty cities across the country and arrested somewhere between five and ten
thousand persons believed to be alien members of the CP and the [closely related
Communist Labor Party} CLP. Those arrested included virtually every local or
national leader of the parties, and the raids disrupted the activities of practically
every local communist organization in the country...The majority of arrests and
break-ins were made without ejther search or arrest warrants.!?

In New Jersey, “several ‘bombs’ were seized which turned out to be iron
bowling balls, Throughout the country, only three pistols were seized in raids on
what was [claimed]) to be dangerous radicals actively plotting a revolution.”:t
Nonetheless, the January 2 raids were followed up with “minor sweeping opera-
tions in various parts of the country during the next six weeks, with the last major
raid in Seattle on January 20,12

The massive arrests completely overwhelmed detention facilities in many areas. In
Detroit, eight hundred persons were detained for up to six days in a dark, win-
dowless, narrow corridor in the city’s federal building; they had access to one toilet
and were denied food for twenty-four hours.. Many of those arrested were beaten
or threatened while in detention; in some cases persons coming to visit or bail out
those arrested were themselves arrested on suspicion of being communists, Palmer
explained such persons were “practically the same as a person found in an active
meeting of the [CP] organization.”*?

Secretary of Labor William B, Wilson, meanwhile,announced onJanuary 19 that
mere membership in the CP would be considered sufficient grounds to warrant
deportationof alienresidents of the U.S,, orbring about the denaturalization of those
who had become citizens.** An unknown number of party members were shipped
abroad before U.S. District Judge George Anderson finally put a stop to the practice
in June of 1920, sharply rebuking Palmer and Hoover as having fomented virtual
mob rule from the right; “A mob is a mob whether made up of government officials
acting under instructions from the Department of Justice or of criminals, loafers and
the vicious classes.”s

Although the judge’s ruling effectively ended the federal onslaught against
progressive organizations, “by the mid-twenties, most liberals and social reformers
had been thoroughly intimidated. But the more lasting significance of the red
scare..was its devastation of all the organizations that had been built up so
laboriously for twenty years which were capable of providing leadership for any
sort of radical political or labor movement - the SPA, the IWW [Industrial Workers
of the World, ananarcho-syndicalistunion], the NPL [Non-Partisan League), the CP
and the CLP...[And the] general climate of repression that prevailed throughout the
twenties made it extremely difficult for rebuilding to occur.”** With regard to the CP
in particular, both party and FBI sources concur that this meant a drastic decline in
membership over a span of barely more than six months; in October 1919, the CP
ranks totaled 27,341, while by April of 1920 they had shrunk to 8,223.”
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Hence, when Hoover was able to recast the GID as the FBI in 1924, he was very
much in a position to sanctimoniously disavow any further “political activities” on
the part of his Bureau, not because of any legal or moral considerations, but because
he could feel he’d already destroyed radicalism as a viable force in American society.
Throughout the 1920s and most of the ‘30s, the director was true to his word, at least
insofar as placing a counterintelligence focus upon the CP per se was concerned.
Rather, the application of such methods became situational, designed to “keep alid
on” party growth by destroying particular projects through which the CP hoped to
bolster its shattered credibility, Examples of this include FBI collaboration in the
brutal suppression of the party-backed textile workers’ strikes in Passaic, New
Jersey (1926); New Bedford, Massachusetts (1927); and Gastonia, North Carolina
(1928).*® Similar handling was accorded CP initiatives to support the Unemployed
Movement and Bonus Army during the early "30s,'* while pressure was maintained
upon those — such as Eugene Dennis, Jack Barton, Sam Darcy, and Harry Bridges -
identified as key party leaders.2*CP forays into union activities in the ‘30s were also
repressed quite harshly, and with Bureau complicity, as in the Imperial Valley,
California agricultural workers’ strike (1930) and the Harlan County, Kentucky coal
miners’ strike (1931-32).»

Still, the decade of the Great Depression provided rather fertile ground for CP
recruitment, and by the late 1930s party membership was estimated to be as high as
40,000.2Hoover therefore appears to have determined that a resumption of counter-
intelligence measures against the party would be in order. In this desire, he was
aided to some extent by the formation of Representative Martin Dies’ House Un-
American Activities Committee in May 1938 and, briefly, by a wave of anti-CP
sentiment following the signing of the nazi-Soviet “Mutual Non-Aggression Pact”
in August of 1939.2* Beginning at least as early as September 6, 1939, Hoover utilized
adirective from President Franklin D. Rooseveltas the “authorizing basis” forillegal
action against the party. The relevant portion of Roosevelt’s instruction reads as
follows:

The Attorney General has been requested by mete instruct the Federal Bureau of the
Department of Justice to take charge of the investigative work in matters relating to
espionage, sabotage, and violations of the neutrality regulations,, This task must be
conducted in a comprehensive and effective manner on a national basis...To this
end, | request all police officers, sheriffs, and other law enforcement officers in the
United States promptly to turn over to the nearest representative of the {FBI] any
information obtained by them relating to espionage, sabotage, subversive activitiss,
and violations of the neutrality laws [emphasis added].2¢

Using the term “subversive activities” as a virtual synonym for the holding of
any left-leaning ideological outlook, arch-reactionary Hoover began todevoteanin-
creasing proportion of the Bureau’s energy and resources to “consideration” of
organizations such as the CP and Socialist Workers Party (SWP; see next chapter).
He encountered no resistance from the Roosevelt administration in such activities,
and, as COINTELPRO architect William C. Sullivan would later recall, the methods
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of “investigation” included such anti-CP counterintelligence measures as “sending
outanonymous letters and phone calls...in 1941.2* Sullivan also recounted how one
of his first assignments as an agent, in December 1941, was to bug and monitor party
meetings in Milwaukee2* But, by late 1942, the situation had changed appreciably.
With the U.S. engaged in World War II, and the Soviet Union a crucial ally in the
campaign against nazi Germany, Roosevelt sought to “clarify” his earlier position.
On January 3, 1943 he issued another statement:

On September 6, 1939, I issued a directive providing that the [FBI]...should take
charge of investigative work in matters relating to espionage, sabotage, and viola-
tions of the neutrality regulations, pointing out that the investigations must be
carried out inacomprehensive manner, ona national basis and all information sifted
and correlated in order to avoid confusion and irresponsibility...] am again calling
the attention of all law enforcement officers to the request that they report all such
information promptly to the nearest field representative of the [FBI].¥

Despite the president’s careful avoidance of using the words “subversive
activities,” a matter which can be construed as removing whatever authorization
Hoover might previously have enjoyed in terms of placing a Bureau emphasis upon
operations targeting “communists and communist sympathizers,” the director
consistently cited this 1943 directive as “further authorization” for his “war on
Bolshevism.” The FBI's anti-communist activities were thus continued without
disruption. For instance, on February 27, 1946, Intelligence Division head D.M. Ladd
suggested in a memo to Hoover that the Bureau undertake a campaign to influence
public opinion by leaking “educational material” about the CP through “available
channels.” The purpose of this, according to Ladd, was hardly investigative or
designed to stop criminal activity, either real or perceived. Rather, it was expressly
to cause the political undermining of party support accruing from such “liberal
elements” as churches and labor unions, and to “demonstrate the basically Russian
nature of the Communist Party in this country.”?* Hoover approved, and Ladd
turned to conservative columnists such as Walter Winchell as well asoutright fascist
sympathizers like Father John Cronin to carry the word.?®

Finally, in 1948, the Bureau’srole as a bastion of anti-communism, and as the pri-
mary vehicle for covert action against the CP, was concretized and to some extent
legitimated. Attorney General Tom Clark formulated a Justice Department policy
position, shortly after released as a public statement by President Harry Truman,
which relied almost entirely upon J. Edgar Hoover’s “interpretation” of Roosevelt’s
earlier posture:

On September 6, 1939, and again on January 8, 1943, a Presidential directive was .
issued providing that the [FBI] should take charge of investigative work relating to
espionage, sabotage, subversive activities, and in related matlers... The [FBI] has fully
carried out its responsibilities with respect to the internal security of the United
States under these directives...] wish to emphasize at this time that these directives
continue in full force and effect...Investigations in matters relating to the internal
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security of the United States must be conducted in a comprehensive manner, on a
national basis, and by a single central agency. The [FEI) is the agency designated for
this purpose. At this time again, I request that all information concerning activities
within the United States, its territories or possessions, believed to be subversive in
nature, be reported promptly to the nearest field representative of the Federal
Bureau of Investigation [emphases added]>

After a lengthy review and consultation with his National Security Council,
Truman issued a revised version of this statement, broadening his authorization of
Bureau action against “subversives, and in related matters,” on July 24, 1950.»
Meanwhile, “During HUAC hearings in 1949-50, the FBI resumed its open collabo-
ration with the now-Democratically-controlled committee. In fact, the major pur-
pose of HUAC hearings during these years seemed to be that of ‘publicizing
information in FBI files.””32 As the matter has been put elsewhere:

[The FBI's) efforts to contain radicalism by [such techniques as] leaking derogatory

information about prominent radicals and organizations did not constitute the sole
political activities of FBI officials. They also sought to reduce the ability of radical
organizations to function effectively or recruit new members. For a time, with the
intensification of Cold War fears and therise of McCarthyite politics, these informal
efforts bore fruit. In 1948, for example, twelve Communist party leaders were
indicted under the Smith Act of 1940 [18 U.S.C.A. § 2385]. Then, under provisions
of the McCarran Internal Security Act of 1950 (66 Stat. 163] and the Communist
Control Actof 1954168 Stat, 1146], Communist, Communist-front, and Cominunist-
action organizations wererequired toregisteras foreign agents with the Subversive
Activities Control Board and to label their publications as Communist propaganda.
Beginning in 1947 and extending throughout the 1950s, moreover, through highly
publicized hearings congressional committees (notably the House Committee on
Un-American Activities and the Senate Subcommittee on Internal Security) relied
directly or indirectly on FBI investigative reports to expose Communist influence
in the federal government, in the entertainment industry, in labor unions, and in
public schools and universities. Last, FBI investigative reports were employed
during the conduct of federal loyalty /security programs to raise doubts about the
loyalty of, and deny employment to certain [“subversive”] individuals.”**

As aresult of such harassment, J. Edgar Hoover was able to announce that the
anti-communist crusade in which his Bureau was playing such a leading role had
been able to bring about a reduction in overall CI* membership to approximately
12,000.”* Apparently realizing that his boast might be construed as an admission that
there was “no longer a need” for the Bureau’s services in “combatting subversion,”
he quickly offered a warning that although the number of party members might no
longer be large, the public should not allow the information to be used “by the
ignorant and apologists and appeasers of communism in our country as minimizing
the danger of these subversives in our midst.”**

The 1953 change from Truman’s “liberal” Democratic administration to that of
conservative Republican Dwight D. Eisenhower entailed no discernable alteration
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in the government’s view of the FBI's self-defined mission of “fighting commu-
nism.” To the contrary, on December 15, 1953, Eisenhower issued a statement in this
regard which amounted to little more than a paraphrase of that offered by Truman
in 1950.*¢Under Eisenhower, the bulk of FBI anti-CP activity was carried out under
the heading COMINFIL (for Communist Infiltration). Within this program, the
Bureau supposedly investigated party attempts to “influence” blacks, young people,
women, veterans, religion, education, industry and other targets. But, as the Senate
Intelligence Committee reported in 1976, although the COMINFIL investigations
were supposed to focus only on the CP {in its alleged role as an “agency of a foreign
power”] attempts to infiltrate various groups, “in practice the target often became
the domestic groups themselves” and the COMINFIL investigations “reached into
domestic groups in virtually every area of American political life.”*” There is no
evidence thatanyonein the Eisenhower administration ever expressed concern over
the situation.

Cumulatively, all of these things laid a reasonably solid post hoe policy foun-
dation under the Bureau’s anti-CP counterintelligence “efforts [which dated from]
the early 1940s,”** a flow of activity which congealed into COINTELPRO-CP,USA
by the mid-"50s. That the new program was devoted entirely to extralegal (or clearly
illegal) rather than prosecutorial initiatives was both because what the FBI had
typically found objectionableabout the Party wasits politics rather than any defined
{or definable) criminal behavior,” and even when this was not the case:

High-level FBI officials had always been deeply concerned about prosecuting
activities. These concerns increased after 1947 as FB] officials becametroubled by the
effect of prosecution on the FBI's intelligence-gathering capabilities, For example,
over one hundred FB] informants had had to be exposed during the various Smith
Act trials and Subversive Activities Control Board proceedings. Then, in a series of
important rulings in 1956 and 1957, the U.S. Supreme Court imposed major
restrictions on uses of FBI reports, challenged the premise that individual liberties
must be sacrificed to safeguard the national security, and thereby threatened to close
what for the FBI had been an effective means of propagandizing anti-radical fears.+®

In any event, Hoover provided a briefing report on the progress of COIN-
TELPRO-CP,USA on May 8, 1958. Although much has subsequently been made of
the notion that the Bureau’s COINTELPROs were conducted on an entirely autono-
mous basis, and without the knowledge of higher-ups, Hoover’s missive to Attor-
ney General William Rogers and Special Assistant to the President Robert Cutler
spelled out quite plainly that for nearly two years the FBI had been engaged in an
extensive program “designed to promote disruption within the ranks of the Com-
munist Party.” Specifically mentioned were tactics of using infiltrators to spark
“acrimonious debates” and “increase factionalism” within the CP, and a campaign
of anonymous mailings to generate “disillusionment [with] and defection” from the
party.* This was followed, six months later, on November 8, by Hoover’s provision
of a personal briefing to Eisenhower’s full cabinet concerning his anti-CP opera-
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Kickoff: The document which initdated COINTELFRO - CP, USA.

tions. Although the director’s exposition could hardly be described as exhaustive,
he utilized a dlassified (“Top Secret”) 36-page booklet which described COIN-
TELPRO-CP,USA as follows:

To counteract a resurgence of Communist Party influence in the United States, we
have a...program designed to intensify confusion and dissatisfaction among its
members. During the past few years, the program has been most effective. Selective
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informants were briefed and trained to raise controversial issues within the Party.
In the process, they may be able to advance themselves to high positions, The
Internal Revenue Service was fumished the names and addresses of Party
functionaries...Based on this information, investigations have been instituted in 262
possible income tax evasion cases, Anticommunist literature and simulated Party
documents were mailed anonymously to carefully chosen members,*

As Robert Justin Goldstein has observed, “Although the precise results of FBI
efforts cannot be determined, between 1957 and 1959, what was left of the CP was
virtually destroyed by factional infighting. Even as the CP collapsed into a tiny sect
of a few thousand members, FBI COINTELPRO activities increased and expanded.”*
When the political winds blew liberal Democrats back into the executive, replacing
Eisenhower’s Republicans in 1961, the COINTELPRO stafus guo was maintained.
On January 10, 1961 Hoover apprized the incoming Kennedy administration of the
anti-CP COINTELPRO by sending identical letters to Secretary of State (designate)
Dean Rusk and Attorney General {designate) Robert Kennedy. These read in part
that some of the Bureau’s “more effective” anti-communist counterintelligence op-
erations included:

...penetration of the Party at all levels with security informants; use of various
techniques to keep the Party off-balance and disillusion individual communists
concerning communist ideology; investigation of every known member of the
CPUSA in order to determine whether he should be detained in the event of a
national emergency...Asanadjuncttoour regular investigative operations, wecarry
on a carefully planned program of counterattack against the CPUSA...In certain
instances, we have been successful in preventing communists from seizing control
of legitimate organizations and have discredited others.*

Neither Rusk nor Robert Kennedy — nor John F. Kennedy, for that matter —
appear to have asked any questions on this matter, or suggested that perhaps the
Bureau was exceeding its investigative mandate in launching intentionally disrup-
tive direct action operations against a domestic political formation. The same may
be said for President Lyndon B. Johnson. Under his administration, subsequently
admitted COINTELPRO operations numbered 230in 1964, 220 in 1965, 240 in 1966,
180 in 1967, and 123 in 1968.%* As concerns the CP;

COINTELPRO activities against the CP continued, with such tactics as informing
the news media that the son of a CP couple had been arrested for drugs and that the
wife of a CP leader had purchased a new car as an example of the “prosperity” of
the CP leadership. In 1964, the FBI planted a document in the car of a leading New
York CP official that made him appear an informer; subsequently the official (who
had been convicted under the Smith Act and ordered to register as a communist by
the [Subversive Activities Control Board]) was expelled from the party. A 1965 FBI
memo reporting the expulsion stated that the affair “crippled the activities of the
New York State communist organization and the turmoil within the party contin-
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Memorandum initiating Operation Hoodwink,

ues to this date.” The FBE created a fictional organization in 1965 entitled the
Committee for Expansion of Socialist Thought in America, which purported to
attack the CP from the “Marxist right.” As a result of other COINTELPRO activity,
an FBI internal memo stated in 1965, “many meeting places formerly used on a
regular basis by the Communists have been barred from their use”...Frequently
actions which came under the CP COINTELPRO label were directed at non-CP
groups and individuals. Thus, the FBI targeted the entire Unitarian Society of
Cleveland in 1964 because the minister and some members circulated a petition
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Memorandum authorizing Operation Hoodwink. Senior FBI officials could not
havehelped butbe aware that the proposed plan could easily result in the murder
of CP leaders and arganizers. This became a standard COINTELPRO tactic.

calling for the abolition of HUAC and because the church gave office space to a
group the FBI did not like. In 1965, the FBI tried to block a City Council campaign
of alawyer who had defended Smith Act defendants. In 1966, the FBI tried to get the
Texas State Alcohol Beverage Control Commission to raid a Democratic Party
fundraising affair because two Democratic candidates who would be present had
participated in anti-war and anti-HUAC activities*®
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Operation Hoodwink continues, As can be seenin this document the FBI was not
content with attempting to use only “La Cosa Nostra” to do its dirty work against
the CP. From the Bureau perspective, reactionary unions would do just as well.
{(Memo continues on pages 45 and 46.)

Hence, having received what amounted to concurrence from at least four suc-
cessive presidents that illegal operations against the CP were “justified,” and would
therefore be condoned and hushed up, Hoover escalated the level of tactics em-
ployed within COINTELPRO-CP,USA to include attempts to orchestrate the assas-
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sination of “key communist leaders.” By 1964, this took the form, as is revealed by
the accompanying October 4, 1966 memo from counterintelligence specialist Fred J.
Baumgardner to Bureau Assistant Director William C. Sullivan, of “Operation
Hoodwink.” The plan was to provoke a “dispute” between organized crimeand the
CP and, as the means by which “La Cosa Nostra” tended to resolve conflicts was
rather well known (even to FBI officials), the desired outcome of the scheme is not
mysterious. As is readily apparent in the following memo, from Hoover and dated
October 10, 1966 the concept was quickly approved and implemented. Finally, as is
demonstrated by the third document in this series, from the SAC New York to




46 THE COINTELPRO PAPERS

Y 100=159407 1
Tk

"moptt let the GCommiss

%5 Patrictic American and Dnion Map¥

ke oTer N

wWith respect to the sbove letier, it i3 & faot that
thres lssdary of the Commuolst Pety, USA (CP,USA) were in Buda=
pest, Hubgary in Pebrusry and Maroh, 1968 to attend an Inter=
national Consultstive Meeting of Communlst and Workers Parties,
and mocounts of thelr scheduled attendencs sppanred in pewsw
paper wrtioless TwWo of th three leoaders havs aince returned
to the United Statem, Howaver, the inforsstion in the letter
that in Hungary Yit came up egZsin abont how his party is going
to elesn up the gangster sontrolled unions in ths Dnited States™
bBaa no basis in Cuct. A Lfew typing arrors would also be inserted
inte thlis latter,

8hould the Bureau approve of thla lettar for ancnymous
melling, it will be typed on sommercial stationery, updated, and
Jerox copies of this letter would be made on comnsrcinl satatiocpary,
and 1t will be meiled from New York Clty to the same Teamstier
pnion losals in Philedelphis to which the first anonymuous letter
was sent, The origina) of this lstter would pot be sant snd it
would he retained in inetant Liles

’ the WYO 1s again hopeful timt the abovs lettsr, though

it sohtaine aome information without basis in fect, will ressh
orininel elspents in the Teamsters Union and it might serve to
: ‘BE 35 ariminul slensnts and Lhe CP, USA

Hoover, dated January 22, 1968, Operation Hoodwink was not only continued over
a sustained period, but broadened to include a range of entities outside organized
crime as well. Although, unlike COINTELPROs directed against other organiza-
tions (see Chapters4, 5and 7), there isno evidence thatany CP member was actually
killed as a result of Operation Hoodwink, this is obviously not for lack of the FBI's
having tried to make things turn out otherwise.

Perhaps ironically, it was Hoover’s personal obsession with the CP - undoubt-
edly developed over more than four decades of trying unsuccessfully to destroy it
while constructing his personal anti-communist empire — which led him to insist on
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The cultivation of informers, usually of “weak character,” was a stapte of COIN-
TELPRO - CP,USA and similar FBI undertakings.

going ahead with repression of CP,USA even after it had accomplished its objec-
tives, and to thereby foster a bitter factionalism not only within the target organiza-
tion, but within the FBI itself. By the second half of the 1960s, the CP had become so
debilitated by the combination of unremitting counterintelligence operationsaimed
atit (in 1975, the Justice Department admitted the FB had engaged in 1,388 separate
COINTELPRO actions against the CP between 1956 and 1971) and its own ideologi-
cal contradictions that its membership had shrunk from more than 80,000 in 1946 to




48 THE COINTELPRO PAPERS

less than 2,800. Of these, fully half were categorized as “inactive,” while the
remainder averaged 49 years of ageand were considered “totally ineffectual” by the
Bureau’s own investigators.*” William C. Sullivan, under whose immediate author-
ity the COINTELPRO: fell, therefore sought to reallocate his resources to focus
upon “the mainstream of revolutionary action” in the U.S., a trend he associated
(correctly enough) with the Black and Puerforriguerio liberation movements and the
new left.** Hoover adamantly refused, and so, as Sullivan recounts:

Even though the CPUSA was finished we kept after them. Early in 1969 we learned
that the Soviet Union planned on sending [CP head Gus] Hall a gift of some
expensive stallions and mares which Hall planned to ship to his brother’s farm in
Minnesota. They expected to breed thoroughbreds and sell the colts to help fill the
coffers of the party, On learning about the impending gift to Hall, one of the
imaginative men in my division came up with an idea {which Hoover quickly
approved]. He contacted a veterinarian, and without telling him what it was about,
got thedoctor to agree to inject the horses with a substance that would sterilize them
before they were taken off the ship in New York+*

It was not a disagreement over whether endeavors such as COINTELPRO were
warranted or should be pursued, but against whom and by what prioritization.
Sullivan had come to view such anti-CP activities as “the horse caper” as being
largely childish, nonsensical or misdirected, eventually informing Hoover that, “if
there is no longer a Communist problem we should not spend money on it. In fact,
Ihave for some years been taking men off Communist work in the field and here at
Headquarters and putting them on some important work.”* Meanwhile, he had
becomeactively involved inaNixon administration planning group headed by Tom
Huston and intended to bring about greater coordination among U.S. intelligence
agencies, “upgrade theeffectiveness” of domestic counterintelligence activities, and
ultimately to depose “dinosaurs” such as Hoover (this is taken up in more detail in
Chapter 6). The director sensed what was going on. Hence, when Sullivan finally
went public on October 12, 1970 with his contention that the CP posed “no
significant threat to national security,”s* Hoover used this “insubordination” to
force the younger man into retirement.s A significant portion of the Bureau sup-
ported Sullivan, and there is evidence that only Hoover’s timely death on May 2,
1972 ended a process which was rapidly eroding the carefully crafted FBI cohesion
the director had built up over the preceding half-century.



Chapter 3
COINTELPRO - SWP

As long as [anti-communism] remains national policy, an...important
requirement is an aggressive covert psychological, political and paramili-
tary organization more effective, more unique, and if necessary, more
ruthless than that employed by the enemy. No one should be permitted to
stand in the way of the prompt, efficient, and secure establishment of this
mission.

—The Doolittle Committee Report —
1954

Aswith the CP, “modern” FBI counterintelligence against the Socialist Workers
Party (SWP, founded in 1938), began at least as early as the beginning of the 1940s,
A result was that one of the two Smith Act prosecutions brought by the government
on the basis of Bureau-assembled evidence during World War II was against this
party.! As Howard Zinn frames the matter, “Only one organized socialist group
opposed the war unequivocally. This was the Socialist Workers Party. The Espio-
nage Act of 1917 [C 30 Title 1, 40 Stat. 217, et seq.], still on the books, applied to
wartime statements. But, in 1940, with the United States not yet at war, Congress
passed the Smith Act. This took Espionage Act prohibitions against talk or writing
that would lead to refusal of duty in thearmed forcesand applied them to peacetime.
The Smith Act also made it a crime to advocate the overthrow of the government by
force or violence, or join any group that advocated this, or publish anything with
such ideas. In Minneapolis in 1943, eighteen members of the [SWP] were convicted
of belonging to a party whose ideas, expressed in its Declaration of Principles, and
in the Communist Manifesto, were said to violate the Smith Act. They were sentenced
to prison terms, and the Supreme Court refused to review their case.”?

When the high court finally did get around to considering the Smith Actin 1950,
it was in order to allow Justice Robert H. Jackson — fresh from a stint in Nuremberg
prosecuting nazis for, among other things, their legalistic persecution of leftists
during the 1930s — to articulate America’s “liberal” philosophical alternative in
handling “subversives.” Utterly ignoring the act’s proscriptions on anti-draft agita-
tion, Jackson held that “it was no violation of free speech to conviet Communists for
conspiring to teach or advocate the forcible overthrow of the government, evenif no
clearand apparentdanger [of such overthrow] could be proved. Toawait the danger
becoming apparent, he argued, would mean that “Communist plotting is protected
during the period of incubation; its preliminary stages of organization and prepa-
ration are immune from the law; the government can move only after imminent
actionis manifest, whenit would, of course, be too late.” Thus, for the supreme court,
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“some legal formula that will secure [the] existing order against radicalism” was
called for.?

The formula Justice Jackson sought was already at hand. In 1948, Republican
congressmen Karl Mundt of South Dakota and Richard M. Nixon of California
reported a draft bill out of Nixon’s House Un-American Activities Committee,
calling for the registration of all CP members as well as other radicals. Liberal
Democrats in the Senate objected vociferously, and President Truman ultimately
vetoed the legislation. As it turned out, the Democrats” problem was not with its
clear totalitarian implications, but that it hadn’t been heavy-handed enough in its
original form. Among themselves, senateliberals such as Estes Kefauver and Hubert
Humphrey supported an alternate version proposed by Nevada's reactionary Pat
McCarran which included provisions for “the ultimate weapon of repression:
concentration camps to intern potential troublemakers on the occasion of some
loosely-defined future ‘Internal Security Emergency.””* As what became the Inter-
nal Security Act of 1950 (also known as the McCarran Act, after its sponsor) went
through committee, Humphrey became obsessed that it might be “overly diluted,”
grousing openly that those herded into the planned camps might retain even the
most elementary rights such as that of habeas corpus. Allowing the politically
objectionable to retain any rights, he felt, would make for a “weaker bill, nota bill to
strike stronger blows at the Communist menace, but weaker blows.”* He needn’t
have worried; the act passed relatively intact, and was sustained over Truman’s
veto.$

In such a climate, the FBI was able to continue its ad hoc counterintelligence
operations against the SWP throughout the 1950s.” Unlike the situation with the CP,
however, these were never consolidated into a formal COINTELPRO during that
decade, & situation which seems largely due to J. Edgar Hoover’s personal assess-
ment that the term “socialist” was somewhat less extreme (and therefore less of a
priority) than the word “communist.” Nonetheless, by 1961 — witha tacit green light
from the newly-installed Kennedy administration on his anti-CP COINTELPRO
already in hand — the director determined it would be both timely and appropriate
to proceed in the same fashion against the SWP. Hence, on October 12 of that year
he dispatched a memorandum to several field offices instructing them to begin the
new “disruption program.” The rationale for this, according to Hoover, was that the
SWD:

...has, over the past several years, been openly espousing its line on a local and
national basis through the running of candidates for public office and strongly
directing and/orsupporting such causesasCastro’s Cuba and integration problems
arising in the South. The SWP has been in frequent contact with international
Trotskyite groups stopping short of open and direct contact with these groups.. It is
felt that a disruption program along similar lines [to COINTELPRO-CP,USA] could
be initiated against the SWP on a very selective basis. One of the purposes of this
program would be to alert the public to the fact that the SWP is not just another
socialist group but follows the revolutionary principles of Marx, Lenin and Engels
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as interpreted by Leon Trotsky.. ]t may be desirable to expand the program after the
effects have been evaluated *

Oneof thefirst “tasks” undertaken through COINTELPRO-SWP wasto attempt
to abort the judicial process in the case of the so-called Monroe defendants, a group
of blacks and a white supporter who had followed the leadership of Monroe, North
Carolina NAACP leader Robert Williams in adopting a posture of armed self-
defense against ku klux klan terror in 1961.* The SWP extended its cooperation to the
NAACP in establishing a multi-racial “Committee to Aid the Monroe Defendants”
(CAMD) to put together a legal effort through which to obtain acquittals on the
serious charges resultantly leveled against the accused. The initial expressed
purpose of CAMD was “to fight the anticipated extradition order for [Williams’
assistant Mae] Mallory, who was in Ohio, and Williams, whose whereabouts were
urknown, and to raise bail money for the three defendants in Monroe.”* As can be
readily seen in the accompanying document, dated June 14, 1962, the Bureau imme-
diately set out to break up this emerging support network, and thereby sought to
destroy or at least seriously impair the defendants’ right to mount an effective legal
defense. Thisaspect of COINTELPRO-SWP was continued in full force after Mallory
was extradited and the group went to trial facing capital charges in 1964. Under the
circumstances, they were convicted, although this was later overturned on appeal.”

On other fronts, “The Bureau would investigate on the slightest pretext. When
Lori Paton, a high school student in New Jersey, wrote to the Young Socialist
Alliance (the youth branch of the Socialist Workers Party) for information as part of
a project for her social studies class, agents visited the high school to ask about her.”12

Some of the COINTELPRQ activities against the SWP — revealed in Bureau docu-
ments that were released in 1975 in connection with a lawsuit filed by the Political
Rights Defense Fund - were very inventive indeed. In one instance, the Bureau
learned that Walter Elliott, scoutmaster of a Boy Scout troop in East Orange, New
Jersey, whose wife was a member of the party, had said he considered the Scouts a
better way of influencing young minds than joining the SWP. The Newark Field
Office, although its files contained “no public source information of a subversive
nature concerning Elliott,” reacted by persuading the Boy Scouts not to renew his
troop’s charter 1

Overall, COINTELPRO-SWT scems to have focused itself in the educational
and electoral arenas. For instance, as is reflected in the accompanying memo from
the Special Agent in Charge (SAC), Denver to the Director, FBI, dated May 5, 1965,
the Bureau produced and sent a phony letter ostensibly signed by “A Concerned
Mother” as part of a disinformation campaign designed to ruin the candidacies of
SWP members Barbara Taplin and Howard Wallace for the Denver School Board.
Again, as is shown in the accompanying October 1, 1968 memo from the Phoenix
SAC to the FBI director, the Bureau utilized similar disinformational techniques —in
an effort the SAC confused with simultaneous operations being conducted under
the rubricof COINTELPRO-New Left - to bring about the dismissal of Arizona State
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Meme initiating CAMD COINTELFPRO.

University professor Morris Starsky (a matter which was not consummated until
1970).¢ On other fronts, as Noam Chomsky has pointed out:

Beginning in the late fall of 1971, some curious events took place in Detroit,
Michigan. In late October, lists of supporters, contributors, and subscribers to the
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COINTELPRO against the SWF in Denver.

party newspaper were stolen from the headquarters of the Michigan [SWP]. A few
months later, the home of an [SWP] organizer was robbed. Valuables wereignored,
but membership lists and internal party bulletins were stolen. The burglaries
remain unsolved..If we ask who might be interested in obtaining the stolen
material, a plausible hypothesis suggests itself. The natural hypothesis gains
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Text of bogus letter targeting Taplin and Wallace (above). Memo initiating action
against SWP member Morris Starsky which cost him his faculty position at
Arizona State University (facing page).

support from the fact that persons whose names appear on the stolen lists were then
contacted and harassed by FBI agents, and a personal letter of resignation from the
party, apparently stolen from the headquarters, was transmitted by the FBI to the
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Text of one of the bogus letters by which Starsky’s dismissal was accomplished,

Civil Service Commission. Information that has since been obtained about FB]
activities, including burglaries over many years, lends further substantiation to the
conclusion that the FBI was engaged in one of its multifarious endeavors to
undermine and disrupt activities that fall beyond the narrow bounds of the
established political consensus...The Detroit events recall another incident which,
with its aftermath, became the major news story of 1974. But it would be misleading
to compare the Detroit burglaries to the Watergate caper..[Tlhe Detroit burglaries
are a far more serious matter...[IIn Detroit it was the political police of the nationat
government which, in their official function, were engaged in disrupting the
“sanctity of the democratic process,” not merely a gang of bunglers working
“outside the system.’?%
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The FBI's subversion of the electoral process through COINTELPRO-SWP has
had a number of effects which go far beyond the question of who wasallowed to win
inagivenrace. A classicexampleconcerns the 1966 candidacy of SWP member Judy
White for governor of the state of New York. In a memo dated October 24, 1966, the
SAC,New York informed Hoover that the New York field office had been successful
in undertaking a disinformation campaign which resulted in the state legislature’s
changing of the New York election laws to preclude anyone under 30 years of age
(which White was at the time} not only from being seated as governor, but from
campaigning for the governorship as well. The intent of this, from the FBI point of
view, was to block the SWT from having a forum.* The law, as altered by the Bureau,
remains in effect a quarter-century later,

While COINTELPRO-SWP appears never to have entailed anything approach-
ing the level of hoped for violence evident in COINTELPRO-CP,USA’s Operation
Hoodwink, or the concretely lethal dimension of several other COINTELPROs,
there is at least one instance in which the FBI attempted to set an SWP candidate up
to suffer physical harm. This concerns the Party’s 1968 presidential candidate, Fred
Halstead, who incorporated a trip to visit U.S. forces in Vietnam into his campaign.
In a memo dated July 23,1968, the SAC, New York proposed to the FBI director that
the Bureau plant inflammatory information in the military press with the idea that
this might cause G.L.s to physically attack Halstead upon his arrival.!” Although the
idea was approved on July 25, there is no indication service personnel responded in
the desired manner. According to Halstead, he was instead “received in a friendly
and courteous way. Never in a hostile way.”**

Other anti-SWYP efforts followed the pattern, established in the CAMD case, of
attempting to foil alliances, real or potential, between the Party and other organiza-
tions. Notably, this included the spiking of a tentative asscciation between the SWP
in New York and the then-emergent Organization of Afro-American Unity (OAAU)
headed by Malcolm X in 1965. In a memo dated June 15, 1965, the SAC, New York
informed director Hoover that, “SWP influence on the followers of Malcobm X [can]
be disrupted by emphasizing the atheism of the SWP as opposed to the basic
religious orientation of the [OAAU).” Hoover quickly approved, and by August the
New York SAC was reporting that, “It is believed probable that the disintegrating
relations between the SWP and [the OA AU] can be attributed to the disruptive tactic
authorized...and will result in a continued loss of influence by the SWP among this
group of Negroes,”*

As is evident from the accompanying memo from the SAC, New York to
Hoover, dated February 13, 1970, the Bureau also went to considerable lengths —
including the pornographic — in using disinformation to undermine coalitions
between the SWF and new left anti-war organizations such as the New Mobilization
to End the War in Vietnam (“Mobe” or “New Mobe”) during the late 1960s and early
’70s. As examples of the kind of activity involved:

In August 1968 the New York FB! office sent [an]) anonymous letter to 68 “new left
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groups” and “peace groups.” The purpose of the FBI letter was to “widen the split”
between the YSA and a prominent anti-war group called the Student Mobilization
Committee to End the War in Vietnam (“SMC"). The letter accused the YSA of
disrupting the SMC and of opposing the only really effective elements within the
SMC. There is testimony to the effect that the letter caused great trouble within the
YSA. The trouble related to the suspicion and worry as to who would write sucha
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Pornographic cartoon mailed to selected Mobe organizers in order to exacerbate
tensions between them and the SWP.

letter and what its effects would be. In September 1968, to furtherembarrass the SWP
and the YSA, the FBI sent a follow-up anonymous letter. This letter ridiculed these
organizations for cowardice in the demonstration at the 1968 Democratic Party
convention in Chicago. The letter implored the SWP and YSA to “stay home” on
future occasions of this kind...The SWP and YSA participated in an anti-war group
called the National Mobilization Committee ("MOBE"). In February 1969 the FBI's
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New York office sent out ananonymousletter ridiculing MOBE's activities at the so-
called “counter-inaugural” that took place in Washington, D.C. at the same time as
President Nixon’s inauguration in January 1969. The letter was sent to members of
various anti-war groups, including the SWP and YSA. There is testimony that this
letter aggravated certain problems within MOBE. MOBE ceased operation in
February 1969...The next FBI effort invelved an anti-war parade in New York City
that took place on April 5, 1969, This parade was jointly sponsored by the SWP, YSA
and SMC., Since it was to involve both civilians and military personnel, the sponsors
of the parade considered it particularly important to keep the parade peaceful, so as
not to draw the military personnel into trouble with the law, Just before the parade,
the FBI's New York office distributed an anonymous leaflet entitled “Notes from the
Sand Castle” (the latter term being slang for Columbia University), accusing the
“SWP-YSA-SMC coalition” of cowardice in not being willing to fight the “pigs”
(police) and to accumulate “battle wounds.” The FBI's expressed purpose in
creating the leaflet was to “disrupt plans for the demonstration and create ill-will
between the SWP-YSA and other participating non-Trotskyist groups and individu-
als.” The evidence shows that this communication created difficulties in managing
the march...In December 1969 the New York FBI office sent an anonymous obscene
leaflet to 230 individuals and erganizations urging them to "flush” the SWP and
YSA from the successor to MOBE, called New MOBE. From the scope and nature of
the operation, the court concludes that it had a disruptiveeffect of the kind intended
bytheFBI...InFebruary 1970 the New York FBl office senta memorandum to various
anti-war activists purporting to be written by a member of New MOBE. The FBI's

urpose was to “create splits” between the SWP participants and other groupsinthe
New MOBE coalition. The memorandum attacked “the Trotskyites” for taking
control of the New MOBE and for resisting the recruitment of blacks. The FBI was
aware, through its informant system, of criticism of the SWP about racial imbalance
disfavoring blacks. The court concludes that this operation had a disruptive effect
of the kind intended by the FBL..The SMC planned a conference at Catholic
University, Washington, D.C. in February 1971. An internal FBI memorandum
recommended efforts to bring the university’s attention to the SWP/YSA’s alleged
domination of the SMC, and to disrupt the conference. The FBI distributed an
anonymous leaflet in advance of the conference date, entitled “Trotskyists Wel-
comed at Catholic University!” The leaflet questioned whether the Catholic Church
had been “duped again,” in allowing its facilities to be used by the SMC...This
operation was carried out under the COINTELPRO-New Left program. The evi-
dence shows other instances of FBl operations designed to disrupt the SWP {in this
regard].**

Although COINTELPRO-SWP had been officially terminated by the time its ex-

istence was revealed through a court-ordered release of documents to NBC reporter
Carl Stern on March 7, 1974,3 the New York Times reported two years later (five years
after the “termination”) that FBI infiltration and disruption of the Party was

continuing unabated.?* For instance:

An FBI report dated June 20, 1973 [ie.: after COINTELPRO-SWP supposedly
ended), refers to the FBI having obtained “items stolen from the YS5A local office.”
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The reference is to certain file cards removed by [Timothy] Redfearn from a private
file box. Redfearn regularly obtained confidential documents from the YSA, so that
the FBI could copy them. Redfearn would then return the documents to their
original location. In a report dated January 22, 1974, the FBI rated Redfearn as
“excellent.” On February 3, 1975, Redfearn was arrested by the Denver police for
burglaries unrelated to his informant activities. Redfearn requested FBI assistance,
but the FBI declined to help him [or 5o it says]. Redfearn then cooperated with local
police and gave them information regarding other persons who were burglars or
fences. Redfearn was{allegedlyldiscontinued asan FBI informanton April 17,1975.
Shortly thereafter he was [unaccountably) given a deferred prosecution [rather than
a suspended sentence, or some such, which would be much more usual in the case
of a snitch] on the local burglary charges...Redfearn then called the FBI, which
reinstated him as an informant on May 28, 1975. Beginning in June 1976 Redfearn
started to work ata book store in Denver that was operated by The Militant. Redfearn
told the FBI that this would give him accessto records of both the SWP and the YSA.
On July 2, 1976, the SWP headquarters in Denver, located in the book store, was
burglarized. A padlock on the door to the book store had been cut, and the contents
of a file cabinet and a small box of petty cash were taken, On July 7 Redfearn called
his FBI contact agent and showed him a group of SWP files [taken from the
cabinet]...After the SWP burglary was reported in the local news media, the FBI
claimed no knowledgeof the matter. A local FBl agent was called beforea grand jury
in Denver and denied knowing how Redfearn had obtained the files

Given this, there is no particular reason to assurne such anti-SWP activities on
the part of the Bureau have ever really ended. Be this as it may:

[Between 1960 and 1971] the FBI approved and implemented forty-six disruptive
COINTELPRO operations against the SWP; in addition, from 1960 to 1966, the FBI
conducted over ninety burglaries of SWP offices, and photographed over eight
thousand pages of SWP files, including financial records and personal letters 24

All of this undoubtedly was intended to quash:

..the threat of intellectual independence and uncontrolled political and social or-
! ganization [which] has been well contained...Alone among the parliamentary de-
; mocracies, the United States has had no mass-based socialist party, however mild
and reformist [since 1920], no sccialist voice in the media, and virtually no
departure from centrist ideology within the schools and universities, at least until
; the pressure from student activism impelled a slight departure from orthodoxy
| [during the 1960s]. All this is testimony to the effectiveness of the system of controls
that has been in force for many years, the activities of the FBI being only the
spearhead for far more extensive, substantial, and effective - if more low-keyed -
measures enforced throughout American society.*®

Interestingly, as with its simultaneous operations against the CP, the FBI's
COINTELPRO-SWT was probably self-defeating on its own terms. By the 1960s,
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both the CP and the SWP were, like most old left organizations, moribund. Left to
themselves, they would undoubtedly have simply passed into a well deserved
oblivion. Ultimately, “the only thing that seemed to keep organizations like the SWP
going was the attention and concern of the FBI; just as their appeal would fade, the
Bureau would issue a new warning about how dangerous they were and new
recruits would flock to the cause.”**The situation is made even more interesting by
thefact that this largely useless (in itsown terms) COINTELPRO ultimately resulted
in the Bureau’s losing a suit filed against it by the Political Rights Defense Fund on
behalf of the SWP on July 18, 1973, under provisions of the Federal Tort Claims Act
{28 US.C. § 2401 [b]).>” After years of preliminary maneuvering, during which the
government resisted plaintiff discovery motions and repeatedly moved for dis-
missal, the case came to trial in New York on April 2, 1981 .2*Five years after the trial,
on August 25, 1986, U.S, District Judge Thomas P. Greisa ruled that the Bureau had
indeed violated the basic rights of the plaintiff’s over an extended period, through
“the FBI's disruption activities, surreptitious entries and use of informants,” he
awarded the SWP a total of $246,000 in damages as a result.?* This was followed, on
August 17,1987, by Judge Greisa’s issuance of an unprecedented injunction against
the FBI's use of the estimated 1,000,000 pages of investigative documents it had
compiled on the SWP and its members since 1940 for any reason whatsoever,
without the judge’s personal consent, due to the illegal activity which had attended
the gathering of the material; the injunction applies to all police and intelligence
agencies - federal and local — within the U.5.3¢

Hence, even many of the “intelligence gathering” (as opposed to counterintel-
ligence) activities which are associated with COINTELPRO - the use of infiltrators
and informers against political targets, to take a notable example —have at last been
declared unconstitutional ina courtof Jaw, Asthe celebrated constitutional attorney
Leonard Boudin, who handled the case, has putit, “Thislawsuit represented the first
wholesale attack upon the entire hierarchy of so-called intelligence agencies that
[have] attempted to infiltrate and destroy.. Jawful political partlies]...The SWP and
the Political Rights Defense Fund have carried to a successful conclusion a case
whose victory materially advances the First Amendment rights of speech and
association, and the Fourth Amendment Rights against invasion of privacy.”*



Chapter 4

COINTELPRO - Puerto Rican
Independence Movement

[Agents of the FBI's Domestic Intelligence Division] should bear in mind
that the attitudes expressed by the President, the Director, and many
legislators in Congress, have been to curtail the militant actions...on the
part of a significant group of...people in the United States today. The
thinking of the Supreme Court of the United States has beenalong the lines
of suppressing the activities of those who openly advocate the overthrow
of democratic authority in the United States. In addition the Internal
Security Division of the Department of Justice has been specifically en-
larged and strengthened to deal with these matters,

- ]. Edgar Hoover -
1970

On February 27, 1946, D. Milton Ladd, head of the FBI's Intelligence Division,
wrote a memorandum to J. Edgar Hoover recommending the Bureau cut back its
operations in Puerto Rico, “specifically excepting” counterintelligence measures
aimed at “communists and members of the Nationalist Party” on the island.! The
memo emerged from the context of relations developed by the U.S. with its small
Caribbean neighbor during the period since the formerassumed direct “ownership”
of the latter in 1899, after the Spanish-American War:

The United States had to make the Spanish feel their loss from the war. Because Spain
had no cash left, as [U.S. plenipotentiary] Whitelaw Reid put it, “No indemnity was
possible, save in territory.” We thought of taking Cuba, but “desolated by twelve
years of [its own anti-colonialist] war,” the country wasn’t worth much. That left
Puerto Rico..?

Having acquired theisland through conquest, the federal government set out to
determine how the new possession should be managed:

The result of [more than a year of] congressional debate was the Foraker Act of 1900
[31 Stat. 77, named after Senator Thomas B. Foraker, its sponsor], which was
Congress’s first essay in crafting the so-called Organic Acts that were to govern
Puerto Rico. Puerto Rico became a new constitutional animal, an “unincorporated
territory” subject to the absolute will of Congress, a colonial status that was

63
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recognized by the Insular Cases by the Supreme Court...Representative [James D.]
Richardson’s abservations on Hawaii were quoted in thedebate on the Foraker Act:
“Nations have always acted and should govern themselves at all times upon
principles which are entirely different from those which activate individuals...In
looking at the question of any foreign territory the only question that should enter
into consideration by us is one question: Is it best for the United States? The weal or
woe, the misery or happiness, the poverty or prosperity of the foreigner or those to
be annexed is not involved.?

With this self-enabling legislation in hand, the U.S. next installed a puppet gov-
emment to administer its new colony, This consisted of “a governor and an
Executive Council appointed by the president of the United States, who also
appointed all the justices of the Supreme Court.” With a government under its total
control in place, “the customs duty on Puerto Rican goods was removed [by
congress]; dependent for export of its products, free of duty, to the mainland, the
island became a regional economy of the United States. Thus, by 1901, the Foraker
Act had set the essential framework of the U.S. connection. The political framework
might be enlarged in the direction of home rule in an endeavor to remove the stigma
of colonialism; the economic bond would work against any final severance of
permanent political union with the metropolitan power.”®

At first, the island response was to follow U.S.-stipulated procedural forms in
atternpting to alter the politico-economic equation. By 1916, however, Puertorriquerio
sentiment against the nature of federal rule had risen to a point which caused
Washington to reveal just how meaningless its “due process” really was. Concerned
that a scheduled “referendum on the imposition of U.S. citizenship and the military
draft” might result instead in an overwhelming vote for complete independence,
President Woodrow Wilson arbitrarily suspended balloting until July 1917, affer
passage of the Jones Act (39 5fef. 951) unilaterally conferred citizenship and its at-
tendant obligations upon the island populace, regardless of Puertorriquefio desires.®
As to any prospect of eventual independence, the House Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs proclaimed that “Our people have already decided Porto Rico [sic] is
forever to remain part of the United States [emphasis added].””

Under such conditions, an increasing number of Puertorriquefios turned to non-
electoral means of changing their circumstances. Following in the tradition of
Ramén Emeterio Betances, one of the few island leaders who openly advocated
complete separation from Spain prior to 1898, the Puerto Rican Nationalist Party
(NPPR) was founded in 1922; Pedro Albizu Camnpos became its president in 1930,
“injecting it with his radical nationalism.”® Rejecting elections as “a periodic farce to
keep the Puerto Rican family divided,” Albizu called for a strategy of direct action
to achieve full national sovereignty ” The federal response was tolaunch a campaign
of repression against the independentistas, a matter for which the government was
equipped with an on-site military (primarily naval) presence, the island’s national
guard, and the local colonial police apparatus working in direct liaison with the FBI
(which maintained a field office in San Juan, as well as resident agencies in Ponce,
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Aguadilla and Fajardo).!® Although the Bureau’s counterintelligence role in the
events occurring in Puerto Rico during the "30s is sketchy at best, Ladd’s memo
provides firm indication that it was an active one, and that Albizw’s followers were
a particular target. The island’s police commander, Colonel Frank Riggs announced
that his men were in a state of “war to the death with all Puerto Ricans.”

In the face of this, Albizu proclaimed a quid pro quo of sorts: “for every
Nationalist killed, a continental American would die.”** Hence, when the police
fired into a crowd of student demonstrators (killing five) from the University of
Puerto Rico at Rio Piedras on October 24, 1935, the NPPR replied by assassinating
Riggs himself.1*

Albizu wanted revolution, but the United States tried to prevent one by holding the
next face-off, notin the streets butin the courts. On March 7, 1936, federal authorities
[read: the FBI) raided nationalist headquarters, collected “compromising evidence,”
and collected Albizu Campos and seven of his closest colleagues as well. The charge
was sedition; the penalty, if convicted, was a long stretch in a mainland - never
Puerto Rican - prison.'*

As Ronald Fernandez has observed, “since eight Americans and four Puerto
Ricans failed to reach a consensus, the first trial ended in a hung jury..[so] in the
second trial, federal officials took no chances. They stacked the jury with twelve safe
people. Ten were Americans, two were Puerto Ricans, and together they produced
a verdict which federal prosecutors found ‘satisfactory.””** Official opinion held
that the two-to-ten year sentences meted out to Albizu and most of the other NPPR
leadership “ought to go far to restore order and tranquility on the island.”*¢ This
assessment undoubtedly seemed all the more solid to the government insofar as the
prosecution’s “need to gather evidence” for the sedition trial had been used as the
basis from which to undertake “the first use of Grand Jury proceedings to harass,
intimidate, and cripple an organized national liberation movement.”*” Specifically
atissuein this regard was the sentencing, on April 2,1936, “toa year in federal prison
of the then Secretary General of the Nationalist Party, Puerto Rican poet Juan
Antonio Corretjer, for contempt...in refusing to surrender to [the grand jury] the
minutes and list of members of the party.”** However:

Exactly the opposite occurred. Indeed, after the Federal Court of Appeals upheld
Albizu’sconvictionin February 1937, Puerto Rico witnessed what isquite accurately
referred to as a massacre of nationalist supporters, To show solidarity with Albizu,
his followers planned a parade in Ponce...[H]eavily armed police blocked off every
street in the vicinity...a shot rang out. Within minutes, twenty civilians, some just
bystanders, had been killed and more than 150 wounded.*

Despite government contentions that the NPPR itself was responsible for the
bloodbath, the American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU), after an exhaustive in-
vestigation, concluded “[t]he facts show that the affair of March 21, 1937, in Ponce
was a massacre...due to the denial by police of the civil rights of citizens to parade
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and assemble. This denial was ordered by the [U.S. appointed] Governor of Puerto
Rico.”2® Badly battered, the independentistas responded with a rapid series of repri-
sals before withdrawing into an extended period of regroupment:

In June 1937, two nationalists tried to kill the federal judge who presided at Albizu’s
trial; during a rally at which Puerte Rico’s resident commissioner defended the use
of the American flag, two nationalists tried to kill him. And, on July 25, 1938, at a
parade celebrating the fortieth anniversary of the American takeover, Albizu's
followers tried to assassinate Governor Blanton Winship by firing more than eighty
shots at the reviewing stand. Somehow Winship escaped injury, but his bodyguard
was wounded and a colonel in the National Guard was killed by a stray bullet.®!

With Albizu in prison — he ultimately served more than 18 years behind federal
bars before dying of radiation-induced cancer in 1965 — the NFPR underwent a
period of intense internal turmoil. The extent to which FBI infiltration facilitated its
resultant fragmentation is unclear but, again, Ladd’s memo suggests some such in-
volvement. In any event, effectively leaderless and undoubtedly tired of incessant
discord and infighting, a significant portion of the membership had, by 1945, drifted
toward the softer and “more realistic” position of advocating commonwealth status
rather than fullindependence for Puerto Rico, a postureadvanced by theliberal Luis
Muiioz Marin and his Partido Popular Democritico (PPD}, founded in 1938 This ero-
sion was offset to some extent by the formation of a caucuscalling itself the Congresso
pro Independentista (CPI} which, by 1946, had largely merged with Concepcion de
Garcia's Partido Independentista Puertorriquerio (PIP). The general flow away from the
NPPR appears to have been what the federal government had in mind at a
counterintelligence level, and Ladd’s memo suggesting that pressure might be
removed from all those other than active communists and /or nationalists should be
viewed as a way of “encouraging defection.”

By 1948, Muiioz Marin, posing himself as an “alternative to the violence of the
independentistas,” was able to win Puerto Rico’s first elected governorship on the
basis of a promise that he could negotiate a favorable resolution to the island’s
political status question with federal policy-makers.* “But Congress had absolutely
no intention of letting Puerto Rico go. That the United States wanted to retain its
colony was made clear to Mufioz on his frequent trips to Washington, and in theend
he settled for what Congress was willing to give. Testifying before the House in
March 1950, Muitoz [was reduced to] repeatedly telling congressmen what they
wanted to hear,” that he and the PPD would willingly bow to the authority of their
colonizersin exchange for approval of a “constitution” which was itself utterly sub-
ordinate to the will of the U.5.2* By this point, even the mainstream Puerto Rican
press was attacking Mufioz as a sell-out.®*

It was into this scene of perceived betrayal on the part of many Puertorriquerios
that Pedro Albizu Campos returned after a full decade of incarceration. Immedi-
ately, he informed the independentistas that, “the Nationalist Party {which he sought
to revitalize] is going to dynamite America and expel the Yankees from Puerto
Rico...The day always comes when justice arms the weak and puts the giants to
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flight. Then another Te Deum shall be sung...but it will be preceded by armed
struggle.”*

On Qctober 30, 1950, a group of approximately two thousand nationalists orches-
trated uprisings throughout the island...in the mountains, the nationalists not only
took over the town of Jayuya, they used it as a temporary capital for the sovereign
republic of Puerto Rico...in San Juan, Mufioz was lucky to be alive, Armed with
machine guns and Molotov cocktails, five nationalists had entered La Fortaleza, the
governor’s residence, intent upon killing him and blowing up the structure that had
always been a potent symbol of colonialism *®

Mufioz Marin’s would-be executioners were killed and the revolt put down
{(with considerable direct U.S. military involvement), but, “two days after the attack
on La Fortaleza, two New York nationalists — Oscar Collazo and Grisilio Torresola
—took a train to Washington. They meant to kill President Truman, but when they
spotted guards at the entrance to Blair House (Truman’s temporary residence),
Collazo opened fire, and within seconds Terresola and a police officer were dead.
Examining Terresola’s body, police found letters from Albizu Campos. Although
they said nothing explicitabout an assassination...they led to Albizu’sarrestand im-
prisonment.”?* This was followed, on March 4, 1954, by four independentistas
managing to smuggle aguninto the House of Representatives, where they were able
to wound five congressmen before running out of ammunition.3®

As in the late 1930s, the momentum achieved by the NPPR could not be sus-
tained. Exhaustion and factionalism once again took their toll during the late *50s,
as the independentistas splintered into such smaller student organizations as the Fed-
eracién de Universdrios Pro Independencia (FUPI) and Federacion Estudiantil pro In-
dependencia (FEPI, a high school level group), as wellasa proliferating number of sec-
tarian “grouplets” like the Accién Patridtica Revolucionaria (APR) and Movimiento 27
de Marzo, each committed to continuing the armed struggle on its own terms. Asis
the case with the 1940s, the precise role of FBI infiltration, disinformation, and so
forth in helping this disintegration process along is murky, but subsequent Bureau
memoranda allude to the fact that active counterintelligence operations were oc-
curring at some level. Meanwhile, the PIP’s increasingly legalistic strategy of
“fighting the regime from within the regime,” promulgated by party founder
Gilberto Conception de Garcia had come to seem largely irrelevant to a growing
number of activists. The slack in radical party politics was taken up, to a certain
extent at least, by recruitment of former NPPR members into the Movimiento por
Independencia Puertorrigueiio (MPIPR), headed by the avowed marxist-leninist, Juan
Mari Bras, and the emergence of the Partido Socialista Puertorriguerio (PSP).”

It wasat this juncture that the FBl implemented a formal COINTELPRO with the
expressed intent of bolstering the U.S. colonial grip on Puerto Rico through the
expedientof destroying virtually the entire spectrum of left opposition on theisland.
Inamemorandum to the SAC, San Juan (accompanying text}, on August5, 1960, FBI
director J. Edgar Hoover announced that the Bureau was “considering” the new
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Memo initiating COINTELPRO - Puerto Rican Independence Movement.

COINTELPRO, and stipulated he was no longer interested in operations which
involved “mere harassment.” San Juan complied, at least on the level of planting
disinformation in the island press, as is indicated in the accompanying letter from
Hoover to the SAC, dated November 14 (but referring to a October 26, 1960 commu-
nication from San Juan), in which the director critiques a fabricated news story. In
the same missive, Hoover recommends gearing up the COINTELPRO, using already
existing infiltrators within “groups seeking independence for Puerto Rico” in the
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Re Puresu letter dated 9/13/60
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.4

f ends are as follows: ﬁj
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New York field office response to COINTELPRO startup.

role of provocateurs. The director felt that “carefully selected informants” might be
able to raise “controversial issues” within independentista formations such as the
MPIPR, as they were even then doing within the CP,USA and preparing to do within
the SWP. Further, he pointed out that such individuals might be utilized effectively
to create situations in which “nationalist elements could be pitted against the
communist elements to disrupt some of the organizations, particularly the MPIPR
and...FUP1L” He also instructed that “the San Juan Office should be constantly alert
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-

\
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the Communist Party, USA, (CPUSA) for possible use againat
the Pusrio Rican indepsndence groups, 1t sppesra that the exact
same tactles would not be appllsable,
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The Bureau’s first plan of attack against the independentistas .

for articles extolling the virtues of Puerto Rico's relationship to the United 5tates as
opposed to complete separation from the United States, for use inanonymous mail-
ings to selected subjects in the independence movement who may be psychologi-
cally affected by such information.”

As can be seen in the next document, the New York field office (in cooperation
with San Juan) had responded with a concrete “action proposal” within 48 hours,
Within months, San Juan was reporting back regularly on the relative success of its
various counterintelligence operations (such as in the accompanying November
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1960 memo describing the planting of an editorial in the San Juan daily, El Mundo
and other actions), and receiving a steady flow of suggestions from Hoover as to
how to improve the COINTELFRO's effectiveness (see accompanying document,
dated November 21, 1962). By late 1967, the director was positively jubilant in his
assessment to the San Juan SAC of the “benefits” accruing from such tactics:

[The COINTELPRO has served to] confuse the independentist leaders, exploit
group rivalries and jealousies, inflame personality conflicts, emasculatethe...strength
of these organizations, and thwart any possibility of pro independence unity femphasis
added].?

In achieving the results which so delighted the director, the San Juan SAC had
first and foremost taken a tip from Hoover that, “the PSI [Public Security Index] is
interested in publishing anticommunist articles, particularly those which could
expose pro-Cuban and communist influence in the various national independence
organizations in Puerto Pico...The purposes of this program are to disrupt the
activities and lessen the influence of nationalists and communists who seek to
separate Puerto Rico from the United States.”>* The COINTELPRQ thusincluded a
full-scale disinformation component by which agents systematically planted ar-
ticles and editorials (often containing malicious gossip concerning independentista
leaders’ alleged sexual or financial affairs) in “friendly” newspapers, and dispensed
“private” warnings to the owners of island radio stations that their FCC licenses
might be revoked if pro-independence material were aired.

The articles and editorials...were placed mainly in E! Mundp, a Spanish language
daily dating back to the early part of this century, and owned since the 1960s by
Northamerican Mrs. Argentina Hills, the 1977-78 president of the Interamerican
Press Association (a U.S. fomented association of newspaper owners in this
hemisphere). E! Mundois also one of the Knight (U.5.) chain of newspapers...The San
Juan Star, a Scripps-Howard (U5} chain newspaper, and EI Imparcial in its latter
days, after the death of its pro-independence owner, Sr. Ayuso, were also used to
plant articles and editorials...Other less prominent newspapers like El Vigia, the
University of Puerto Rico’s Catholic Youth organ, and the so~called Bohemia Libre
Puertorriqueria —well described by the Bureau as an “anticommunist and anti-Cuban
publication” — were also used to disseminate the accusation that FUPI was commu-
nist and thus ”scare other University students away from joining it.”*!

Concerning radio programming, there is clear evidence that agents “talked to”
the owners of radio stations WLEO in Ponce, WKFE in Yauco and WJRS in San
German about their licensing as early as 1963.* One result was cancellation of the
one hour daily time-block allotted to “Radio Bandera,” a program produced by the
APU.% Such tactics to deny a media voice to independentistas accord well with other,
more directly physical methods employed during the 1970s, after COINTELPRO
supposedly ended:

{There was] the bombing of Claridad [daily paper first of the MPIPR and then the
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The FBI's plan of attack against the independentistas is refined and developed in this 1962
memo, written when the COINTELPRO was approximately two years old. The tactics
involved have continued to be perfected overthe years, but show every indication of still
being used by the Bureau and other police agencies at the present time (albeit, often
without a formal counterintelligence label).
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PSP] printing presses which has occurred at least five times in the present decade.
Althoughthe MPI [now PSP] usually furnished the police with detailed information
asto the perpetrators of these acts, not even ore trial has ever been held onthisisland
in connection with these bombings, nor even one arrest made. The same helds true
for a 1973 bombing of the National Committee of the [PIP].**

Operating in this sort of curtailment in exposure of valid independentista views,
the FBI was able to sow discord and factionalism within and between targeted
groups much more effectively, “beginning with FUPI and the [NPPR] in 1960,
through the [APU] in 1962 and 1963, [and later] Ligua Socialista Puertorrigueria, the
MPI[PR] and...the PIP.”?* In order to accomplish this, as the accompanying June 12,
1961 memo from the San Juan SAC to Hoover indicates, the Bureau engaged in
intensive investigation of independentistaleadersboth on theisland and in New York
in order to ascertain their (real or arguable) “weaknesses” in terms of “morals,
criminal records, spouses, children, family life, educational qualifications and
personal activities other than independence activities.” The findings, however
flimsy or contrived, were pumped into the media, disseminated as bogus cartoons
or “political broadsides,” and/or surfaced within organizational contexts by provo-
cateurs, all with the express intent of setting the leaders one against the other and at
odds with their respective organizational memberships.

The Bureau assessed such undertakings as being quite successful, a matter
witnessed by the accompanying AIRTEL from Hoover to the SAC, San Juan, dated
March 9, 1962, in which distribution of a bogus leaflet accusing the FUPI leadership
of “secret links to communism” is discussed. When evidence to support such red-
baiting contentions could not be discovered, the FBI's COINTELPRO specialists
simply made it up:

MPIPR leaders, cognizant of the basic antipathy of Puerto Ricans, predominantly
Roman Catholic, to communism, haveconsistently avoided, at times through public
statements, any direct, overt linkage of the MPIPR to communism...The [San Juan
office] feels that the above situation can be exploited by means of a counterintelli-
gence letter, purportedly by an anonymous veteran MPIPR member. This letter
would alert MPIPR members to a probable Communist takeover of the organiza-
tion.*?

Such methods were routinely employed against all independentista organiza-
tions, as is shown in the accompanying memo from the San Juan SAC to Hoover,
dated November 21, 1962 and targeting the APU. Things also assumed a highly
personal tone, as when in 1966 an unidentified agent dummied up aletter to MPIPR
head Juan Mari Bras “warning” him to “beware the ambitiousness” of a younger
colleague.*® By 1968, such tactics had evolved to the point that Mari Bras was being
accused in Bureau-fabricated leafletsand cartoons of “sending young men out to die
asmembers of the Comandds Armados de Liberacidn [CAL, an armed formation whose
dedication was often misused by the FBI for such propaganda purposes] while he
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Early COINTELPRO memeo recapping disinformation tactics employed against
Federacién de Universitdrios pro Independencia (FUPD) and the results obtained
thereby. Such methods were used against independentistas throughout the dura-
tion of the COINTELPRO in Puerto Rico.
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Early document delineating plan to discredit selected independentista
leaders. Such tactics appear o still be in use today.

remainfed] protected by his foreign benefactor [supposedly Cuban premier Fidel
Castro].”*

These methods were used not only to divide Pueriorrigueriosamong themselves,
but to forestall alliances between any of the various elements of the independentista
movement and progressive groups on the U.S. mainland. For instance, when the
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Text of “anomymous leaflet” circulated in 1962 to discredit Juan Mari Bras.

black liberation journal Soulbook published an editorial entitled “The Puerto Rican
Revolution” in 1965, arguing that Puertorriguefios and mainland Afro-Americans
shared both a common heritage and a common oppressor,*2 COINTELPRO experts
in New York saw to it that anonymous and thoroughly racist “letters of objection”
were immediately dispatched to the MPIPR:

We resent the implication that (name deleted) black nationalist allies in the editor’s
statement that our people are Negro as was our martyred leader Pedro Albizu
Campos. We are proud of our Spanish heritage and culture. Although Negroes are
welcome in our movement and may seek refuge in our nation, let it not be said that .
the majority of [Puertorriguerios) are Negro.*® ]

On October 23, 1967, the New York SAC also came forth with a plan to
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Fragment of 1964 memo in which the FBI takes credit for the near-fatal heart
attack of Juan Mari Bras. Such claims were repeated during the mid-70s in the
wake of the assassination of the independentista leader's son.

disseminate a forged leaflet in the name of Juan Mari Bras and designed to
misrepresent the MPIPR in such a way as to alienate a number of stateside
organizations — Youth Against War and Fascism, the Progressive Labor Party, the
Socialist Workers Party, Movimiento por Independencia, Casa Puerto Rico, the Worker’s
World Party and Young Socialist Alliance among them — with which Mari Bras had
been attempting to forge a united front.* Similarly, the Bureau sought to thwart any
possibility of a constructive relationship between independentistas and socialist
countries or liberation movements located outside the U.S. By 1966, the FBI was
preoccupied with “statements made by Mari Bras covering efforts to gain independ-
ence for Puerto Rico through the United Nations, support of the Cuban government
and the South Viet Nam Liberation Front (Viet Cong).”** One response to this
“threat” was the preparation and distribution of a cartoon (see page 89) purporting
to show Mari Bras and other MPIPR leaders under the direct control of Castro
Other efforts in this vein included a campaign of sexual slander targeting Dofia
Laura Meneses, wife of Albizu Campos, and Juan Juarbe y Juarbe, NPPR Delegate
for External Affairs (both were living in Havana at the time) for purposes of
“ridiculing the Puerto Rican independence movement, and the government of Fidel
Castro.”* By 1971, the Bureau was even undertaking COINTELPRO actions to
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Fragment of typical memo describing use of bogus leaflet to foster factionalism
within the independentista movement.

prevent a link-up between the essentially defunct CP,USA on the basis that CP
leader Gus Hall had traveled to Puerto Rico, “raised the pricrity of Puerto Rican
independence” for his party, and promised to champion the cause when he traveled
to “the USSR and other socialist countries,”**

Predictably, the sorts of manipulations involved in the COINTELPRO against
the Puertorriqueiio independence movement entailed more than the fostering of
confusion and infighting among independentistas and the public at large. There can
be no doubt that lethal outcomes were acceptable to, even desired by, the FBI. For
example, as the accompanying excerpt from a July 1964 memo from the San Juan
SAC to Hoover bears out, the Bureau considered Mari Bras’ near-fatal heart attack
during April of that year to have been brought on, at least in part, by an anonymous
counterintelligence letter. Far from expressing regret, or concern that perhaps the
FBI was overstepping its intentions in light of these consequences, the SAC con-
cludes by promising to “be on the lookout to exploit [our] achievements in this field
[emphasis added]” in the future, and to “advise the Bureau of other positive results
[emphasis added]” of the COINTELPRO in Puerto Rico.The pattern remained
evident more than a decade later when, as Mari Bras subsequently testified before
the United Nations Commission on Decolonization (after reviewing portions of the
75 volumes of documents the FBI had compiled on him), the Bureau undertook
tactics apparently intended to cause him to suffer a second coronary:

[The documents] reflect the general activity of the FBI toward the movement, But
some of the memos aredated 1976 and 1977; long after COINTELPRO was [suppos-
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Counterintelligence from cradle to grave. Document announcing FBI plans to add the
high school organization Federacidn Estudianti! pro Independencia (FEPI) to its list of
COINTELPRO targets in Puerto Rico, Indications are that the Bureau continued its op-
erations against Puertorriguedio juveniles until at least 1971 and in all probability
much longer, perhaps through the present moment.
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the concern expressed that it not be discovered the letter originated with
the FBL. Hundreds of such letters are known to have been sent.

edly] ended as an FBI activity...At one point, there is a detailed description of the
death of my son, in 1976, at the hands of a gun-toting assassin. The bottom of the
memea is fully deleted, leaving one to wonder who the assassin was. The main point,
however, is thatthe memois almost joyful about the impact his death willhave upon
me in my Gubernatorial campaign, as head of our party, in 1976.4°

After this impact expressed itself in the form of an attack of severe depressicn
the same year, the San Juan SAC noted ina memo to FBl headquarters that, “It would
hardly be idle boasting to say that some of the Bureau's activities have provoked the
situation of Mari Bras [emphasis added].”** Obviously, one possible interpretation of
this language is that the FBI had a hand in orchestrating the murder of the MPIPR
leader's son, or at least helped cover the trail of the assassin(s). Given the context
established by the Bureau's own statements vis 2 vis Mari Bras, it also seems quite
likely that one of the means by which the FBI continued to “exploititsachievements”
in “provoking the situation” of the independentista leader was to arrange for the
firebombing of his home in 1978,* in addition to maintaining such normal “inves-
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tigative” harassment as obtaining copies of every single deposit slip and check
written on his personal account for more than 20 years.*?

Plainly, thelethal or near-lethal dimension of the Puerto Rico COINTELPRQO ex-
panded dramatically during the 1970s, after such operations had been allegedly
terminated. As Alfredo Lopez recounted in 1988:

[Olver the past fiftexn years, 170 attacks - beatings, shootings, and bombings of
independence organizations and activists — have been documented.. there have
been countless attacks and beatings of people at rallies and pickets, to say nothing
of independentistas walking the streets. The 1975 bombing of a rally at Mayaguez that
killed two restaurant workers was more dramatic, but like the other 170 attacks
remains unsolved. Although many right-wing organizations claimed credit for
these attacks, not one person has been arrested or brought to trial.*?

This pattern of seeming ineffectuality on the part of the FBI and cooperating
local police agencies when it comes to solving violent crimes against groups or
individuals targeted by COINTELPRO is revealing in a way which will be explored
more thoroughly in our chapter on the Bureau’s anti-AIM operations. Suffice to say
that there can be no question that “lack of manpower” accounts for such apparent
ineptitude, By the 1970s, the FBI's San Juan field office was rostered with four
squads {about 80 agents), with another squad posted to each of the three resident
agencies (an additional 60 agents, overall), exclusive of a steady flow of technicians
from the mainland brought in to perform one or another “special task,” all inter-
locked tightly with the island’s substantial local police force.** Further, the Bureau
is known to have customarily shared information and coordinated activities on the
island with the CIA, Secret Service, Naval Intelligence Service, 771st Military
Intelligence Detachment, the State Department, and Office of Naval Intelligence, all
of which maintain facilities and appreciable numbers of personnel on site in Puerto
Rico.* All of this adds up to an incredible saturation of agents on a small Caribbean
island with an aggregate population of only 3.5 million. And, while the Bureau can’t
seem to muster the wherewithal to apprehend any of the perpetrators of thebeatings
and bombings of independentistas, it has always had ample resources available to
engage in anti-independentista gossip and editorializing, keeping track of Mari Bras’
checkbook, and arresting numerous FUP] students engaged in distributing pro-in-
dependence literature on such weighty charges as “possessing marihuana ciga-
rettes.”>¢

In those few instances when the FBI did actually become involved in the
investigation of themurders of independentistas during the’70s, theresults have been
bizarre. For example, when Teamster activist Juan Caballero disappeared in 1977,
the Bureau atypically joined in the search for him. On October 25, a body was found
in the El Yunque rain forest, badly decomposed and trussed up in electrical wire.
This, the FBI announced, was Caballero, who had probably been killed by “associ-
ates” who suspected him of having been a “police informant.” No such suspicion
had existed prior to the Bureau’s announcing it. Then, mysteriously, it was discov-
ered that the dental structure of the corpse failed to match that of Caballero. Further
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COINTELPRO continues. Ongoing disinformation operation against Mari Bras and
the MPIPR in 1969. Note sexual innuendos.

tests revealed that the body lacked evidence of a bone fracture in the right hand the
ostensible victim was known to have suffered. The fingers of a hand were then
severed and shipped to the FBI crime lab in Washington, D.C., for fingerprint
identification. The lab promptly “lost” the fingers. The fate of Juan Caballero thus
remains unknown, as does the identity of the individual actually murdered in El
Yunque.¥”
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Equally novel have been the techniques by which the Bureau has amassed
“evidence” of alleged independentista violence. Take, for instance, the case of the
“hopping fingerprint” after the shooting of North American attorney Allen Randall
in September 1977.% Shortly after the killing, a communique was supposedly
received from a “worker’s commando,” taking credit for the action and explaining
the rationale underlying it. A follow-up communique was said to have been
received withina matter of hours, Two dayslater, local police, acting on information
provided by the FBI, arrested island Teamster head Miguel Cabrera and several
other key union organizers, Cabrera’s fingerprint, the Bureau said, had been found
on the first communique. At a pretrial hearing during January of 1978, however, the
prosecution produced Bureau-provided evidence that Cabrera’s fingerprint was on
the second communique rather than the first, thus producing the joke among the
defendants that the print was busily hopping from document to document in the FBI
crime lab, During the trial in 1979, police records were subpoenaed by the defense
which showed that the Bureau had requested a set of Cabrera’s prints prior to
receivingany evidence in the case, amatter which strongly suggested the crime lab’s
conclusions had been predetermined. As a result, Cabrera and his colleagues were
acquitted.*

A much clearer instance of direct FBI involverment in anti-independentista
violence is the “Cerro Maravilla Episode” of July 25, 1978, On that date, two young
activists, Amaldo Dario Rosado and Carlos Soto Arrivi (son of the distinguished
Puertorriguefio novelist, Pedro Juan Soto}, accompanied a provocateur named Alejan-
dro Gonzilez Molavé, were lured into a trap and shot to death by police near the
mountain village. Official reports claimed the pair had been on the way to blow up
a television tower near Cerro Maravilla, and had fired first when officers attempted
to arrest them. A taxi driver who was also on the scene, however, adamantly insisted
that this was untrue, that neither independentisia had offered resistance when
captured, and that the police themselves had fired two volleys of shots in order to
make it sound from a distance as if they’d been fired upon. “It was a planned
murder,” the witness said, “and it was carried out like that.”*® What had actually
happened became even more obvious when a police officer named Julio Cesar An-
drades came forward and asserted that the assassination had been planned “from
on high” and in collaboration with the Bureau.®! This led to confirmation of
Gonzilez Molavé'sroleasaninfiltrator reporting to both the local police and the FBI,
asituation which prompted him to admit “having planned and urged the bombing”
in order to set the two young victims up for execution 2 In the end, it was shown that:

Dario and Soto [had] surrendered. Police forced the men to their knees, handcuffed
their arms behind their backs, and as the two independentistas pleaded for justice, the
police tortured and murdered them.**

None of the police and other officials involved were ever convicted of the
murders and crimes directly involved in this sordid affair. However, despite several
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1967 Airtel from SAC, San Juan to ]. Edgar Hoover describing a portion of the COIN-
TELPRO methods to be used in subverting the 1967 United Nations plebescite to de-
termine the political status of Puerio Rico,
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years of systematic coverup by the FBI and U.S. Justice Department, working in
direct collaboration with the guilty cops, ten of the latter were finally convicted on
multiple counts of perjury and sentenced to prison terms ranging from six to 30 years
apiece.* Having evaded legal responsibility for his actions altogether, provocateur
Gonzélez Molavé was shot to death in front of his home on April 29, 1986, by “party
or parties unknown.”s This was followed, on February 28, 1987, by the government’s
payment of $575,000 settlements to both victims’ families, a total of $1,150,000 in
acknowledgment of the official misconduct attending their deaths and the subse-
quent investigation(s).s¢

At about the same time that Dario and Soto were summarily executed (August
28 — September 1, 1978), the FBI was hosting an international conference on
“counter-terrorism” in San Juan. Among the participants in this three-day event
were:

Anthony Quainton (then head of the State Department’s Office on Combatting
Terrorism), British General Richard Clutterbuck (a specialist in counterinsurgency
theory and author of several bocks on the subject), Uruguayan General Manuelo
Querrolo (head of the 19605 campaign that destroyed the Tupamaros guerrillas),
Reinhard Rupprecht (a head of the West German Bundeskriminalamt and responsible
for pursuit of the Red Army Fraction [RAF])), Robin Borne (Canadian head of the
campaign to repress the Québec Liberation Movement), Inspector Ronald McIntyre
of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police (Canada’s FBI), Jay Mallin {editor for
“Terrorism and Latin America” with Spldier of Fortune magazine), Dr. AaronKatz{(of
the Center for the Study of Human Behavior, a RAND-type think tank devoted to
counterinsurgency research), and Louis O. Giuffrida {a “private sector” specialist
involved in delivering counter-terrorist, counterinsurgency and SWAT training to
law enforcement personnel). In addition, the meeting was attended by several high-
ranking FBI men, including COINTELPRO specialist Richard Wallace Held, then
Special Agent in Charge (SAC) of the Bureau’s San Juan Field Office.s

One result of the conference seems to have been the designation of a mainland
formation of theindependentistamovement, the Fuerzas Armadas de Liberacion Nacional
{FALN), along with three other national liberation organizations (the Republic of
New Afrika [RNA], Movimiento de Liberacion Nacional Mexico IMLINM], and the
American Indian Movement) as “the most significant current internal security
threats to the United States.”** A more concrete outcome was a massive island-wide
raid conducted by more than 300 SWAT-equipped agents, beginning before dawn
on the morning of August 30, 1985. Operating out of the Roosevelt Roads Naval
Base, theraiders invaded scoresof homes and offices, arresting nearly 50independen-
tistas on “John Doe” warrants in which charges were not specified. Considerable
personal property was destroyed, impounded or “lost.”*® The raid was initially
“justified” by San Juan SAC Richard W. Held on the basis of “anti-terrorism”
evidenced in the arrest of 11 independentistas — including Filiberto Ojeda Rios, a
leader of Los Macheteros, a clandestine organization —said to have beeninvolved in
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COINTELPRO cartoon distributed to discredit MPIPR leader Juan Mari Bras {depicted at
left) just before the 1967 plebescite. The fraud was attributed to other independentistas,

the expropriation of $7.1 million from a Wells Fargo facility in West Hartford, Con-
necticut on September 12, 1983.7¢

The cover story, which in any event failed to explain why 37 other independen-
tistas — none of whom were accused of specific criminal acts — had been rounded up
in the raid, was quickly belied by the U.S. Attorney in Puerto Rico. “You have to
remember,” he said at a press conference, “there were two simultaneous investiga-
tions going on. There was the West Hartford investigation and the one going on down
here [emphasis added].” His boss, U.S. Attorney General Edwin Meese, was even
more straightforward: “We are sending a message to terrorists that their bloody acts
will not be tolerated.””* Thus mere public advocacy of independence for Puerto Rico
was converted into “terrorism” and utilized as the basis for the continuation of CO-
INTELPRO under the rhetorical veneer of “counter-terrorist” operations. What had
happened was seen quite plainly on the island by nearly everyone, including
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relatively establishment-oriented politicians. PIP leader Rubén Berrios Martinez,
forinstance, termed the whole affair “a frontal attack on an entire movement and an
entire set of ideals. It is virtually an actof war upon our people’s will, determination
and rights.””* Even Governor Carlos Barcelé Romero, no friend of the independentis-
tas, formally protested the trampling upon Puerto Rico’s constitution inherent to the
Bureau's brand of counterintelligence activity.”

The governor was saying more than he intended. Inevitably, the FBI's concerted
efforts to repress the independentista perspective in Puerto Rico’s political life has
served to deform the Puertorriguefio political process asa whole. And, as was the case
with COINTELPRO-SWP, this appears to have been quite conscious and inten-
tional. But, in Puerto Rico, the implications extend rather further. Not only did the
Bureau’s systematic denial of media access to, spreading of disinformation about,
and fostering of factionalism within the independentista movement have the effect of
negating much of the movement’s electoral potential within the island arena itself,
such factics also subverted other initiatives to resolve the issue of Puerto Rico's
colonial status in a peaceful fashion. This concerns in particular a plebescite called
for July 23, 1967. During the ten months prior to the scheduled referendum to
determine the desires of the Puertorriguedio public with regard to the political status
of their island, the Bureau went far out of its way to spread confusion. The
COINTELPRO methods used included creation of two fictitious organizations —
Grupo pro-Uso Voto del MPI (roughly, “Group within the MPIPR in Favor of Voting
to Achieve Independence”) and the “Committee Against Foreign Domination of the
Fight for Independence” - as the medium through which to misrepresent indepen-
dentista positions “from the inside.”” One outcome was that Puertorriquedio voters
increasingly shied away from the apparently jumbled and bewildering independen-
tista agenda and “accepted” continuation of a “commonwealth” status under U.S.
domination which satisfied virtually none of the populace.

With this accomplished, the Bureau set about seeing to it the independentistas re-
mained artificially discredited (and the overall Puerforriguerio option to mount a co-
herent effort to protest or reconvene the plebescite truncated) by shifting responsi-
bility for the disaster onto its foremost victims:

It might be desirable to blame the communist bloc and particularly Cuba for the
failure of the United Nations and to criticize Mari Bras and others for isolating the
Puerto Rican independence forces from the democratic countries.”

Since 1967, although Mari Bras and other independentfistes have made an annual
pilgrimage to the UN Committee on Decolonization, and in 1978 managed to_
achieve formal international recognition that the island remains a colony despite
designation as a comumonwealth,” the U.S. has been able to shunt off the issue. U.S.
diplomats routinely argue that the 1967 referendum “permanently reaffirmed by
popular consent” the “domestic status” of Puerto Rico accepted by Mufioz Marin in
1953. This, according to the diplomats, represents the “exercise of seif-determina-
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More Bureau art work. Cartoon purporting to show that Mari Bras {center) and other
MPIPR leaders were under the control of Cuban premier Fidel Castre in 1967. The
cartoon was distributed in the name of the Grupo pro-Uso Voto del MPI, a fictitious
independentista entity invented by the FBI for such purposes. The fabrication was
circulated immediately prior to the U.N. plebescite,
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tion” by Puertorriguerios, and renders the island’s affairs an “internal concern of the
United States” rather than a matter of international jurisdiction.”” And, just in case
the utterly contrived nature of the U.S. position failed to prove sufficiently convine-
ing to Third World nations, “[U.S. United Nations] Ambassador Jean Kirkpatrick
made it clear to nonaligned nations that...a vote against the United States would
carry penalties” when the independentistas finally managed to bring their questions
to the General Assembly in 1981.7*

With literally every avenue of “due and democratic process” sealed off by the
extralegal methods of their colonizers, the independentistas have been left with essen-
tially no recourse butarmed struggle. Some realized this as early as the 1930s, others
much later. For its part, the FBI seems to have understood from the outset that this
would be the result of its mission in keeping Puerto Rico firmly within the U.S. orbit.
Hence, the Bureau's early undertaking of counterintelligence operations against the
NPPR and the evolution of these activities into the much more inclusive anti-inde-
pendentista COINTELPRO beginning in 1960. Such an assessment also accounts for
the apparent escalation of the sort of counterintelligence tactics used against the
independentistas after 1971, when COINTELPRO was supposedly a thing of the past.
As the events of 1985 abundantly demonstrate, in Puerto Rico the essentials of
COINTELPRO remain very much alive. And, under the conditions which now
prevail, its continuation promises to be more treacherous and violent than ever.



Chapter 5

COINTELPRO -
Black Liberation Movement

Predictably, the most serious of the FBI's disruption programs [between
1956 and 1971] were those directed at “Black Nationalists.,” These
programs..initiated under liberal Democratic administrations, had as
their purpose “to expose, disrupt, misdirect, discredit, or otherwise neu-
tralize the activities of black nationalist, hate-type organizations and
groupings, their leadership, spokesmen, membership, and
supporters”... Agents were instructed to “inspire action in instances where
circumstances warrant.” Specifically, they were to undertake actions to
discredit these groups both within the “responsible Negro community”
and to “Negro radicals,” and also “to the white community, both the
responsible community and to liberals’ who have vestigesof sympathy for
militant black nationalists...”

- Noam Chomsky -
COINTELPRO

Although the FBI's COINTELPRO against the black liberation movement was
not formally initiated until issuance of J. Edgar Hoover's August 25, 1967 memo
quoted above by Noam Chomsky (see accompanying document), the roots of the
Bureau’s anti-black counterintelligence operations extend much deeper into U.S.
history. As was documented in the introduction to this volume, Hoover was
engaged at least as early as 1918 in plans to destroy black nationalist leader Marcus
Garvey under the guise of “criminal proceedings.” This occurred in the context of
“the infamous race riot that first engulfed East St. Louisin July 1917, taking the lives
of thirty-nine blacks and nine whites and the explosion that occurred less than two
months later in Houston, Texas, in which two black soldiers and seventeen white
men lost their lives.”* Such viclence was part of the process by which the U.S.
national order, in which blacks as an overall population lived under near-total
political disenfranchisement, economic prostration, and super-exploitation of their
labor by the Euroamericanstatus quo, wasintended to be preserved. In the aftermath
of World War I, blacks had begun to mount the first sericus challenge to such
circumstances since the Reconstruction pericd immediately following the Civil
War; Hoover and his proto-FBI organization, in kind with white vigilante forma-
tions, seem to have seen one of their primary missions as keeping blacks “in their
place” by what ever repressive means were available.?

91
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Memo initiating COINTELPRO — Black Liberation Movement

It was into this disturbed atmosphere, further disturbed by the painful experiences
of black soldiers during the [World War 1) mobilization, that a new generation of
radical black spokesmen, calling themselves “the New Negro” stepped...Buoyed by
a wide array of spirited newspapers and miljtant journals that helped shape the
black community’s political consciousness, the New Negro radicals represented a
new and startling breed...[offering] radical, some might even say revolutionary,
prescriptions for overturning the status quo of white supremacy.*
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fotter to EAC, Albany
EE: OOUNTERIKTELLIGENCE FROGEAM
ELACK FATIONALIST = HATE GROUPS

tp consolidata their forces or to recrult new or youthfui ~
adherents nmust be frustrated. Ho opportunity should be sasd
to exploit through counterintelligence techoligues the :
organizaticnal and perscnal conflicts of the leaderzhips of the
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Hooviolent Coordinating Committes, the Southarn Chrietian
Landerahip Conference, Rovolutionary Action Movezxent, the
Deacons for Dafense and Justice, Congress of Racial Equality,
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H, "Rap" Brown, Elijabk fohammad, and Haxwell Btasford,
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1Intern:1 Becurity - C," (Bulile 100-3=1{04), which i» directe

T

Development of this “new racial awareness on the part of blacks led to a sharp
increase in the number of lynchings after 1917 — seventy-six blacks were lynched in
1919 alone — and the simultaneous unprecedented wave of violent racial clashes,
culminating in the summer of 1919 (known as ‘Red Summer’), that must be seen
largely as the attemnpt by whites to restore the racial stzfus quo ante...In trying to
contain the movement, the US. government chose to respond by launching a
massive surveillance campaign to counter the influence of black leaders. Spear-
headed by the Justice Department’s Bureau of Investigation, forerunner of the
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Federal Bureau of Investigation, the intelligence services tended to view the newly
awakened black militancy through the tinted prism of the Red Scare {i.., as an off-
shoot of communist agitation), leading them to adopt against blacks many of the
same repressive measures employed against so-called subversives...What the offi-
cial evidence now discloses is the apprehension by authorities of a parallel ‘Black
Scare.”"*

In this regard, Marcus Garvey and his Universal Negro Improvement Associa-
tion (UNIA) were a primary target. When the FBI was able, after five solid years of
intensive effort, to arrange for Garvey’s indictment and subsequent conviction on
extremely dubious “fraud” charges, “he was jailed without even oneday to arrange
for UNIA’s future.” Instead, he was surrounded by “heavily armed federal agents
who conducted him to the Tombs prison [in New York City], from which he was
taken [straight] to the Atlanta Federal Penitentiary in February 1925,” as if he were
a public menace rather than — at worst - the perpetrator of an offense devoid of
physical violence.* As a result:

By the summer 0£1926 [UNIA] was nolongera coordinated unit, even though it still
had hundreds of thousands of members, perhaps a million. The official Universal
Negro Improvement Association was still there, and there was one last gigantic
international convention in 1929, but the organization was no longer what it had
been before Garvey entered prison.*

Nor was Garvey alone in being accorded “special attention” by the Bureau. For
instance, during the massive railroad strikes in the 1920s, the FBI —as part of its much
broader anti-labor and anti-black endeavors—wentout of its way to topple A. Philip
Randolph, black head of the Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters Union.” At about
the same time, Hoover’s agents initiated a “close surveillance” (a term usually as-
sociated with infiltration) of W.E.B. DuBois’ National Association for the Advance-
ment of Colored People (NAACP) in the name of knowing “what every radical
organization in the country was doing.”* The monitoring continued throughout the
1920s and ‘30s although it was not until 1940 that Hoover offered a definition of what
the FBI meant by the term “subversive activities” with which he “justified” such
activities. It included:

{Tthe holding of office in...Communist groups; the distribution of literature and pro-
paganda favorable to a foreign power and opposed to the American way of life;
agitators who are adherents of foreign ideologies who have for their purpose the
stirring of internal strike [sic], class hatreds and the development of activities which
in time of war would be a serious handicap in a program of internal security and
national defense.”

This bald assertion of the political interests of the status quo was utilized as the
rationale by which to step up investigation of possible CP “contamination and
manipulation of the NAACP,” a process which was “continued for twenty-five
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years despite FBI's failing to uncover any evidence of subversive domination of the
[black organization].”1®

The {escalated] FB] investigation of the NAACP, begun in 1941, continued until
1966. Although the FBI prepared massive reports on the NAACP, including infor-
mation on the group’s political and legislative plans, the Bureau never uncovered
any evidence of subversive domination or sympathies. In 1957, the New York field
office of the FBI prepared a 137-page report on NAACP activities during the
previous year, based on information supplied by 151 informers or confidential
sources. From 1946 to 1960, the FBI used about three thousand wiretaps and over
eight hundred “bugs,” and obtained membership and financial records of [such]
dissident groups.™

Notwithstanding its tangible lack of success in linking the NAACP to the CP or
any other “foreign dominated” organization, the FBI lobbied to have it included
among the groups covered by the Communist Control Act of 1954, and a cluster of
corresponding state laws.”? Only a series of Supreme Court decisions prevented the
entire NAACP membership from being forced to register as “subversives,” or going
to prison for refusing to do so.* Meanwhile, the Bureau also began to focus its
attention upon the recently-formed Southern Christian Leadership Conference
(SCLC), an entirely reformist and philosophically nonviolent black civil rights
advocacy organization established in 1957 by the Reverend Dr. Martin Luther King,
Jr., and “several dozen other southern black ministers.”14

The FBI and Martin Luther King

The stated objective of the SCLC, and the nature of its practical activities, was
to organize for the securing of black voting rights across the rural South, with an eye
toward the ultimate dismantlement of at least the most blatant aspects of the
southern U.S. system of “segregation” (apartheid). Even this seemingly innocuous
agenda was, however, seen as a threat by the FBI. In mid-September of 1957, FBI
supervisor ].G. Kelly forwarded a newspaper clipping describing the formation of
the SCLC to the Bureau’s Atlanta field office — that city being the location of SCLC
headquarters — informing local agents, for reasons which were never specified, the
civil rights group was “a likely target for communist infiltration,” and that “in view
of the stated purpose of the organization you should remain alert for public source
information concerning it in connection with the racial situation.”*®

The Atlanta field office “looked into” the matter and ultimately opened a
COMINFIL investigation of the SCLC, apparently based on the fact that a single
SWP member, Lonnie Cross, had offered his services as a clerk in the organization’s
main office.' By the end of the first year of FBI scrutiny, in September of 1958, a
personal file had been opened on King himself, ostensibly because he had been
approached on the steps of a Harlem church in which he’d delivered a guest sermon
by black CP member Benjamin J. Davis.”” By October 1960, as the SCLC call for

—
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desegregation and black voting rights in the south gained increasing attention and
support across the nation, the Bureau began actively infiltrating organizational
meetings and conferences.!® In less than a year, by July of 1961 FBI intelligence on the
group was detailed enough to recount that King had been affiliated with the
Progressive Party in 1948 (while an undergraduate at Atlanta’sMorehouse College),
and thatexecutive director Wyatt Tee Walker had once subscribed to aCP newspaper,
The Worker.® Actual counterintelligence operations against King and the SCLC more
generally seem to have begun with a January 8, 1962 letter fromn Hoover to Attorney
General Robert F. Kennedy, contending that the civil rights leader enjoyed a “close
relationship” with Stanley D. Levison, “a member of the Communist Party, USA,”
and that Isadore Wofsy, “a high ranking communist leader,” had written a speech
for King.**

On the night of March 15-16, 1962, FBI agents secretly broke into Levison’s New
York office and planted a bug; a wiretap of his office phone followed on March 20.1
Among the other things picked up by this ELSURS surveillance was information
that Jack O'Dell, who also had an alleged “record of ties to the Communist party,”
had been recommended by both King and Levison to serve as an assistant to Wyatt
Tee Walker 22 Although none of these supposed communist affiliations were ever
substantiated, it was on this basis that SCLC was targeted within the Bureau’'s
ongoing COINTELPRO-CP,USA, beginning with the planting of five disinforma-
tional “news stories” concerning the organization’s “communist connections” on
October 24, 1962.** By this point, Martin Luther King’s name had been placed in
Section A of the FBI Reserve Index, one step below those individuals registered in
the Security Index and scheduled to be rounded up and “preventively detained” in
concentration camps in the event of a declared national emergency;** Attorney
General Kennedy had also authorized round-the-clock ELSURS surveillance of all
SCLC offices, as well as King’s home.?* Hence, by November 8, 1963, comprehensive
telephone taps had been installed at all organizational offices, and King’s resi-
dence®

The reasons for this covert but steadily mounting attention to the Reverend Dr.
King were posited inan internal monograph on the subject prepared by FBI counter-
intelligence specialist Charles D. Brennan at the behest of COINTELPRO head
William C. Sullivan in September 1963. In this 11-page document, Brennan found
that, given the scope of support it had attracted over the preceding five years, civil
rights agitation represented a clear threat to “the established order” of the U.S., and
that “King is growing in stature daily as the leader among leaders of the Negro
movement...so goes Martin Luther King, and also so goes the Negro movement in
the United States.”?” This accorded well with Sullivan’s own view, committed to
writing shortly after King’s landmark “IHave a Dream” speech during the massive
civil rights demonstration in Washington, D.C., on August 28 of the same year:

We must mark [King] now, if we have not before, as the most dangerous Negro in
the future of this Nation from the standpoint of communism, the Negro, and
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nationalsecurity...it may be unrealistic to limit [ouractions against King] to legalistic
proofs that would stand up in court or before Congressional Committees

By 1964, King was not only firmly established as a preeminent civil rightsleader,
but was beginning to show signs of pursuing a more fundamental structural agenda
of social change. Correspondingly, as the text of the accompanying memo from
Sullivan to Joseph A. Sizoo makes plain, the Bureau’s intent had crystallized into an
unvarnished intervention into the domestic political process, with the goal of
bringing about King’s replacement with someone “acceptable” to the FBI. The
means employed in the attempt to accomplish this centered in continued efforts to
discredit King, maintaining a drumbeat of mass media-distributed propaganda
concerning his supposed “communist influences” and sexual proclivities, aswell as
the triggering of a spate of harassment by the Internal Revenue Service (IRS).2* When
this strategy failed to the extent that it was announced on October 14 of that year that
King would receive a Nobel Peace Prize as a reward for his work in behalf of the
rights of American blacks, the Bureau — exhibiting a certain sense of desperation by
this juncture — dramatically escalated its efforts to neutralize him,

Two days after announcement of the impending award, Sullivan caused a
composite audio tape to be produced, supposedly consisting of “highlights” taken
from the taps of King’s phones and bugs placed in his various hotel rooms over the
preceding two years. The result, prepared by FBI audio technician John Matter,
purported to demonstrate the civil rights leader had engaged in a series of “orgias-
tic” trysts with prostitutes and, thus, “the depths of his sexual perversion and
depravity.” The finished tape was packaged, along with the accompanying anony-
mous letter (prepared on unwatermarked paper by Bureau Internal Security Super-
visor Seymore F. Phillips on Sullivan’s instruction), informing King that the audic
material would be released to the media unless he committed suicide prior to
bestowal of the Nobel Prize. Sullivan then instructed veteran COINTELPRO opera-
tive Lish Whitson to fly to Miami with the package; once there, Whitson was
instructed to address the parcel and mail it to the intended victim,*®

When King failed to comply with Sullivan’s anonymous directive that he kill
himself, FBI Associate Director Cartha D. “Deke” DeLoach attempted to follow
through with the threat to make the contents of the doctored tape public:

The Bureau Crime Records Division, headed by DeLoach, initiated a major cam-
paign to let newsmen know just what the Bureau [claimed to have] on King.
DeLoach personally offered a copy of the King surveillance transcript to Newsweek
Washington bureau chief Benjamin Bradlee. Bradlee refused it, and mentioned the
approach to a Newsday colleague, Jay Iselin.

Bradlee’s disclosure of what the FBI was up to served to curtail the effectiveness
of DeLoach’s operation, and Bureau propagandists consequently found relatively
few takers on this particular “story.” More, in the face of a planned investigation of
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if they, of their own volition, decided this was the thiog to do
‘efter such a briefing, The group ghould include strong enourh mebd
te control a man like Japes Farmer and meke him see the light
day his nigbt bhave the effect of increasing the stature of@
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i Memo (left) proposing the sending of an anonymouas letter (above} to Martin 4
: Luther King in an unsuccessful attempt to convince him to commit suicide.

electronic surveillance by government agencies announced by Democratic Missouri
Senator Edward V. Long, ]. Edgar Hoover was forced to order the rapid dismantling
of the ELSURS coverage of both King and the SCLC, drying up much of the spurce
material upon which Sullivan and his COINTELPRO specialists depended for “au- 3
thenticity.” Hoover's “weakness” on this matter appears to have infuriated Sulli-
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van, who seems to have felt that congress should simply have been defied, setting
in place a permanent rift between the two senior FBI officials.>

Still, the Bureau’s counterintelligence operations against King continued apace,
right up to the moment of the target’s death by sniper fire on a Memphis hotel
balcony on April 4, 1968.% Indeed, as the accompanying memo from Sullivan to
George C. Moore (head of the Bureau’s “racial intelligence” squad) on May 22 of the
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Meme (left) proposing anonymous letter to disrupt the Poor People’s Campaign.
Text of letter appears above,

same year amply demonstrates, certain of King’s projects — such as the Poor People’s
Campaign - remained the focus of active COINTELPRO endeavors even after their
leader’s assassination. By 1969, as has been noted elsewhere, “[FBI] efforts to
“’expose” Martin Luther King, Jr., had not slackened even though King had been
dead for a year. [The Bureau] furnished ammunition to conservatives to attack
King’'s memory, and...tried to block efforts to honor the slain leader.”**
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UNITED STATES OVERNMENT
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RACIAL INTELLIGENCE
(NATION OF ISLAM)

Reurlet, 1/1/69; Chicago letters 12/24/68 and
1/14/89.

ReBulet has been thoroughly studicd and discussed
by the SAC, the Suparvisor, and Agenis familiar with facets
of the NOI which might indicate trends and possible fuiurs
direction of the organizatiom, The Bureau's coscern im mowt
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and action taken with Bureau approval, reluting to methods
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180 been given towarde developing ways and means of changlog
FOI phlloscphy to ons whereby the wembers could be developed
into useful citizens and the organization developed into one
ewpbnslzing rellgion = the brotherhood ot nnklnd - and
malf improvamnt.

- - - Proniuent b‘l:ck
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the opportunist to seek personal gaip - physical or 'J
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Mema taking credit for the agssassination of Malcolm X, killed in an FBI-
provoked factional dispute on February 14, 1965.

King and the SCLC were, of course, hardly the only objects of the Bureau’s de
facto COINTELPRO against the emerging black liberation movement during this
period. As Manning Marable has pointed out, the FBI also went after the Student
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Nonviolent Coordinating Committee (SNCC}, an affiliated but rather more radical
civil rights organization than the SCLC, very early on: “Inlate 1960, FBl agents began
tomonitor SNCCmeetings. [President Lyndon] Johnson's Attorney General, Nicho-
las Katzenbach, gave approval for the FBI to wiretap all SNCC leaders’ phones in
1965...Hoover ordered the extensive infiltration and disruption of SNCC.”*¢ An-
other instance concerns the Nation of Islam (Nol) or “Black Muslim” movement
headed by Elijah Muhammad (s/n: Elijah Poole):

The Bureau began wiretap surveillance of Elija Muhammed's [sic] Chicago resi-
dence in 1957...on the grounds that members of the Nol “disavow allegiance to the
United States” and “are taught not to obey thelaws of the United States”... When Elija
Muhammed bought a winter home in Arizona in 1961, a wiretap and microphone
were installed there. Both forms of surveillance continued for years.,[The FBI]
played assorted COINTEL tricks on the organization as early as the late 19505’

As was documented in Chapter 3, when Malcolm X, one of Elijah Muhammad’s
principle lieutenants, broke away from the Nol in March of 1964 to establish a
separate church, the Muslim Mosque, Inc., and a consciously political black organi-
zation, the Organization of Afro-American Unity (OAAU), the Bureau undertook
concerted COINTELPRO actions to block the development of alliances between the
OAAU and white radical organizations such as the SWP. By the point of Malcolm’s
assassination during a speech in Harlem on the night of February 14, 1965, the FBI
had compiled at least 2,300 pages of material on the victim in just one of its fileson
him, the Nol and the OAAU.** Malcolm X was supposedly murdered by former '
colleagues in the Nol as a result of the faction-fighting which had led to his splitting
away from that movement, and their “natural wrath” at his establishment of a
competing entity. However, as the accompanying January 22, 1969 memo from the
SAC, Chicago, to the Director makes clear, the Nol factionalism at issue didn’t “just , [
happen.” Rather, it had “been developed” by deliberate Bureau actions - through X}
infiltration and the “sparking of acrimonious debates within the organization,” ‘
rumor-mongering, and other tactics designed to foster internal disputes — which
were always the standard fare of COINTELPRO.*® The Chicago SAC, Marlin
Johnson, who would shortly oversee the assassinations of lllinois Black Panther
Party leaders Fred Hampton and Mark Clark, makes it quite obvious that he views
the murder of Malcolm X as something of a model for “successful” counterintelli-
gence operations. ~

Nor was it necegsary for black spokespersons to be heading or forming political
organizations in order to be targeted for elimination by the FBI's “informal”
counterintelligence methods. As the accompanying May 15, 1968 memo from
Director Hoover tothe Chicago SAC reveals, even independent activists such as the
writer /comedian Dick Gregory camein for potentially lethal treatment. InGregory’s
case, these assumed the form -4 la COINTELPRO--CP,USA’s Operation Hoodwink
{see Chapter 2} - of attempting to provoke “La Cosa Nostra” into dispensing with
him. A considerable body of circumstantial evidence suggests — although docu-
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Proposal to provoke the murder of comedian/activist Dick Gregory by “La Cosa
Nostra” & la COINTELPRO - CP,USA’s Operation Hoodwink.

ments have yet to be released — that the Bureau undertook comparably Machiavel-
lian efforts to achieve the neutralization of a number of other black leaders during
the late 1960s and early 1970s. These ranged from the Reverend Ralph Abernathy
(King's replacement in SCLC) to Georgia Senator Julian Bond.
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The War Against Black Liberation

As the 1960s unfolded, the true extent of official resistance to even the most
moderate improvements in the status of blacks — and concomitant alterations in the
balance of social, economic and political power in the U.S, - became increasingly
apparent. This recalcitrance on the part of the status quo was signified but hardly
encompassed by the repressive activities of the FBl vis 4 vis figures such as King. This
official posture gave rise to a spiral of frustration on the part of those whose
objectives had initially been merely the obtaining of such elemental rights as the
ballot, equal pay for equal work, use of public facilities and the like, In turn, this
frustration both led to broad acceptance of increasingly radical analyses of U.S.
society on the part of black activists and theorists. By the mid-60s, the primacy of
those such as King who had developed a mass following on the basis of appeals for
“equal rights” was being rapidly supplanted by that of younger leaders such as
SNCC’s Stokely Carmichael and H. Rap Brown, who espoused a much more
militant vision of “black power.”4

At the same time, not only conscious black power adherents, but the black
community as a whole, showed increasing signs of abandoning the posture of
“principled nonviolence” which had all along marked the SCLC performance. This
was manifested not only in Carmichael’s and Brown’s oversight of a change in
SNCC’s name from StudentNonviolent Coordinating Committee to Student National
Coordinating Commiittee, but much more concretely, “in the streets.”*! This corre-
sponded with therise of a generalized perception among blacks that, far from being
restricted to the former Confederate states of the “Old South,” the problems they
confronted were fully national in scope:

Even before the assassination of Malcolm, many social critics sensed that non-
violentdirect action, a tactic of protest used effectively in the South, would havelittle
appeal in the Northern ghetto. Far more likely were a series of urban social
upheavals whichcould notbecontrolled or channeled by thecivilrightsleadership...In
the spring and summer months of 1964, 1965, 1966, 1967 and 1968, massive black
rebellions swept across almost every major US city in the Northeast, Middle West
and California. In Watts and Compton, the black districts of Los Angeles, black men
and women took to the streets, attacking and burning white-owned property and
institutions. The {1965] Watts rebellion left $40 million in private property damage
and 34 persons killed. Federal authorities ordered 15,000 state police and National
Guardsmen into Detroit to quell that city’s uprising of 1967. In Detroit 43 residents
were killed; almost 2,000 were injured; 2,700 white-owned businesses were broken
into, and 50 per cent of these were gutted by fire or completely destroyed; fourteen
square miles of Detroit’s inner city were torched; 5,000 black persons were left
without homes. Combining the total weight of socio-economic destruction, the
ghetto rebellions from 1964 to 1972 led to 250 deaths, 10,000 serious injuries, and
60,000 arrests, at a cost of police, troops, and other coercive measures taken by the
state and losses to business in the billions of dollars.*?

Given this, it is fair to say that, by 1967 at the latest, black Americans werein a
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state of open insurgency against the Euroamerican society to whose interests they
had all along been subordinated. Established order in the U.S. was thereby con-
fronted with its most serious internal challenge since the period of the First World
War. The response of the status quo was essentially twofold. On the one hand, the
government moved to defuse the situation through a series of cooptive gestures
designed to make it appear that things were finally changing for the better. The
executive branch, under President Lyndon B. Johnson, declared “war on poverty”
and launched a series of tokenistic and soon to be forgotten programs such as
“Project Build.”** Congress cooperated in this exercise in damage control by quickly
enacting bits of legislation like the Voting Rights Act of 1965 and revision of the Civil
Rights Actin 1968, structured in such a way as to convey a superficial impression of
“progress” to disgruntled blacks while leaving fundamental social relations very
much intact.*

On the other hand, key government figures were astute enough to perceive that
the ghetto rebellions were largely spontaneous and uncoordinated outpourings of
black rage. Costly as the ghetto revolts were, real danger to the status quo would
come only when a black organizational leadership appeared with the capacity to
harness and direct the force of such anger. If this occurred, it was recognized, mere
gestures would be insufficient to contain black pressure for social justice. Already,
activist concepts and rhetoric had shifted from demands for black power within
American society to black liberation from U.S. “internal colonialism.”** The task
thus presented in completing the federal counterinsurgency strategy was to destroy
such community-based black leadership before ithad an opportunity to consolidate
itself and instill a vision of real freedom among the great mass of blacks. In this, of
course, the FBl assumed a central role. President johnson publicly announced, in the
wake of the 1967 uprisings in Detroit and Newark, that he had issued “standing
instructions” that the Bureau should bring “the instigators” of such “riots” to heel,
by any means at its disposal,** while his attorney general, Ramsey Clark, instructed
Hoover by memo to:

[Ulse the [FBI's] maximum resources, investigative and intelligence, to collect and
report all facts bearing upon the question as to whether there hasbeen or is a scheme
or conspiracy by any group of whatever size, effectiveness or affiliation to plan,
promote or aggravate riot activity.*”

The attorney general’s memo further suggested the FBI expand or establish
“sources or informants” within “black nationalist organizations” such as SNCC, the
Congress of Racial Equality (CORE) and “other less publicized groups” in order to
“determine the size and purpose of these groups and their relationship to other
groups, and also to determine the whereabouts of persons who might be involved”
in their activities.*" As was shown at the outset of this chapter, Hoover responded
by launching a formal anti-black liberation COINTELPRO in August 1967. By early
1968, as the accompanying Airtel from G.C. Moore to William C. Sullivan demon-
strates, the counterintelligence operation was not only in full swing across the
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Memorandum expanding COINTELPRO - Black Liberation Movement to fully
National scope,
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Airtel itemizing expanded list of FBI field offices participating in COINTELPRO -
Black Liberation Movement. List of original participants and a description of this
COINTELPR(s goals and targets appear as memo continues on the follawing pages.

country, but was being expanded from 23 to 41 cities. Both the initial and expanded
lists of participating field offices are brought out in the accompanying March 4, 1968
memo from Hoover to the SAC, Albany, in which he shifts COINTELPRO-Black
Liberation Movement from “Internal Security” to “Racial Intelligence” for purposes
of internal Bureau classification, and describes the overall goals of the effort.
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1 Mrtel to SAC, Albany

' RE: COUNTERINTELLIGENCE FROGRAM
“LiZCE NATIORALIST-UATE GROUPS
g :

f
¥§ACWGRDUND
Hy letter doted B/25/87 tho Ioiluwlng offices

ware pdvimed of the bepinning of o Counterintelligoace
Prngrnm ngainst ntl!tnnt Blpck Natfonaligt-Hate Groupﬂ.

- Albany’ . Jc:phiu
Atlanta Hewark
Bsltimore . Eew Orleana’
Boatoo Her Tork .
Butfxlo - Philadelphis
Charlotte . Dhosolx -
Chicago 2tisturgh
-Clncinnott . ‘Rickaond
Clevaland . B8t. louis .
Datroit’ 8an Francleco
Jackeoo Waphicton rield
Los Angeles :

%' fach of the mbove officss mas: to doslgnnta n -
Special Agent to coordinate thig prograr. -Replies to tbin
lettor iedicated an ipterest in counterintellipence agninbt
militent black notionnlimt groups that fomoot violence and.
several officen outlined procedures which bhad been effeotive
.in the past.. For oxanple, Washinpgton Fleld Office hpd . -
furnisbed information nbout a pew Natioo of Islaom (ROIY
grede scheol to appropriste authoritles ip the District
of Colurbln who ipvestigated to deternipe if ths school
canforned to District reguletices -for private schools. In
tha procoss ¥FO obizined bnckzround information on the p:rente
of each pupll, - .

Tha Rovnlutionary ‘Action Wovement (RAJ), a pra-
Chinesn communist group, was active 4im Philadelpbia, Pa.,
in the smmer of 1867, The Philadolphia Offico alarted
lozgl police, who then put RAR leadsrs under close scrutiny,
They wers nrrested on evory possible chaorge i:ptil they ocounld
no Ionger make bail. As m result, AAM Janders speat most. thhe
er in Jail and no vloiehce trncenble tu AN took plnce.

; ' . ‘The Countorintelligenca Progren is row belng
! tf:‘:‘x;--n.ut!m! to ipclude 41 pffices, Each of the oifices acdded

this progrem should deeignate ‘az Agent fapilinr with Bl c:

These last explicitly include the blocking of coalitions between radical black
political organizations, the targeting of key leaders such as “Martin Luther King,
Stokely Carmichael, and Elija Muhammed” for special attention by the Bureau, the

“neutralizing” - by unspecified means - of both organizations and selected leaders,
the undertaking of propaganda efforts to “discredit” targeted groupsand individu-
alsinorder todeny them “respectability” within their own communities and, hence,
“prevent the long-range growth of militant black nationalist organizations, espe-
cially among youth.” Elsewhere, Hoover called upon his operatives to intervene
directly in blocking free speech and access by black radicals to the media: “Consid-
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Airtal tosSiC, Albapy . A
"RE: COUNTERINTELLIGENCE FROGRAM
 BLACE RATIONALIST-RATE GROUPS
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. GOALS . . ’ e ".j' . v

et :-i‘ For mexipun effectiveness of the Counterintelligence
Progras, and to provent wasied effort, long-renge goals sre

‘| beipg Bet. | P

. . 1. Prevant the poalition of militant bleck
nationnlist groups, Ia uniiy There is streongth; s trutem
. that i# po less valld for all 1ts triteness, An effective
coalition of block nationnlist groupsmght be tha first -
satep towerd a resl "Hau Hau" 4n Azcricn, ths beginniog of
" & true black yevolution. . '
% . - 2, prevont the rise of a "nessiah” who could: .
* upify, pnd electrity,.the GIlItgsi BIGck mationnlist’meverent.
. _ Malcolo X might bovo b2en such a “hossinh;™ he ig the murtyr ...
of the movement today. Martin Luther King, Stelely Carmichael . -°
and Elijph Mubamscd nl)l aspire to this position. Elijeh 2 +
Mubawmed 1s lcss of » throat bocause of his nge. King could
be = very real contender for this positlon sbould ho abandon .
. . hie supposcd robedtenco™ to "white, liberal doctrioea™ L
(nonviolence) and embrace block nationallen. Carnichasgl )
U bas the necepasry cherismp to be 2 roal threat in this way. -

-« +..° . 8, pravent viclonce on the part of bleck ° s

. mationmlist groups. <This is of primary inportance, anbd ig, -

- of course, a goml of our Ainvestipgative activity; it phould
olso be n geal of the Counterintelligance Progran. Through - -7

_ counterintelligence 1t should bo possible 'to piopoint potentisl

. troublemolers and pedralize them bzfore thoy exercise thelr
potcntigl tor violence.

[ -4, vPrevent militant black nationaliat groups and
lesders from grinlng recpoctabllity, by discrediting theo

- to three soparnte Gapgoents of tho ccununity. fhe goal of

‘docraditing black nntionslistemust be handled tactically

n three vays. You must diseredit these groups mnd

{Rpdividunls to, first, the Topponsible Negro counuelity.

‘Eecond, they must be discrrdited to the white conounlty,

—— L lae

eration should be given to preclude [black] rabble-rouser leaders of these hate
groups from spreading their philosophy publicly or through the communications
media.”?

Over the first year of its official anti-black COINTELPRO, the FBI developed a
network of some 4,000 members, assembled from what had previously been code-
named the TOPLEV (“Top Level” Black Community Leadership Program) BLACPRO
("Black Program") efforts as well as new recruits, called the “Ghetto Informant
Program.”*Italso used the information thus collected to go after the incipient black
liberation movement, hammer and tong:
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Alrtel to BAC, Albany
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tactice from the firat tyo, PubltcitE about violent tendenclal
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-; - 5.; 2 final goal phould" be “to prevont the long-.
range growth of militant black natlonplist organizations,’:

groups Ifrom converting young paople nust e devaloped,

Besidea theze f{va gonls cnunterintelligenco 1

‘a voluable part of ocur reguler investipative program ss 1t
'D;ten producns posltlva intornation.-

mm-rs e

. Prichry targots of the Counlerintelligence Program,
Blpek KNationalist-Nate Grouvsa, should be the mest violent -
and riodical groups and thelr leaderd, . §o should enphmsize
thoso leaders mnd organfzations that mre natiorzide in acopo
and are. most copnble of disTupting thie ¢tountry, These
targets should tneludo the radical and vlnlonce-prona
leadors, nemberu aﬂd ro!lowers of the;

Etudent nanviolent Coordinnting Connittes (SHCC),
. Soutlhiern Christien Ieadership Confercoce {SClC
Revolutionnry Action Wovement (RAH)
Ration of Iglan (NOI)

o '.? Offices handling ‘thesa casss and thoss of stokaly .
Carzzichael of SNCC, H, Bap Brown of 8RCC, HMartin Lutber King
of 5CLC, Maxwall stanford of RAM, and Slijah Huhamned of

HWOI, should be alart for countorintolligence suggestions. o

YNSTRUCTIONS ©': . : . . o
—_——— B AT B o s -

Y e The otfectiveness of counterintelllgence depends =

“on _tbe qua]ity and quantity of positive information

: avallable regerdiog the target and on the imaginaticn and -
jinltiative of Agents working the program. The response of

“the field to the Cnunterintelligencs Program against the
‘Communist Party, USA, indicates -that & superb job can be

dona by the tield on cuuutarintelligence. N ;,_,

’ : counterlntelligence Operations muat be' spproved T
by tbe Bureawe, Decause of the nature of this progran each "7
cparation must e desigoed to protect-ibe Bureau's interest
50 that there im no possibility of embarrsssmwent to the ”;X

Bureei. Beyond this the. Bureau will give every possible "mJ

considaration to your proposals.- : ) E

hm.E. ,“ Al L . - -I-'l .
See memorzndun G, C. Hoore to Hr. w. C. Sulllvan ,i

:capt:oncd as above dated ZIZVGB, prepared by ?JD rnm. J’,},;_ .
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In August 1967, FBI Director ]. Edgar Hoover ordered the extensive infiltration and
disruption of SNCC, as well as other...formations, such as the militant Revolution-
ary Action Movement, the Deacons of Defense, and CORE...FBI agents were sent to
monitor [Stokely] Carmichael and [H. Rap] Brown wherever they went, seeking to
elicit evidence to imprison them. Brown was charged with inciting a race riot in
Maryland, and was eventually sentenced to five years in a federal penitentiary for
carrying a rifle across state lines while under criminal indictment. [SNCC leader
Ralph] Featherstoneand...activist Ché Payne were murdered on9 March 1970, when
abomb exploded intheirautomobilein Bel Air, Maryland. [SNCCleader Cleveland]
Sellers was indicted for organizing black students in South Carolina and for
[himself] resisting the draft.”

Ashasbeen noted elsewhere, “the FBI had between 5,000 and 10,000 active cases
on matters of race at any given time nationwide. In 1967 some 1,246 FBI agents
received...racial intelligence assignments each month. By [1968] the number had
jumped to 1,678...Hoover [also ordered William Sullivan] to compile a more refined
listing of “vociferous rabble rousers’ than provided by the Security Index. [Hel
hoped the first edition of the new Rabble Rouser Index of ‘individuals who have
demonstrated a potential for fomenting racial discord” would facilitate target
selection for the new black nationalist counterintelligence program...Everything
was computerized.”?

Although Hoover contended the Bureau’s COINTELPRO tactics were necessi-
tated by the “violence” of its intended victims, his March 4 memo negates even this
flimsy rationalization by placing King's purely pacifistic SCLC among its primary
targets from the beginning, adding King himself in February 1968, shortly before the
civil rights leader’s assassination.®® Similarly, he included SNCC, still calling it by
its long-standing descriptor as a nonvislent entity. Even in the case of Maxwell
Sanford’s Revolutionary Action Movement (RAM), which had never offered profes-
sions of pacifist intent, Hoover was forced to admit that his agents had turned up no
hard evidence of violence or other criminal activities. Rather, the director points
with pride to an anti-RAM COINTELPRO operation undertaken during the sum-
mer of 1967 in which RAM members were “arrested on every possible charge until
they could no longer make bail” and consequently “spent most of the summer in
jail,” even though there had never been any intent to take them to trial on the variety
of contrived offenses with which they were charged.** Hoover recommended this
campaign of deliberate false arrest asbeing the sort of “neutralizing” method he had
in mind for black activists, and then ordered each of the 41 field offices receiving his
memo to assign a full-time coordinator to such COINTELPRO activities within 30
days.

The nature of theactions triggered by Hoover'sinstructions varied considerably
from field office to field office. In St. Louis, for example, agents undertook a series
of anonymous letters — the first of which is proposed in the accompanying February
14, 1969 memo from the St. Louis SAC to the director, and approved in the
accompanying reply from Hoover on February 28 - to ensnare the Reverend Charles
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Memo proposing COINTELPRO against the Reverend Charles Koen in 5t. Louis
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Koen, a long-time SNCC activist, in a web of sexual innuendo and/or outright
slander (much the same approach as had been used against King). Koen was
perceived by the Bureau, correctly enough, as the galvanizing figure in the then-
occurring transformation of the Black Liberators, a black street gang in the St. Louis/
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SL: _ 157-3818
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The epclosed letter was preparsd from & pepsanship, spelling,

and vocabulary style to imitate that of the Average Black Libers
r. It contains several accusations which should cause
nmaArke
[]

great concern, The letter is to be mailed in = chea

velope with mo return address and sent from 5t, Louis tom
residence in Cairo, Bilnce her letiers to re usuil via
the Black Liberator Headquarters, any me: d bave access to

geitting her address from one of her envelopes, This addresa is
aveilable to the Bt, Louils Divisiono,

Eer Tesponse, upod receipt of this letter, is difficult to
predict and the counter=intelligence effect will be pullified 4f she
does not discusa it with him. Therefore, to insure that rd the
Blnck Liberators mre made aware that the letter wam sent, ihe below
follow=-up action is necessary:

Bt, Louis will furnish Springfield with 5 machine copy of the
actual letter that is sent, Attached to this copy will be & peat
typed note saylog:

b/ tual friend made thia availeable without
#knwledge. 1 understand she recently
"cii.“ this letter from 3¢, Louis. J suggest
you look ioto this matter.

God Bless Youl ™

close friepds, probably a ter, obtained a copy of the

and made 1t available t he above saterial is to be

malled by the Springfield Division at Cairo, I11,, anooymously io a
sulitable envelope with no return addredss to:

? This note would give the impression thmt somchow one of
r

Althou i8 pow living in E, 8t, Louis, I11., he did
use the above addrelss when arrested in St, Louis in Jan,, 1969, and

it was pristed in locsl pewspapers, Mail will reach him at the above
addresa since it is the resjideoce of & close aakociate
of his,

ANTICIPATED RESULTS:

The following results are anticipated following the
execution of the Abovea-counter—iotelligence activity:

1. 111 teeling nnd poswi t will be
brought about betwee The concern
over what to do about miy detract Irom hisx time speat

in the plots and plans of thé SNCC, Be may sven decide
to Epepd more time with his wife and children snd less
tioe in Black Natiopalist activity. :

2. The Black Liberators will wasts a great deal of time
tryiong to discover the writer of the letter, It ie
possible that their not=too subtle investigation
will loge preseot mcmbers and Alienate potentisl ones.

a, tnssmuch se Black Liberator sirengh is ebbing at its
lowest level, this action may well be the “death-blow,”
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ROUTE . . IVELOPE

B8AC,- 8%, Louis (157-5318) a/28/69

REC &4 L
Director, YO (100-445006) —7""‘ /

-t
[ B |

COUNTERINTELLIGENCE PROGRAM
BLACE KATIONALIST - HATE GROUPS
RACIAL INTELLIGENCE

{BLACK LIBERATORS)

Rourlet 2/14/69,

8t, Louis .18 authorixsd to send anonymoua lotter
sot out in rolet wnd Bpringfield is authorizcd to ecnd the
pocond anonymous letter proposed in relet, Use commercially
purchased stationery and take the other precsuticns mot out
to insure this ¢annot be traced to this Buresu,

The Duroau foels thers should be an interval botwoen
tha tvo lottors of at loast ten daye, BEt, Louls ghould advize
Bpringfisld of date second lotter should be milled,

Bt, Louls and Springficld ahould advisge the Pursau
of any remilts,

2 «-Bpringfield

TID; ¢kl
(8)

HGT_! i

The ibora )
in Loui
of the Btude onyvlolen nating €

or the Midwast, BNOC 1s alst a black extremist
8t, Louls recommends anonymous letters be sent-
» R rega ) B o " L¥ fviti

COMM-Fiy

o
£
L]
o
[:+]
Ly
[

- 7 pold oore of
; 11l know his wife i aware of
bis setivities, BEince nd his wife sare soparated, the
__ letters ceunot hurt the wile Yyt might dl‘liblck to

* his wife,

8t, Louis also foels that the Black Liberators
will try te dizcover the writer within the orgenizaotion
which will help peutralize pew and potential wembers,
8ioes the lettars ace to be sect anooymously, there is ao
posaibility of smbarrasewont to the Buresu, 8St, Louis has
preparad the first anonyoous letter using tbe pensanship and
grammar af the typical member of the Black Liberstors,

Dased on datp furnighed by Et. Louls, it sppears thi
sepnration is due to_orgmiuuon work among g‘!.:ck *
extremists wnd not bocauss of marital discord, however,

it ie I:nm-hu fad sxtrasarital affairs,

The COINTELPRO against Koen continues (above) and, in a May 26, 1969 memo
{excerpt right) it is expanded to include a bogus underground newspaper, The
Blackboard to spread disinformation within the 5t. Louis black community.
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BLACKBOARD UNDERGROUND WEYSPAPER A

Pursuant to Bureau autbority received ip letter
from the Bureau to St, Louis on 4/14/69, the Bt, Louts Divie -
lton preparad 200 copies of BLACKBOARD, an sllepged underground

Ugapcr of the black studenis of Bouthern 11linots tlalnrll.ty
(II It was mafled spozymous)y by Specisl dgents of the .- -
Bt. Louis Pivision st Bdwardsville, I11,, apd copies of it e

. wars sept to virtunlly avery black activist organitstion .
nd Black Nationslist leader in the bi-atate ares,

The !ollwlu results were soted by the St. Louls -

PR

Division:

Page 10 of thc 4/24/89 fenued of the "lt. mu
Amarican™, a weekly pewspaper published in Bt. Louis, No., -
and erienfed to the black community, conteins & column by + ‘
PARLEY WILSON, s Black columuist for that newspaper, lldn, ‘.
through his column and recitation of varicus local eveets, .
WILAON said, *Thers is an sbsolutely scacdslous ‘undergrousd’
sbest floating around both sides of the river that devotes ;. -
&8 entire section of its firat rp to gome yeal dangeroos .-
aTlsgations sbout & fev of our Yblscker® black brotbers asd -
siaters and soms so-called "had sating' sure hope that whoswer

I+ = @ 7 .

‘is prioting that jait is prepared to back it wp,® 7

prov (]
rex copy of o I ot. 2ice amd
ldvluc t.lnt coplu ol It were nll ovor St. l-oul.s nnt lnt

4 : out arninst
"tl:o word I'u eut” that
is participation in 17, ]
was extremaly sazry about the

nral people that e ws goi.n;
ns 20 angry about it that

to get out of toon™ by several) bh s as & result of -
bis tirados azainst the p_tgacamm nenpapr :nd his outburst .
at the ACTION sesting, - [l et s ot Sl

or

5 10h the Tuls 1200 6 BILE

t, Louis, Lo., which is now dslunct.
in porson about this recently, and altboug i

sttenpted to do noection ucmo.\nn

dl.d not belhw depial, mm [T] _In ormition

s to any speeific future letlu which bl.lct R

The Bt. Louis Divigion fesls, on the basis of the

abovn, that the pnhllauon of Bl..\monm wis 2 most successiuol

coug ntollirence endeq % felt that the effsctivenasa
»as beso blunted, snd it is |

ble to regais their formr

ave probnhly lso lost some

dogres of inlluenca &5 & ICE of BLACIBOATD'a publication.
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East St. Louis area, into a politicized social action organization. He was also known
to be a key leader in black community attempts - through formation of a “United
Front” ~ to resist Ku Klux Klan terror in nearby Cairo, lllinois. It was foreseen that
his neutralization would lead to a virtual collapse of black political activity through-
out southern Missouri and Illinois. By May 26, 1969, as the accompanying memo
from the St. Louis SAC to Hoover shows, the letter campaign against Koen was not
only well developed, but disinformation activities had been broadened to include
production and distribution of The Blackboard, a bogus “underground” newspaper
aimed mainly at spreading allegations of sexual impropriety about a broadening
circle of black community leaders and activists. By 1970, the resulting interpersonal
jealousies and animosities had sown a discord sufficient to cause a general disinte-
gration of effectiveness within the black liberation movement in the target area.

Similarly, in New York, the Bureau “placed the fifteen or twenty members of
Charles 37X Kenyatta’s Harlem Mau Mau on the COINTELPRO target list.”s
Although the details of the operations directed against the group remain murky,
they may well have played into the April 1973 murder of Malcolm X’s brother,
Hakim Jamal (s/n: Allen Donaldson), by a Roxbury, Massachusetts affiliate dubbed
“De Mau Mau.”*¢ In any event, the death of Jamal prompted the Boston FBI office
to file a request that headquarters “delete subject from the [Black] Extremist
Photograph Album,” indicating that he too had been a high-priority COINTELPRO
target-!?

Meanwhile, in southern Florida, as the accompanying August 5, 1968 memo
from Hoover to the SAC, Albany, bears out, a more sophisticated propaganda effort
had been conducted. Working with obviously “friendly” media representatives,
local COINTELPRO specialists oversaw the finalization of a television “documen-
tary” on both the black liberation movement and the new leftin the Miami area. The
program, which was viewed by a mass audience, was consciously edited to take the
statements of key activists out of context in such a way as to make them appear to
advocate gratuitous violence and seem “cowardly,” and utilized camera angles
deliberately selected to make those interviewed come off like “rats trapped under
scientific observation.” After detailing such intentionally gross distortion of reality
—passed off all the while as “news” and “objective journalism” —Hoover called upon
“lelach counterintelligence office [to] be alert to exploit this technique both for black
nationalistsand New Left types.” Overall, itappears that most field offices complied
with this instruction to the best of their respective abilities, a matter which perhaps
accounts for much of the negativity with which the black liberation movement came
to be publicly viewed by the end of the 1960s.

In Detroit, COINTELFRO operatives set out to destroy the recently-founded
Republic of New Afrika (RNA) by targeting itsleader, Imari Abubakari Obadele (s/
n: Richard Henry). At first they used, as the accompanying memos dated Novem-
ber22and December 3, 1968 reveal, abarrage ofanonymous lettersin much the same
fashion as those employed against Koen in St. Louis, albeit in this case they charged
financial rather than sexual impropriety. When this approach failed to achieve the
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o s 1=—.D, Deloach
G L7 1A fe. Bulllvan.
. . 1 = "auE, Bishop
,LL("""'—"" to-- 1 - GJC. HooTe
i -
( SAC, Albany c . esmses
. 4 Director, FDI {100-148008) P
iu .
. [
o ) e P
CORTEAINTELLIGERCE FROGRAN . !
BLACK N.;TIDNALISTC; HATE GROURS I T
NTELLIGEN ' T B
o RACIAL N SRTIRa A ‘\
. Fl - :

The Bureau wants to bricg a highly enccosaful -
counterintelllipcence operatior to the attention of all
eounterintolligence offices, oo that all offices 7111
be aware ef the type of results that can be obtsined
in thig program, . .

1_
tT The Miasmi nivislon devalnped 2 gource at % L o~
local televigion stetion and the source produced a N
news epecial on black natlonallists and on tha MNew Lelt,
Hisni requasted Bureau authority to furnigh the poured
background data of a public source nature when tlLa 4
source Indleated an interest in pradncing 2 shmr e -
expesing thesn groups. i
- . L=
(- - Atlants : 2 - I!inueapolis =)
= Baltimore © 2 = Mobile o -
= Birninghem 2 » Howerk = |-
o ~ Doaton 2 = New HavenE:‘ . 4 EK-lGZ
- Buffalo 2 « Hew Orleans..
8 - Charlotte - 2 - New York ’q};{‘,-?,&
-~ = Chicape 2 = Omaha
=, ~ Cincinnatd 2 - pailadelphis /00 ~Yyfoug g
&3 - Columbia 2 = Phoenlx ~==
e = Cleveland Z w Pilttsburgh
~ Denvar 2 - portlpnd £AUG 14 1558 ]
= Detroit Z = Richnond -
= Houaton 2 - Bacramento=—rzr . Eige
= Indisnapolds . 2 = Ban Diego /ﬁg
= Jackson 2 « 5an Franclsco
= Jacksopville 2 - Seattls - .
~ Kansas City 2 = Springfidd
= lan Apgeles 2 - Bt. louls
= Wempbis
= Kigmi
= Hilvaukeo
=T o1y - m :
el T :
sLNrT 14 G\
i § UG 14 M o Am-tmu,
‘--‘r——-—p' Lk S e wir [ d w5 LY '/IBO
(ot L ECL Gy, - .

Shaping the news. Memo establishing model of COINTELPRCO media techniques
utitized against the new left and black liberation movement.

desired result, the Bureau escalated, setting out to bring about their target's
imprisonment. In the view of involved agents, “If Obadele can bekept off the streets,
it may prevent further problems with the RN A inasmuch as he completely domi-
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o Lot
Q O
Letter to BAC, Albany

RE: COUNTERINTELLIGENCE PROGAAM
100448006

Spow Aeregrieo ?!7/"""

The Bureau puthorized tpiohing_ the
n & confidential basla and thef™ _h‘"gqﬂ -
reat ‘dasl of research was dope aai fpontiaad it
resulted in an excellent prograa. The show, which ended
with quotes from the Director on the nature of toe Hew
Lalt, was 50 well received that the televislon station
recelved rogquests for m filn of the show by local clvic
groups,

r

A% you Bre aware publleity about nei Lalt
and black nationslist groups, espscially televiaion
coverage, sometimens enhances the stature of theme groups.
At the Esme time, Mliam!l has demonstrated thei a carefully
planned television show c¢an be extremely cffective in-
showing these extreomdsts for what they are, local New
Left aod black nationslist leaders were loterviewsd on
the show and sesmed to bave been chosen foip either thelr
inability to articulate or thelr slmpering aod stupid
Appearance.,

#lami furpished & film of tbischor for Dureau
review and it was apparent that the televislon source
used the very best judgment in editing comments hy
these extrenists, He brought out that they were in
Tfavor of violeat revolutlon without thelr explaining
why. But he alee brought out that they, persooally,
wauld be afrald to lead a violent revolution, oaking
then appear to he cowards. The lntarview of klack
patlonzlist lesdera on the show had the lesders sezted,
$11 &t ease, in hard chairs, Full-length camera shots
showved each movement s they squirmed about in thoir
chaire, resenbling rats trapped under sclentific
obgervation,

Each counterintelligence office phould he
alert to exploit this techulque both for black natlooallats
and Kew Left types. Miaml learned from eources that those
who sppearcd on the show realized that it prescnted thenm
in a mpont unfavorable 1light, One oven ecomplained to the
televigion atation about it. Tbhis counterintelligence
operation will be of great value in the South Fiorlda area
#nd the Dureau hopes these results can be duplicated im -
othar offices, 3uccess in this case resulted from hard
work nnd scumen o the part of the Agents who handled -
the matter, Espoclally lmportaot was the choice of
individuals interviewed as they did not have the ability
to atand up to & professlonal mewsman. The fine job of
doterviewing and editing done by the news people involved
was alao post lmportant,

”

Eagh office zbould be alart to the possibility ~~
of using this tochnlque, HNo counterintelligence nction
should be taken without Bureau authority,’ For your
fnformation operaticons of thls type must be handled
through reliable, eatablished pources and must be sat
up po that the FBI ip not rovealed as the source,

NOTE:

See memorandum G.C. Moore to Mr. W.C, Sullivan,
captloned as above, dated B/L/GS, prepared by § )

119
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Memorandum ¢

i
moS'77" sac, DETROTT (157-3214)
"TERTHTELLIGEHCE PROGRAM

SUBJECT: (
LACK MATTIONALIST - LATE_GROUPS
RACIAL ITWTELLIGIHCT
(REPFUBLIC OF KEW AFRICA)

/;K Re Bureau airtel to Detroit, dated
. 10/31/68

Per suggestion set forth in re Bureau
airtel Dﬂtvolt requests malling letiers nrepaved
on commercizily purchased papger te varicus members
of the Tepublic of Mew Afries {RlUA) with the
excention of RICHARD HERAY, signed by a ccncerned
RMA brotuer.

The letter will read 25 follows:

Dear Brother and Sister£

about the inel: of funds of the R¥A, -
I know that many brothers and sjisters o
have paid taxcs and hove dopated on
varicus ocersicens to the Repulilic,
Where has the poney geone, and why
) . haven't we purchased our land with e
¥ it? e

I do not moke any direect
) azcusation at any broiher or sister
but I would like o know how Brothor

T ! Imari owns a house, supports a Fomily,
and travels all over the couutry when
he ig ndt aven workinm, 1 think we
all deserve an explanation of the use.
of the RNA moncy, and I think we are
foolish to donate and pay taxes to
suppart oce man, when the Repuglic
is in soch dire need of money, I
think this quest.on shauld be raised
at the pext Wednesday meeting, I'm
not signing my name because I do not
wint ta¢ create a personal conflict
2MONE US.

A Concerned Brother

Thiz letter will be mailed to Detroit members
of the RNA cnly and if a faveorable response is received,
2 gimilar letter will be prepared for pationwide
RNA member eirculatiom,

Detroit requests Burezn approval.

T0 - DIRECTOR, FBI (100-448008) o DATEL 31 /22/68

Lately I have heen concerned KITQ% b

Memo initiating COINTELPRO against the Republic of New Afrika by targeting
italeader, Imari Abubakari Obadele (s/n: Richard Henry), shortly after the organi-

zation's founding in 1968.
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@ ) k)
) O'Ur'r‘.'!_';\ T '\J'\'T LT Tt
R ‘ L ol DL,
SAC, Detrolt (157-3214) Deearsber 3, 1962
-, REC- 126 /2 e
Di‘rc:;or, FBL (108-448006) 4/ m—
Sy ; 1 - Mr. Tunstall 7

. 1 = Mr. Deakin —_
AIRTOLLICINCE PRUCID . ’
IZT - nTe L SUes

e .

LFRICA)

RACTA. Il‘_uLhI
(DEPUBLIC CF DEW

Rewvrlet 117227648,

Detroit 1s authworized to send the anongmous lottew
set qut in relet to selectod menbars of the Yepublic of
Hew Africa (LiA) using cermerclally purchased staticiery.

Insure this mailing cannci ba traced to thz Duseau
end pdvise of reselts. LS resalts oxa favoocble, consider
subaiiting a recemandation feor circuloting this letter

#m ombe TNTRE L.

. mimbars in oilaer eitizs.

. 4
TID:ieku o 77"

| (s)

ROYE: -

This anonymous letter criticizes Richard lenry
(brothar Imavi), an AiZi officer wie pllegedly is using
RHA funds feor pevsomal eox pcuses. This hes bzen a nmatto
of discussion \11:'1 engugl hia menbers 50 as to p—ch_ct cur
sourcss, Criticisa of 1eaacrs of blaock nationalist extremist
groups, such as the RMA, for nisusing funds, is an cffactive L
method of neoutralizing these leaders. Sinen this is an
anonyiasus letter, there is neo possibility of embarrassment
to thie durcaua,

Memo authorizing COINTELPRO against Imari Obadele and the RNA.

nates the organization and all members follow his instructions.”** Hence, when the
RNA leader moved south to consummate an organizational plan of establishing a
“liberated zone” in the Mississippi River delta, near Jackson, Mississippi, the FBI
moved to provoke a confrontation which could then be used to obtain a conviction.
First, as is shown in the accompanying December 12, 1970 memo from the SAC,
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Cince Uarch, 1968, tha Republic nf Hew Afcifca (RNA)
aizs B2en atteppting €o start a sepoacate black pation in five
snuthern states, sterting with Misslgsippl, In this regard,
ilie ENA has been fxytng ko buy sind lerse l.nd fn Miss{saippi
fn the Jackson Diviedon on scveval past cccaslens, (Countexs
fatelligence weasurcs has bica gble to sbuvk all ERA efforts to
e¢btain land in Missfsusippi.)

In lute July, 1970, 7TCHARD LEKRY, oska Jrother Imard,
Jaader of ile ANA, oaw2 to Jackson, Missfzsippl, scecmpanied
Ly many sut-nrfest:te 3upport"r3 co hold a n1tianal HHA mreting
an the lond of wikion fn Mississippi™, This confurence wng
Moxuptive and f. cftiiye due to Jacksca DUelsfon Bureau=
cpproved counterintallipence measuras,

In mld-September, 1970, Beother THARI aud a [ow close
s330ciates of bis cawe o look at land vhich was for sale in
~ural Hinds County, Mississippl, near Jackson} thils land was

winzd by a Hegro wmale who was yetiring and cwned over 560 acres,
I whkarn fnformynts advised Buxeau Agents of developrents regpacding

this Iand rnd che fact that the owner of the Yand, 7 "7 2177TH,
NIH had advlsed Drother THART he will lease or ell him ten
to mwenty aczea, RHA leadersa, including Brother IMART, uere
delipghied over this land purchase or leasing prospect., Jackson
informants were divected by contacting Agente to approach & 777
privately and indicats to him that his selling land to Brother
IMARI.would not be a wise endeavor. Additionzlily, on 10/9/70,
;,_ Y was interviewed by Bureau Agents and zdvised of the true

future and violenue potential of the RNA and fts lﬂaders. The

nterview lzsted 1% hours; folleowing the interview, £7- )
fndicated he would reconsider whether he would sell o™ leasae’
any land to the _BHA; on 10!21{?" Bureau Agents’ Intervicwed

s ) ~T o who was assisting tie
nNA *n thelr dealings witht T 1“_,T?ooarding the
1and., The true nature and vielence potential of the RNA
and Ats leaders was explainedtof - 1%

As a vesult nf fhe -bave e reintelligence
efforts, the land which the RNA Ind lwost flnalized rlana
repavrding purchasing or Yaxifng fw xuval ilinds County,

Misa., bas not boen rold or Teased fo them, Jacksen has
miintained contact with', \) and he has advised he has

no plans to lease nz aAell any land o the RHA in the 'iemodlate
futvere, There have been no racent visits by top officials

of the RHA to Mississippi regarding the lund, it Leing noted
they made geveral wisits fn Septenber, 1970, sthen Cheir
prospects foc the land purchase or leasing was good,

As a sosult of the abowe, intensive cfforksg
oF the WHA #a obiuin land %n dirsflstp>t wver thi asst
tuo god ene-halE ; cars ave st Fotally ustuceas sful,

Excerpt from a December 2, 1970 report detailing the COINTELPRO opera-
tions in Mississippi which resulted in the case of the RNA 1.

Jackson (Elmer Linberg), to Hoover, agents intervened to block the perfectly legal
sale of a land parcel to Obadele. SA George Holder and his associates undertook by
word of mouth to foster a marked increase in anti-RN A sentiment in the Klan-ridden
Jackson area. Finally, they coordinated an early morning assault on RNA facilities
in the city involving some 36 heavily armed agents and local police headed by SAC
Linberg — as well as an armored car ~ on August 18, 1971.
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In the resultant firefight, one police officer, William Skinner, was killed and an
agent, William Stringer, was wounded. Imari Obadele and 10 other RNA members
were arrested - thereby becoming the “RNA 11”7 - and charged with murder,
assault, sedition, conspiracy, possession of illegal weapons,and “treason against the
state of Mississippi.”* Tellingly, the original charges, which had ostensibly pro-
vided a basis for the massive police raid, were never brought to court. In the end,
eight of theaccused were convicted, butonly of conspiracy to assault federal officers,
assault, illegal possession of a nonexistent automatic weapon, and having used
weapons in the commission of these other “felonies.”® This is to say they were
imprisoned for having defended themselves from the armed attack of a large
number of FBI agents and police who could never show any particular reason for
having launched the assault in the first place. Obadele received a twelve year
sentence, served seven, and the entire operation undoubtedly entered the annals of
“successful” COINTELPROs.

COINTELPRO Against the Black Panther Party

By the fall of 1968, the FBI felt it had identified the organization most likely to
succeed as the catalyst of a united black liberation movemnent in the U.S. This was
the Black Panther Party (BPT), originally established as the Black Panther Party for
Self-Defense in the San Francisco Bay area city of Oakland by Merritt College
students Huey P.Newtonand Bobby Seale (a former RAM member) during October
of 1966. On September 8, 1968, ]. Edgar Hoover let it be known in the pages of the
New York Times that he considered the Panthers “the greatest [single] threat to the
internal security of the country.”*! Shortly thereafter, William Sullivan sent the ac-
companying memo to George C. Moore, outlining a plan by which already-existing
COINTELPRO actions against the BPP might “be accelerated.”

Although Sullivan utilized the habitual Bureau pretense that targets of such
attention were “violence-prone” and making “efforts to perpetrate viclence in the
United States,” the party’s predication - asevidenced in its Ten-Point Program—was
in some ways rather moderate and, in any event, entirely legal.* Far from conduct-
ing “physical attacks on police,” as Sullivan claimed, the Panthers were well-known
to have anchored themselves firmly in the constitutional right to bear arms and
effect citizen’s arrests in order to curtail the high level of systematic (and generally
quite illegal) violence customarily visited upon black inner city residents by local
police.*> More to the point, but left unmentioned by the FBI assistant director, was
that the entire thrust of BPP organizing - reliance on the principle of armed self-
defense included - went to forging direct community political control over and
economic self-sufficiency within the black ghettos.* As has been noted elsewhere,
“In late 1967, the Panthers initiated a free breakfast programme for black children,
and offered free health care to ghetto residents.”** By the summer of 1968, these
undertakings had been augmented by a community education project and an anti-
heroincampaign. The party was offering a coherent strategy to improve the realities
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N UNTTED STATES GPyRNMENT T OU. ST

- Memorandum |

™ . WG, suulv{T/} AT 9/27[6! Je ]
N "Oonﬂl YerHesCD. Deloach

SURJECT: dcomm:nmmummcz PROGRAM
PIACR RATTOHALIST - e camms
RACIAL INIELLICENCE ™
{BLACK PANTHER PARTY)

Mr. ¥, C, Sullivan i7
i

'nuuuw

IE
PURPOSE: .-")

To obtain suthority for the attached letter to
those field divisions having Black Panther Party (BPP)
activity instructing ‘that the counterintelligence program
against this organization bg sccelersted and that each
office submit concrete suggestions as to future actiom .
to be taken against the BPP,

The extremist BFP of Cakland, Callfomia. ls .
rapidly expanding, It Is the most vlolence—prone organ!zatlm =
of al] the extremiat g¥siips mow dperating in the United States,
This group has a record of violence and comnectfons with - U
foreign revolutionaries. Tt puts particular emphasls on pot ! .
only verbal attacks but also physical attacks on police. CoeR

4/ /- // / 3:
The informaticn we are rece .Lng from o{n- sources .-
concerning activites of the E mglrly indicates that - -
more viclence can be expected 5 thie organization in the - - -
immediate future, It therefdre, s essential that we hot '"'""
enly accelerate our investigations of this organiza il
and increase our informgnts in the organization but that we
take action under the counterintelligence program- ttrd{arupt.-...
. the group. Our counterintelligence program may bring about -.--
- é:sults which could lead teo prosecution of these violence- prone

OBSERVATIONS: HEB 15

caders apd active members, thereby thwarting their effort.s

rpetrate violence ln the United States, . o cer

" Enclosure i T _r 1 dr_j
. 100-448006 CONTINUED - OVER °
- : . . o c ) dfyentt
i 7, .

Memo initiating COINTELPRO - BPP.

- both spiritual and material - of ghetto life. Consequently, black community
perceptions of the BPP were radically different from those entertained by the police
establishment {(which the Panthers described as an “occupying army”).
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Menoranduz to My, W. C. Sullivan
: “COWMTERINTELLIGENCE PROGRAM

FMGK RATICHALIST - HATE GROUPS

RACTAL INTELLIGENCE

1(BLACK PANTHER PARTY)

SCOPE OF FROPOSED COUNTERINTELLIGENCE PROCRAM:

As stated above, the attached letter will Instruet ...
the field to submit positive auggestions as to actions te -
be téken to thwart and disrupt the BPF, Instructions are and ~
will be reiterated that no action fs to be taken without . .. . -
prier Bureau authority, e

These suggestions are to create facticnalisa between
not only the national leaders btut alsc local leaders, steps ..
to neutralize all organizational efforts of the BPP as well
as create suspicion amongst the leaders as to each others -
sources of finances, suspiclon concerning thelr respective -
spouses and suapicion a3 to who may be cooparating with - -
law enforcement, In additlion, suspicion should be developed .
as to vhomy be sttempting to galn control of the organizatiom ™
for thelr own private betterment, as well as suggestions as
to the best method of exploiting the foreipn visits made by ™.
BrF members, We are also soliciting recommendations as to : .--
the best methed of creating oppesition to the BFP on the . -~
part of the majority of the residents of the ghetto areas, [

RECOMMENDATION:

. That attached letter , in accordance with the above
be approved, LTt

s

A significant measure of the Black Panthers’ success was described in racist
terms by Sullivan who noted that membership was “multiplying rapidly.” Begin-
ning with a core of five members in 1966, the BPP had grown to include as many as
5,000 members within two years, and had spread from its original Oakland base to
include chapters in more than a dozen cities.“ This seems due, notonly to the appeal
inherent in the Panthers’ combination of standing up for basicblack rightsin the face
of even the most visible expressions of state power with concrete programs to
upgrade inner city life, but to the party’s unique inclusiveness. Although the
conditions for acceptance into the BPP were in some ways quite stringent, Newton
and Seale had from the outset focused their recruiting and organizing efforts on
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what they termed “the lumpen” - a cast of street gangs, prostitutes, convicts and ex-
cons typically shunned by progressive movements — with an eye towards forming
a new political force based upon this “most oppressed and alienated sector of the
population” and activating its socially constructive energies.’

Also of apparent concern to the Bureau was the Panthers’ demonstrated ability
to link their new recruitment base to other important sectors of the U.S. opposition.¢®
One of the party’s first major achievements in this regard came when Chairman
Bobby Seale and Minister of Information Eldridge Cleaver managed to engineer the
merger of SNCC with their organization, an event signified at a mass rally in
Qakland on February 17, 1968 when Stokely Carmichael was designated as honor-
ary BPP Prime Minister, H. Rap Brown as Minister of Justice and James Forman as
Minister of Foreign Affairs.#® As is demonstrated in the accompanying October 10,
1968 memo from Moore to Sullivan, the FBI quickly initiated a COINTELFPRO effort
to “foster a split between...the two most prominent black nationalist extremist
groups” through the media.

The SNCC leadership was also targeted more heavily than ever. H. Rap Brown
was shortly eliminated by being “charged with inciting a race riot in Maryland,”
allowed to make bail only under the constitutionally dubious proviso that he not
leave the Borough of Manhattanin New York, “and waseventually sentenced tofive
years in a federal penitentiary [not on the original charge, but] for carrying a rifle
across state lines while under criminal indictment.”7 Stokely Carmichael’s neutrali-
zation took a rather different form. Utilizing the services of Peter Cardoza, an
infiltrator who had worked his way into a position as the SNCCleader'sbodyguard,
the Bureau applied a “bad jacket,” deliberately creating the false appearance that
Carmichael was himself an operative.? Ina memo dated July 10, 1968, the SAC, New
York, proposed to Hoover that:

...consideration be given to convey the impression that CARMICHAEL is a CIA
informer. One method of accomplishing [this} would be to have a carbon copy of an
informant report supposedly written by CARMICHAEL to the CIA carefully
deposited in the automobileof aclose Black Nationalist friend...It is hoped that when
the informant report is read it will help promote distrust between CARMICHAEL
and the Black Community...It is also suggested that we inform a certain percentage
of reliable criminal and racial informants that “we have it from reliable sources that
CARMICHAEL is a CIA agent. It is hoped that the informants would spread the
rumor in various large Negro communities across the land.”

Pursuant to a May 19, 1969 Airtel from the SAC, San Francisco, to Hoover, the
Bureau then proceeded to “assist” the BPP in “expelling” Carmichael through the
forgery of letterson party letterhead. The gambit worked, as isevidenced in the Sep-
tember 5, 1970 assertion by BPP head Huey P. Newton: “We...charge that Stokely
Carmichael is operating as an agent of the CIA."*

Meanwhile, according to the New York SAC, his COINTELPRO technicians had
followed up, using the target's mother as a prop in their scheme:
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™ EEIWrC. Bunh“ﬁ Vi AT October 10, 1968 .

row : el o, c, nmrsﬁ&/ : RIS ¥

it
I’“"‘J"-“"’ COUNTERINTELLIGENCE PROGRAM
BLACK MATIONALIST - HATE GRQUPS

4 RACTAL INTELLIGENCE - ' y -
v (BLACK PANTHER PARTY) ! Y i
‘ PURPOSE: n L T

To recommend attachod item be given newa media
source on confidential basis as counterintellifonce measure
to help neutralize extremist Black Panthers and foster split
between them and Btudent Konvioleat Coordinating Comittal

{SNCC).
BACKGROUND:

There i a foud between the two most promipent . v
black nationakist extremist groups, The Black Panthers and -
GHOC, Attachod item notes that the feud is being continued
by BNCC circulating the statement that: /

TAccording to zoolopists, the main diffcrence bet-ee
a panther snd other large cate is that the panther has the
snallest head,®

This is biplogically true, Publicity to thl.s l!!oct'

might help noutralize Black ather recru - [ES i
5 1 ;ﬂo }ﬂ" W
. AR Yy

ACTION:
...l.._........

That attachcd item, captioned "Panther Pinheads,” ~ ) Y
ﬂ’l’urnlshcd a cooperntive nows medim source by the Crime )

’a B Records Division on a confidentisl basis, We will be aler /
7 for other ways to exploit this ltu. e | AL

o A 74-«){;2, /g,,,,, - 4

S 3-.— Nr, €.D, Deloach

yr, ¥.C, Sullivan
nr. T.E. auuop _,m,; g .
G,C. ot o

( "R Be "!s, f” ey
'\ 3 e ocrrome
. 4}1 M . -

R L T

Memo gutlining tactic to split the BPP and SNCC.

On 9/4/68, a pretext phone call was placed to the residence of STOKELY
CARMICHAEL and in absence of CARMICHAEL his mother was told that a friend
was calling who was fearful of the future safety of her son. It was explained to Mrs.
CARMICHAEL the absolute necessity for CARMICHAEL to “hide out” inasmuch
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It 18 suggested that conslderation be ilvrm
to convey the impression that CARMICHAEL iz a €
informant.

One method of accomplishing the abova vnuld
be to have a carbon copy of informant report reportedly
written by CAFRMICHAEL to the CIA carefully Aeposited in
the atomobile of a close BPlack Nationalist friend,
The report should be so placed that it will be readily
seen.

It 43 hoped that when the informant reyort
is read it will help promote distruet between CAHNICHAEL
and the Black Commnity. It is suggested that ¢arbon
copy of report be used to Indicate that CAHHICIMFL turned
original copy into CIA and kept cerbon copy for himsclf.

It iz also supgested that we inforwm a certain
percentage of reliable criminal and racial infrerrants
that "we heard from reliable sources that CAHUICHAEL
iz & CIA agent™. It 12 hoped that these informants

~would spread the rumar in various large Hegrog temwun-
ities across the land,

Excerpt from July 10,1968 memo proposing the bad-jacketing of
SNCC/BPP leader Stokely Carmichael.

as several BPP members were out to kill him. Mrs, CARMICHAEL appeared
shocked upon hearing the news and stated she would tell STOKELY when he came
home.™

Although there is no evidence whatsoever that a Panther “hit team” had been
assembled to silence the accused informer, Carmichael left the U.S. for an extended
period in Africa the following day, and the SNCC/Panther coalition waseffectively
destroyed.

Asall this was going on, Cleaver was developing another highly visible alliance,
this one with “white mother country radicals,” which he and Seale had initiated in
December 1967.7* This was with the so-called Peace and Freedom Party, which
planned to place Cleaver — not only in his capacity as a leading Panther, but as the
celebrated convict-author of Soul on Ice”* and parolee editor of Ramparts magazine —
on the California ballot as a presidential candidate during the 1968 election; his vice
presidential candidate was slated to be SDS co-founder Tom Hayden, while Huey
P. Newton was offered as a congressional candidate from his prison cell.”” The
ensuing campaign resulted in a wave of positive exposure for the BPP which the
authorities were relatively powerless to counteract. Hence, Cleaver — the powerful
writer and speaker at the center of it all - was targeted for rapid elimination.

On April 6 [1968), two days after Martin Luther King was killed, Cleaver was in the
Ramparts office in the late afternoon, dictating his article, “Requiem for Nonvi-
olence.” In a matter of hours he and other Panthers would be involved in a shoot-
out with the Oakland police. Seventeen-year-old Bobby Hutton died, shot in the
back moments after he and Eldridge, arms above their heads, stumbled out of the
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building where they'd taken refuge. Cleaver, who was wounded in the leg, was
taken first to Oakland‘s Highland Hospital; then to the Alameda County Court-
house where police made him lieon the floor while he was being booked; and finally,
that same night, to San Quentin Hospital where a guard pushed him down a flight
of stairs. He was brought to the state medical facility at Vacavilleand confined in the
“hole.”™

Although Cleaver was never convicted of any charge stemming from the
firefight, and it soon becameapparent that Ray Brown’sOakland Panther Squad had
deliberately provoked the incident, his “parole was quickly revoked, and for two
months he sat at Vacaville. The [California] Adult Authority had exercised its
authority to suspend or revoke parole without notice or hearing, basing its actions
solely on police reports. Three parocle violations were listed: possession of firearms,
associating with individuals of bad reputation, and failing to cooperate with the
parole agent.””* But, when Charles Garry, Cleaver’s attorney, petitioned for a writ
of habeas corpus, it was granted by state Superior Court Judge Raymond J. Sherwin,
in Solano County (where Vacaville is located).

Judge Sherwin almost immediately dismissed the daim that Cleaver had
associated with persons of “bad reputation,” noting that the adult authority had
beenunabletoeven list who was supposedly atissue. The noncooperation claim was
also scuttled when Garry introduced evidence that the parole officer in question had
consistently assessed Cleaver in written reports as “reliable” and “cooperative”
since his release from prison. The state’s weapons possession claim also fell apart
when the judge found that, “Cleaver’s only handling of a firearm [a rifle] was in
obedience to a police command. He did not handle a hand gun at all.”* The judge
concluded that:

It has to be stressed that the uncontradicted evidence presented to this Court
indicated that the petitioner had been a model parolee. The peril to his parole status
stemmed from no failure of personal rehabilitation, but from his undue eloquence
in pursuing political goals, goals which were offensive to many of his contemporar-
jes. Not only was there absence of cause for the cancellation of his parole, it was the
product of a type of pressure unbecoming, to say the least, to the law enforcement
paraphernalia of the state™

With that, Judge Sherwin ordered Cleaver’s release, a ruling which was imme-
diately appealed by the adult authority to the state appellate court. The higher court,
refusing to hearany evidence in the matter, simply affirmed “the arbitrary power of
the adult authority to revoke parole.”** Consequently, despite having been shown
to have engaged in no criminal activity at all, Cleaver was ordered back to San
Quentin asof November 27, 1968. Under such conditions, he opted instead to go into
exile, first in Cuba, then Algeria and, eventually, France.** The immediacy of his
talents, energy and stature were thus lost to the BPP - along with the life of Bobby
Hutton, one of its earliest and most dedicated members — while the stage was set for
a future COINTELPRQ operation.
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“BLACK IxATIOnALIS‘l:. 2 rE

T

.

RAGTAL TN'E'LLLlG._ ‘CT": {*’L‘am{ '} ATl ufi PF{H f)

' s rcf§tne infoimation of’ reCLpant o:flcoq a soris
e eruggle is taking place betwsen the Black Panther Parey (
- . end the US organization. The strugglz ; reached, such poose;
--:--that it 1s taking on the aura of geng varfare wiLr attendany
_:threats of nurdﬂr and reprisals, X

. £ —

. S In order to fully can1Ln112a upon BPP and US
dif{ferences as well as to LXPlOLt all avcnues of creating ]
- further dissension in the ranks of the BFF, recipient efiileas !
(;} * arve Instructed to submit imaginstive and hawd-hitting
T counherwntelllgence mzasures zinad at cLlyyl4r5 the B?P
Commencxng Decemaer 2, 1J68, and =very two-waek part
thereafter, each office is instructed to submit a letter undao
this caption containing ccuntevintellipencs measures alined
against the BPP, Thz bi-waekly letter should alsc contzia
" accogplishments cobtsined curing the previous:wo-wcek period v
_C_ptlonOd program,

All counterintelligence actions rust be dppfoued
_._at the Bureau prior to taking sieps to implement them.

Memo initiating the lethal COINTELPRO which pitted the US organization against
the BPP. Note the similarity in method to that of Operation Hoodwink.

Anti-Panther COINTELPRO activities were directed not only at blocking or
destroying the party’s coalition-building, They were, as the accompanying Novem-
ber 25, 1968 memo from Hoover to the SAC, Baltimore, bears out, also devoted to
exacerbating tensions between the BPP and organizations with which it had strong
ideological differences. In the case of the so-called United Slaves (US), a black
cultural nationalist group based primarily in southern California, this was done
despite — or because of — “The struggle...taking on the aura of gang warfare with
attendant threats of murder and reprisal.” What was meant by the Bureau “fully
capitalizing” on the situation is readily attested by the accompanying November 29
memo to Hoover from the SAC, Los Angeles, proposing the sending of an anony-
mous letter — attributed to the Panthers —~ “revealing” a fictional BPP plot to
assassinate US head Ron Karenga. The stated objective was to provoke “an US and
BPT vendetta.” A number of defamatory cartoons — attributed to both US and the
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Samples of the sorts of cartoons produced and distributed by the FBI
in southern California to provoke violence between US and the BPP.

BPP, with each side appearing to viciously ridicule the other — were also produced
and distributed within local black communities by the Los Angeles and San Diego i
FBI offices.

W
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Memorandum
DIRECTOR, FBI (100-448006) DATE: 11,_'29/53

RoM V:' SAC) LOS ANGELES (157-1751) (P)

f .
uafeet: COUNTERINTELLIGENCE PROGRAM
J BLACK NATIORALIST - HATE GROUPS ﬁ
RACIAL INTELLIGEHCE
\' feth
Re Los Angeles letterto Bureau dated 9/25/68, L ., %Y

Ly
I. OPERATIONS UNDER CONIIDERATION AV

The Los fingeles Office 18 currently praparing an
anonymaua ietter for Bureaw approval which will be sent to
the Los Angeles Black Panther Perty (BPP) mupposedly from F
a8 member of the “US" orgenizetion in which it will be stated
that the youth group of the "US" organization 1z awere of thg
BPP "eontract® to kill RQN KARENGA, leader of "US®, snd they,
"US" members, in retalistion, have " nada plang to mmbuash
leaders of the BFF in Los Angeles,

It 12 hoped thisa coenterintellipence measure will
result in 2n 3" and BPP vendstte,

Invostigation has indicated that the Peace gnd
Freedom Party {FFP) hes bzen furniching the BPP with
finanelal esslstance. An anonymwous letter iz being prepared -
for Bureau spprovel to be sent to & lesder of PPP in vhich
it ia set Tforth thot the BPP has made ptatements in cloaed
meetings that when the armed rebelllon comes the xhites in .
the PFP %111 be lined ap agelinst the well with the rest of the
whites,

’ It 1s felt that this type of » letter c-m.vl-d caune
conslderable disruption of the aesociation betwesn the BPP
and the PFP.

In order to cause disruption betwecn the APF of
Oakland, California, and the SPP of Los Angeles, an -
amrelope ia belng preparecd I‘ir Bureau npproval which appezra

!

2/ Bureau (RM) . : ) ,f /
~ Los Angelen e ; i
LYS/d1, S TR oo
Gy % __ —— /(\\
e e Y ,

Portion of memo highlighting continuing efforts to foster violence between US
and the BPP. Note simultaneous operations being conducted to aplit the BPP from
its support base in the Peace and Freedom Party as well as to foment discord
among the Panthers themselves.,
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11, TALGIELK RESULTS
The LBPP Droshiast Peoocas appears Lo be floundering

an dan bicpo dug te lack ef public suppert and unfavorable
publicity Teoncerning it. It is noted thai it has presently
been teaporarilys suspended,  Thevefore, it wag fell that .
placing the above wentioned anunyuous eall Lo ihe Bishop oL
this particw)ar ti@me mizht be o sipgnidicnat facior"in ’
precluding the resuaprion of the progriue, The informatisn
1o the Lishop aupehred Lo be {avovably yveacived and he scened
to e quile coacrroed over the fact thal osc of his Pricstis

owas uneply involved i utilizatien of chwrel facililics for
thix puypese. This matier, of coural, wi)l be closcly i
Tollowed for furiher anticipated developaenls concerning Lhe,

- Brealifast Program.

Shootings, biga{ing Y -
continues o preyyil dp [Ye clhplfo aven af soullcast San Lisen
Calthoush wn specific counterintellivesce Soiiol il oe
crodited wilth contributling 1o tlis over—all situnlian, it ig
3gil ThAt & snbulanilal nmeuni ol the milgst -8 gilrectily

aviributable to Lhis Lo A,

—

In vicw of the recent killing of SPP membor SYRVEITZS
" BELL, a new cartcon is being copsidered in the ho
it7wisl agsist-in the centinuance of the vift beiwessy BPP
apd LS. Fhis cartoon, or gsarias of cartuvens, will be zimita
in pature o thoze {arierly approver Ly the Jured aac will
he forwarded io uie Bureau for zwvaluatiun ard anproval
Jlamediately upon thedr completion.

i
]

Excerpt froman August 20, 1969 report summarizing the “accomplishments”
and plans for the BPP/US COINTELPRO in San Diego.

On January 17, 1969, these tactics bore their malignant fruit when Los Angeles
BPP leaders Alprentice’Bunchy” Carter and Jon Huggins were shot to death by US
members George and Joseph Stiner, and Claude Hubert, in a classroom at UCLA’s
Campbell Hall. Apparently at the FBI's behest, the Los Angeles Police Department
(LAPD}followed up by conducting a massiveraid -75 to 100 SWAT equipped police
participated — on the home of Jon Huggins” widow, Ericka, on the evening of his
death, an action guaranteed to drastically raise the level of rage and frustration felt
by the Panthers assembled there. The police contended that the rousting of Ericka
Huggins and other surviving LA-BPP leaders was intended to “avert further
violence,” a rationale which hardly explains why during the raid a cop placed a
loaded gun to the head of the Huggins’ six-month-old baby, Mai, laughed and said
“You're next.”™ In the aftermath, southern California COINTELPRO specialists
assigned themselves “a good measure of credit” for these “accomplishments,” and
proposed distribution of a new series of cartoons — including the accompanying
examples—to “indicate to the BPP that the US organization feels they are ineffectual,
inadequate, and riddled with graft and corruption.”?*

Theidea was approved and, as is shown in the accompanying excerpts from an
August 20, 1969 report by the San Diego SAC to Hoover, obtained similar results.
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SAC, Newstk (100-49654)
REC, /ZI Director, F3L (100-448006) /3.7 (= 1

[

¢

COUNTERIRTELLIGENCE T'ROGRAM
ELACK LEATIONALIST - HATE GROUP'S
RACIAL ILTELLIGENCE

BLACK PANTHER PARTY {BPF)

RelKlet 9/18/69.

Authority is grented Hewark to mall the cartoon
submitted in referenced letter. The cartoon, which was
drawn by the Fewark Offlce, {s satisfsctory and needs no
duplication. In reproducing this cartoon, Newark ‘should
fnsure that the paper end envelopes used do not centeln
any traceable merkings, When mailing this cartoon, care
should ke taken so that the Buresu ls not disclosed as the
source and strict securlty 1s maintained. RKewark should
advise of any results received from thls mailing.

The BPP/US COINTELPRO continued in the east.

—the pavrhe
Peocean

(:puucr)
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Among the “tangible results” which the SAC found to be “directly attributable to
this program” were “shootings, beatings, and a high degree of unrest...in the ghetto
area.” Atanother point, he noted that one of the shootings had resulted in the death
of Panther Sylvester Bell at the hands of US gunmen on August 14 (another San
Diego Panther, John Savage, had also been murdered by US on May 23), and
announced that, apparently on the basis of such a resounding success, “a new
cartoon is being considered in the hopes that it will assist in the continuance of the
rift between the BPF and US.”

The Newark field office also joined in the act, as is attested by the accompanying
October 2, 1969 memo from the SAC in that city to Hoover, and the cartoon which
corresponds to it. Newark credited the COINTELPRO with three other Panther
murders as of September 30, 1969, when it sent an anonymous letter to the local BPP
chapter warning them to “watch out: Karenga’s coming,” and listing a national “box
score” of “US - 6, Panthers - 0.”* While this seems to have been the extent of the
fatalities induced through the COINTELPRO operation — a bodycount which in
itself would not have proven crippling to either side of the dispute — such FBI
activities did, as cultural nationalist leader Amiri Baraka (s/n: LeRoi Jones) has
pointed out, help solidify deep divisions within the radical black community as a
whole which took years to overcome, and which effectively precluded the possibil-
ity of unified political action within the black liberation movement.*

Ashasbeen noted elsewhere, one “of the FBI's favorite tactics was to accuse the
Panthers and other black nationalists of anti-Semitism, a tactic designed to destroy
the movement’s image ‘among liberal and naive elements.” Bureau interest in anti-
Semitism grew during the summer of 1967 at the National Convention for a New
Politics, when SNCC’s James Forman and Rap Brown led a floor fight for a
resolution condemning Zionist expansion. The convention’s black caucus intro-
duced the resolution, and SNCC emerged as the first black group to take a public
stand against Israel in the Mid-East conflict.”** In New York, as is revealed in the
accompanying September 10, 1969 memo, this assumed the form of sending anony-
mous letters to Rabbi Meir Kahane of the neo-fascistic Jewish Defense League in
hopes that the “embellishment” of “factual information” within the missives might
provoke Kahane’s thugs “to act” against the BPP.

Comparable methods were used in Chicago, where BPP leader Fred Hampton
was showing considerable promise in negotiating a working alliance with a huge
black street gang known as the Blackstone Rangers (or Black P. Stone Nation). Asis
demonstrated in the accompanying January 30, 1969 letter from Hoover to Marlin
Johnson, the Chicago SAC (see page 138), this “threat” prompted the local COIN-
TELPRO section to propose—and Hoover to approve ~ the sending of ananonymous
letter to Ranger head Jeff Fort, falsely warning that Hampton had “a hit [murder
contract] outon” himas partofa Panther plot to take over his gang, What the Bureau
expected to result from the sending of this missive had already been outlined by
Johnson in a memo to Hoover on January 10:

Itis believed that the [letter] may intensify the degree of animosity between the two
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R .
ot UNITED STATES .( ANMENT @)
Memorandum.
DIRECTOR, FBI (100-448006) DaTE: '9/10/69
SAC, NEW YORK {100-161140) ({P) ‘

l"{.‘('.'!UIWI'I'I':‘.'RIN‘I‘]E:I.LIC‘J:!NCE PROGRAM
BLACK NATIONALIST - HATE GROUPS
RACIAL INTELLIGENCE
BLACX PANTHER PARTY (BFP}

o Re NY report of #, ceptioned
C "JEWISH DEFENSE LEAGUE, RAGIAL MATTERS Y file 157-3463;

‘wws . Bu letter to NY, 7/25/53,

. Referenced report has been reviewed by the NYO
! ﬁ;. in an effort to target one individual within the Jewish

. Defense League (JEDEL) who would be the sultable recipient
of information furnished on an anonymous basis that the
Bureau wishes to dissemlnate and/or use for future counter-
2] intelligence purposes,.

< NY i of the opinicn that the individual within
FIAEN JEDEL wheo would most sultably serve the above stated purpose

’ would be Rabbl MEIR KAHANE, a Director of JEDEL. It is

N noted that Rabbi KAHANE 's background as a writer for the
“\,"} NY newspaper "Jewish Press" would enable him to give wide-
L Qi apread coverage of antl-Semetic etatements made by the BPP

’ and other Black Natlionallist hate groups not only to members

of JEDEL but to other individuals who would take cognlzance
of such statements.

J In order to prepare a suggested lnitlal communi-

catlon from the anonymous source to Rsbbl KAHANE which weould

. "establish rapport between the two, it is felt that this contact
; should not be limited to the furnlshing of factual information
" of interest to the aims of JEDEL because the NYO does not
feel thst JEDEL could be motivated te act as called for in
referenced Bureau letter if the information gathered by the
WNYO concerning anti-semitism and other matters were furnished
to that organlzation without some embellishment,

Memo proposing anonymous letter to provoke conflict between the Jewish Defense
League and the BFP. Text of letter appears on the next page.

groups and occasion Forte [sic] to take retaliatory action which could disrupt the
BPP or lead to reprisals against its leadership..Consideration has been given to a
similar letter to the BPP alleging a Ranger plot against the BPP leadership; however,
itis not felt that this would beproductive principally because the BPP...isnot believed
to be as violence prone as the Rangers, o whom violent type activity — shooting and the
like — is second nature [emphasis added].

The FBI's concern in the matter was not, as Hoover makes abundantly clear in
his letter, that someone might be killed as a consequence of such “disruptive
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For example it is felt that JEDEL {a aware
of the majorlity of information concerning the factual
views of the BFP and cther Plack Hationalist groups through
?uhllc sources of information such as the BPP newspaper,
"The Black Panther®, and to furnish such information from
an"anonymous source’ would either be disalssed by JEDEL as
trivial or attributed to some other party who may heve an
interest in ceausing JEDEL to sct against such groups as
the BPP.

In view of the above comments the followlng is
submitted as the suggested communlcation to be used to
establish rapport between the snonymous source and the
selected individual assoclated with JEDEL:

"Dear Rabbi Kahape:

I am a Negro man who is 48 years old and served
his country in the U.5, Army in WW2 and worked as a truck
driver with "the famous red-ball express" in Gen, Elsenhour'a
Army in France and Netzi Germany. ©One day I had a erash
with the truck I was driving, s 2% ton truck, and was injured
real bad, I was treated and helped by a Jewlsh Army Dr,
named "Rothstein® who helped me get better agaln.

Also 1 was encouraged to remain in high school
for two years by my faverite teacher, Mr. Katz. I have
always thought Jewlsh people are good and they have helped
me all my life. That is why I become &0 upset aboult my
oldest son who i5 a Black Panther and very much against
Jewish people. My oldest son just returned from Algers in
Africa where he met a bunch of other Black Panthers from
all over the world. He said to me that they all agree that
the Jewish people are agalnet all the colored peopla and
that the only friends the colcored people have are the Arabs,

I told my child that the Jewish pecople are the
friends of the colored people but he calls me a Tom and
says I'll never be anything better than a Jew boy's slave.

Lagt night my bey had a meeting at my houss
with 8ix of his Bleck Panther friends, From the way
they talked 1t scunded like they had a plan to force
Jewish store owners to glve them money or they would
drop a bomb on the Jewish store., 5Some of the money
they get will bhe sent to the Araba in Africa, .

They left books and plctures ar¥ound with Arab
writing on them and pictures of Jewlsh soldlers killing
Arab babys. 1 think they are golng to glve these away
at Negro Christian Churchs.

I though you might be able to stop this. I
think I can get some of the pictures and bocks withoui
getting myselif in trouble. I will send them to you if
¥ou are interested,

I would like not to use my real name at this

time,
A friend"

: it is further suggested that a gecond communication
be sent to Rabbl KAHANE approximately cne week after the
above deseribed letter which will follew the same foremat,
but will contain as enclosures some BPP artifacts such as
pletures of BOBBY SEALE, ELDRIDGE CLEAVER, a copy of a BPP

‘ hewspaper, ete. It is felt that a progression of letters
should then follow which would furthey establish rappert
with the JEDEL and eventually culminate in the anonymous
letter writer requesting some response from the JEDEL
reciplent of these Jetters.
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rnc.. Chicage (157-2209) 1/30/69 t—/ %
7 7
Director, FBI (%-mms) ‘5- / /
REC-

COUNTERTNTELLIGENCE FROGRAL
BLACK HMATIOWALIST - HATE GROWS
RACIAL INTELLIGENCE

BLACK FANTHER FPARTY

Reurlet 1/13/69.

Authority i3 pranted to mail enonymcus lotter
to Jeff Fore, aa suggeated in relet, in care of tha
First Iresbyterimn Church, A401 South Kimbark, Chicago,
I1linols.

Utilize a commercially purchased envelope for
tils letter and insure that the mailing is not troced
ta the source,

Advise the Dureasu of any rasults obtained by
the above mailing.

WDl:mms
(ﬁ)m* ‘_/

HOTE:

Jeff Fort is the leader of the Blackstone
Rangers, & blpck extremist vrgenization., Chicego
| advisea that so long sa Fort continuesa as the leader
of tlie Rangers, a working arrangement between the BYP
and the Rangers smay be effected on Ranger terns,
Chicago has i'ecoqmended the enonywous malling of the -
following letter:in anticipation that its receipt by i g
Fort will intensify tle degree of animasity exi.atlng{'} L

=]
e
D
o
o
o™
=
=
3

it petween these twe black extremist organizationa: .
E:::___ ", v }\ f.: ’f( . lll
o rother Jeffs oyl P l
[T -

s "I've spent some time with some Fanther friends

fam—.— ON the west/aide lately and I know what's been going on. .
Tha brothafs- that run the Fanthers blame you for blocking
their thing snd there's supposed to be a hit cut for =
you. I'm not o banther, or a Ronger, Just bLlnek, From
wvhat I sea thesa Panthers are out for themsclves not
black people. I think you cught te knew what thely up

to, I know what I'd do 1f I vas you. You might heer from
me apain.”

"A black brother yiu den't lnow®

Letter authorizing sending of bogus letter to Chicago gang leader Jeff Fort in
hopes that it will proveke violent retaliation against city BPP head Fred Hampton.

activities,” but that a properly nondescript envelope be employed in the mailing of
the bogus letter in order that “any tangible results obtained” could not be “traced
back to” the Bureau.® Similar tactics were employed to block or “destabilize™
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Floor plan of Hampton's apartment provided by FB1 infilirator William O’Neal in
order to pinpoint targets during the Panther leader's assassination.

emerging alliances between the Chicago BPP and another black gang, the Mau Maus
(unrelated to Kenyatta’sHarlem-based organization),as well asthe already politicized
Puertorriquefio Young Lords, a white street gang called the Young Patriots, and even
SDS, the white radical organization.” The letter-writing COINTELPRO had a sig-
nificant impact in preventing Hampton from consolidating the city-wide “Rainbow
Coalition” he was attempting to establish at the time, but it failed to bring about his
physical liquidation.

Hence, in mid-November 1969, COINTELPRO specialist Roy Mitchell met with
William O'Neal, a possibly psychopathic infiltrator /provocatenr who had managed
to become Hampton's personal bodyguard and chief of local BPP security, at the
Golden Torch Restaurant in downtown Chicago. The agent secured from O'Neal the
accompanying detailed floorplan of Hampton's apartment, including the disposi-
tion of furniture, and denotation of exactly where the BPP leader might be expected
to be sleeping on any given night. Mitchell then took the floorplan to Richard
Jalovec, overseer of a special police unit assigned to State’s Attorney Edward V.
Hanrahan; together, Mitchell and Jalovec met with police sergeant Daniel Groth,
operational commander of the unit, and planned an “arms raid” on the Hampton
residence.”
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On the evening of December 3, 1969, shortly before the planned raid, infiltrator
O’'Neal seems to have slipped Hampton a substantial dose of secobarbital in a glass
of kool-aid. The BPP leader was thus comatose in his bed when the fourteen-man
police team — armed with a submachinegun and other special hardware — slammed
into his home at about 4 a.m. on the morning of December 4.2 He was nonetheless
shot three times, once more-or-less slightly in the chest, and then twice more in the
head at point-blank range.* Also killed was Mark Clark, head of the Peoria, lllinois,
BPP chapter. Wounded were Panthers Ronald “Doc” Satchell, Blair Anderson and
Verlina Brewer. Panthers Deborah Johnson (Hampton’s fiancée, eight months preg-
nant with their child), Brenda Harris, Louis Truelock and Harold Bell were unin-
jured during the shooting.* Despite the fact that no Panther had fired a shot (with
the possible exception of Clark, who may have squeezed off a single round during
his death convulsions) while the police had pumped at least 98 rounds into the
apartment, the BPP survivors were all beaten while handcuffed, charged with
“aggressive assault” and “attempted murder” of the raiders, and held on $100,000
bond apiece.*

A week later, on December 11, Chicago COINTELPRO section head Robert
Piper took a major share of the “credit” for this “success” in the accompanying
memo, informing headquarters that the raid could not have occurred without
intelligence information, “notavailable fromany other source,” provided by O’'Neal
via Mitchell and himself. He specifically noted that “the chairman of the Ilinois BPP,
Fred Hampton,” was killed in the raid and that this was due, in large part, to the
“tremendous value” of O'Neal’s work inside the party. He then requested payment
of a $300 cash “bonus” to the infiltrator for services rendered, a matter quickly
approved at FBI headquarters.*

The Hampton-Clark assassinations were unique in that the cover stories of
involved police and local officials quickly unraveled. Notwithstanding the FBIs
best efforts to help “keep the lid on,” there was a point when the sheer blatancy of
the lies used to “explain” what had happened, the obvious falsification of ballistics
and other evidence, and so on, led to the indictment of State’s Attorney Hanrahan,
Jalovec,and adozen Chicago police personnel for conspiring to obstructjustice. This
wasdropped by Chicago Judge Phillip Romitti onNovember 1, 1972 as part of a quid
proquo arrangement in which remaining charges were dropped against the Panther
survivors. The latter then joined the mothers of the deceased in a $47 million civil
rights suit against not only the former state defendants, but a number of Chicago
police investigators who had “cleared” the raiders of wrongdoing, and the FBI as
well ¥ :

The Bureau had long-since brought in ace COINTELPRO manager Richard G.
Held, who replaced Marlin Johnson as Chicage SAC, in order to handle the
administrative aspects of what was to be a monumental attempted cover-up. But
even hisundeniable skillsin thisregard were insufficient to gloss over the more than
100,000 pages of relevant Bureau documents concerning Hampton and the Chicago
BPT he dlaimed under oath did not exist. Finally, after years of resolute perjury and
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12/11/69
AIRTEL

TO: PIRECTOR, FBIWIIELSY
FROM:  SAC, CHICAGO &ETRTridbe
If‘(f/] SUBJECT: RMNERASRSRAIN

Re:fureau airtel'12/8/69 and Chilcage lettur 11/24/69.

Inforeation set forth ian Chicago letter and letterhead
nomorandum of 11/21/69, reflects legally purchased firearms
in the possussilon of the Black Panther karty (BPP) wore stored
at 2337 Yest lunrce Sirdet, Chicopo. A dutniled luventory of
the weapons and alse a doialled floor plan of the apartmoent
were furnished to loeal autherities., Io addition, the identitles
of BPP mnburs utilizing the apartment at the alove address
were furnished, . This infuriation was not available from any
othor source and subseguently proved to be of trescsdous vaiuae
in that 1t subsequently mnved iLejiry and posaibla death to
police officors partieipating in a raid nt the address on the
werniog of 12/1/68, Tha raid was boscd on the lnforimmtion
furuished Ly inforant. ” Purloy the rosisinace Ty the LPP
wcobers pt the tiume of the rajd, the Chairman of the 1llinois *
Chapter, PP, PRED HAMPTOM, wos kilied amd & LPP® leader from
Peoria, Iillroils, was ulso killed, A quantity of weapons
and znnunition.were rucovered, :

It is folt thnt this inforuatton is of considerable

value in consideration of n spuclal Daymont for iunformant
requested lo ro” Chicago lotter.

:lr= Chiieagg

Airtel recommending cash bonus be paid infiltrator O’Neal for services rendered
in the Hampton-Clark agsassinations. The money was quickly approved.

stonewalling by the FBI and Chicago police, as well as directed acquittals of the gov-
ermnment defendants by U.S. District Judge J. Sam Perry (which had to be appealed
and reversed by the Eighth Circuit Court), People’s Law Office attorneys Flint
Taylor, Jeff Haas and Dennis Cunningham finally scored. In November 1982,
District Judge John F. Grady determined that there was sufficient evidence of a
conspiracy to deprive the Panthers of their civil rights to award the plaintiffs $1.85
million in damages.*®

The Hampton-Clark assassinations were hardly an isolated phenomenon. Four
days after thelethal raid in Chicago, a similar scenario was acted outin Los Angeles.
In this instance, the FBI utilized an infiltrator named Melvin “Cotton” Smith who,
like O'Neal, had become the chief of local BPP security. Like O’Neal, Smith provided
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the Bureau with a detailed floorplan - albeit, in the form of a cardboard mock-up
rather than a mere diagram — of the BPP facility to be assaulted. Forty men from the
LAPD SWAT squad were employed, along with more than 100 regular police as
“backup” in the 5:30 a.m. attack on December 8, 1969. This time, however, the
primary target, LA Panther leader Elmer “Geronimo” Pratt, was notin his assigned
spot. Unbeknownst to the police, he had decided to sleep on the floor alongside his
bed on the night of the raid; consequently, the opening burst of gunfire which was
apparently supposed to kill him missed entirely.”* Another major difference be-
tween the events in Chicago and those in LA was that, in the latter, a sufficient
number of Panthers were awake when the shooting started to mount an effective
resistance:'™

The Panthers chose to defend themselves, and for four hours they fought off the
police, refusing to surrender until press and public were on the scene. Six were
wounded. Thirteen were arrested. Miraculously, none of them were killed.!™

As in Chicago, the raiders were headed, not by a SWAT or regular police
commander, but by a coordinator of the local police Red Squad. The Los Angeles
raid was led by Detective Ray Callahan, a ranking member of the LAPD Criminal
Conspiracy Section (CCS), a Panther-focused “subversives unit” tightly interlocked
with the local FBI COINTELPRO section, headed by Richard Wallace Held, son of
Chicago SAC Richard G. Held.* Also as in Chicago, the Panthers were immediately
charged with “assaulting the police,” an accusation which received considerable
media play until it was quietly dropped when the matter was finally decided by a
jury — and the defendants acquitted on December 23, 1971.'** Pratt, meantime, spent
a solid two months in the LA County Jail in the wake of the firefight, until his
$125,000 bond money could be raised.'

As the US. Attorney in San Francisco put it at the time, pointing to a special
“Panther unit” created by the Justice Department specifically to assist federal /local
“cooperation” in “containing” the black liberation movement, “Whatever they say
they’re doing, they're out to get the Panthers.”*** Hence, although many anti-
Panther actions around the country appeared to be purely local police initiatives,
most were actually coordinated by the FBI's COINTELPRO operatives in each
locality. By 1969, a uniform drumbeat of anti-BPP repression was readily apparent
across the nation:

From April to December, 1969, policeraided Panther headquarters in San Francisco,
Chicago, Salt Lake City, Indianapolis, Denver, San Diego, Sacramento and Los
Angeles, including four separate raids in Chicago, two in San Diego and two in Los
Angeles. Frequently Panthers were arrested during these raids on charges such as
illegal use of sound equipment, harboring fugitives, possessing stolen goods and
flight to avoid prosecution, and later released. In September, 1969, alone, police
across the nation arrested Panthers in forty-six separate incidents [at least 348 were
arrested during the whole year)...Police raids frequently involved severe damage to
Panther headquarters. Thus during a raid in Sacramento in June, 1969, in search of



COINTELPRO - Black Liberation Movement 143

an alleged sniper who was never found, police sprayed the building with teargas,
shot up the walls, broke typewriters and destroyed bulk food the Panthers were dis-
tributing free to ghetto children. Sacramento Mayor Richard Marriot said he was
“shocked and horrified” by the “shambles” he reported police had left behind.
During raids on Panther headquarters in Philadelphia in September, 1970, police
ransacked the office, ripped out plumbing and chopped up and carted away
furniture. Six Panthers were led into the street, placed against a wall and stripped
as Police Chief [later mayor] Frank Rizzo boasted to newsmen, “Imagine the big
Black Panthers with their pants down.”10¢

Even in the “out back” of Nebraska, the story was the same:

In August 1971, FBI agents and local police arrested two Black Panthers in
Omaha...David Rice and Ed Poindexter, on charges of killing a local policeman. In
subsequent investigations by Amnesty International and other human rights
agencies, it was revealed that the FBI had collected over 2000 pages of information
on the Omaha chapter of the Black Panthers, and that the actual murderer of the
police officer was a former drug addict who was soon released by authorities, and
who subsequently “disappeared.” Both Rice and Poindexter were convicted,
however, and still remain in federal penitentiaries.'*”

The pressure placed upon the party through such “extralegal legality” was
enormous. As Panther attorney Charles Garry observed in 1970,

In a period of two years — December, 1967 to December, 1969 — the Black Panther
Party hasexpended in bail-bond premiumsalone—just the premiums, that is, money
that will never be returned — a sum in excess of $200,000! How many breakfasts or
lunches for hungry children, how much medical attention sorely needed in the
ghetto communities would that $200,000 have furnished?...In the same two-year
period, twenty-eight Panthers were killed...Let me cite some additional statistics,
though for a complete record, I would recommend you consult the special issue of
The Black Panther (February 21, 1970) entitled, “Evidence and Intimidation of Fascist
Crimes by U.S.A.” Between May 2, 1967 and December 25, 1969 charges were
dropped against at least 87 Panthers arrested for a wide variety of so-called
violations of the law, Yet these menand women were kept in prison for days, weeks
and months even though there was absolutely no evidence against them, and they
werefinally released. Atleasta dozen cases involving Panthers have been dismissed
in court. In these cases, the purpose has clearly been to intimidate, to frighten, to
remove from operation and activities the Panthers, and to hopethe([resultant public)
hysteria against the Black Panther Party would produce convictions and imprison-
ments,'™

By 1970, what was occurring was evident enough that Mayor Wes Uhlman of
Seattle, when his police were approached by agents in the local FBI office about
rousting the city’s BPP chapter, publicly announced that, “Weare not going to have
any 1932 Gestapo-type raids against anyone.”’® Even SAC Charles Bates in San
Francisco had attempted to protest at least the extent of what the Bureau was doing
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May 27, 1969 - -

SAC, San Francisco (157*601) - S

From$ . Director, FBI (10’0-4-48005)
“COUNTERINTELLIGENCE PROGEAM :
BLACK NATIONALIST = HATE GROUPS PERSONAL ATTENTION _ -
RACIAL INTELLIGENCE - -
BLACK PANTHER PARTIY (EFPP)
BUDED:; £/9/69

- ReSFairtel 5{14;59. e e e h e b

Pt

A teview har been made of referenced airtel vhich '
contains your thoughts oa the Counterintelligence Progran (CIP).
Your ressoning is not fn line with Bureau objectlves as t.o our (E -

}{ rﬁponsibﬂitien uwnder the CIP. ) . -

Tou lf.ate that wvhile the Department of Justlce con-
siders the BPP as a violence-prone organfration secking to -
overthrow the Government by revelutionary means, “There secns -
to be little likelihood of thia.” All information developed
to date leads to the obvious conclusion that this group 48 - -
dedicated to the principle of viclent overthrow and will go
to any length to further t.his dn._

L

B R el - .‘.4,.:

You polnt out that the activities of the BPP have -
reached the black and white communities as evidenced by their
weekly newspaper which has reached a elrculation of 45,000,

You have previcusly been fnstructed to review your files R
concerning this newspaper to determine whether we could dismpt
the mallings of the publication. Your answer stated that you -
were not io a position to do this., TYou must fmmediately t.u.ke -
positive steps to imsure that we will be io a position ta -
accomplish CIP objectives {ncluding the dfsruption of the r.aili.ng
of their publications, You must develop adequate informant
coverage to insure that we are in a position to accomplish all
of cur objectives, vhich include ateps to counteract the i.mpact
this group has made,

You state that local and pational newspapers continue
to phblfcize information concerning the EFP, This fact sutomatical
lends {tself toward mass med{a dizseminations to capitalize on this
eagerness and to 1aclate the organization from the majority of
Anericans, both black and vhite, The dissexination of mass media
information to selected and trusted mewvspapermen, polnting out t.he
violent and dangerous pature of a group, has contributed - °-~
measurably to the decline of the ¥u Kiux Klan in the United States,
Hewspapers will print derogatery information such easier than -
they will print commendatory information, especlally &f the -
organization {s by ite nature viclence-prone, For your informatie:
the San Diego Office has waged an effective CIP agalrst t.he BP?
which has measurably resulted in declining activities ..nd
c¢onsiderable disruption, =
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- . It s noted that BPFP leader Bobby Geale mpeaks 4a - °
schools and ubiversities and receives fees of up to $1,000,
This raises counterintelligence opportunities, among which
ars anonymous dieseminations of derogatory fnformetion to _
universities and misuse of funds recelved, — . -

- As it concerns the BPP, you point out that remltl ’
- acl:ieved by vtilizing counterintelligence 1deas such aa .
publicizing the avils of viclence, the lack of morals, the
widespread use of narcotice and &nooymoud mallinga, have not
been outstanding, Tbis is because altypical black supporter
of the BPP iz not disturbed by mllegations which would upset 7 -
& vhite cormunity. You must recognize that one of our primary *
aims {0 ecunterintelligence am it concerns the BPP ix to keep
this group fsplated fron the moderate black and white comzunity
which mzy support it. This fw most emphatically pointed out
in their Breakiast for Children Program, shera they are mctively
soliciting and receiving support from uninformed whites and .
moderste blacks., In additiom, we have received ifnformetion - -
from Ban Francisco apnd other offices indicating that BPP
efficin]le are extrenely susplcisus of each other a8 to monies | |
recelved, Thie also £8 & fertile ground for CIP and shonld be
explored, ) B N

ReSFairtel states that nation-wide mailings to BPP .
chapter offices would automatically fndicate that the FBI was -
the source, Hailiogs oriplnating from Ozkland, Califeornis,
would lopically be attributed to soocone elther at oatlopal
keadquarters of the BPP or & dissident who has recently res.lgned
lnd had access to the recordl. . : oL .

e You ‘state that the Bureau under the CIP sbould not
1ttack prograca of comeunity interest such as the BPP "Breakrast
for Children.” You state that thie is because xiny prosicent A
*"humanitarians,”™ both white and bleck, mre interested im the . . i
prograa as well 28 churches which are actively supporting 1t.

" You have otvlousIy nlssad the point. The BPP Ia not engaged
in the “Breskfast for Children™ program for bumanitarian .
veasons, This program was formed by the BPF for obvious -
reasons, Including their efforts to create an image of ctviu_tx,
assume commnity control of Negroes, and to fill adolescent -
children with their {nstdicus polscn. 4an example of this is —
set forth in the May 11, 1969, issue of "The Black Panther.®
Page seven contains an article captfoned “Black Panther - 7 7
Revelutionary Wedding." The article points out that two members
of the Panthers were married at a church in Oakland, Califernin
vhich is pariicipating in the Breakfast Program, The crowd ...-
consisted mostly of Panther mesbers and children from the
Breakfast Program. Instead of s Bible, Bobby Seale used tha *°
"Red Book Quotations from Chitrman Mao Tse-tung" to perform 7 - -
the sarr{iage, After the ceremony, the children sm.g "He Wr_nt
a Porl: C.hop Cff the Pig." L

: The Cl? in the San rra.ncisco Offlce st be re-
evaluated, Daring the reevaluation, give thorough consideratfon
to the adequacy of the perscnnel assigned. Insure that you are
utilizing the best personnel available {n this program. Advise
the Bureay of the tesults of your reevaluation by June 9, 1969,

Airtel from |. Edgar Hoover reprimanding the San Francisco office forits lack of
vigor in pursuing COINTELPRO operations against the BPP.
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to the Panthers. For his trouble, Bates received the accompanying May 27, 1969
Airtel from Hoover informing him that he had “obviously missed the point” and
that his outlook was “not in line with Bureau objectives.” The director also used the
opportunity to order Bates to target the BPP Breakfast for Children Program in the
Bay Area. Hoover then unleashed William Sullivan to pull Bates’ office back in line:

Sullivan gave Bates two weeks to assign his best agents to the COINTELPRO desks
and get on with the task at hand: “Eradicate [the Panthers’] ‘serve the people’
programs...So {Charles] Gain, [William] Cohendet, and the other four agents
assigned to the BPP squad supervised the taps and bugs on Panther homes and
offices; mailed a William F. Buckley, Jr., column on the Panthers to prominent
citizens in the Bay area; tipped off San Francisco Examiner reporter Ed Montgomery
to Huey Newton’s posh Oakland apartment overlooking Lake Merritt; disrupted
thebreakfast-for-children program “in the notorious Haight- Ashbury District” and
elsewhere by spreading a rumor “that various personnel in [Panther] national
headquarters are infected with venereal disease;” tried to break up Panther mar-
riages with letters to wives about affairs with teenage girls; and assisted with a plan
to harass the Panthers’ attorney, Charles Garry...They carried out dozens of other
counterintelligence operations as well.*?

As should be obvious from the Rice, Poindexter and other cases already
mentioned, spurious criminal prosecution was a favorite tactic used in neutralizing
the BPP leadership. For instance, in 1969 Black Panther Chairman Bobby Seale was
charged along with seven other Chicago conspiracy defendants, “although he had
only the most tangential connection with the demonstrations during the Democratic
Convention in Chicago during August of 1968 [which precipitated a major police
riot in full view of national television, and for which the conspiracy charges were
ostensibly brought], having been flownin at the last moment as a substitute speaker,
given two speeches and left.”'"" Predictably, the charges came to nothing, but not
before Seale was denied the right to represent himself at trial, and the country was
treated to the spectacle of a major Panther leader bound to his chair and gagged in
open court.!?

Meanwhile, on August 21, 1969 -before the Chicago trial even began - Seale was
arrested in California in connection with the alleged New Haven, Connecticut
torture-slaying of Alex Rackley, a Panther recruit from New York. Eleven other
Panthers (mostly members of the New Haven BPP chapter) were indicted as well 11
Themain witness against Seale and the others turned out to be one of the defendants,
George Sams, a police infiltrator and former psychiatric patient who had worked his
way into a position in the Panther security apparatus before being expelled from the
party by Seale."™ As it turned out, Sams had accused Rackley of being an informer
and had himself carried the bad -jacketing effort through a week-longinterrogation
during which the young recruit was chained to abed and scalded with boiling water.
Sams had then killed him, dumping the body in a swampy area where it was soon
discovered by fishermen."*

In the aftermath, one New Haven Panther, Warren Kimbro, pled guilty to
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second degree murder, not for having killed Rackley, but for not having prevented
his death; he was sentenced to life in prison.!" A second, Lonnie McLucas, was tried
alone, convicted of conspiracy to murder and sentenced to 15 years.*? Sams, the
actual killer, was also eventually given a life sentence, despite his various police
connections.!'®

Although it was plain that the culprits in this ugly matter had been dealt with
- even New Haven Police Chief James F. Ahern stated publicly that there was no
evidence that Bobby Seale had been involved in Rackley’s death — the state
proceeded to bring Seale, along with Ericka Huggins (widow of assassinated LA
Panther leader Jon), another “notable,” to trial. Apparently, the hope was that the
earlier confession and convictions would have tempered public sentiment against
the BPP to such an extent that these defendants would be found guilty on the basis
of party membership alone. In this the government was disappointed when the
“jury in the trial was ready to acquit Seale but...two jurors refused to vote for
acquittal unless [Ericka Huggins] was convicted. [Judge Harold M. Mulveny then]
ordered both cases dismissed [on May 24, 1971] when the jury reported it was
hopelessly deadlocked.”1** State apologists promptly claimed “justice” had been
served, but by then Seale had served more than two years in maximum security
lockup without bail, much of it in solitary confinement, without ever having been
convicted of anything at all, and was never really able to resume his former
galvanizing role in the party.’*!

While this was going on, in “August, 1969, three Black Panthers were arrested
while riding in a car with a New York City undercover agent, Wilbert Thomas, and
charged with a variety of offenses including conspiracy to rob a hotel, attempted
murder of a policeman and illegal possession of weapons. During the trial, it
developed that Thomas had supplied thecar, had drawn a map of the hotel - the only
tangible evidence tying the Panthers to the robbery scheme - and had offered to
supply the guns. The Panthers were eventually convicted only of a technical
weapons charge, based on the fact that a shotgun, which the Panthers said had been
planted by Thomas, was found in the car.”12

Moving ahead, the “FBI pressured the Justice Department to get on with the
conspiracy prosecutions,” either in federal court or by assisting local prosecutors.'®
One result was that: “In May, 1971, the so-called ‘Panther Twenty-One’ were
acquitted in New York City of charges of having conspired to bomb department
stores, blow up police stations and murder policemen; a number of the defendants
had been held in jail for over two years under $100,000 bails.”*** This was the 10%
cash requirement associated with total bonds of $1,000,000 per defendant, making
their aggregate bond a staggering $21,000,000! They had been indicted on April 2,
1969, largely on the basis of accusations tendered by three police infiltrators, Eugene
Roberts, Carlos Ashwood (aka: Carl Wood) and Ralph White (aka: Sudan Yedaw).
Their testimony literally fell apart in court.'*® The jury deliberated “less than an
hour” in acquitting the defendants of all 156 charges levied against them by New
York County District Attorney Frank Hogan and Assistant District Attorney Joseph
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A, Phillips on the basis of “evidence” provided by “New York police officers and
FBI agents.”12¢ But, as had been the case with Seale, the Panther 21 had been held
under maximum security conditions — many in solitary confinement - for months
on end, even though they were ultimately shown to have been innocent of the
accusations leveled against them.”” The New York BFP chapter virtually disinte-
grated during the extended mass incarceration of its entire leadership.

By the beginning of 1970, “the Black Panther Party had been severely damaged
by arrests, trials, shootouts and police and FBI harassment which had jailed, killed
orexiled most of the top leadership of the party. Nevertheless, in March 1970, the FBI
initiated what the Senate Intelligence Committee has labelled a ‘concerted program’
to drive a permanent wedge between two factions in the party, one supporting
Eldridge Cleaver [exiled in Algerial...and the other supporting [Huey P.] Newton,
then still in jail."** As can be seen in the accompanying May 14, 1970 memo from
George C. Moore to William C, Sullivan, this was approached in a quite deliberate
fashion through the use of forged and/or anonymous letters and the like. And, as
is brought out clearly in the accompanying September 16, 1970 Airtel (see page 150)
from the director to three SACs, the Bureau considered it “immaterial whether facts
exist to substantiate” the sorts of charges it was introducing into the BPP commu-
nications network.

The sorts of repression which had already been visited upon the BPP had
inevitably engendered among party members a strong sense of being in a battle for
sheer physical survival, a matter lending potentially lethal implications to FBI-
fostered rumors that given individuals or groups of Panthers were, say, police
agents. That Hoover and his men were well aware these sorts of tactics could have
fatal results for at least some of those targeted is readily discernable on the second
page of the September 16 Airtel. As may be seen rather plainly, Hoover disapproved
the sending of a particular anonymous letter only because, if it were traced back to
its source, its wording might “place the Bureau in the position of aiding and abetting
in a murder by the BPP.” His instructions were simply to reword the letter in such
a way as to accomplish the same result while leaving the FBI a window of “plausible
deniability” in the event a homicide did in fact result. While there is no evidence that
David Hilliard ever actually responded to COINTELPRO manipulation by attempt-
ing to have Newton killed, murders did result:

[In New York] Robert Weaver, a Cleaverite, was shot dead on a Harlem street corner
in early March [1971]. A month later persons unknown entered the Queens County
office of the Black Panther Party, a Newtonite enclave, bound up Samuel Napier,
circulation manager of The Black Panther, taped his eyes and mouth, laid him face
down on a cot, and shot off the back of his head 12*

At least three other murders, all in California, seem likely to have been directly
related to this aspect of the FBI's anti-BPP COINTELPRO. These were the execution
of LA-BPP member Fred Bennett at some point in early 1970 (Bennett’s body was
never found), Sandra Lane “Red” Pratt (Geronimo Pratt’s wife) in LA on January 13,
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SUBJECT: COUNTERINTELLIGENCE PROGRAN
BLACK NATIONALIST = RATE GROUPS
RACIAL INTELLIGENCE

This is to recomsend that the COunt-rL| elligence Pr TS
against black sxtromists be continoued, %/J?-y‘
f
The Coucterintelligence Program against ‘lnck extremint
Ergm.lzat:l.ons and ipdividuals was initiated August 25, 1967, and
n Narch 4, 1968, it was expanded Irowm 37 to 42 partlcipatln‘
¥Yield divisions, The goals of this program are to prevent violen
by black sxtresists, to prevent the growih and/or unification of
extremist groups, and to preveat exiremist groups from gainiog
respectability 1n the Negro comaunity, Some of the excellent
results of counterintelligence action duriog the past year are se
out below:

To crests friction between Mlack Paunther Party (BPP)
loader Eldridge Cleaver io Algfers and BFP Beadquarter., [ ] lpuric
letter concerning an internal dispute was sent Cleaver
accepted 1t ga gepuine. As a result, the Internltlouli Btat! ot

|, the BPP was neutralized when Cleaver fired most of its meabers, '
' Bureau personnel received incentive awardes froa the Director for
this operation,

To show the criminal pature of the BPP & write-up coocr
iog the cohvictions of its sesbers was prepared and received
puhlicity -in a Robert 5, Allen and Jobn &, Goldsmith ayndieated
column of Warch 31, 1970, Previously we exposed the BPF Ereakia
For Children Program in these writers® column of June 14, 1969,

Articles concerning the BPP based on information furni
a mews media source in Mississippi resulted in the closing of a
BPP Chapter in issippi.
p Cleveland, Missigslpp 0o /f:;z ¢
Counterintelligance ncgjﬁhisgainst other extra-tst org
izations has also been effective. Is Sam Diego, Californta, an
snonymous telephone call to the landlord of the US organization
resulted in the group belog evicted frowm its Headquarters, In ¥
Horlda, a telsviglobp source was helped in the preparation of a g
gram oxposing the Nation of Islam. Tho excellent resgults of thi
program wers contaiped in a wemorandum from G. C, Moore to Nr. ¥

Sullivan, October 21, 1569, on lrhich the nirector “poted "Excelle
aiL feroruntion conta

iWﬁ?h'fu 197 a“éﬂ::f&‘:&ﬁi""“‘""“?fi""ﬁ o

- —

Memo reporting on the progress of a COINTELPROQ utilizing disinformation and
anonymous letters to foment a split between the international section of the BPP,
headed by Eldridge Cleaver in Algiers, and Huey P. Newton’s organization based in
QOakland, California. The operation was continued with lethal results.
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Concerning the first propossl submitted by Detroit,
counterintellipence mction by Son Francleco to capitalize om -
Shacy P. Nowton's favorable stend tovard Lonoscsunle has already
been suthorized by tha Burems. The szeond Detroit propossl to,
consicer dlrceting an snonymeus corrmnication to Kevton sceusing
David Hilliord of stesling EPF funds snd dopositing thae in 7,
forclpn banks does have merit ond the Buremi does not conour .- -
with Sop Francisco's observation thot this would have little
effoct siuce there 18 no vecord that Nillierl is s*imming 7 - .*

large amounts of moncy, o8 1 ca

i to disrupt B L Lmnat I
substantiate the charpe, If facts spe present, it alds io
the success of the proposal but the Buresu feels that the -
okimning of money 1s such & sensitive {ssu t disru t].u_:

up., ... o

Accordingly, Detroit inmedist-ly furniak Bursss .-
and Son Franeclsco with epesific suppestions and wording to =
thio effect and San Francisco should then review same apd -~ .
submit specific proposal in this rvegard for approval by Burem,

Hith paspect to two ancnymous letters proposed by ..
Los Angcles, Bureau concurs with San Francisco that to ioclude - .
the card of a member of & rival bleck extremist group in a letter
to Hilliard indicating Hewton is warked for asgsas
£ 14}

by the BOP, Accordingly, Los Angeles’ proposal identified as 7.
“"I<tter A" L» not approved, Angeles should S
letter to convey the same thou
c member of a rivel proup,
Conl m, soon get in touch with

fil1llard to see what he would pay to have Nevton eliminsted. .’
Fabubnit the revised letter to the Bureed for spprovel,

Excerpt from a September 16, 1970 Airtel from Hoover informing his COIN-
TELPRO operatives that outright lies were appropriate content for anonymous
letters, and that murder was an appropriate outcome to such an operation so
long as the cause could not be traced back to the Bureau,

1972, and the execution-style slaying of former Newton bodyguard Jimmy Carr by
LA Panthers Lloyd Lamar Mims and Richard Rodriguez in San Francisco on April
6, 1972, In the case of Fred Bennett, rather than conducting any serious investiga-
tion into his death the Bureau used it as a prop - as the accompanying February 17,
1971 teletype from the SAC, San Francisco to Hoover indicates — in the penning of
a bogus letter to Panther Field Marshall Don Cox (“D.C.”} in Algeria as a means to
“further exploit dissension within the BPP.” Bennett's murder remains “unsolved,”
as does that of Sandra Lane Pratt.

Suchatrocities cannotbe separated from the FBI's intervention to exacerbate the
“Newton-Cleaver Split,” a COINTELPRO initiative which was by thenin full swing,
as was made clear in a January 1, 1971 teletype from the San Francisco SAC to
Hoover. The forged letter proposed in this teletype reads as follows:
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Date:
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Trorsmiil ibe foll I
Tom 0 owiad I [Fype ia plainicad ot codel

e _TELEZTYPRTE o TRT \\\'( \

DIRECTOR {100~-44BDDS)

BAN FRANCISCO [157-601) -

oN
INTELFRO = BLACK EXTREMISTS, BN.

o II.IRTEER mmzr DPISSENSION WITHIN THE BRPP AND

BUSP REGARDING VARIOUS LEADERS, YEE POLLOWING LETTER

re l ALLER ih—

I5 PROPOSED BY THE BAK FRANCISCO OFFICE: $ 203"
*p.c.

Sy

*BY WOW YOU HAVE EEARD ABCUT POOR PRED, 1 RAVE WARNED
WUEY OF THE POSSIBLE CONSEQUENCES. IT SEENS YO BE GETTING
WORSE. J.B. AND ROBERT AREZ NOW ALSC MISSIRG.

*IN VIEZW OF THIE TYTUATICY YOU BETTER RAVE A LORG TALYX
WITE ELDRIDGE BEPORE BE LETS KATALPEN COME BERE, G. I5 REALLY
OF TIGRT. 3IG MAN I§ JUST SIVING AND WO EELP AT ALL.

b AC."

THIS LETTER IS ALSO ELANTED TO IMPLY THEAT IT CAME FROM

WHOSE EXACT WHERPABOUTS ARZ BOT KNOWH YO YEE ,c(’)
BPP AND I5 IN THE FORM OF m:_z_uorbé

Teletype proposing forged letter playing upon the murder of Fred Bennett as a
means of widening the “Newton-Cleaver split.” As the document continues (next
page) itbecomes clear thatthe gambit isalso partof a COINTELPRO to isolate LA-
BPP leader Geronimo Pratt (continued on next page).
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FB1
Dats:

Trasrll e [oliowleg ie

[Type th plminient o fwda)

sr 157-601 CONEIDENTIAL

PAGE TWD

PHE SITUATION INVOLVING TRE DEATH DF?I-EDI ‘n_ngum._ THE
J.B. REFERRED 10 IN THE LETTER :s_ AND RODERT 15
wito roceTheR wiTE (R AT PREVIOUSLY WORKED

I:mﬁ AND ARE BLLIEVED BYMPATHETIC TO THE DISSIDENT ';:\.)
BPP GROUP REPRESENTED BY GERONIMO. THE WKEREABODTS OF °
mm-:s UNRNOWN AT TRE PRESENT TIME TO THE BPF. )
DUASMUCH AS THE PIRST A.C. LETTEZR DOULD POSSIBLY HAVE REEN
YAXEN BY NEWIOK AS A WARMING FROM THE DISSIDENTS, TRIS LETTER
WILL PURTHER THIS BELIEF IF THERE IE ARY DISCUSSIOR BY d})
WEWTOM WITE EPP REPRESENTATIVES IN ALGERIA. b

e 1erren avso casts aerecrions o NI » ‘
CLEAVER FTALMART,

IF SUCCESSYUL, THIS MIGAT FURTRER GPLIT THE BPP AND

PREVENT THE POSSINILITY OF TEE RETURN 10 THE U.E. OF RATHLEEN
1 CLZAVER WRC MIGHT ATTEMPT T0 UWIFY THE DISSIDENT FACTIONS

IM THE PARTY 1P BHE APPEARS,

CONFIDRTIAL

Approved; . Bant M Per

Special Apent ta Charee A VT T T | -

Eldridge,

I know you have not been told what has been happening lately. It is a shame
that a person, as well-placed as | am and so desirous of improving our Party, cannot
by present rules travel to or communicate with you. [ really don’t know where you
stand in relationship to our leaders and really am not confident you would protect
mein the event of exposure. Since this is my life-work, just let me say I have worked
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long and well in your behalf in the past, and for the Party in many places on Planet
Earth.

Things around Headquarters are dreadfully disorganized with the Comrade
Commander not making proper decisions. The newspaper is in shambles. No cne
knows who is in charge. The Foreign Department gets no support. Brothers and
sisters are accused of all sorts of things. The point of all this is to say I fear there is
rebellion working just beneath the surface. You may know the story about “G” and
his gang,. [ believe that people like “G” have many sympathizers who are not yet
under suspicion but who should be. They have friends right in Headquarters where
the Minister chooses to ignore them.

I am disturbed because I, myself, do not know which way to turn. Whilel think
the Comrade Commanderis weak, yet | do not like the evidences of disloyalty I see.
I may be wrong but I think the core of this disloyalty (maybe you think what I
consider disloyalty is actually supreme loyalty to the ideals of the Party rather than
the leader himself} is with persons formerly close to the Field Marshall. If only you
were here to inject some strength into the Movement, or to give some advice. One
of two steps must be taken soon and both are drastic. We must either get rid of the
Supreme Commander or get rid of the disloyal members. I know the brothers mean
well but I fear the only sensible course that the Party can take s to initiate strong and
complete action against the rebels, exposing their underhanded tricks to the com-
munity. Huey is really all we have right now and we can’tlet him down, regardless
of how poorly he is acting, unless you feel otherwise. Remember he is still able to
bring in the bread.

~ Comrade C ~

The letter was attributed by the Bureau to party member Connie Matthews
(“Comrade C”),and designed —according to the text of the remainder of the teletype
- not only to cause general “turmoil among the top echelon [of the BPP; e.g.: by
casting doubt upon Field Marshall Don Cox, a Cleaver ally),” but to specifically
target LA Panther leader Geronimo Pratt (“G") for suspicion by the Cleaver faction.
Note the call for “drastic action” in the letter. This, after at least one Panther (Fred
Bennett) was already thought to have been killed as a result of the Bureau’s
deliberate heightening of tensions attending “the split,” and in the context of a lively
internal dialogue among COINTELPRO planners concerning the probability that
others would die if such tactics were continued. Under the circumstances, there can
belittle doubt as to the Bureau’s intent in approving and sending the bogus missive.

Concerning Pratt, he had already been the target of a similar COINTELPRO
operation which had led to his formal expulsion (as a “police agent” and/or a
“Cleaverite”) by the Newton faction on January 23, 1971.2* This earlier operation,
handled by LA COINTELPRO section head Richard W. Held and two subordinates,
Richard H. Bloeser and Brendan Cleary, included the high priority targeting of Pratt
—as one of the 100-0dd “Key Activists” selected for inclusion in the Bureau’s Black
Nationalist Photo Album -and LA-BPP associate John William Washington for dis-
crediting as part of the overall strategy to “deny unity of action” to the Panthers, a
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Memorandum

o PIRECTOR, FDI {100-4hE005) DATE: 1/28/70

14 Pox snc‘, LOS ALGELES (157-%G5h){p}
M !

SUnTECrCOIITERINTELLIGIHNCT PROGRAN
DBLACK TATIORALTST - PAYE GROUPS
BACIAL INFELIIGENCE E
_ BEP Lot
. ,w !‘?“!‘fl'
‘ -n'-"’ 1(«'{'J “
s Re Los Angeles aiptel and leiterhead moasorandan
tg the Burcau dated 11/28/69, entitled “BLACK PANYHER
PARSY, RM - BPP", San Francisco lebter to the Buyoau dated
12/0/69, and Los Anceles letterste the Burcau dated
12/11/69 and 3/15/70.e8 10 - Th-Heh, 1)
Cpe it
S Yos ba Enclosed for the Burcau and San Franciscc are one
eopy each of- two hard prepared proposed counterintelligcnee
ieaflets, nombered 1 and 2 for reference.

2

Bureau approval 1s requested in the creation of an
anonymous paper underpround to_atback, cxpose, and ridicule

the Image of the BPP in the community #nd to [oment mislrush
EPlelan_anonits nl and past Members N
rouzh publication anpd dissemination of Information
embarrassing to the BPP, Activities of the underground,
initially to be referred e as "the Los Anceles Three",
therein identifylng the scurce in a form of rcference

Memo targeting Geronimo Pratt and his lieutenant John William “Leng John”
Washington for neutralization, denying “unity of action” to the LA-BPP.

matter brought out in the accompanying January 28 memo and June 26, 1970
teletype from the SAC, Los Angeles, to the director (see page 156).
This tied to a second dimension of a campaign to neutralize the LA party leader
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LA 11157-*405!4

commen to Panth er riretorle, wWould be preoparcd Lo surrest
participabion Ly actlve and past mowbers of Ghe Los Anceles
Black Panther Party {LA BPP}, The selection of the
ergantzation's name 13 an arbitrary one which lends itrnelf
to a Tuture display of the group's growlh 1f the respence
warrants, The necesslty for Lhe anomymlity of the under-
growmd orpganization could be explalned, Il neoecensary, as
animperative precaction Sn view of the past acty of violence
and retaljation excauted by the LA BPP,

. Jt is anticlpated that thiyv countrrintelllyence

o proposal cenld serve as ene phase of a continuous attenpt
to deny unity of action dn the eftért of the LA BFF by
calllng to question the actions of the organizatlen and the
lepitimacy of 1ts lﬂadEIuhlp

- ; g

Tt 1w felt thet the prodl.cticn and di tribuLJon
of these leaflets could he such that the fdentity of the
FBL an the source of Lhe proposed organizaticn could bLe
effectively concealed.

In this respect, Bureavw approval 1s requoested in
the preparation and dissemipation of leaflets similar to
the enclased in the vlcin;Lieu of #4115 South Central,
©~9818 Anzae, and 1810 East 103rd Strcet, locations. of BPE
activitica In Los Angeles, It would be the intention of the
Los Anpeles Division to disiribute lcaflet Ko. 2 seven to
-ten days follewing the introduction of leaflet Wo, ),as
any folleov up saild not only make the eflfert a topical onc,
but stimulate increased reactlon within the Log Angeles BPP,

Operation Number One ls designed to challenfge the
legitimacy of the authority exercised by ELIER GFRARD PRATT,
BEI'F Deputy Minister of Defense for Southern California, and
JOIN WILLIAM WASHINGTOR, an active member of the LFPP in Los
Angeles,

Operation Numbor Tie 18 ut\ll'cﬁ to public!zo thc

which saw him charged on December 16, 1970 with the so-called “Tennis Court
Murder” (committed on December 18, 1968 in Santa Monica, California).’*? The “evi-
dence” linking Pratt to the crime was primarily that of an FBI infiltrator, Julius C.
“Julic” Butler, who was to perjure himself during the ensuing trial by testifying that
he had had no paid association with any police agency since joining the BPP.1» At
trial, the FBI also denied the existence of ELSURS logs concerning its wiretapping
and other electronic surveillance of the Panther national headquarters in Oakland,
arecord which would have established that Pratt was in the San Francisco Bay area,
some 350 miles north of Santa Monica, on the evening the murder occurred. When
themonitoring was later revealed, the Bureau claimed thatitslogs covering the two-
week period which might have exonerated Pratt had been “lost.”** The upshot of
the Bureau’s bad-jacketing COINTELPRO was that during the course of his trial, the
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EAU. OF INVEL JIGATION

ws | 660 | 876769 - 6/21/70

e

TriEm ey

[ 1.3

LA 157-3A36

jl It 1a notod that PRATT's photorreph is
indfluded in the Bleck Hationalist Photo Album, «

For the information of the Buregu, in view
of PRATT's sdsnant expreasion of hetred toward law .
epforzement personnel in general, ne consideration is
bedng given to reintervicu PRAYT For the purpose of :
development ag 8 PRI, It 13 noted, however, that constaat
consicerstion 13 given to the posaibility of the
utilization of counterintelligenze wersures with efforts
being Girected toward neutrslizing FRATT ac an affective
BFP Tunctionary,

Tt 1a noted that the investipstive perlod
of this report overlaps thet ol referesnced report in
view of the fact thrt astivities eccurring prior te
subpiszion of relferenced peport were not” reported until
after subsission of referensed report,

This reporl is baing clasaified confidential
bazzuae 1t containz Informntion furnizhed by sources
of continuing value snd disclosure of these sources
could result in their identifization thereby affecting
the Internal Security of the United States, L.

LEADS
LOS ANOFLES
AT LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNTIA: Will continue
to follow and report activities of ELMER FRATT in viex
of his being the BIrP Deputy Minlaster of Delense.

Teletype dencting Geronimo Pratt’s inclusion in the Black Nationalist Photo
Album, his refusal to cooperate with the FB] as a “Racial Informant,” and the
Burean's consequent intention to bad-jacket him.
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target was isolated from the legal support which might have accrued from his
former party associates, both within the Newton faction and - to some extent at least
- the Cleaver faction as well. He was thus convicted, and sentenced to life impris-
onment.*** At present, he remains incarcerated at San Quentin.1

An equally troubling case in New York involvels] another COJNTELPRO target,
{Richard] Dhoruba Moore. A codefendant in the Panther 21 case who believed
Newton had ordered his assassination, Moore jumped bail, fled the country, and
was acquitted in absentia in March 1971. Police officers arrested him three months
later at an after-hours cjubin the Bronx, booking him as a John Dee. The officers also
confiscated a .45 calibre [subJmachine gun at the club. When they discovered
Moore's identity, they charged him with the attempted murder of two patrolmen
[Thomas Curry and Nicholas Binetti] who had been assigned to guard the Riverside
Drive home of Panther 21 prosecutor Frank Hogan. Moore was indicted, tried, and
convicted, with the court handing down a sentence of twenty-five years to life. The
question that [goes] to the heart of the criminal justice system ha[s] less to do with
Dhoruba Moore's guilt or innocence than whether he received a fair trial 137

A similar case is that of the “New York Three” — Herman Bell, Anthony “Jalil”
Bottom and Albert “Nuh” Washington, members of the New York BPP chapter and
alleged Black Liberation Army (BLA) members — sentenced to serve 25-year-to-life
prison terms in 1975 for the 1971 shooting deaths of NYPD patrolmen Waverly Jones
and Joseph Piagentini. Only much later, during the early ‘80s, did it begin to come
out that the FBI had carefully concealed significant exculpatory material such asa
ballistics report showing conclusively that the crucial piece of “physical evidence”
introduced at trial -- a .45 caliber automatic pistol in Bell’s possession at the time of
his arrest — was not (as prosecutors claimed) the weapon used to kill the policemen.
Suppressed Bureau documents also record that a key government witness, Ruben
Scott, was first tortured and then offered a deal on a pending murder charge against
him in exchange for his “cooperation” against the three in court; Scott has subse-
quently recanted the entirety of his testimony. Two other witnesses were jailed for
13 months and threatened with loss of custody over their children to induce their
testimony. Each woman was not only released from jail and allowed to retain
custody, but alsc provided a rent-free apartment and $150 per week stipend for
several years after her stint on the witness stand. At the time Bell, Bottom and
Washington were tried, and during their subsequent appeals, the FBI falsely con-
tended it had “nothing relevant” regarding their case. As is plainly shown in the
accompanying January 24, 1974 memo from G.C. Moore to W.R. Wannall, this was
no accident; the Bureau was quite concerned to insure that it could not be identified
as the source of information being presented by the state. It thus avoided being
compelled to disclose evidence which might have served to exonerate the defen-
dants or bring about reversal of their convictions. As of this writing, all three men
remain in prison after 15 years.!®

Like the case of Geronimo Pratt, both the Dhoruba Moore case and that of the
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Memorandum L - Office of Legal Counsel v,
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M. W, R. WANNALLLY pave: Jamiary 21, 1974
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ruﬂ_pos_z_: [ PRI O
Purpose of this memorandun 13 to advise that the
Kew York Clty Folice Depactment (NYCPD) made avalloble to defense
sltorneys coples of *1t 3 lnvestigative reports selative to captione.
matter, pursuant to a <ourt order, which reports vantuined infar-
mation burnished by the Bucreau, The Hew York Office ad\iM_e!E
that the Bureau cculd not be identffled Tn these feposts a5 the
soulfce @ (3 TIOM. 5,
BACKGAOUWD ¢
IR tlowkill is 1he code word used for the turcau's Invegtls
pat it coneprning the kilhog of twe Hew Youk City pullew officers
an 57 21/71. This fnvestipation was inltlated pursuant Lo reguest
by Frosidear Hisen made of the Burvau ou 3/26/71. Feitinent results
uf this 1tpvestigation wote wode avatlable Lo the i 'l via letter-
bead mesoranda (LILIS) . o0

The L/B/74 lrsue of “The Few York Timce:" 1wvpectea that
New York Stute Luprume Court Justice Ruberts orfdeced Lhe prosecutiun
in captioned mattec to make avallable any information contained ip
pulice files fuvarable (o the defendants. accordlug tu this
atticle, the Justice, ufter reviewing the policve files, turned .
wver most of this raterial to defense lawyers. & 5"__ ;‘i:?"-'\:‘-‘th

He queried the New York Office as to whether dny of ph
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Memo showing the care taken by the FBI to hide the fact that it had gathered evidence
which mighthave served to exonerate the New York Three, The coverup continued into the
1980s, and to an unknewn extent goes on at present.
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New York Three are bound up in the context of the FBI's COINTELPRQ activities
regarding theNewton-Cleaver split. Theseactivities— asare partially reflected in the
accompanying excerpt from a February 2, 1971 Hoover Airtel to 29 SACs (see next
page) — left the BPP in divisive opposing factions, each utterly unable to provide
coherent legal defense to its membership. That the FBI and cooperating police
agencies capitalized upon this situation to the utmost has become increasingly
apparent.

On other fronts, the Bureau engaged in a range of anti-Panther counterintelli-
gence operations which ranged from the orchestration of murder to attempts to
deny funding to BPP legal defense efforts. An example of the former may be found
in the FBI's assistance to its allies in the LAPD’s CCS to set up the celebrated prison
author {and honorary BPP Field Marshal), George Jackson, for assassination inside
San Quentin on August 21, 1971, and its subsequent use of the incident as the basis
foraccusationsintended to neutralize Angela Y. Davis, head of Jackson's defense or-
ganization and a leading Panther-associated spokesperson.” On the latter count,
as the accompanying May 21, 1970 memo from the New York SAC (see page 162)
makes clear, efforts were undertaken (successfully, as it turned out) to utilize the
earlier mentioned spurious information concerning BPP “anti-Semitism” to dry up
legal defense contributions flowing from individuals such as Leonard Bernstein,
wealthy conductor of the New York Philharmonic, to the Panther 21,140

According to the Senate Select Committee, other targets dealt with by the
Bureau in a fashion comparable to that used against Bernstein included author
Ponald Freed (who headed the “Friends of the Panthers” organization in LA), Ed
Pearl of the Peace and Freedom Party, the actress Jane Fonda, “the [unidentified]
wife of a famous Hollywood actor,” an unidentified “famous entertainer,” and an
employee of the Union Carbide Corporation, among others.*! In each case, COIN-
TELPRO actions were undertaken which “would be an effective means of combat-
ing BPP fund-raising activities among liberal and naive individuals.”4

Elsewhere, the FBI utilized the services of an infiltrator to have the Sacramento
chapter of the BPP print a racist and violence-oriented coloring book for children.
When the item was brought to the attention of Bobby Seale and other members of
the Panther leadership, it was immediately ordered destroyed rather than distrib-
uted. Nonetheless, the Bureau mailed copies to companies — including Safeway
Stores, Inc., Mayfair Marketsand the Jack-In-The-Box Corporation—whichhad been
contributing food to the party’s Breakfast for Children program, in order to cause the
withdrawal of such support.** In the same vein, anonymous letters were mailed to
the parishioners and bishop of a San Diego priest, Father Frank Curran, who had
been allowing the Panthers to use his church as a Breakfast for Children serving
facility, in order that use of the church be withdrawn and Father Curran transferred
to “somewhere in the State of New Mexico for permanent assignment.”4¢

Considerable COINTELPRO attention was also focused upon The Black Panther
newspaper because, as was observed by FBI headquarters in 1970, “The BPP
newspaper has a circulation of...139,000. It is the voice of the BPP and if it could be
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Selfcongratulatory Airtel describing the succesa of the COINTELPRO attending the
“Newton-Cleaver Split” in terms of “rising dissension within the BPP causing serious
morale problem and sirained relationship among Panther hierarchy,” which caused a

rapid disintegration of the Party.




COINTELPRO - Black Liberation Movement

rtel to Albany et al
R§: COINTELFRU ~ Black Panther Farty (EFP) ~ Dissension ‘
100-448006

and companions who were involwed

erground operation (see 1/23/71 edition of
*The Black Fanther"): and the "New Tork 21" who wers &
leading cause celebre of Pantheriam,

This dlssension coupled with financial difficulties
offera an exceptional opportunity to further disrupt,
aggravate and possibly neutvalirze this orgsnization through
counterintelligence, In light of above developments this
progras haz been intensified by selected offices and should
be further expanded to incresse messurably the pressure on
the BV and fits leaders.

San Francisco snd Kew York are already involved
in counterintelligence actions and should continue to be
alert for further opportunities., All other recipients
should Immediately devise at least two counterintelligence
proposals and submit same to Bureau by 2/10/71, ‘First
proposal should be aimed strictly at creating dissension
within the local branch, Second proposal should be wimed
at creating dissension or problems between local branch
and/or 1ts leaders and W'Y national headquarters. Submit
eoch proposal in a separate sirtel referencing this
conmunication and in first paragraph specificslly indicate
vhether proposal aimed at local dissension or nstional
dfasension,

In order for these propusals to be effective it
is imperative that s close analysls be made of weaknesses
and problems within the local BFY branch snd that all

should be implemented without apecific Bureau approval,

prpposals submitted be {maginative and timely., Ho proposasl l“

161

effectively hindered, it would result in helping to cripple the BPP.”* The methods
employed for this purpose included an unsuccessful effort to use the IRS to close The
Black Panther down and the sending of bogus cards and letters, attributed to the
Minutemen organization, to the paper’'s staff purporting to show that the violent
right-wing groupintended to attack them physically (the operation wasapparently
intended to frighten the staff into quitting or at least suspending production of their
publication).** The Bureau also attempted to bring about bankruptcy of the paper
by convincing freight companies to shift from the general rate pertaining to printed
material to the “full legal rate allowable for newspaper shipment.”

Officials advise this increase...means approximately a forty percent increase. Offi-
cialsagreeto determinecosignor inSan Francisco and from this determine cosignees
throughout the United States so that it can impose full legal tariff. They believe the
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1. Operations Under Consideration 6 ;

It 15 felt by the NYO that BPP operations can best be
disrupted by expoeing them to individuale snd groups who would have
a natura]l or conditioned animoality toward the BPP aima and ideals,

The above can be accomplished through the continued use
of anonymoug letters and handbills which would be dlrected toward 4
those who may be expected to act through economic or personal i
means against the BPP thereby hindering BPP operaticns.

© The NYO reallzes the importance of negating the financial
benefits coming to the BFP through the distribution of their official
newspaper “The Black Panther” and will continue to attempt to derive
a4 logical and practical plan to thwart this cruclal BPP operation.

2, Operations Being Submitted

on 2/27/70, correspondence wes directed to individuals

knewn to have attended & BPP fund-ralsing function st the home of

. the well known musician, LECNARD BERNSTEIN. Thim correspondence
" outlined the BPP'a anti-Semetlc posture and pro-Arab position.

On 3/5/70, wmimeograph coples of a *SPP solicitation
letter”™ and a "Stora owners letter” were Eent to BPP headquarters
in NYC a8 per Bureau instructlons dated 3/5/70.

on 3/6/70, information was furnished to an established
newspaper contact concerning the spurce of monies used to raise
bail for cne of the "Panther 21", a group of EFP members on trisl
in New York City,
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Meme outlining plan to deny legal defense funding to the BPP in New York from
supporters such as Phitharmonicconductor Leonard Bernstein. Note reliance upon the
“anti-Semitic” ploy and involvement of the JDL discussed earlier.
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on 8/1/70, the WYO glrtlclpatec in the foraulation of
a Counterintelligence proposal submitted by San Franciaco office
and directed against bleck militant leader LEROY ELDRIDGE CLEAVER.

on 4/20/70, the YO sent a letter to various individuals
familier with EPP activities in the New York ares concerning
STOKELY CARMICHAEL's views on the late ADOLPH HITLER.

3. Tangible Results

on 5/7/79, —both of whom
have furnished relisble infoymstion in the past, advised that

on that date approximately 35 membere of the Jewlsh Defenge League

{JDL) plcketed the Harlem Branch of the BPP in NYC. The purpose of
this demonstration was to show that the JDI, feelsa the BPF is anti-

Sematic in ite act{s and words,

Also on the above date spproximately 50 members of the JDL
demonstrated cutslde of the Bronx, New York BPP Headquarters for the
aforementioned reasons,

In view of the ahove actions by the JDL it is felt that
some of the counterintelligence measures of the NYO have produced
tangible results.

4, Developments of Counter-
Intelligence Interests

A& the summer seaecn approsches the NYO will be keenly
aware of the activities of various raclal and hate groupé in New
York ity for the exploitation of euch activities within the
continuing counterintelligence program.

The NYO will immediately inform the Bureau of any situaticns
or developments that occur where counterintelligence techniques may
be used,

airlinesareduethedifferencesin freight tariffs as noted above for the past six to eight
months, and are considering discussions with their legal staff concerning suit for
recovery of deficit...[Tlhey estimate that in New York alone [it] will exceed ten
thousand dollars.™’

When such actions failed to engender the desired results, the San Diego field
office came up with the idea of utilizing a stink-bomb to close the paper’s production
facility; the San Diego SAC recommended using Skatol, “a chemical agent in
powdered form..[which] emits an extremely noxiously [sic] odor rendering the
premises surrounding the point of application uninhabitable.”*** This plan also
failed, probably because a burglary was required to carry it out, and agents could
not “achieve entry” into the “area utilized for production of ‘The Black Panther’.”4*
Overall, the Bureau’s counterintelligence offensive against this element of “the free
press” was undertaken because, in the words of the SAC, New York:

[The FBI] realizes the financial benefits coming to the BPP through the sale of this
newspaper. Continued efforts will {therefore] be made to derive logical and practi-
cal plans to thwart this crucial BPP operation.'*®
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The FBT has ad mitted that, during the COINTELPROera proper (1956-71), itran
some 295 distinct COINTELPRO operations against individuals and organizations
which — using a broad definition — may be considered as part of the black liberation
movement. Of these, 233 were aimed at the BPP between 1967 and 1971.15! The total
number of fatalities resulting from these brutally illegal activities on the part of the
nation’s “top law enforcement agency” will probably never be known, nor will the
number of years spent by innocent people railroaded into prison cells or the number
of lives wrecked in somewhat more subtle ways. The government has, for obvious
reasons, been loath to offer anything approximating a comprehensive study of what
is known such things, even in the midst of such “housecleanings” as the Church
Committee investigations of the mid-"70s.

Under the weight of such ruthless, concerted and sustained repression — and
despite the incredible bravery with which many of its members attempted to
continue their work - the Black Panther Party simply collapsed. Some of its
survivorsmoved into the essentially militaristic Black Liberation Army, founded by
BPP member Zayd Malik Shakur (s/n: James Costan) and others in New York as
early as 1971.2%2 Many others dropped out of radical activism altogether. By 1974,
although there was still an Oakland organization bearing the name, the BPP could
no longer be considered a viable political force by any standard of measure. With it,
whatever its defects may have been, passed the best possibility of Afro-Americans
attaining some real measure of self-sufficiency and self-determination which has
presented itself during the 20th century.



Chapter 6

COINTELPRO - New Left

If [SD)S] or any group was organized on a national basis to subvert our
society, then [ think Congress should pass laws to suppress that activity.
When you see an epidemic like this cropping up all over the country — the
same kind of people saying the same kinds of things — you begin to get the
picture that it is a national subversive activity...[SDS and other new left
activists] should be rounded up and put in a detention camp.

- Richard G. Kleindienst —
U.S. Deputy Attorney General
1969

The “new left” was a primarily white, campus-based, initially non-marxist
oppositional movement whichemerged in the aftermath of the 1950s (“McCarthyite”)
repression of “old left” political formations such as the CP,USA. Beginning with the
establishment of Students for a Democratic Society (SDS) by a handful of college
radicals including Al Haber and Tom Hayden during 1960-61, the new left had by
theend of the decade come to encompass a multiplicity of organizations and literally
hundreds of thousands of participants.! Along the way, it had engaged itself in a
range of issues and activities including the pursuit of a vision of “participatory
democracy,” support to civil rights and black liberation groups like SNCC and the
BPP, socio-economic reform in the inner cities, transformation of the educational
process, attempts to hammer out a “new working class theory,” anti-Vietnam war
endeavors and, ultimately, a neo-marxian form of anti-imperialism.?

In his memoirs, COINTELPRO head William C. Sullivan claims that as of the
spring of 1968 ~ when an SDS-led student action closed prestigious Columbia
University - “we didn’t know the New Left existed.”? As Sullivan tells the story:

I teletyped the New York office and asked them what was behind all this and
demanded to know what information they had, That afternoon I received a memao-
randum from New York that had attached to it 2 number of newspaper articles. I
teletyped New York again, saying, “I dont want newspaper clippings. I want to
know what you havein the filesabout thestudent uprising at Columbia University.”
New York got back to me again with the terseresponse, “Wedon’t have anything.”*

Aswithmany of the assertions contained in the FBl assistant director’s “history”
of COINTELPRO, the account is less than truthful. At least as early as mid-1965, .
Edgar Hoover had asked for, and Attorney General Nicholas deB. “Katzenbach
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[had] approved requests for taps on SDS.”® There is also solid evidence that by this
point, the Bureau had already begun to systematically infiltrate the student organi-
zation.* Such ELSURS and informant activity vis 4 vis SDS was an integral part of a
more generalized FBI “political intelligence” emphasis during the period 1964-68
which saw the installation of more than 800 wiretaps and sorne 700 bugs (facilitated
by atleast 150 surreptitious entries), and an unknown number of informants and in-
filtrators, all utilized in “non-criminal investigations.”” The Bureau had also been
availing itself of the proceeds concerning SDS and other new left organizations
deriving from CIA “mail covers” since at least as early as 1964.* Far from the
Bureau’s being unaware of the new left’s existence until 1968, Hoover himself had
gone on record in February 1966 describing SDS as “one of the most militant
organizations” in the country and claiming that “communists are actively promot-
ing and participating in the activities of this organization.”” The same sort of
perspective prevailed, albeit in somewhat less pronounced fashion, with regard to
other new left individuals and organizations.

Friends of SNCC

Actually, the Bureau’s interest in the new left had been lively since as early as
1961, when white activists, often referred to as “Friends of SNCC,” began to
accompany that group’s civil rights workers on “Freedom Rides” into the Deep
South. The objective of the rides was to integrate public transportation facilities
coming under interstate transport regulations in states such as Alabama, Missis-
sippi, Louisiana and Georgia, as well as to draw public attention to the Jim Crow
laws still governing interracial affairs in the region and the lack of federal action to
address the situation.'* Kenneth O'Reilly recounts the performance of the FBI as the
second of two buses arrived at Anniston, Alabama, about 60 miles from Birming-
ham, on May 13, 1961 {the first one, aGreyhound, having already been destroyed by
local klansmen shortly before):

The FBI watched as the second bus, the Trailways, pulled into Anniston within an
hour. Eight toughs boarded, demanded the black riders move to the rear, and then
beat two of the white riders, Dr, Walter Bergman and James Peck...The sixty-one-
year-old Peck, a retired school administrator, suffered permanent brain damage.
When thebus arrived at its terminal in Birmingham about fifty minutes later, a mob
of about forty Klansmen and members of the National States Rights Party la neo-
nazi group] greeted the Freedom Riders, Most carried baseball bats or chains. A few
had lead pipes. [The FBI looked on again as] one of them knocked down the
unfortunate Peck once more.™

Although the Burean had been “aware of the planned violence for weeks in
advance, the FBI did nothing to stopit and had actually given the Birmingham police
[headed by the notorious segregationist Eugene “Bull” Connor] details regarding
the Freedom Riders’ schedule, knowing full well that at least one law enforcement
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officer [Thomas H. Cook] relayed everything to the klan.”2 The Bureau, as journal-
ist LF. Stone observed at the time, “tive[d] in cordial fraternity with the cops who
enforce[d] white supremacy.”* More, the FBI had a paid employee, Gary Thomas
Rowe, among the klansmen who actually participated in the beatings administered
at the Birmingham bus terminal. Such performance by the Bureau, which falsely
claimed to be “neutral” and to lack “enforcementjurisdiction” incivil rights matters,
remained consistent throughout the early "60s;*4 at best the FBI simply watched as
activists were brutalized, at worst it assisted in orchestrating the brutalization.!s

At the same time the Bureau was actively foot-dragging in its responsibilities to
protect civil rights workers engaged in efforts to secure such fundamental social
prerogativesfor black people as voting and using public restrooms, it was busily
investigating the victims themselves:

Under the pressureof events that began with the Freedom Rides and continued over
the next two years, Hoover escalated FBl intelligence gathering activities. Earlier, in
the mid-1950s, the Bureau conducted investigations of racial disturbances, particu-
larly demonstrations and clashes arising out of school desegregation, but generally
did not file reports with the [Justice Department] Civil Rights Division. Instead, the
Bureau sent its reports to the Department’s Internal Security Division, where the
Division bumped them back over to Civil Rights after five or ten days. By organizing
information from the FBI “around the requirements of internal security surveillance
ratherthan civil rights protection,” this procedure focused the Civil Rights Division’s
attention on the activities of the Communist party and not disenfranchisement,
segregated schools and transportation, and other obstacles to black equality.'s

Between March 1959 and January 1960, the FBI distributed 892 separate reports
on “racial matters” - none having to do with the klan or other white racist
organizations, but many of them dealing with support to the civil rights movement
accruing from the budding new left — not only to the Justice Department, but to the
various military intelligence agencies, as well as state and local police forces.?

[FBI Section Head Courtney] Evans’ {Special Investigation] Division ran the names
of hundreds of individuals through the files at the request of Kennedy administra-
tion officials. The subjects of these searches ranged from the National Negro
Congress, a communist front that had been dead for fourteen years, to James
Baldwin, William Fautkner, and fifty other Nobel Prize laureates whose names
graced a White Housedinner invitation list— part of John and Jacqueline Kennedy’s
programtoencourageand honor cultural and intellectualachievement. In Faulkner’s
case, the Bureau noted his statement to the Civil Rights Congress, another commu-
nist frontand suceessorto the National NegroCongress, on behalfof WillieMcGhee,
convicted of raping a white woman in Laurel, Mississippi, in 1945. (McGhee
exhausted all possible appeals by March 1951, when the Supreme Court refused to
hear his case, and to the day the state executed him the FBI seemed most interested
in exploring the “Communist connections” of one of his noncommunist lawyers,
Bella Abzug). *®
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Under such circumstances, it is hardly surprising that when three young
activists - James Chaney, Michael Schwerner and Andrew Goodman —disappeared
in Neshoba County, Mississippi on June 21, 1963, the FBI had active “subversive”
files open on one of the two whites, Schwerner, as well as Chaney, a 21-year-old
black man. As it turned out, the three were in the area as part of a joint “Mississippi
Freedom Summer” project being run by SNCC and CORE, registering voters in
preparation for the sending of a black “Mississippi Freedom Democratic Party”
(MFDP) delegation to the 1964 Democratic convention in Atlantic City, a significant
step toward dismantling the Jim Crow structure of the “regular” state party
hierarchy. On the fateful morning, they had driven from CORE headquartersin the
sizable town of Meridian, Mississippi to the village of Longdale in order to
investigate the beatings of three local blacks and burning of the Mt. Zion Church by
the klan shortly before. On their retum trip, they were arrested - ostensibly for
speeding — by Neshoba County Deputy Sheriff Cecil Price and jailed in nearby
Philadelphia, Mississippi. The deputy held them until approximately 10 p.m.,,
released them, followed them out of town, and then stopped them again. This time,
he turned them over to a group of klansmen who killed all three and then buried the
bodies beneath a local dam construction project.**

The FBI had long since received informant reports that state klan leader Sam
Bowers, Jr., had advised his followers ~ which included a high percentage of the
state’slaw enforcement personnel —of how they might “legitimately” respond to the
“pigger-commie invasion:” “catch [activists] outside the law, then under Missis-
sippi law you can kill them.”**The results of Bowers’ suggestion had been immedi-
ately forthcoming. By the Bureau’s own count, SNCC suffered some 1,000 arrests
and atleast 35 murders whileengaged in constitutionally protected activitiesduring
Freedom Summer.** But the Bureau did absolutely nothing to protect the activists.
Instead, it escalated its investigations of the intended victims, reporting many of the
results of its intelligence gathering to the very police/klan amalgam which was
perpetrating the violence. When the disappearance of Chaney, Schwerner and
Goodman was reported to FBI agent Hunter E. Helgeson at the Jackson resident
agency (nearest the murder scene), neither he nor his colleagues made any move to
intervene.?

To the contrary, the FBI’s sole agent in Meridian, John Proctor, is known to have
accepted an invitation to drink contraband liquor with Deputy Price on the after-
noon following the murders.®* It was more than 48 hours, after heavy Justice
Department pressure had been exerted because the potential for major negative
publicity attending the case had emerged, that New Orleans SAC Harry Maynor
finally sent a mere five agents to “see if we can find those guys.”?* Meanwhile, SNCC
leader Robert Moses had already announced the obvious: “The kids are dead.”
Schwerner’s wife, Rita, and Chaney’s mother demanded to see both Mississippi
Govemor Paul Johnson and President Lyndon Johnson concerning the fate of their
loved ones, a matter which prompted television anchorman Walter Cronkite to
describe the case during the Six O’Clock News on June 25 as being “the focus of the
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whole country’s concern.”?* Unsatisfied that the FBI's paltry performance would
blunt the force of rising criticism, President Lyndon Johnson himself ordered
Hoover to up the ante, dispatching FBI Assistant Director Alex Rosen to Mississippi,
followed by Roy K. Moore (designated as SAC of a new field office in Jackson,
established solely in response to the presidential ultimatam), Associate Director
Cartha D, Deloach and a total of 153 agents. Finally, on July 10, Hoover himself put
in a brief appearance to push things along.*

FBI Inspector Joseph Sullivan, who was named to head up the investigation in
the field, ultimately commanded 258 agents and captioned his operation MIBURN
{a contraction of “Mississippi Burning,” in reference to the torching of the Mt. Zion
Church which had led to Chaney, Schwerner and Goodman'’s fatal trip). While it
may be true that Sullivan was well-intentioned, “FBl agents resigned rather than go
to Mississippi” as part of the investigation, and those who did go could not
overcome “the Bureau’s prior performance, its deference to the rule of white over
black and its indifference to the rule of law.”?* Most of the time was spent poking
about in area swamps, trying to locate the bodies, a “process which turned up
several black corpses and parts thereof — including a torso clad in a CORE t-shirt.”*
The remains were finally found on August 4, after the Bureau promised immunity
from prosecution and paid $30,000 to Delmar Dennis, one of the klan participants
in the murders. The Bureau, however, sandbagged even then, filing reports which
contained “no evidence which [could] form the basis for an indictment for these
murders.”*® As a result, on October 27, 1967, seven of the 19 remaining murderers
{(including klan leader Bowers and Deputy Price) were convicted only of conspiring
to deprive their victims of their civil rights and sentenced to serve three-to-tenyears
in federal prison. Charges against the other twelve were dropped or they were
acquitted altogether. As U.S. District Judge Harold Cox put it at the time of
sentencing: “They killed one nigger, one Jew, and a white man. [ gave them what
thought they deserved.”

The Bureau later claimed that, in the wake of MIBURN, a major COINTELTRO
was mounted against the klan. As William Sullivan put it:

Toward the end of the summer of 1964, Roy Wall, the special agent in charge of [the
Philadelphia, Mississippi] office, called me. I told Roy, “Let’s destroy these fellows,
just utterly destroy them.” I trusted Roy; he was an outstanding agent. He said that
in Mississippi there were three different Klan organizations and that we wereina
position either to keep them separated and have them compete and fight with each
other for support, or to merge them into one organization. I asked Roy, “If we merge
them into one, can you control itand if necessary destroy it?” Roy said, “Yes, wecan
do that.” I told him to go ahead and merge them, through the use of informants.
From that time on, the Klan never again raised its head in Mississippi.*?

Sullivan's interpretation of events is novel, to say the least, insofar as each of the
Mississippi klan organizations were part of a much larger apparatus, all of which
was heavily infiltrated by the FBI and presumably under Bureau control by the end
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of 1964. The FBI claimed to have more than 2,000 informants, or some 20% of overall
klan membership across the South, by 1965.%* Yet, far from never again raising its
head, the klan continued to perpetrate considerable violence - in Mississippi and
elsewhere —during the latter year. In his autobiography, Friend of SNCC organizer
Abbie Hoffman described the situation in McComb, Mississippi during the summer
of 1965:

TheKu Klux Klan was so strong they once held a rally in the middleof Route 80. Cars
had to pass the meeting on side roads, It was hard to believe, but there they were:
two hundred white sheets, flaming eross and all. [Twenty-four] years ago, the Klan
was no outmoded joke. A faceless nightmare, they were furnished by police with a
list of our license-plate numbers, and they patrolled the borders of each black
community, gunning for organizers. “Coon huntin’,” thelocal whites called it... Daily
picket lines were scenes of vicious Klan beatings. Once I was thrown to the curb and
kicked repeatedly. AnFB] agent leaned overand asked sarcastically if my civil rights
had been violated. No one ever got arrested except SNCC workers.

A classic outcome of FBI assistance to the klan concerns Viola Liuzzo, a white
mother of three and Friend of SNCC worker from Detroit, who was shot in the head
and killed by a carload of klansmen near Selma, Alabama on March 25, 1965, One
of the four menin the klan car was Gary Thomas Rowe, the FBI plant who had helped
beat Freedom Riders in Birmingham during 1963, and who was a prime suspect in
several bombings —including the infamous blast at Birmingham’s 16th Street Baptist
Church which killed four black children - during the same year® The infiltrator was
placed by the Bureau in its “witness protection program” rather than on trial, despite
evidence thatit was he who had actually fired the shot which killed Liuzzo.* Again,
the FBI's investigation purportedly netted no evidence of use in a murder prosecu-
tion, and Rowe’s colleagues — Collie Leroy Wilkins, Eugene Thomas and William O.
Eaton - were sentenced only to ten-year sentences after being convicted of violating
their victim’s civil rights in December of 1965.

While thus proving itself spectacularly unable or unwilling to come to grips
with klan violence, the Bureau was simultaneously devoting its resources to
harassing civil rights and new left activists, and in commissioning whitewashes of
its conduct in the South. The former resulted in at least one major lawsuit against
three FBI officials ~ Roy K. Moore, James O. Ingram and Hunter E. Helgeson- while
the latter engendered such “authorized” (and celebratory) “historical works” as
Don Whitehead’s Atfack on Terror: The FBI Against the Klan in Mississippi and its
subsequent production as a television movie.® Meanwhile, the FBI helped to
destroy the MDFP initiative at Atlantic City, an entirely legitimate effort into which
thousands had poured their time and energy - and upon which they had pinned
their best hopes for achieving some form of nonviolent, “due process” change in
Armerican society — and for which Chaney, Schwerner, Goodman and scores of
others had died.

Even though the MDFP delegation had received the required votes to be seated
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at the convention, replacing Mississippi‘s Jim Crow delegation altogether, party
regulars (headed by President Lyndon johnson) contrived to block these legal
rights, preserving the segregationist status guo. In accomplishing this, Johnson
utilized a special 31-person task force of FBI agents — who infiltrated the convention
floor itself, utilizing phony NBC press credentials — commanded by Bureau Assis-
tant Director DeLoach to wiretap and bug such civil rights leaders as Martin Luther
King and Fannie Lou Hamer, as well as CORE’s James Farmer and Julius Lester, and
SNCC’s Stokely Carmichael, James Forman, Cleveland Sellers, and Ivanhoe
Donaldson.?® Not only were the Johnson forces thus made privy to the MDFP’s
external communications with Democratic Party dignitaries such as Robert Ken-
nedy, but the group’s internal communications — with each other, and with various
new leftadvisors—as well **Needless to say, the political process was aborted under
such conditions, a matter which inculcated an increasing sense of futility within
much of the civil rights movement.

Under this camulative cloud of disillusionment with “the system,” the arena of
the new left moved northward, an adjustment which paved one of the major routes
to Columbia. Also by early 1965, SNCC itself had shifted much of its focus from the
rural South to organizing within the vast black ghettoes of northern cities such as
New York, Newark, Washington, D.C., Detroit and Chicago. Correspondingly, SDS
placed increasing emphasis upon its Economic Research and Action Project (ERAP),
initiated during the summer of 1964, moving cadres into the inner cities and
attempting to build “an interracial movement of the poor.”*

Movement Against the War

The geographical change meshed nicely with developments which began on
September 14, 1964, when the administration of the University of California at
Berkeley, headed by Chancellor Clark Kerr, attempted to prohibit activities on
campus concerning “off-campus political causes.” The student response, galva-
nized by Friend of SNCC organizer Mario Savio (who correctly saw the administra-
tion rule as a move to deny new left support to civil rights groups), was to launch
the “Free Speech Movement,” a short-lived entity which forced a reversal of the
institutional position as of January 3, 1965. Ultimately, Kerr was forced from his job
as the result of the massive student refusal to forfeit their rights in the face of his
arbitrary power. In the interim:

[S)tudents carried confrontation with authority to the point of spontaneously
surrounding a police car for thirty-two hours to prevent the young man inside [Jack
Weinberg] from being taken tojail; the sit-in tactic was successfully transferred from
Southern lunch counters..to the halls of ivy on three separate occasions, first with
200 students, then with 400, and finally with 1000; the police were called in, for
perhaps the first time ever on a major university campus, to arrest, with proven
brutality, 814 students who had engaged in a sit-in; undergraduates, joined by
graduate students and a portion of the faculty, declared a successful strike of classes
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that went on for five days, the first time that tactic had been used at a single
university...Here, abovo, werealltheelementsof student protest that wereto become
familiar at so many campuses in the next six years.$?

Within months, the events at Berkeley and their outcome had captured the
imagination of student radicals across the nation and had been transformed into a
generalized demand for “student power” within the institutional context. In sim-
plestterms, theidea was thatin redistributing power within the university, students
would be taking a concrete step towards a much broader alteration of social power,
anargument which could hardly be ignored in SDS circles.*? Another of the primary
tactical and emotional avenues leading to the insurrection at Columbia barely three
years later had thus been paved.

As this was going on, moreover, the undeclared U.S. war in Vietnam heated up
dramatically with the landing of a Marine expeditionary force at Danang on March
8,1965.4 Given the resulting upsurge in student anti-war sentiment, SDS elected to
at least temporarily divert much of its energy to playing a key role in organizing the
first mass demonstration protesting the U.S. role in Indochina; the event, held on
April 17, attracted perhaps 25,000 people (the organizers had expected, at most,
5,000), and featured alandmark speech by SDS president Paul Potter.** In December,
SDS co-founder Tom Hayden accompanied Yale historian/anti-war activist
Staughton Lynd and CP theoretician Herbert Aptheker to North Vietnam to explore
the extent to which “the other side” was inclined toward peace¢ Although there
was a distinct lack of consensus among SDS veterans as to whether and to what
extent the organization should become permanently engaged in the “single issue”
anti-war movement, an emphasis on such activity largely assumed a life of its own,
atleast at the local chapter level.¥” By December 1966, SDS had pledged itself to make
opposition to the war a major agenda item and develop “anti-draft unions” on
campuses throughout the country.** The third road to Columbia had been opened
up,

Althoughitis unlikely the FBldirector (oranyone else, for that matter; the nation
had simply never before been confronted with increasing numbers of its youth
actively rejecting the values and policies of the status quo) realized the full import of
these events, he ordered intensified coverage of SDS as of April 1965 in order that
the Bureau “have proper coverage similar to what we have...[on] the Communist
Party.” The directive shortly manifested itself in the large-scale infiltration of SDS
chapters, a crudely ostentatious program of “interviewing” as many organizational
members and supporters as could be identified, and the reinforcement of “coopera-
tive arrangements” between the FBI and campus police and administrators. This
was followed, in February of 1966, by a directive that agents investigate all “free
university” activities associated with student power advocates insofar as the
director had “reason to believe” these to be sponsored by “subversive groups”
(mainly SDS). This led almostimmediately (in April 1966) to distrinution of a Bureau
study of suchactivities in Detroit to military intelligence, the Secret Service, the State
Department and the Justice Department. Another report, prepared in Philadelphia
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at about the same time and based upon information provided by no less than
thirteen infiltrators, was similarly disseminated. In May of 1966, Hoover ordered
that such scrutiny of the new left be both intensified and expanded.**

No doubt contrary to Hoover’s intentions, such overt FBI harassment seems if
anything to have angered the “militants,” stimulating them to higher levels of
activity. The trend towards white radicals organizing around issues within their
ownrather than black communities also received sharp reinforcement in the spring
of 1966 with the election of Stokely Carmichael as the president of SNCC, the formal
articulation of that organization’s black power position, its abandonment of nonvi-
olenceas a philosophical posture, and its determination that it needed henceforth to
be “an all black project.”*® In clearest terms, Carmichael explained the need for new
leftists (whom Carmichael described as “liberals”) to transform their own home
ground:

I have said that most liberal whites react to “black power” with the question, What
about me?, rather than saying;: Tell me what you want and I'll see if { can do it. There
areanswers to the right question, One of the most disturbing things about almost all
white supporters of the movement has been that they are afraid to go into their own
communities —which is where theracism exists ~and work to get rid of it. They want
to run from Berkeley and tell us what to do in Mississippi; let them look instead at
Berkeley. They admonishblacks to be nonviolent; let them preachnonviolenceinthe
white community. They come to teach me Negro history; let them go to the suburbs
and open freedom schools for whites, Let them work to stop America’s racist foreign
policy; let them press the government to cease supporting the economy of South
Africa [and the war in Vietnam].>?

Although SDS was never to abandon the priority it had maintained on collabo-
rative relations with what was rapidly becoming the black liberation movement, it
subsequently concentrated more and more of its energy upon campuses populated
largely by white students, developing the notion of student power into the concept
of “youth asa social class,” and striving to create a truly massive popular opposition
to the war.” As it did so, “activating” an ever-greater proportion of Euroamerican
youth in dissident politics, the FBI homed in with increasing intensity, albeit with
little ability to tell the new left from the old at this juncture. For instance, both the FBI
and the “friendly journalists” to whom ithabitually fed informationat U.S. News and
World Report persisted in confusing both the CP, USA’s campus-based W.E.B.
DuBois Clubs and the SWP’s Young Socialist Alliance with new left organizations
for some time.** Similar misidentifications concerned the Maoist Progressive Labor
Party (PLP) and its anti-war “youth group,” the May 2 Movement (M2M).*

Meantime, by the spring of 1967, SDS membership had mushroomed to atleast
30,000, with active chapters on more than 250 campuses nationally.** The national
SDS organization, in combination with an array of ad hoc, localized or special-focus
organizations such as the Vietnam Day Committee in Berkeley, Spring Mobilization
Against the War, and War Resisters League — most of which found local SDSers at

———
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the core— was proving that the new left could mount a steadily escalating campaign
of opposition to the war effort while simultanecusly developing a sense of “commu-
nity self-empowerment.” In April, some 200,000 people turned out for an anti-war
march in New York City while at least 65,000 others marched in San Francisco;
several hundred draft-age men burned their Selective Service cards in Central Park
during the New York demonstration®® During the summer, more than 30,000
students fanned out into cities across the North to engage in a “Vietnam Summer”
project of anti-war and draft resistance education in local communities.” By fall, as
the Johnson administration made it clear that it intended to pursue the war
regardless of the magnitude of “acceptable” forms of public protest — and with the
Indochina theater commander, General William Westmoreland, requesting that the
number of U.S. troops in Vietham be increase to 543,000 - SDS tactics became more
militant.®

On October 18, to kick off a national “Stop the Draft Week,”several thousand
demonstrators at the University of Wisconsin at Madison announced that represen-
tatives for the Dow Chemical Corporation — manufacturers of the napalm utilized
by U.S. forces in Vietnam — would no longer be allowed to recruit on campus.
Chancellor William Sewell, as part of his new “get tough” arrangement with the FBI,
dispatched riot police to break up the previously peaceful demonstration. His
police, apparently getting tough in turn, used tear gas to disperse protestors for the
first time on a major college campus. Unexpectedly, the crowd fought back with
fury, growing rather than diminishing as the day wore on. In the aftermath of the
clash a general boycott of classes was proclaimed, and endorsed even by the
conservative student government, until Dow recruiting at Madison was canceled.
As with Kerr, Sewell was forced to resign.* The action in Madison was followed, on
October 20, by a demonstrationin whichanestimated 10,000 people marched on the
army induction center in Oakland, California, Finding themselves in a head-on con-
frontation with local riot police, the demonstrators forced them to retreat.s On
October 21 and 22, the National Mobilization to End the War in Vietnam brought
together the largest anti-war demonstration in the history of the nation’s capital up
to that point. Some 100,000 people marched to the seat of military authority at the
Pentagon where many of them clashed physically with the large force of troops and
federal marshals which had been assembled to “secure” the premises.

A month later, on November 14, an action organized by the Fifth Avenue Peace
Parade Committee was utilized by Columbia SDS leaders Ted Gold and Ted
Kaptchuk to spark a confrontation designed to prevent Secretary of Defense Robert
McNamara from speaking at the New York Hilton.*2On at least 60 campuses, major
demonstrations occurred during the remainder of 1967 and beginning of ‘68, all of
them aimed at ending ROTC programs, or recruitment by the military, defense
corporations and CIA.** Additionally, SDS chapters on some 50 campuses re-
searched and made public the secret contracts obtaining between the defense/
intelligence community and the “neutral” scientists working on their campuses.®
The ability of the U.S. government to conduct a war for reasons other than those
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provided to the public, and through a complex of other official lies and secret
arrangements, was being seriously challenged.** One sign of how seriously the gov-
ernment had begun to take the anti-war opposition came in January 1968, when the

Justice Department under the “liberal” Attorney General [Ramsey] Clark initiated
the single most repressive overt act of the Johnson administration - the indictment
of William Sloane Coffin, chaplain of Yale University, nationally known pediatri-
cian Dr. Benjamin Spock and three other anti-war leaders [Harvard graduate
student Michael Ferber, writer /activist Mitchell Goodman and Marcus Raskin,
director of the Institute for Policy Studies]...for conspiracy to “council, aid and abet”
violations of the draftand to interfere with administration of thedraft.. Thereis very
strong circumstantial evidence that the indictment was intended as a warning to all
anti-war demonstrators and spokes[persons] that they might well face similar
charges. All the overt actions cited in support of the indictment were public
activities, such as signing statements and making speeches against the war, along
with collecting draft cards turned in by other persons and forwarding them to the
Justice Department. During the trial, the position of the Justice Department was that
all twenty-eight thousand signers of an anti-draft statement, all persons who voiced
support or even applauded at rallies where the defendants spoke, and even
news[people] who reported the defendants’ speeches could be indicted as members
of the conspiracy. At one point, government prosecutors stated that the publishers
and booksellers of a book which printed anti-draft statements could also be
indicted...The outcome of the trial was that one of the defendants {Raskin] was
acquitted and [the convictions of the remaining four set aside because of govern-
ment misconduct during the trial; two were thereupon freed from further prosecu-
tiont due to lack of evidence upon which charges might reasonably have been
brought in the first place).é¢

For his part, ]. Edgar Hoover — having deployed his agents to gather “evidence”
for prosecution of those who had by then come to be known as the “Boston Five” -
went on to sum up the Bureau perspective with the amazing contradiction of first
announcing, that “New Left organizations such as the Students for a Democratic
Society work constantly in furtherance of the aims and objectives of the Communist
Party throughout the nation,” then describing SDS as “anarchistic and nihilistic.”¢?
InJanuary of 1968, the FBl instituted its “Key Agitators Index,” a roster in which SDS
leaders and others in “anti-war groups” who were “extremely active and most vocal
in their statements denouncing the United States and calling for civil disobedience”
featured prominently. Field agents were instructed to maintain “high level infor-
mant coverage” of “key [new left] activists,” with emphasis on their “sources of
funds, foreign contacts and future plans.”* By March 1968, the Bureau was routinely
sending reports to the White House concerning new left demonstrations and
demonstrators.*® And then came Columbia. Obviously, contrary to Sullivan’s ver-
sion of events, by this point the Bureau’s intelligence files on the new left were
brimming, and the apparatus through which the FBI would undertake its COIN-
TELPROs against that poorly-defined entity was well established.




176 THE COINTELPRO PAPERS

The COINTELPRO Begins

The student explosion at Columbia University during April of 1968 incorpo-
rated all three strains of issues underlying new left activism: 1) institutional racism,
as manifested in university construction of a gymnasium on land previously
devoted to low-rent housing occupied by impoverished black and Puertorriguefio
families, 2} institutional support to the U.S, “war machine,” as specifically demon-
strated in the relationship of the university to the Institute for Defense Analysis
(IDA), and 3) student power concerns, as expressed in popular resistance to the
university administration’s arbitrary dispensation of “discipline” — probation,
suspension, expulsion and the like - to student radicals.’ When a series of meetings
between the campus SDS chapter and University President Grayson Kirk, con-
ducted through the spring semester, resulted in no change in policy, the students
undertook direct action, first occupying the gym construction site on April 23, and
then occupying several university buildings over the next few days.” Their action
effectively brought Columbia to a standstill, a matter they announced would not
change until a list of demands - including the university’s severing its ties with the
“military-industrial complex,” halting its gym construction project, and allowing
students a meaningful voice in institutional governance — were met.”

Although the Columbia administration ultimately resorted to the massive use
of local rather than federal police force to “restore order,””* the FBI responded to the
events at the university -~ as is shown in the accompanying May 9, 1968 memo from
C.D.Brennan to W.C. Sullivan - by inaugurating a formal COINTELPRO campaign
against the new left. As with other domestic counterintelligence operations, thisone
wasdesigned to seize every opportunity to “expose, disrupt, and otherwise neutral-
ize the activities of the various New Left organizations, their leadership and
adherents” by frustrating “every effort of these groups and individuals to consoli-
date their forces or to recruit new and youthful members” by capitalizing “upon
organizational and personal conflicts of the leadership,” spreading disinformation
through “cooperation of reliable news media,” and to otherwise “inspire action
where circumstances warrant.” Another internal Bureau memo, written atabout the
same time, specified the justification for the COINTELPRO as being the fact that
“certain New Left individuals” were “calling for revolution in America” and “for
the defeat of the United States in Vietnam,” and had upon occasion “viciously and
scurrilously attacked the Director and the Bureau in an attempt to hamper our
investigation of it and to drive us off the college campuses.”™

The Bureau’s new COINTELPRO effort was quickly linked to illegal (under its
charter) CIA domestic surveillance programs such as Project MERRIMAC, Project
RESISTANCE and Operation CHAOS, which collectively amassed and in some
cases circulated “intelligence information” in the form of “watchlists” on “radical
students, antiwar activists, draft resisters and deserters, black nationalists, anar-
chists and assorted ‘New Leftists.”””* Before the last of these programs was allegedly
terminated in 1974, they had caused “national security files” to be opened on at least
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Kickoff document: memo calling forinitiation of a formal COINTELPRO against the
new left and neutralization of its key leaders. Note these individuals are described as
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autobiography. Recommendations for action appear on next page.




178 THE COINTELPRO PAPERS

Beme to Me. Sullivan
Re: COUNTERINTELLIGENRCE PROGRAN

personnel to this pregram, All propescd counterlntc%lirgnce
\netion must be approved at thé Seit of Governmenl privs .o
\instttuting it. This mew program tiil be 5"pc?¥1?t1 a: the
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RECOMMERDATIONS:

1) That the Domestic Intelligcnce Divislon be
authorized to tmmediately initiate n coordinated Counter-
intellipcace Program dirccted at exposing, disvupting, and
otherzise neutralizing the New Left and Key Activists,

2} That the attacbed letter sctiing forth
ipstructions fer the administration and lmmediate enactment
of the program Le forwarded te all offices.

23,500 U.S. citizens, as well as organizations including SDS, Women’s Strike for
Peace, the BPP, Clergy and Laity Concerned About the War in Vietnam, and Grove
Press, Inc. In the process of running Operation CHAOS alone, the CIA generated
some 3,500 “domestic security” memos for its own internal use, another 3,000 which
were sent to the FBI as “action items,” and “about forty memos and studies which
were sent to the White House and high level executive officials,”?® Similarly, the
Bureau also tied its new left counterintelligence operation to the National Security
Agency’s (NSA's) illegal international telephone and telegram monitoring of citi-
zens, code-named Project MINARET, which targeted watchlisted names of indi-
viduals who “ranged from members of radical political groups to celebrities, to
ordinary citizens involved in protests against the government,” and a number of
organizations which were “peaceful and nonviclent in nature.””” The FBI also
hooked its anti-new left information-gathering to an illegal surveillance net estab-
lished by the Army Intelligence Corps:

According to Assistant Secretary of Defense Robert Froehlke, in testimony beforea
Senate subcommittee in 1971, Army directives called for information collection on
“any category of information related even remotely to people or organizations
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active in a community in which potential for a riot or disorder was present.” Before
the program was terminated in 1971 due to public exposure and criticism, Army
intelligence had about fifteen hundred plainclothesmen assigned to collect political
information on what the Senate Intelligence Committee later termed “virtually
every group seeking peaceful change in the United States.” Index cards were
gathered on more than one hundred thousand civilian protesters and on more than
seven hundred and sixty thousand organizations and “incidents.” In addition to
centralized Army intelligence files maintained at bases near Washington, D.C. local
army units carried on their operations and investigations, with little central control.
Thus, Fourth Army headquarters at Fort Sam Houston, Texas, had its own collection
of one hundred twenty thousand file cards on “personalities of interest.”™®

Meanwhile, HUAC helped establish the tenor for severe repression by issuing
a “report” claiming that new left and black liberation formations were “seriously
considering the possibility of instituting armed insurrections in this country,” and
that SDS wasactually planning “guerrilla-type operationsagainst the government.”
Although the committee could come up with precious little by which to substantiate
its allegations, it nonetheless proceeded to recommend utilization of the Internal
Security Act’s concentration camp provisions to effect the “temporary imprison-
ment of warring guerrillas.”” HUAC’s recommendations resulted in a formal
review by a Justice Department committee headed by Attorney General Ramsey
Clark of federal “emergency detention guidelines,” intended to increase “flexibility
and discretion at the operating level.” The resulting revision of the 1950 statute’s
implementation procedures atlowed for the “preventive detention” of anyone who
evidenced “membership or participation in the activities of a basic revolutionary
organization within thelast five years,” leadership or “substantive participation” in
a “front organization” within the past three years, or anyone else who “could be
expected” to utilize a national emergency as a format in which to engage in
“interference with or threat to the survival and effective operation” of the govern-
ment, whether or not they could be shown to have committed “overt acts or
statements within the time limits prescribed.”*

Within the context of such official sensibilities, among the activists designated
by the Bureau as being “key” to the new left, and therefore targeted for rapid
COINTELPRO neutralization, were — as the accompanying June 10, 1968 memo
from Hoover to the Newark SAC reveals—SDS founder Tom Hayden and long-time
pacifist organizer David Dellinger, a leader of the National Mobilization to End the
War in Vietnam (Mobe). Hayden, Dellinger and a number of other new leftactivists
were also subpoenaed by HUAC as a result of their FBI “extremist”designations.®
Hayden himself was already being, subjected to a concerted effort to bad-jacket him,
as may be readily seen in the accompanying May 27, 1968 memo from the Newark
SAC to Hoover. Suchimmediate aitention was undoubtedly paid to the pair —as well
as self-defined anarchists Abbie Hoffman and Jerry Rubin, who had recently
founded a largely mythical organization dubbed Youth International Party (Yip-
pie!) —not on the basis of their supposed “guerrilla” activities, but because of their
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Memo identifying Tom Hayden and David Dellinger as “Key Activists.”

expressed intent to bring about massive street demonstrations during the Demo-
cratic Party’s national convention, set for August in Chicago. The purpose of these
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(u) \/l/lmsnum_‘xqﬁ OF _THE NEW LEFT

.
\ Re Bureau letter to Albany, 5/10/68,"°

/‘) .-‘.;_;K‘CGHI' TR Y & '1 f(. LA !f ¢
: .

‘qbqf
1]

It i8 bellieved that ip attempting to expose,
| disrupt, and ¢therwise neutrnlize the activities of the
‘ "oew laefty by counteriotelligeoce methods, the Buresu 1m
“ faced with a rather unique task, Because, first, the "new
. left® 15 difficult to actually define; and s&econd, of the
complete disregard by “nev left’ members for morsl and go- i)
| ¢inl laws and social amonities, /Zi)

N

% It 18 belisved that the nocconformifg in dreas

B and 8peech, oeglect of peracnal cloanliness, use of obsoeni—ﬁ

5 tied (printed and uttered),publicized sexual promiscuity,

., experimenting with and tiae use of drugs, filthy ¢lothas,
hy%\ 8haggy hair, wearing of sandals, bezds, and ususual jewelry
T tend to negate any Attempt to hold these poeople up to ridi-
12£ cule, The Americano press bas been dolog thls with go

apparent effect or curtailment of *new left" activities,
These individuals are apparently gettiong Strongth aod oore
brazen in their attompts to destroy Amoricao 8oclety, as
noted in thos takeover recently At Columbis University, Hew
York City, and other usciversities in the U,S,

It ip bolieved therefere, that they must be
deptroyed or neutrelized from the inside, Neutralize thoa
1o the same mapnner they arp trying to demtroy and oeutralize i
the V.3, -

It 18 Rewnrk's opinion t this cazu possibly be

done 1n two ways: JZf
ber
| Wor Vo449 E98-3/ =L
1 1. The U.8, Governmont musi bé codvinced, through
i .the Proper departments, that it must stop subeldizing its
N P ST W o P ,;:_;;flgz;r
(2—&::‘0&11 {RMd) JEC- 32 7 j LRI AR .
‘_21-‘1:{;: York (INFO)(RM} A 106G .
-Chicago (THOMAS AAYDENXINFO) (RN cepe 20 W
3-Hawar§ ¢ X ) (KID s “hrk”,E{§r
t1-100-48095) (THCHAS HAYDENR) h

i’,i.

Memo outlining plan to bad-jacket Tom Hayden (continued on next page).

demonstrations being to demand an end to the U.S. war in Southeast Asia, the FBI
appears to have viewed them as an insistence upon “defeat.”*

By July 5, 1968 (the date of the accompanying letter from Hoover to the SAC,
Albany), therefore, the Bureau had assembled a 12-point “master plan” through L
which it intended to destroy the new left opposition. This was coupled to a Justice
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own_dpatructTon, Each fipld vfflce should acgulro the zames
and backgrounds of all studcats of tbo'mew left", who bave
hoen arrested for the vory type of activity we are now trylog
to curtail or halt, Apny Government subsidizatioo to thase
individuals sbould be stopped,

They must be taken out ol the rapks of this pre-
dozinantly cellege-age movemeat; Scparate them znd diminiah
their power,

2, Certnic key leaders must be choseo to become
the object of a counterintelligence plot to identify thew as,
government informauts. It appears that this i& the only
Thing “that could ciGEe these iodividuals coucern; if some of
their leaders turned out to be pald informers. Attncking
their morals, disrespect for the law, or patrictic dizdain
will not impress their follcowers, as it would normally te
other groups, 80 1t must be by attacking them through thelr
own pripciples and beliefa, . AccuSe them of selling out to

nimperialiaii;/gpﬁopoly capitalism",
o :

TEQIAS EMMETT HATYDEN
EEY ACTIVIST, NEWARE DIVISION

Rewark believes that it might be possiﬁié/;o wttach
the stigma of Apnformant or Goveroment "fiopk™ to TLEN becaube
wof the apparent uolimlited finances at bils disposalx enablicg
bizm to take pumeroun trips 1o and out of the U,S5,, without any
Job or other means of finaccial suppert, Also, the easer with
whichk he travels to communist countrles, hic receptlion there,
the privileges afforded him, and hin eveotual retura with ac
actual remcoostrations Ly thia Government.

Huwark Sugge2tE that after EAYDEN visite & certalc
city or country, that a news releasa, datelined Washingtea,
D,C,, be prepared ooting that "according to informed Goverao-
aent Bources", etc,, certaln events happened in that certzin
city or country which would reflect back ou HAYDEN through
ginilarity of circumstaaces or sventa, It la suggested further
that these news releasee be collected mnd wheo several promis-
ing items are collected, they be turned over to a representatly
0f & cooperativa news nedin with a guggestion thot a feature
Writer Do giveA THS TASE OY FriTisg P AOELOFF pulgtlog ot
ths coincidecces of HAYDEN'e visits te ce:tnin citice cod
pews Btorica ennpating from Washington, D.C,, poloting to
HAYDEX as the gource. The connection may ba spotlighted hy
includiog gertein oidelighta or confidential bits of lafor-
mation whioh muy only be known t¢ HAYDEN and a Bureau acurce,

It i8 renlized the above will take time, but io
order for the plan to be effective, 1t oust have o s0lid
basis and 1 cootipunl indictment,

One copy of thie letter is being Bent to Chicago -
8ince THOMAS HAYDEN changed his realdence to there,

One copy of this letter 18 being sent to NYO for
jnformation becausc of availlable transportation facilities
which give "new left" demonstrators io this ares the oppor-
tunity to choose elther FHew York or New Jersey locations
for disrupiive tactics,
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! ) 1 ~ ¥r. Delazch
1 - ur Felp -
SAC, AlLany . /s/en
,
b 1 = ¥r. Bisliop
Diroctay, FOI (104-440G30) 1 - Mr. E.C. Snllivan
b 1= €0, Drenman
S0 1 -
TICOUHITIIRISLLIGENCR PHOCIAX 1 -
INTOTWAL SLLULTE
DISRUPTION OF THE NEF LLFT
{COINTLLPNO - NETILEFTY 7
J:
( g Bulet 5/10/863 requested sugpestions for counter-
7 intelligence action against the New Left. The replies to
i the Bur=au's request have been analyied and ir i3 Felt thay

the Following suggestions for counterinteliigence action can
be urilized by all mffices:

1. Preparstion of o leaflet designed to counter-
4CT the impression that Students for a Demecratic tociety |
[EDS) and other minarity groups speak for the majarity of f
students at universities. The Teaflet should cantain phote- /
graphs of Mew Left leadership al the respective university,
Naturally, the mcst obpoxicus pictures should be used, #

2. The i.nh'lnu'nz of ¢7 the taking advantage of
T per;onnl conflicts or snimosities wxisting Wotween New Left
S| deaders . . 'y
- R, oy -f s Ao
gl leprespions thaj. cpgiain New— ne—
a-far the Bureal or other law
- Toae o TiER {

1. Thedien
Left leaders nre-Iniorms
enfarcement agencies.

i. The use of articles from studenl newspapers - - -
e andfor the “"undefground press” to sheow the depravity of
" New Left leaders and members. In this fennection, articles
Yl showing sdvecation of the use af narcotics and free sex are
l/ 1deal to sand to university officials, wealthy donors,
) wembers of the legislature and parents af students who are
active 1n New Left macrers. \//

5. Since the use of marijuana and other parteotics
iy widespread among members of the New Lefr, you shonld be
alert to opportunities to have them arrested by Iocal
#utherities on drug charges. Any information Zoncerning the

2 - a11 Fleld Offlegs | T R
- Sl AR AR S S
BAN; jes .}" " 1&“‘3‘{! P 1 ." .
- W2y I ‘__,9 I , L0y SEE KEOIT PAGE 1MMIE , ¢
B -‘,!{..J‘.\Ln_/:-_’ﬁ‘... P \f\;‘ :lkﬂ i £

1 ¥ wa Ry )

The FBI's 12 -paint master plan for COINTELPRO — New Left
(continued on next page).

Department initiative, spearheaded by Attorney General Clark, to consolidate what
was called the Interdivisional Information Unit (IDIU) to coordinate “all informa-
tion” on organizations and individuals “who play a role, whether purposefully or
not, either in instigating or spreading civil disorders, or in preventing our checking
them.”** By 1970, the IDIU computer was being utilized to coordinate a flow of more
than 40,000 intelligence reports per year concerning “civil disorders and campus
disturbances” involving over 10,000 “anti-war activists and other dissidents.”
Organizationstargeted for IDIU attention included groups ranging from the NAACP
and Urban League to SDS and the BPP. Individuals included under its rubric
spanned the range from United Farm Workers organizer Cesar Chavez to black
entertainer Sammy Davis, Jr,, from folk singer/activist Joan Baez to an unnamed
“bearded militant who writes and recites poetry.”*
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fact that llldi\fidlll]l‘ have nrijulna-or AT enpAging in a
saAYcotics parcy should be immediztely furnished to local
autborities and they should sncoutaged to take acticon.

6. Tea drawjng up of anoaymous letiery rwgerding
individualf detive ibh € Waw Lafr. These letters should
et out their sctivities and should be sent to cheir parents,
neighbors and the parents' esployers. This could have the
I effect of forcing the parents to take sction.

7. Asooymous leiters or leaflets dwscribing
f::ult,_.tnhll and graduate dsslsvamts in the ¥arious
institutions of higher Jearning who are acuu: im Mew Leit aaliely.
The activities and asscciatvions of the - imdividual should be
set oul. Anonywous mEilings shodld be made to unplvErsity
officialy, members of the state legislature, Board of
Regents, and ta the press. Such letters could be signed .

"A Concerned Alumni® or “A Concerned Taxpayer.™ y
. - -

L. Whenever New Left groups engage in disruptive
activities on College Campuses, Cooperative press Contacis
should be ln:uurl|I= To esphasize rhat the disruptive
#lwmdnls constitute & minerity of rhe students and do not
Teprasent the conviction of the majority. The press should
drmand 4n immedizte StudeAt referendum oa the issue in
question. LInasmuch as the overvhelming wajority of students
% noC active in Mew Lefr marcets, it Es fele that this
technigque, used in carefully selected cates, could put an
end to lengthy demcnstrations and could cause embarrassment
to Hew Left slements. .

—

... 9. There is a definite hostility awong SDS azd
other Naw Leff groups toward the Socialise Workers Party

(SWP1. the Young Soclal liance [YSA), snd che
Progressive Laber Party fm i Ly shosld be
.

19, The field wus previonsly advised that Mew Left
greups ire attempting to npen m near wilicary
ases in order to influence meabeT e Armed Forces.

Wherever these ¢pffeshouses are, friendly news media should
be alerred to them and their purpose. In addition, varjous
drugs, juch as marijuana, will probably he utilized by

individusls tunning the coffeehouses or frequenting them,
Local law enforcement authorities should be pra.pl{y wdvised
whentyeT you receive an indication that this is being done.

. 1l. Consider the use of cartoons, photographs, snd
AnORYmOUWS letters Whleh will bave .the effwct of ridicoling
the New Laft. RAudicule {3 gne of ChelpdT potent weapons
which we can use against it.

. L7,  Ba slevn der otpo . =10 confulk ang
disTupt Mew Laft activities by [Elsinforsali®m, For example,
when events ure planned, notific - e event has

been cancelled of postpaped could be sent to various
individuoals. e

Tau are resinded that oo counkerinteliigance
agtion i3 to ba taken without Buresu spproval . Insure that
this Program i3 sssigned 10 an Agent with am’excellent
knowledge of both Mew Left groups snd individusls. It must
be approached with imagination and enthuziasm if it is to be
Succassful . b .

AS an economy Aacasure the caption “COLNTELPRO - NEW LEFT
should be used on a)1 commynications <oncerning this Program.
HOTE:

See wemo C.D. Brennan to W.C. Sullivin dated
/3708, caprioned us akove, prepared by BAW: jes.

COINTELPRO-New Left had, in the meantime, gotten well under way, as is
evidenced by the accompanying May 29, 1968 memo from Hoover to his Philadel-
phia SAC, calling upon that office to undertake specific counterintelligence activi-
ties ~ including the generation of cartoons 4 Iz the materials being circulated with
lethal results as a part of COINTELPRO-BPP atabout the same time — to disrupt SDS
withinitsareaof operations. By lateJuly, asisindicated in theaccompanying August
9,1968 letter from Hoover to the SAC, Los Angeles, the sending of anonymousletters
had entered the arsenal of tactics being applied against SDS. All such efforts seem
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_ Memorandum

_ fsﬁb ( DIRECTOR, ¥BI oATE: 5/29/68 N
4 FROM .

SAC, PHILADELPHIA (100-49929) (P}

—f-———-‘JCowmuo A’.wl /’QJ t\‘

'"'J“-" COUNTER THTELLYGENCE  PROGRAM

INTERNAL SECURITY o

.‘ (DISRUPTION OF THE NEW LEPT IR
m

Re Bureau letter to mll offices 5/10/68.

; Enclosed herewith 13 one copy of a cartoon which mppeared
'! in the 5/7/68 issue of "The Temple MNews.”

The disruption of the “"New Left™ through counter-
intelligence astivities poses problems which have not been
previously precent in this phase of our work, Hhereas the
Communist Party and eimilar subversive groups have hidden their
indiscretions and generally shunned publicity, the New Left
groups have flaunted their arrocance, immorality, leck of
respect for law and order, and thrived en publicity., Comuunal
1iving guarters for unmarried male and female members of the
New Left have been publicized as a badge of “free-thinking"
individualiem, Adherence to prilnciples of Marxism hes been
freely acknowledged, Members of the Students for a Democrstic
Society (SDS) have openly admitted their sffiliations and
their adnerence to snarchistic mims, L7

Publicity and public exposure of the New Left,
however, can atill be used effectively to thwart the growth
of those orgenized groups such a3 SDS, It will be recalled
that it was through such measures that we tontained the W E B,
Du Bois Clube of America (DCA) and expoeed it ac A tool of the
Coamunist party.

AE noted in referenced Buresu letter, we must

seize upon every opportunity to capitalize upon organizational
and personal eonflicte of the Hew Left leaders, The creation
of factionalism 16 & potent weapon which must not be overlooked,
Ko oversll plsn can be projected for the use of factionalism
since 1ts usze depends upon circumstances at any one glven time,
it effective use‘deppnds upon tlmely, keen &nalysis of

cmna!: on obtaing@ihrou,_,h investigation and from our sour

) 9‘\% (raey REC105 it S :
Philade Fﬁ oo-uggeg) / l .
e 4{57 3 A ? J
zS:psM g3 4}‘ { HaY gm g
3 1968 O — 8§
Buy U.S. Swoings Bends Regulacly an the Payrel! Savings Plun

Memo detailing plan to disrupt SDS at Temple University through use of cartoons,
pamphlets and anonymous letters (continued on next page).

to have had the short-term objective of preventing the actualization of unified and
coherent anti-war demonstrations in Chicago during early August. Thelonger term
goal, of course, was to eliminate the new left as a factor in the U.S. political equation.
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[ ] A most poteni weapon not to be overloocked is the

usa of ridicule, In the padi 1ts uee hes been primarily -

reirlcted asgainest individuala through cartoons and snonymous

lettera, Conslderation should be given to greater use of thisg
techinique Lo discredit the entire New Left movement, AR
example is the cartoon attached which appesared in the "Temple

Y University News," student newspaper at Temele University,

e Philadelphie, Pa. Fhotographs of student "sit-ins,” euch \
as that which occurred ¥t Columbia University, with aperopriate
captions, such as "Give to the College of your Cholce,” eould

be prepared and_anonymously circulated smong appropriate

{ggislators, prominent slumni members, and others,

—

Speeifically, in Phlladelphis, the main target for
counterintelllpgence under this program will be the SDS, ‘There
Are no Key Activists in the Phlladelphia Division teérritory as
of the date of this letter, Ro.specific recommendations are.
being made at this tioe; however, the followlng avenues of action
are ovpen and under c¢onslderation for future use:

1. Cooperative news media representatives have
: been used in the past. Relilability and discreetnesz have been
h proven, Recommendations for specific action will include
necessary assurances that the Bureau's interest will be pro-
tected,

2. Philadelphia has used cartoons Lo ridicule
leaders of the CP., It is felt this method has the most
potential for obtaining our goals, Under consideration is
&8 proposal that a series of eariopna be prepsred and that the
anarchistic aims of IHE New 1eIL ge emphasized by labeling them
"Mobocracy,” It 1a mpparent that “Mob" action is repugnant
to the majority of college students and other seéricus-minded
youth, Methoda of disatributing such cartoons can be done
anonymously or through establlished sources in each Division,

3. Philadelphla has established contacts with the
Catholic Yar Yeterans (CwV). Through these contacts 1t was .
posSible to prepare a series of leaflets exposlng the DCA which were
printed and published by the CWV on a national basis. It 15 felt ~
aimilsr arrangements can be made for the OWV to issue a pamphlet
exppsing the 5D5. Such & project would requlre the esalatancé
of ghe PBureau and Chlcaro. the Office of Oricln in the SDS case,

4, A lesqding memper of the CP youth was neutralize
whgn the Philadelphls Office publicized hls homosexual activify,
{e knesses and deficlencies of individual members of -the New

. Lejt should be used by us to peutralize them. Anonymous lettérs
rto ‘he parents of individual members of the New Left might veﬁz
well eerve the purpose, neutralizing them throuch parental
discipline,

Althoush the foregoing 4s pot intended to be
all-inclusive, it repregents the basic approach of the
Fhiladelphia Divislon to this new program, Appropriate
Speclal Agent peraonnel have been alerted to this program,
Recommendations for epecific counterintellipence mction will
be submitted to the Bureau by separate letter.

As at Columbia, during the convention itself the burden of physically and
overtly repressing the demonstrators — who were, after all, merely exercising
constitutionally protected rights to speech, assembly and petition — was passed to
the tactical units of the Chicago police, a “duty” the CPD performed with a relish
later described even by an official government commission as constituting a “police
riot.”" In the aftermath, however, with the election of Richard Nixon, the FBI and
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First of the cartoons produced and dis-
tributed by the Philadelphia FBI office
as part of its COINTELPRO to destroy
SDS at Temple University. The cap-
tion, in a parody of the rhetoric of Sen.
Joseph McCarthy reads: “T have in my
hand a list of 200 names of people whao
don’tadvocate the violent overthrow of
the government.”

RADICAL
GROUP

Thirr br iy b v B gl 200 et o praple

it et Bt vibdend trlier o e gt

Justice Department moved into “legally” eliminate their quarry by leveling at them
an essentially baseless set of “conspiracy” charges. As Robert Justin Goldstein has
observed:

The Nixon administration instituted an extraordinary series of conspiracy trials
against anti-war leaders —in fact, together with the Spock-Coffin trial of the Johnson
administration, the Nixon administration prosecuted virtually every prominent
anti-war leader. What was perhaps the most extraordinary thing about the prosecu-
tions was that the major charges brought either all collapsed during the judicial
process, or the cases were thrown out due to illegal government activities or refusal
to discloserecords of illegal wiretapping...Whilethe prosecutions failed in one sense
- historian William Manchester termed them “an unparalleled series of judicial
disasters for the government” — they succeeded sensationally in another. Namely,
they succeeded in tying up huge amounts of time, money and energy that the anti-
war and radical movements could have used to expand rather than expend on
protracted and costly defense struggles.®*
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Goldstein continues;

The first major conspiracy trial, the so-called Chicago Conspiracy or Chicago Eight
trial, resulted from indictments handed down in March, 1969 of eight anti-war
leaders under the 1968 Anti-Riot Act for conspiring to cross state lines with intent
to incite a riot...On March 20, 1969 [a] Chicago grand jury returned indictments
against...eight demonstrators, six of whom were highly visible radical leaders,
including pacifist David Dellinger, Black Panther Party Chairman Bobby Seale,
[former] SDS leaders [now key members of the Mobe] Tom Hayden and Rennie
Davis, and “Yippie” leaders Jerry Rubin and Abbie Hoffman [the other two
defendants were little-known SDS members John Froines and Lee Weiner]...Seale’s
case was severed in mid-trial (and never retried) when Federal Judge Julius
Hoffman found him in contempt of court and summarily sentenced him to an
unprecedented four years in prison, as a result of repeated outbursts by Seale
following Judge Hoffman’s refusal to either allow Seale to defend himself or have
the services of a lawyer of his own choosing, After a tumultuous trial - which at one
point featured Seale tied to a chair with a gag in his mouth - the remaining seven
defendants were found innecent of the conspiracy charge..two charged with
teaching the use of incendiary devices wereacquitted, and theother five were found
guilty of crossing state lines with intent to incite a riot. Judge Hoffman...sentenced
the five to five years in [prison] and $5,000 fines, and then added 175 contempt
sentences ranging from two and a half months to over four years against all seven
defendants and two of their lawyers [William Kunstler and Leonard Weinglass].
Many of the contempt charges were based on the flimsiest possible grounds; for
example, Dellinger was sentenced to six months for calling thejudge “Mr.” Hoffman,
and Davis was sentenced to twenty-nine days for applauding at one point and
laughing at another. Eventually both the contempt and substantive convictions
were overturned by the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals [but the damage had been
done]™

Barely had the Chicago conspiracy trial ended than another began, in December
1970, in Seattle. In this case, eight leaders of an organization calling itself the Seattle
Liberation Front — predictably, they were described as the “Seattle Eight” — were
accused of having conspired to damage federal property, the result of a February
1970 demonstration protesting the contempt sentences handed down in the Chicago
trial which ended with windows broken and slogans spray-painted on the walls on
the Seattle federal building. Although it was obvious that the February demonstra-
tion wasa purely local affair, the planning for which had begun barely ten days prior
to the event, four of the defendants werealso charged under the 1968 anti-riot statute
used against the Chicago Eight with having crossed state lines with intent to incite
riot the preceding December, while a fifth was accused of having utilized interstate
telephone lines for the same purpose.®® Although the presiding judge, George H.
Boldt, eventually declared a mistrial in these ludicrous proceedings, he followed the
lead of his Chicago colleague in meting out harsh contempt sentences, based on the
“totality” of the defendants’ behavior during the trial. By this point, theonce-vibrant
Seattle new left movement was completely wrecked s

This was followed in 1971 by theleveling of conspiracy charges against Catholic
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priests Phillip and Daniel Berrigan, along with six others, claiming that they had
conspired to raid draft boards, blow up heating tunnels in Washington, D.C,, and
kidnap presidential advisor Henry Kissinger. The case had been devised by the
Bureau, but upon review by Justice Department attorneys was deemed so weak that
it could not even be presented to a grand jury. However, on November 27, 1970, J.
Edgar Hoover personally testified before an “appropriations subcommittee” repre-
sented only by a pair of long-time Hoover admirers - Senators Robert C. Byrd (D.,
West Virginia) and Roman L. Hruska (R., Nebraska) — as to the existence of the
“plot,” thus forcing matters into court.’* At trial, however, the Bureau’s “case”
turned out to be based exclusively on the testimony of a single infiltrator /provo-
cateur, Boyd Douglass,who had been paid some $9,000 for his “services” by the FBI
and certified by a federal psychiatrist as a “sociopath and pathological liar.”
Although the defense declined to present a single witness, the jury deadlocked ten
to two for acquittal on all major counts with which the Berrigansand their colleagues
had been charged, voting to convict the accused only of having smuggled letters to
one another during previous incarcerations.”? Eventually, an appeals court over-
turned six of the seven convictions which were obtained even on this minor charge,
given that Douglass had served as courier of the forbidden mail, and had done so
on the express instructions of the FBI and at least one prison warden.*® Ultimately,
after all the smoke borne of sensational headlines had cleared, only Father Phillip
Berrigan went briefly to prison, the only U.S. citizen ever sentenced by a court for
sending or possessing “contraband” letters.*

Another conspiracy case brought in 1971 involved Daniel Ellsberg, a former
high-level defense consultant with a government think tank, the Rand Corporation,
who had shifted from staunch support of the Viemam War to near-absolute
condemnation of it, and his colleague, Anthony Russo.** The government charged
thatthe pair had conspired to deny the government “its lawful function of withhold-
ing classified information from the public,” by virtue of their removing several
thousand pages of secret documentation (the so-called “Pentagon Papers”) concern-
ing the government’s systematic deception of the U.S. public with regard to the
country’s Indochina policy fromRand facilities. They then passed the material along
to New York Times reporter Neil Sheehan, who saw to it that selections appeared in
the paper. Among other things, Ellsberg and Russo were charged with violating the
1917 Espionage Act, a wartime statute said to be in effect because President Harry
Truman’s invocation of it in 1950~ at the onset of the Korean War — had never been
revoked (!}.*¢ Although the government was unable to establish that the Ellsberg/
Russo “conspiracy” in any way jeopardized valid national security interests — to the
contrary, federal prosecutors unsuccessfully argued at trial that no such jeopardy
was required under the law - or even that the government possessed a statutory
basis from which to contend that its classification and withholding of information
from the public was “lawful,” the case was taken to court.””

The Pentagon Papers trial was marked by a series of virtually unbelievableinstances
of government misconduct, including attempts by the government to suppress
internal memoranda and studies casting doubt on the national security significance
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of the papers, an apparent government denial of any wiretaps and then an admis-
sion that Ellsberg and someone connected with the defense had both been overheard
on taps directed at other persons, and the secret offer of the directorship of the FBI
[Hoover being dead by this point] to presiding Judge Matthew Byrne by White
House Domestic Advisor John Ehrlichman in the middle of the trial. The most sen-
sational revelation was that persons associated with the White House Special Inves-
tigations Unit [the so-called “Plumbers,” including former FBl agents G, Gordon
Liddyand James McCord]...had burglarized the office of Ellsberg’s psychiatrist [Dr.
Louis Felding] after the indictment was handed down..White House papers
released inthe course of the Watergate investigation revealed that the purpose of the
burglary was to obtain information which could be used to creata a “negative press
image” of Ellsberg in an attempt to, as White House Counsel Charles Colson said,
to “plumber” Howard Hunt in one telephone conversation, “put this bastard into
one hell of a situation and discredit the New Left.” With the final straw the
government’s temporary inability to uncover its wiretap records on Ellsberg, Judge
Byrne ordered a mistrial and dismissed the case in April, 1973

The year 1972 witnessed yet another conspiracy extravaganza with the indict-
ment of the so-called “Gainesville Eight” - thus designated as a result of the site of
trial being set for Gainesville, Florida — all leaders of Vietnam Veterans Against the
War (VVAW). The defendants were charged with conspiring to disrupt the 1972
Democratic and Republican Party national conventions in Miami through use of
weapons ranging from “fried marbles” and ball bearings glued to cherry bombs
(effectively constituting low-powered fragmentation grenades) to “wrist sling-
shots,” crossbows, automatic weapons and incendiary devices. The timing of the
federal grand jury which led to the indictments, and to which all eight defendants
were called, was such as to effectively gut any VVAW demonstrations - including
peaceful ones — at the Democratic convention, while the holding of four of the
accused withoutbond for refusing to testify, and the arraignment of all eight during
the Republican convention ruined their plans for that one as well. At trial, govern-
ment witnesses broadened the array of weaponry the eight allegedly planned to use
to include anti-tank weapons such as bazookas, but it emerged that police infiltra-
torsrather than the defendants had been the primary discussants of higher-powered
weapons such as machineguns, The only physical evidence prosecutors could
produce in this regard were slingshots available at any sporting goods store.** The
government’s supposed star witness, an FBI infiltrator named William Lemmer,
tumed out to have been threatened with a psychiatric discharge by the army, and
recently ordered held for a sanity hearing at the request of his wife after he wrote her
aletter blaming VVAW for the breakup of his marriage explaining that if he decided
to “get” the defendants, it would be silently, in “tennis shoes” and with a “length of
piano wire.”*® He had also been only recently released by local police after they
arrested him in possession of a loaded rifle and pistol, and an examining doctor
recommended he receive psychiatric help. The jury deliberated less than three and
a half hours before acquitting all eight defendants of all charges against them, but
by then VVAW had ceased to function as an effective organization.™
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Escalation

While the Justice Department was playing out its string of legal charades against
the new left leadership, the FBI was quite busily engaged in more clandestine forms
of repression. In the backwash of the Democratic convention in Chicago, it quickly
set about fostering the divisiveness and fragmentation of dissident groups, a matter
which is readily bomne out in the accompanying August 28, 1968 memo from the
director to the SAC, Detroit, calling for the employment of various COINTELPRO
tactics against the Detroit Coalition Committee. Of particular interest to the FBI in
the Detroit area was John Sinclair, head of a Yippie!-oriented organization called the
White Panther Party, so much so that the Bureau provided considerable assistance
to the local red squad in setting Sinclair up to receive an all but unprecedented nine-
and-a-half year sentence for smoking marijuana at a rock concert in the presence of
two undercover police officers.**?In a number of other cases across the country, there
was strong evidence that police had actually planted the “controlled substances”
used to “judicially” effect political neutralizations.’*® As Frank Donner, an ACLU
expert on political surveillance and counterintelligence was to put it in 1971, “The
pot bust has become a punitive sanction against political dissent and the threat of
prosecution [on drug charges] is a favorite method of ‘hooking’ student inform-
ers,”1™

Another favorite tactic was arrest and sometimes prosecution of student activ-
ists for “desecration of the flag.” Despite clear first amendment protection, local
police red squads working in collusion with FBI COINTELPRO desks habitually
rousted demonstrators who incorporated the flag into their apparel, altered it to
include peace signs or other movement symbols, burned it, or even flew it upside
down(the international signal of distress). By May of 1971, the ACLU alone reported
that it had at least 100 “flag cases” under consideration.'® Eventually, defendants
were tried and a number convicted in Hawaii, Minnesota, New York, Colorado,
Washington state, Pennsylvania, New Hampshire and California before the Su-
preme Court finally ruled in Spence v. Washington (1974) that such prosecutions were
unconstitutional.’** Still, punishments on such grounds continued to occur through
juvenile courts, as when in August 1974 an Ohio judge sentenced two teenaged girls
to attend flag ceremonies for a week, observe a six-month curfew, and not to
comrmunicate with one another in any way for a year, all because they’d burned a
flag during an anti-war demonstration.»*”

The “underground press,” both “cultural” and political, was also a primary
target during the early phases of COINTELPRO-New Left, as is made clear in the
accompanying September 9, 1968 letter from Hoover to the SAC, New York,
requesting a planof attack; an October 7 proposal by the SAC; and Hoover’s October
21 reply approving the operation. Focused upon is Liberation News Service (LNS),
roughly the equivalent of Associated Press for the hundreds of alternative tabloids
- mainly community-based — which had emerged across the country during the
second half of the ‘60s. Between the point of inception of the COINTELPRO and late
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Memo describing plan to block emergence of a political coalition in Detroit.

1971, scores of alternative press workers were arrested (some repeatedly) on a
variety of thoroughly bogus charges.!®® In one notable example, Dallas police,
accompanied by FBI “observers,” raided the offices of Dallas Notes in October of
1968, using a warrant which allowed them to search for “pornographic” material.
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Washington, D. €., or which could be o [rauvdulent Ietter could
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The raiders left with more than two tons of items, including four typewriters and
several credit cards, and ripped the electrical wiring out of the walls before leaving.
The paper’s editor was subsequently charged with “possession of pomography,” an
accusation which was thrown out as groundless by a local judge. He was then
charged with “obscenity,” resulting in another dismissal. Finally, he was brought
into court, charged with “instigating a riot,” convicted and sent to prison for three
years. By this time, the paper was in a shambles.’*® The Philadelphia Free Press, for its
part, found itself officially banned from all campuses of the Pennsylvania State
University system, and thus denied much of its potential market."”

Nor is the case isolated. Shortly after the San Diego Street Journal had published
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Document outlining COINTELPRO action designed to disrupt Liberation News
Service in New England, using the standard tactic of sending anonymous letters.

an exposé on the practices of the local business elite during the fall of 1969, the paper
suffered an unwarranted raid of its offices coordinated by the local red squad while,
simultaneously, more than 20 of its street vendors were arrested for “littering” and
“obstructing the sidewalk.” Not long afterward, an FBI operative named Howard
Berry Godfrey led a Bureau-financed group of right-wing thugs calling themselves
the “Secret Army Organization” (SAO) in a nocturnal entry of the paper’s produc-
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tion facility, stealing over $4,000 of its equipment and “putting it [temporarily] out
of action.”™ In the South, things were just as bad:

Kudzu, produced in Jackson, Mississippi, served as a major organizational center for
the New Left and counterculture in that area. The tenacity of the paper and its allies
can be gauged by the fact that by 1968 the newspaper had survived a conviction on
obscenity charges, the arrest of salespeople, the confiscation of cameras, and even
eviction from its offices. On October 8, 1968, eighteen staff members and supporters
of Kudzu were attacked and beaten by Jackson deputy sheriffs...In 1970, Kudzu was
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put under direct surveillance by the FBI. For more than two months FBI agents
made daily searches without warrants...On October 24 and 25, Kudzu sponsored a
Southern regional conference of the Underground Press Syndicate. The night
before the conference the FBI and Jackson detectives searched the Kudzu offices
twice. During the search, an FBI agent threatened to kill Kudzu staffers. On the
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COINTELPRO plan aimed at the Kaleidoscope newspaper in Milwaukee,

morning of October 26, FBI agents again searched the offices. That evening local
police entered the building, held its eight occupants at gunpoint, produced a bag of
marijuang, then arrested them...A Kudzu staff member commented, “The FBI used
to be fairly sophisticated, but lately they have broken one of our doors, pointed guns
in our faces, told us that “punks like you don’t have any rights,’ and threatened to
shoot us on the street if they see us with our hands in our pockets.”11
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In New Orleans, street vendors for the New Orleans Nola Express were repeat-
edly arrested on charges such as “vagrancy” and “peddling withouta license.” The
harassment continued until the paper pressed a federal discrimination suit; District
Judge Herbert Christenberry then concluded that the plaintiffs had “overwhelm-
ingly established a policy by the police to arrest people selling underground
newspapers under the guise that they were impeding pedestrian traffic,” and issued
an injunction against further official actions of this sort."* Comparable situations are
known to have prevailed in Atlanta, Berkeley, Indianapolis, Los Angeles, Milwau-
kee, New York, San Francisco, Seattle, and Washington, D.C., no doubt a rather
incomplete list." The accompanying February 14, 1969 memo from the Milwaukee
SAC to Hoover gives a clear indication of the real source of most such “problems.”

Asinmost COINTELPROs, FBI counterintelligence operations against the new
left prominently featured efforts to pit group against group within the overall
targeted communities, often through production and distribution of bogus litera-
ture, The accompanying September 19, 1968 Airtel from the Newark SAC, proposed
such an operation against Princeton SDS (using a John Birch Society-oriented
student organization as a “counter” in the plan), and Hoover's September 24 Airtel
approved the idea. Similarly, the accompanying October 17, 1968 Airtel from the
director to his New York SAC outlined a scheme through which “anonymous
communications” could be used to bring the New York University SDS chapter
“into conflict” with black student organizations such as Katara, the Afro-American
Student Society, and Black Allied Student Association. On October 21, the SAC
responded with an Airtel concretizing the means by which the original concept
could be implemented, a matter approved by Hoover in the accompanying letter
dated October 25. As Hoover noted in his initial missive, the plan was to bring about
“disruption of both the New Left and black student power forces” on campus, a
concept tying in neatly with an ongoing Bureau effort to repress not only SD5 but
Black Student Unions (BSUs) nationally.”*

During this same period, the Bureau also began to place increasing emphasis
upon utilization of the strategy pursued against Arizona State University professor
and SWP member Morris Starsky (see Chapter 3). For example, contacts from FBI
officialsare known to have played a significant rolein thedecision of Yale University
trustees to terminate renowned history professor and anti-war activist Staughton
Lynd after his 1966 trip to Hanoi with SDS leader Tom Hayden and CP historian
Herbert Aptheker in defiance of a State Department ban on such travel. There is
strong evidence that the Bureau continued te intervene in Lynd’s subsequent
attempts to secure a faculty position, notably in Illinois where the Board of Gover-
nors of State Colleges and Universities reversed decisions to hire him at the Chicago
Circle Campus, Northern Illinois University, and even Chicago State College. The
board, parroting J. Edgar Hoover’s rhetoric, publicly stipulated its actions were
predicated in the understanding that Lynd’s travel, writings and speeches went
“beyond mere dissent” (exactly how this was so, they didn’t say). As a result, Lynd
was forced out of academia altogether."*
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Airtel outlining COINTELPRO against Princeton SDS.

Inanother instance, Michael Parenti, a political scientist and anti-war activist at
the University of Vermont, was denied renewal of his teaching contract - despite
unanimous recommendations that he be retained from his dean, department and
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Airtel approving COINTELPRO against SDS at Princeton.

even the university administration —after the institution’s trustees received a spate
of anonymous letters condemning his political activities. The trustees specified that,
although in no way questioning Parenti’s “professional competence” or effective-
ness as a teacher, they were nonetheless bound to “protect the image of the
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Cartoon used in Princeton COINTELPRO.

University” from new left radicalism.’*” At UCLA in 1969, the regents fired philoso-
phy professor Angela Y. Davison the basis of her association with the Black Panther
Party, CP and Soledad Brothers Defense Committee, as well as for having given
political speeches “so extreme...and so obviously false,” despite herendorsementby
every relevant university official and by a blue-ribbon faculty committee formed by
the regents themselves to pass judgment on Davis’ academic competence.® The
correspondence of the Los Angeles FBl office during this period suggests the Bureau
played an active part in helping the regents’ decision along.

Similarly, George Murray, an English instructor and BPP Minister of Education,
was summarily suspended by Chancellor Glenn Dumke of the California State
College system in 1969, after the BPP leader publicly advised black students to adopt
principlesof armed self-defense. Two other San Francisco State professors werealso
sacked for their political views at the same time as Murray, and two others denied
tenure, one for protesting Murray’s suspension and the other apparently for having
participated in Murray’s original hiring. Interestingly, Dumke’s action sparked a
sustained student strike which eclipsed those which had earlier occurred at Berkeley
and Columbia - in perseverance and militancy, if not in publicity received — which
paralyzed the institution for several months.'** Perhaps the worst case of this sort
involved Peter G. Bohmer, a radical economics professor at San Diego State
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To: BAC, Wew York (100-183303)
e
From: _Director, FBI {100-449898)

" Ccomnrareao - yzv 1gr7

h. Reurtel 10/11/68, captioned "Btudent Agitation,

‘77 New York University 10/11/68 by Students Por A Democratic
gocuty, Eatara, sod Afro-imerican Stodent Soclety;

‘ 8 =0C; A" ]

B fetel, in developing the mituoation created by :

. SDS, Katars, and the Black Allfed Btudent Amsociation (BARA)
at New York University, stated that ppaarsd to be -
attempting to capitalize on thﬂcontmnun

= . EKatara and BASA, on the other hand, are intent on preventiag
BDS from dominating this situstion, )

It would appear that this situation iz a fortile
field for disruption of both the NHew Laft and the black

student power forces. /jﬂ,—/yﬂ{l/i-—,ff/ -37

New York, by returm zirtsl, subtmit suggestions
cluding aoobhymoum. communications whersby B8DS, Eatara,
nd BABA can possibly be brought into conflict with
os another am a result of thair grab for mnfr at Ty

New York University, 7L¢—rf_/ ' - 5{.-0\"
{ 1 = (100-448006) iy o, _
KEE:jus F 1Y &
6 T2? xes
1 T
NOTE: o e——
-:.mlecanuymln isstructor at New York ~
Unfiversity, in a pu 1lad both Nixoo and

Fegw York Doivermity, 4s a result of this sction, the :

Buephrey "leftist bastardz.™ 4&n & result, he was dlnlnod't
vy groups instituted student agitation at New York Univerdity.

- Rotel statos that as a resvlt of this agitation,
New York University agreed to allo to gerve as an
advisor to Negro students on the cakpus; and while be bhas 3o
efficiel connection with New York University, be will bs
furnished office mpace. BRetsl further states that during
the campus agitation resulting from this incideut, S8DS
appaared to be attempting to cspitalize oo thP
controversy. This seeming gradb for power would appear
to oifer an opportunity to drive a wedge betwosn the New Laft .

and the black student powsr advocates. This has b
coordinated with siecill Agent ror the h

COINTELPRO to block student coalition at New York University.

University, who was arbitrarily fired by Chancellor Dumke in 1971, despite the fact
that he was in contention for a teaching award (which he won, two weeks after his
dismissal)."** This was followed, on the night of January 9, 1972, by shots being fired
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Tha Black Raoist Witn
A Msgaphooe Nouth

$re are times when the movement = sspecially 503 = allows
1t§ell to be suoked inte backing yether 'dim oauses. " Puring 't
g ] i tation with and WYU over the fiping af I

& member of Eatars was heard o say "This 1878
q€=: thing, « EKuep the Sewsboys in their owm building®,
He Wan referring to the occupation of the Oould Student Center
on the uptown NYU campus by the blacks and the ground floor
of the library by the vhites, mostly 3DS, -

Most studenta motive in 5D3 conaider ﬂumh!ng Y
_poor sxouse te-ocoupy anything, *This man has n redibly
-avupid stataments on Elaek = 1sh relations, - In an article ‘<’
written for the Afrioan = American Teachers Ferum, )
stated that the mindsg of blask studants were being
by "antieblack Jewish toachers.,” As n result, black eampus
orgenisations a usy biting the hands whidh bave halped tham
the mont, continues to suffer from dlarrhes of the
mouth, -The of 1t &1l 1s that by operating alone at NYU,
Katara, Bast and othar looss bleok organizations screwed up
~the bit, - Eatarse lesder, (led his followers out .
of the stu ar lhmtlnf“aup, besp, bop, bop, ungava,
‘blaek power, We won, We won."- would be retained by
WYU$ black power would ba servedy ty T4 wng & flop,

flof bop. SDS kbew 1t immadintely. Fmd
were up aguinst the wall, not .

8DS leadars on Wew York campuses sheuld wake up. Put a
step to unlinited conceasions to demands of blask crganizationa,
Apd this inoludes being oalled m “Jew bastard” o your faocs.or

faniling while'sa mil)itant informs us that the blame for the
ghatt:oo rests on the hsails of Jewish bBusinesszen who havse
bls s blucks for twe hundred years", FPor that matter, Mr,
s the peprfect example of & racist, Fats a blaeck
ge Wallage,' They are two of & kind} only the akin 1a
different, B S

- We think 5D5 should contimus the fight for black ripghts,
but let's bs & 1little shoosy. Katars and Base should be loft
to go their own way. Po support should be given until asked for,

In the future many students in SDS will refuss to support
black raciam in any form, My heritage {Jewish} 4s as precious
to ms Ra that of any black, If11l mot see it shit on, brothers
We'lre with you but Jetts knook off raclat stupldity. R

508 MWewber, WYU (Class of €71}

Anonymous letter used in the NYU COINTELPRO, proposed in an Airtel
dated October 21, 1968. Note the blatant racism employed.

through the windows of Bohmer’s home, one of which struck the right elbow of one i
of his friends, Paula Tharp, permanently disabling her. It turned out that the E
attempted assassination had been performed by the FBI-sponsored Secret Army
Organization, and that Bureau infiltrator Howard Berry Godfrey had been in the car
along with gunman George M. Hoover who had fired the shots. Although Godfrey
immediately informed his handler, SA Steve Christianson, of what had happened,
it was more than six months before the Bureau took action in the matter.'**

Some of the gambits employed by the Bureau in COINTELPRO-New Left were
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1 - we. W

BAC, Wew York (100-163303) 10/35/68
' . REC-15
T ) pirector, FBI 4300-049608)——; -
2 \®. 100 - AYCLT - 34 ~ 27
/ COINTELP FIW LEFT

Reurairtel 10/21/88.

Authority is graoted to mail the letter
sutmaitted as an enclosure te your sirtel to selected
New Left and black student power organizations and
ipdividuals. Thiw mailing is to be ancoymous,

In praparing this letter you are to assare
that all necessary atopa are takon to protect the
Bureau as the source of the letter.

Adviwe the Bureau promptly of apy results
obtained,

REH:nfs ’,
@ _7 o/

NOTE:

NWew Tork University wam the mcene of recent
trouble created by EDS and black power student organizatioas,
Eatars and Yass, This trouble arome as & Tresult of a
preofessor by the pame of eing discharged
followipg his callipg Ric on apd Fice Fresident
Hubert Humphrey "racist bastards.” In the demonstrations
sl that followed SDS tried to assume catrol acd was resisted
d by the black student groups. New York has prapared as
o, GDUAYROUS letter purportedly from s New Leftist
.F‘ t){‘( eritioizing the black power groups for thelr attitude.

h,

Touw o |H z;
E=kl A
ar—1i < 4
me— 8

e —

Pov

o= R

Letter approving NYU COINTELPRO.

not so much sinister as they were weird. A classic example may be found in the
proposal lodged in the accompanying November 21, 1968 memo from the SAC,
Philadelphia, to ]. Edgar Hoover. Seriously garbling the realities pertaining to
hippies, Yippies!, and SDSers, the SAC apparently genuinely believed that periodic
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UNITED STATES bg\ SMNMENT F.
Memorandum

T 1477 - DIRECTOR, FBI (100-w49698) DATE: urzu?_q.

FROM jsnc PHILADELPHIA (100-%3328) (P)
e i e el 3

. ‘V"- . .
sumjecr: u:om-rzmw - NEW_LITT.. _ e

Rebulet to al) offices 5/10/66 and Philadelphia
letter to the Bureau 5/29/68.

Enclosed herewith is one copy each of two lketchcs
prepared by the Philadelphia Qffice.

Relets refer to the disruption of the New Left
through counterintelligence activities. 1

: The emergence of the New Left on the American
Scene has produced a new phenomenon - a yen for magie.

Some leaders of the New Left, its followers, the Hippies

and the Yippies, wear beads and amulets. Hew Left youth [,
involved in anti-Vietnam activity have adopted the Greek

letter “Omcga" as their symbol. GSelf-proclaimed yogis have
established a following in the Rew left movement. Their incnntati&
are a reminder of the chant of the witeh doctor. Publielity

has been given to the yopis and their wutterings. The news

media has referred to it as a *mystical renaiesance™ and has
attributed {ts growth to the increasxn; use of LSD and similar
druges.

Philadelphia belisves the above-descridbad conditions
offer an opportunity for use in the counterintelligence field.
Specifically, it is suggested that a few select top-echelon
leaders of the New Left be subjected to harassment by &
series of anonymous messages with a mystical connotation. /ﬁ/ J

1007 F Y55 5’/’3—3’/—-

v L

iy

2 - Bureau (100-449598)({Enc. ﬁ‘fm

(¥
1 - Ph:tlldelphxa (1D0-u9529) -
lﬁ' 5 TR wou 22 B8 -
BESflpu :
3 — - E

g . o Qﬁk’fp .

By U S, J'niu;f Bunds Regulurly o the Puyrvl! Suvings Plas

———

Memo detailing plan to use occult mysticism as a mechanism to sow “suspicion,
distrust, and disruption” within new left circles at Temple University. Contrary to
appearances, this seems not to have been a joke. Text and sample cartoon continue i
on following pages.

receipt of such nonsense, mailed anonymously, would cause “concern and mental :
anguish” on the part of “hand-picked” targets, and that “suspicion, distrust, and ;
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Sample of the cartoons utilized in
the COINTELPROat Temple (right).
Text of memo continues below,

The
51 BeRN  “VWeetLe

The enclosed sketches are & sample of such a metEage, This
could be followed by a series of messages with the same
sketch bearing captions such as "The Siberian Beetle is
Black®™ or "The Siberian Beetle Can Talk." The recipient

is left to make his own interpretation as to the significance
of ;he ¢ymbol and the message and &% to the identity of the
sendep.

The symbol utilized does not have to have any
real significance but must be subject to interpretation as
having a myetical, sinister meaning. “The Chinese Scorpion,™
"The Egyptian Cobra,” or some such similar name would be
considered to have a sinister, myatfcal meaning. The
mathematical eymbol for "infinity™ with an appropriate
message would certainly qualify as having a mystical,
sinister meaning.

Kailing could Le done from & specified location
or the mailing site could be changed on each subsequent
message. Consideration might even be given to sending the
first message from outside the United States with subsequent
messages emanating from various cities in the United
States.

It is believed that the pericdic receipt of
anONYmMOUS MESGALER, &F described above, could cause concern
and mental anguish on the part of a "“hand-picked” recipient
or recipients. Suspicion, dietrust, and disruption could
follew,

The proposed action, suggested above, is
basically a harassment technique. Its ultinate aim iz to
cause disruption of the New Laft by attacking an apparent
weakness of sone of ite leaders. It is felt there is a
reasonable chance for succees. The coet of sueh an
operation to the Bureau is minimal, The Bursau's intereet
can be protected with the usual precautions taken in such
matters.
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gacf enifadelphis (100-46929) - 12/4/68

* pitpctor, 51 : 1=

Nty RECIR w4 VLT 70/

COINTELPRO - NEW LEFT

Reurlet 11721/68.

. The observationa of your office with regard to the
captioned Progran are appreciated and it fis felt that with
the proper pelectivity of subjects the approach suggested in
ralet could be fruitful. . 1

In choosing u subject for such mepprosch;. a

_ thorough koowledge of bie background and activities is
necessary, Io this regard, the subject or subjects chosen

should be individuals with whon we bave closs contact
- thrpugh live fnformsnt coverage. Through these lnformants,
we night be able to sahance the effect of the wmallings by ﬁ"
plenning "appropriate™ isterpretationa of tbe sysbols.

The migeificance of the syabwols sheuld be slanted
w0 as to be ipterpreted pam relsting to something that is
currently gelng oo in the N¥ew Left. In thie regard, the
factional disputes within EDS abd the dispute between BNC abd
Hadical Organiring Committes resdily come to mind.

Prior to iostituting smuch m Erogram and with the
ve coonents in mind, submit your reccmnesdations as to
e pppropriate subject to be included in such a Program
obg with the ayaboliszx to be used and the deslred
terpretations to be expected.

Take no steps to esrry out this phase of the
opras without prior Burcau approval. . f

RRR: Jes 1Y : W {A

(LY !
ROTE: -

H By relet, PH took mote of the fact that some
leaders of tbe Few Left, perticularly tbe hipples and the
Yippies, follov aysticiss and various cults. PH believes
that this propensity for aywbolisa can be used in the above
Frogram by eelecting a few top-echolon leaders zs targets
for & series of mponymous messages with mystical cotnotationa.
Accordipg to PH, tbe reciplent of euch a message would be
teft to make his own ioterpretation as to the mignificance
of tbe myabol, as well ss to the identity of the mpender, .
FH pointed out that it might be possible to subject thege '
individuale to & certais amount of mentsl anguish, suspiclon,
distrust, and disruption througbh these means.

J. Edgar Hoover approves the Temple COINTELPRO.

disruption” within the new left would follow. As may be seen in the accompanying
December 4 letter of response from Hoover, the director quickly approved theidea,
and a raft of “Siberian Beetle” cartoons were duly mailed. There is no record of the
results.

In a far more serious vein, the IRS collaborated with the FBI in what amounted
to a counterintelligence campaign. During the period 1968-74:
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[TThe IRS gave to the FBI confidential tax information on 120 leaders of the anti-war
and militant black movements, as part of the FBI's COINTELPRO activity. Accord-
ing to a February, 1969, FBI memo, the Bureau also succeeded in getting the IRS to
inquire into many of these cases, anticipating that the inquiry “will cause these
individuals considerable consternation, possibly jail sentences eventually” and
would help the FBI achieve its objective of obtaining “prosecution of any kind” in
order to “remove them from the movement.” The IRS also furnished the FBI with a
list of contributors to SDS developed in connection with an IRSaudit of SDS. The IRS
also passed the list on to the White House.12?

Additionally, at the Bureau’s behest, the IRS established a Special Services Staff
(555) unitdevoted to coordinating “activitiesin all Compliance Divisions involving
ideological, militant, subversive, radical, and similar type organizations.” This
purview wasshortly broadened toincludeall persons who traveled to Cuba, Algeria
or North Vietnam, and those who “organize and attend rock festivals.”#® The
program of punitive (and thus illegal) tax audits and other investigations which
followed was “justified” because of aneed to “help control an insidious threat to the
internal security of this country” and because such “enforcement” might “have
some salutary effect in this overall battle against persons bent upon destruction of
thisgovernment,” to wit: dealing a decisive “blow to dissident elements” within the
U.5.1¢ Altogether, 555 established files on 2,873 organizations including SDS and
the BPP, of course, but also others such as the ACLU, American Library Association,
American Jewish Congress, Common Cause, National Education Association, New
York Review of Books and Rolling Stone. In addition, SSS files were opened on 8,585
individuals including such redoubtable “revolutionaries” as liberal New York
Mayor John Lindsay, U.S. Senators Charles Goodell and Ernest Gruening, newspa-
per columnist Joseph Alsop, singers James Brown and Joan Baez, and actress Shirley
MacLaine.12*

War at Home

By 1969, the new left was developing a conscious emphasis on anti-imperialist
analysis, combining its support to the black liberation movement (and Third World
liberation movements more generally), its opposition to the war in Vietnam, and its
belief that it must endeavor to reorganize its own society in a fundamentally
different way than that mandated by the status quo. A central preoccupation of the
movement focused on how to translate such analysis into action.’?¢ One of the ways-
in which this was approached was to begin to incorporate more “systematic”
marxian appreciations of politics into the more-or-less theoretically inchoate new
left vision. A second was to attempt to solidify alliances with black liberation
formations such as the BPP. The FBI, of course, upped its COINTELPRO ante in an
effort to prevent either initiative from materializing.

On the first count, as can be discerned in the accompanying November 3, 1969
letter from Hoover to the SAC, San Francisco, the Bureau utilized standard counter-
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.‘.;';,- e R, A

Pirector, FRI

DEMNOY

- BelAnirtel 10/23/89. - = v - o
A - *° Refarsuced mirtel statss that the Fev
. Nobilizatica Comiittes {NNC) han decided to purgs the
Ti- . Boclaliat Workers Purty (SYF) and the Young Boeislist
. Alllance (YBA) fros the antivar demonstraticn to ba held
™ " in Ban Francieco op 11/15/8% and that all affilintiom :
with the SWP and the YSA i to be dlasolved, :

comt e

" Thiw situstion sesns to mfford ma excellent
£y * opportunlty to driva & wadge betveen the BYP .and tha =~ -
.- Perce groups in the Loa Acgeles ares.

Copeistent with the security of your sources,
) you should prepire Ab ancoymcus comausicatlon eriticizing
' the action taken by NMC ip freszinog the SEP and YS& out of
a- ¢ . the forthcoaing demonstration,

Burean along with your recoamebdations ss to the groups
sod ipdividusle who shoyld receiva it, In addition, you
should coasider furnishing this fnforustion to approprivte
cooperativs newa representatives, Take no scticm io this

respect without first obtaloiug Buresu sutbority.

» 200~449698 )
L= Los Angeles{200-74253) JOED = Ll yirt e, -
ATT RORPED

ey op/net W Ny B .369
NOTE: ) T

) The Naw Nobiliration Committee to ‘end war im
Vietvam (NMC)le sponsoring s massive demonstration in

Ban Francinca op 11/158/69, I1sa Ancales has advieed that
the leadership of WMC bas decided to exciude tha Bocialist ;
Workers Party asd its youth group, the Young Socialist -~
Alliance, from these demchstraticns. Thiw would meem to
offer an excelleat opportunity to cause coofusicn in tha
organiziag for this maxs demonstration by causiog dissant
amonget its sponmors. Lo

© COTELPRO - Mt LEFT

'Torward a copy of thim commusication to the Lo

5
o

Y- - 25F0

!
o

COINTELPRO targeting the Mobe and SWP.

200

intelligence techniques to “drive a wedge” between the new leftist New Mobiliz.a!-
tion Committee to End the War in Vietnam {called “Mobe,” like the National Mobi-
lization Committee which preceded it} and the old left SWP {this is the other side of
a COINTELPRO simultaneously aimed at the SWP; see Chapter 3), Atthe same time,
the Bureau was even more serious about wrecking the emergence of any meaningful
alliance between SDSand the BPP, and other non-white liberation organizations. As
is brought out clearly in the accompanying June 19, 1969 memo from Chicago S{XC
Marlin Johnson to Hoover —and Hoover’'s response to Johnson in the accompanying
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UNITED STA <2 _ NMENT RN |
Memorandum ~

e nnu.c'rm, FBI (100-¢48006) (100-“9698) BATE:

» CHICAGO (157-2209) (100-453“)

o
PUBRCT: COUNTERINTELLIGENMCE PROGRAM - -
BLACK BAT]OHALIST = HATE GROUPE :

""J RACIAL INTELLIGEWCE = (BLACK PANTISR Mﬂ

TS 4
LA COUNTELPRO - NEW LEFT

4 Re cnu-go lstter 4/30/69, under the first of . W,
the kbove twe coaptions and Calcago letter, 9/1/59, under thl -,

caption ag carrisd above, o \.

et i e

The relfercocod letter o! Ly 1, 1969 woa dir-etcd >
tovard juhibitiug the embryouic alliance forwed locally -
recenctly betwoea the Black Pautber Party (BFP) and the .
Students for a Demccratic Bociety (BDS}, It was suggested 1
that efforte be made to #xploit the coalition by depicting = O
the working relaticuship &6 Ra effcrt on the part of 805 to % ]
utilise the DPP &g a mercouhry group fighticg a black war I~
for white liberstion, - ) 1;. )

& earcful review and aohlysis of DPP activition
locally sioca relet of April 30, 1969, reflscis that tice
teoous working relationship betwesn thess twoe groups coutinuosm

~%0 axist sod the activities wnd progrias B8 yecoOmmended in

Chicage letter of May 1, 1959, cootinue to be walid, Chicago A
will mwait the !uruu'l respouse to this recoascodation pr!.or
to ipitiatiug apy effortis in this direction, E

1o recent weoks aleo the local BFP group m PR
effocted & sisilar coalitiov with the Youug Lopds, & wear . . .
worth side Puerto Hican youth gang ®=od the Young htriots,
the latter &p off-shootJebs or Jucome Mow (JOIN), an BUS
affiliatod group of youug whites, Chicago will follow this
and related dovclopments closely and as the opportunity
preseats 1tself will subait appropriate eouutlrintolulo

suggestious. fr N
Leendie: o ' RECE : ‘4
: a Buresu (RM) . D “ra = ‘3,3
chi@li FEH . -.’r..:-'-
-1 57= (YOUNG LORDS) - mg.:. nd m:y .
28 (1 - . (YQUNG PATRIOT®) i =

( ey s - -
ﬂ ‘l'l 4
_ _%*"/"'MUJJ‘WMWn&PMWM

Memo proposing COINTELPRO action against the Chicago Rainbow Coalition.

June 21 letter — the FBI was quite active in sabotaging the establishment of a
“Rainbow Coalition” between SDS, the BPP, the Puertorriguesio Young Lords Or-
ganization and a politicized white youth gang called the Young Patriots (this is
another dimension of a COINTELPRO simultaneously aimed at the BPP; see
Chapter 5).
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.SAC, Chicago : 5/21/69 .- -
- . . R '.__._ 'm:_‘_
@ RS
“/ Qummmm.xcmq_:_w ! - b

CBLADERATIONALIST - HATE GROUTS . T,
RACIAL INTELLICENCE . in
BLACK PANTILER PARTY (BPF) e
{CCPILE 157-2209) s -
{BUFILE 100-448006) LT

COMITELFRO - REM LEFT e o
(CGFILE 105-45316) Bt N
{BUFILE 100-449618) : T
(tht 2
EelGlat 5/1/69, % ki
.t . -
Authority is granted te instruct selected BPP
informants for use in cresting & rift betveen the BIF and
the Students for a Democratic Society. Thess sources shruld
ba givan different arguments sc that this doss pot look 1ike
plan. TYour selecticn of the sources shrld be of those
are in a position to influence BPP thinking. Be carsfu)

thet the sources do oot find themselves fsclated from the BFP
lesdership, e

The articles appesring in the 4/24/69 edition of
‘New Left Fotes” and "The Guardian®™ sve being revieved .Sﬂr:;f::‘f_‘: :
vepraduction as suggestad in relet, You will be sdvised 77
concerning this. jpg.-llll)"_(l:_':ﬁ-. - 2??

- L o, -]
. Mirs (6) R L s Maye1 e
Fuie S’
. WOTE: - 0/ ‘-:-‘_-\t'

The Students for & Deoncratic Socfery (SDS) and 7' o\ v
the BFF sra cooperating in severa] ways to expinit their 323070
common vevolutionary ajox. Together these organiratisns pose
- formidable threat. Ch)-sgn has proposed that BFF informants ;
be instructed to plant the fdea that the SIS fs axploiting the
BFP. - There are wrizus good arguments available to acoomplish
this such as the BDS f» using the EFP for their dirty wnrk or the
SDS will relegate the BFF to the status of servants, The planting
of this 1des in the ninds of BFF leaders ahould pose n~ problem,
It would ba & Sefinite sdvantage 1f these twvn groups wers slienated,
Ve ave suthorizing Chicags tn instruct selected infrroante £~
plant ideas and cautinning then to make surs that the varirasx °
{deas are different in nature and, wf course, will not leave EFP
dedders with the 1des that this is s plan. Chicagn has alse -
sade avalleble some newspaper mrticles with the thought fn wind
of sncnymous mailings. These srticles question-the SDS ~ BPP
elliance. Ve nre veproducing thess articles and wil) consider
fo use as counterintelligence.

\INRECORDED COMY TRED DN 1y 4y J g s

The anti-Rainbow Coalition COINTELPRO is approved. Once again, note the
blatant utilization of racism as a means to separate political organizations, a
strategy which could not fail to have profound effects in the society at large.

211
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TOUMITED STATES G v A NT

I, .
i/ - 1 N
Hemorandun: W
To PDirector, FRI (105-174234) BATL: 10/13/%
Atoerftion: Counterintelligence and Special
,34,/ Opcrations (Rescarzh Sceticon)
FOM D SAC, Detroit (100-35108) 8]

SUBJECT: COUNTERINTCLLIGENCE PROGRAM ’ ’ /
IS - DISRUPTION OF NI LEZFT

. Detruit is proposing the disruption of the
physical plant of the Radical Fducation Project [(REP), 3508
NﬁL* HMichigan Avenue, Petroit, Michigan. REP is a full tice
. -| peblisiing outfit of the Hew Left thr.uch whose auspices
! numerous virulent revolutionary treatises reach the Lefs.

In addition, the Black Panther Party (GFP} in
Cetroit receives EPP publications frem San Francisco.
Datroit has easy access to these papers after they arrive
r e in Detroit,

The Bureau is requested to prepare and furnish
to Detroit in liquid form a solution capable of duplicating
i a scent of the rmost foul smélling frces available. In this
| casa, it might be appropriate to duplicate the feces of the
: specie sus scrofa. :
e,
A guart supply, aleny with a dispenser capable
of squirting a narrow strezam for a distance of aoproxiratelv
thrae feet would satisfy th2 reeds of this proposed tachnique.

Memo targeting the Radical Education Project in Detroit.

In Detroit, the COINTELPRO tactics utilized in preventing a coalition between
the Panthers and SDS (through the latter’s subsidiary Radical Education Project
[REP]} were rather more innovative, as is demonstrated in the accompanying
October 13, 1970 memo to the director from the SAC in that city. In Newark,
however, the techniques employed were far more orthodox, a matter indicated in
the accompanying October 16, 1970 Airtel from the local SAC to Hoover, detailing
a bogus letter attributed to the city’s SDS chapter and designed to instigate hostility
between the new leftists and the Panthers. Similar methods were employed, albeit
usually through “friendly press representatives,” against individuals — especially
celebrities — endeavoring to forge new left/BPP links through fundraising for such
things as Panther legal defense. For instance, when BPP leader David Hilliard was
arrested in 1970 for allegedly threatening the life of President Nixon during a public
speech, actress Jane Fonda engaged in such activity in Hilliard"s behalf. As a result,
Richard Wallace Held, head of the local COINTELPRO section, tendered the
accompanying June 17, 1970 Airtel outlining the sending of a bogus letter to
Hollywood Daily Variety gossip columnist Army Archerd, expressly intended to
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~ Dote. 10/16/70 i
Trensmit theReliowing 1n :
A . {Type sn plowniess ar cades .
Ve ATRTEL !
_lo L% - fPransy) |
____________________________ S et e
TO: DIRECTOR, FEI (100—4119698)

f:
WROM SaC, Nr.mgm_(mo 50166} (P}

omTELPRb NEW_LEFT

R He Newark letter, 9/28/70.

In the 10/10/70 issue of, “The Black Panther”, there
are cartoons on pages 3, 4, end 5f deplcting a4 woran holdling
a gun, & boy helding a gun and a 'molotov cocktail' and an
elderly man holding a gun, '

Cor Tt i puggested the following letteér, handwritten
on "5 ¢ 10" etore~type paper, be sent to the BPP at 93 Summit
Ave,, Jersey City, NJ, BPP Headquartors:

"Dear Puasycats:

"I just reasd the 10/1G/70 laaue of your paver,
- particularly pseges 3, 4 and 5 and waa much im=
pressed with the people's Army. A woman, a boy
and eh old man, ~ Man, you sure ere tough, You're
n Joke man, You're some vanpuard of the coppressed
black. .
T
"With your lea ra fleeing the country and
\ "Huey the Homo" afreid to ralse his volce for fear
- . he'll pget busted ageln, I guess all you got left
gre the women, kids and old men. The reat are
g0 dumb they can't be trusted with a weapon
because they keep forgetting which end the bullet
comes out of.

. "Sp go ahead, get high on wine and dream
your aleohollc dreams of conquest. About the
only. successful conquest you can Bccomplish 1s
over your medest mnd proper (vrat a Joke)
mattress back ladies auxiliary

I yould have Jolned us last year you'd have
been & lot better off., Youll have had some’ Bl
brairpower behind you, but now? B‘g Zerc,f‘

‘with-a revolving;eer-kg ers

Hewark 5D5"

Full precaution wil aken to protect the Bureau .
as the mource ol the letter, which will be written by a Sppc‘ar
Agent and mailed in Newark, NJ,

Airtel outlining plan to set SDS and the BPP at odds with one another in the
Newark area. Note the blatant appeal not only to racism, but to sexism and
homophobia in the bogus letter proposed. Unlike similar missives employed to
inflame relations between US and the BPP during the same period (see Chapter
V), this COINTELPRO engendered no lethal results, an outcome attributable
more to the restraint of the Panthers than of the FBL
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Dote: 6/11/70

anmit the Tellawing an e T Sode
. AIRTEL AIR MAIL - REGI STE:E.?“_‘”
.
T0: - DIRECTOR, FBI ) |
FROM: SAC, LO5 ANGELES L {P)
RE: fEOUNTERINTELLIGENCE PROGRAM

"TBLACK NATIONALIST-HATE GROUPS
RACIAL THTELLIGENCE :
{ BLACK PANTHER PARTY (BFP)
~ H .

Re Los Anhgeles teletype to Bureau, &£/15/70,
eatitled "COMMITTEE UWITED FOR POLITICAL PRISONERS (CUPPR),
I5-MISCELLANEOUS, THREAT AGAINST PRESIDENT NIXON".

Buresu authority is requested in sending the followlin.-
letter from a flctitious parson to ARMY ARCHERD, Hcllywood
feoasip" columnist for the "Daily Varlety", who noted ln hils
&8/11/70 column that JANE FONDA, noted [ilm ectress, was to be !
present at the 6/13/70 Bleck Panther Party fund raising
function sponaored by CUPP in Loa Angeles. It is felt that !
knowledge of FONDA's involvement would ¢ause her emberrsssment |
and detract from her atatus with the general public,

"Dear Army,

I gaw your artlcle about Jane Fonda in 'Dally =~
Variety' laat Thursday snd happened to be present J
for Vadim's tJoan of aArc's" performarce for the " 0
Black Panthors Saturday night. I hadn't been St . 'fhﬁ
confronted with this Panther phenomena before but ' o
wo were searchea uron entering Embasay aAuditorium, vl
sneouraged in ravival-lilte fashion to contribute to 4
delfend jalled Panther leaders and buy guns for VY
‘the coming revolution', and led by Jane and one of | ., 4

P T . e

@) - Bursau (ri) REG 16 — — o

2 - Sean Franclaco (RM) ; .
- - 2 JUN 1971970 3
2 - Los Angsles T quﬁ'

(6)

. ~
: O e,
uproved; _—_L&%'JJL,_. Seal e M Pzrﬂﬁﬁ AR 4
. Special Ageat 1o Jlﬂqe [ —— r‘ﬁ‘&‘vsc:)ornu : |l:\t‘;:1tl e ! {

Airtel targeting actress Jane Fonda.

cause Fonda “embarrassment and detract from her status with the general public.”
Held appears to have specialized in such things. Only two months previously,
he had launched a similar operation (and for similar reasons, albeit compounded by

a sexual twist) against the actress Jean Seberg;
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LA 157-405h .
the Panther chaps in a 'we will) kill Richard
Nixen, and any other M----- F--—- ‘who standa

in our way' refrain (which was shocking to say

the leasti}, I think Jane has gotten in over

her head as tbe whole atmpaphere had the 1930's

Munich beer-hall aurs. S

I also think my curlosity about the Panthers
has been satiafled.

*Regards
¥ /a/ "Morpia®
If approved, sppropriate precautions will ba taken

to preclude the identity of the Bureau a3 the source of this
operaticn.

In Aprit1970, when Seberg wasin her fourth month of pregnancy, the Bureau sought
a way to make her an object lesson to any other parlor pinks who might be thinking
of supporting the Panthers. According to one former FBI agent [M. Wesley Swear-
ingen] who worked in Los Angeles at the time, a culture of racism had so permeated
the Bureau and its field offices that the agents seethed with hatred toward the
Panthers and the white women who associated with them. “In the view of the
Bureau,” [Swearingen] reported, “Jean was giving aid and comfort to the enemy, the
BPP...The giving of her white body to a black man was an unbearable thought for
many of the white agents. An agent [allegedly Held] was overheard to say, a few
days after | arrived in Los Angeles from New York, ‘I wonder how she’d like to
gobble my dick whilel shove my .38 up that black bastard’s ass [a reference to BPP
theorist Raymond “Masai” Hewitt, with whom Seberg was reputedly having an
affair] 137

OnMay 27,1970, Held sent the accompanying Airtel to headquarters requesting
approval to planta story with Hollywood gossip columnists to the effect that Seberg
was pregnant, not by her husband, Romaine Gary, but by a Panther. Asindicated in
the accompanying May 6 response by letter from Hoover, Held’s idea was ap-
proved, aIthough implementation was postponed “approximately two additional
months,” to protect the secrecy of a wiretap the Burcau had installed in the LA and
San Francisco BPP headquarters, and until the victim’s “pregnancy would be more
visibleto everyone.” Thedirector also took the time to stipulate that Seberg deserved
to be “neutralized” simply because she’'d been a “financial supporter” of the Black
Panther Party. The schedule was apparently accelerated, because on Junc 6, Held
sent Hoover the accompanying letter and attached newspaper clipping demonstrat-
ing the “success” of his COINTELPRO action: a column by Joyce Haber laying out
the Bureau fiction, which had run in the Los Angeles Times on May 19. Known by the
FBI to have been emotionally unstable and in the care of a psychiatrist before the
operation began, Seberg responded to the “disclosure” by attempting suicide with
an overdose of sleeping pills. This in turn precipitated the premature delivery of her
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fetus; it died two days later. Henceforth, a shattered Jean Seberg was to regularly
attempt suicide on or near the anniversary of her child’s death. In 1979, she was
successful. Romaine Gary, her ex-husband (who all along maintained he was the
father of the child} followed suit shortly thereafter.'** There is no indication Richard
Wallace Held ever considered this to be anything other thanan extremely successful
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Date: 4/27/70 . : .

. . L e et LA ]

. : ~ S L -

T:annml!-lhc loilwino in - T - :

Vie ___ ATRTET REGISTERED MAIL !

{Priacityl ]
________________________________________________ | -

: DIRECTOR, FBI (100-4U800€)
FROM: SAC, LO0S ANGELES (157-bOSH) (P)

o
SUBJECT: CQUNTERINTELLIGENCT FROGRAM
BIACK NATIONALIST HATE GROVPS .
RACTAL INTELLIGENCE - BLACK PANTHFR PARTY

Re San Francisco airtel to the Bureau dated 4/23/70,
entltled "BLACK PANTHER PARTY (BPP), LOS ANCELES DIVISION,
RM-BFP, "

Bureau permisslon 1a requested to publicize the

N SEBERC, well-known movie b
Black Panther Party (BPP) m
advising Hollywood Gossip-ColuEnists
the Los angeles ares of the situation, It 1s felt that
the possible publication of SEBERG's plight could cause
hey embarrozsment and serve to cheapen her image with the

general publie,

It is proposed that the following letter froxm a
fictitious perscn be sent to local coluxznimtse:

"I was just thinking abeut you and remembered

t\ I still owe you & favor, Soeeewac-eaY was in Paris
6_ last week and ran into Jean Seberg, who was heavy
\ with baby, I thought she and Roraine hed gotten

- B R
- s::e;gancisco (Infa) {RH)“'B'& 00 - ‘l-‘r vott "/766
2 - Los Angeles

AWH/Ts 1/ RAY 'l. 1970
(€)

App d tn’&' Semi
. Special M%ﬂ' : & COVERLAYT P G | IR O - bk Y

Airtel initiating COINTELPRO against Jean Seberg.

COINTELPRO operation.
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& -
ﬁbgether agaln gt she onfidéd the child

belonged to (RN )
Panthere, one The dear girl

le getting around;

"Anyway, I thought you might get a scoop
on the others. Be good and I'll see you soon,

"Lave,
Sol?
Usual precautions would be taken by the loa

Angeles Dilvision to preclude identiffication of the Bureamw
ag the source of the letter 1f approval ia granted,

Meanwhile, the Bureau continued to undertake COINTELPRO-New Left op-
erations through varicus municipal police departments, inculcating its view of the
opposition — and preferred modes of combatting it — among rank-and-file cops not
only viaits already pronounced interlocks with local red squads, but through a more
broadly-focused program of publications such as Anti-Terrorist Digest, seminars,
briefings and training sequences.* One outcome, according to a government
commission assembled in 1969, was that grassroots police — never tolerant of or
friendly toward “deviants” of any sort - rapidly and increasingly came to view
“students, other anti-war protestors and blacks as a danger to our political system,
{and] themselves as the political force by which radicalism, student demonstrations
and black power [could] be blocked.” They reported that the corresponding “police
response to mass protest fhad] resulted in steady escalation of conflict, hostility and
violence” within U.S. society as a whole.'*

Tangible examples of this trend were legion. In March 1968, for example, police
suddenly and without warning attacked a Yippie! demonstration being conducted
inside New York’s Grand Central Station, frenetically clubbing demonstrators and
bystanders alike.!** A month later, in April, New York's finest followed up with a
comparable attack against peaceful anti-war demonstrators assembled at Washing-
ton Square (and with the already-mentioned assault upon the students at Colum-
bia).* The same month, as a prelude to the massive police violence directed against
demonstrators during the Democratic convention, the Chicago police tacsquad bru-
tally assaulted an anti-war rally in the Loop.'*

In June, police attacked a peaceful crowd assembled in Berkeley to hear
speeches supporting the then-ongoing student uprising in France; there followed a
week-long reign of terror during which police tear-gassed private residences,
indiscriminately beat members of a crowd leaving a movie theater, gassed at least
two first aid stations, broke into and vandalized a church, smashed the cameras of
newspaper photographers, and sent at least 37 people to the hospital.’ An official
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SAC, Los Angolos (157-4054) s/6/10 ]

g (L0 %! RN I VARE |

,\_\ Direcér. FB{ {100=-448008) '—'/7& é . B -
s b
N 1 ¥

CUUNT eRINTELLIGENCE PROGRAM
BLACK NATIONALIST HATE GROUrS
RACIAL INTELLIGENCE - BLACK PANTHER PARTY

Reursirtel 4/27/70.

Resirtel requests Bureau suthority to forvard e
letter from a fictitious person to Hollywood, California,

- gosslp colunnists to publicize the prepnancy of JeanASeberg,
well-known white movie sctress, hy# aep

) to posaibly cause her embarrasement
any tarnish her image with the genersl public. Information

from indicated that Scberg was four months

pregnant by

g
3

=
m
-
2
a
=

WAILE 24

To protect the sensitive scurce of information
from possible compromise and to insure the success of your
plan, v foel 1d_be better to wait approximately
two addigl until Seberg's pregnancy would be
obvious to everyone., If deemed warranted, subsit your
recomnendation at that time.

1 = San Francisco

JFM:drl
(52 -

NOTE: g _~

Jean Seberg has been a financial supporter of the

Sullires

h LT [Q———sy

ey ma
Toie.

L

3eP and should be neutraliged.  Her curtent pregnancy by
m:ﬂ\mue still married afforda an spportunity for such
e

merit except for the timing since the sensitive source

SOTFMAY 8 1}@{"4{)

fort. The plan suggested by Los Angeles appears to have 'l!

might be compromised if implemented prematurely, A copy is
dealgnated to San Francisco since ita sensltive mourcs
coverage 15 Lnvolved,

Approval of the Seberg COINTELPRO.

investigation revealed that “the most common [civilian] observation was that the
policeappeared to have ‘goneberserk” or ‘lost their cool’ orotherwise acted ina non-
rational way.”** During the August convention in Chicago, the violence was even
more gratuitous. Over a thousand persons — including more than 65 of the approxi-
mately 300 media personnel assigned to cover street demonstrations — suffered

significant injuries at the hands of the police during convention week. As the Walker
Commission later put it:
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:JOYCE JTABER ~—

i .Miss A Raies 28

T I R
- Expectant Mother

Tet us et her Misa' A, Yocuure she's he current *A®
+fopiz of chatter amonz the “ina’ of Intephtional show ;
beafars eireles. £he Ls brautiul and she ls Wende, '

ararud -

Item by Los Angeles Times gossip columnist Miss A tare fo Hollyweod somia years agn with the

Jeyce Haber (right) which caused Jean Seberg
to miscarry and ultimately commit suicide.
Excerptfrom SA Richard Wallace Held's letter
(below) taking credit for the column as a
“successful” COINTELPRO.

Lantalising flaver of & basies of hesh-pleked borples

. ' -« . The eritlen plized an her
. actlng delut, and In iime,
. 4 handtame  Firoprin
pleked hev fa his wife Afe+
_ter ihey married, Mies- A
«+ lived: In_ remi-retiremeng
. fromn the LS. mrvie seene,
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« forlh at the alze of 8 mul-

timillion daflar anpsical.
T Meanwlhile, the eutgeing
. Miss A was punuing a
o rumber ol freeapisiicd
caussx, amng them ihe
Dlack revoluiiun, St fived
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/10, and Bureau letter to Los Anfjeles dated 5/6/70.

" Emelosed for the Bursau 1s a'cony of an article
by Hollywoud “gosaip” eolumnist JOYCE HASER, extracted
from page 12, part IV, the 5/19/70 issue-of-the:los
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The violence was made all the more shocking by the fact that it was often inflicted
upon persons who had broken no law, disobeyed no order, made no threat. These
included peaceful demonstrators, onlockers, and large numbers of residents who
were simply passing through, or happened to live in, the areas where confronta-
tions were occurring 1%

In December 1969, the New York police once again attacked a peaceful demon-
stration, this time on the occasion of an appearance at a Jocal hotel by President
Nixon. Among other things, the cops yanked six people from a passing van, beat
them with riot batonsand trundled theminto paddy wagons, apparently for the sole
reason that they’d made a gesture indicating “peace” while driving by, and one had
shouted fromthe window of the vehicle: “Thisis what Richard Nixon’s fascist police
are going to be like, and don’t you forget it.”1¥?

May 1969 saw the so-called “People’s Park” confrontation in Berkeley when
students and community people attempted to prevent an area owned by the
University of California, formerly devoted to low-cost housing, from being con-
verted into a parking lot. When activists began to create a community park on the
lot construction site, police attacked ina fashion which prompted even so establish-
mentarian a publication as Newsweek to observe that they “had gone riot, displaying
alawlessbrutality equal to that of Chicago, along with weapons and techniques that
even the authorities in Chicago did not dare employ; the firing of buckshot at flecing
crowds and unarmed bystanders and the gassing - at times for no reason at all - of
entire streets and portions of [the] college campus.”** During the week of this wave
of repression in Berkeley, even peaceful marches and demonstrations were arbitrar-
ily banned, tear-gas was sprayed from helicopters, some 200 persons were badly
injured by police clubs and gunfire (including one who was permanently blinded),
and one man - James Rector — was killed .** During the week, California Governor
Ronald Reagan strongly backed these police atrocities, asserting that, “If it's blood
they want, let it be now,”*%

The deaths of student demonstrators at the hands of FBI-prepped local police
was hardly a novelty. The first such fatality had occurred in May 1967 during
demonstrations at Jackson State College (Jackson, Mississippi) when cops fired
shotguns into an unarmed crowd, killing one and wounding two others.*** Three
students — Samuel Hammond, Delano Middleton and Henry Smith — were killed
and 28 others wounded when South Carolina state troopers fired without warning
on another group of peaceful demonstrators, this time from South Carolina State
College in Orangeburg during February 1968. Most of those shot were hit while
lying prone on the ground, attempting to get out of the line of fire (in the aftermath,
the nine highway patrolmen identified as having done the shooting were “cleared
of wrongdoing” and promoted).’ In May 1969, another student, Willie Ernést
Grimes, was shot and killed by police during demonstrations at North Carolina
Agricultural and Mechanical College.** During February 1970, a student named
Kevin Moran was killed and two others wounded by police gunfire — and several
more otherwise injured by police and national guardsmen — during demonstrations
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which ultimately resulted in the burning of a Bank of America branch facility.* In
March of the same year, 12 students were shot and 57 othersinjured by police during
demonstrations at SUNY, Buffalo.**

Probably the most notorious incident involving the shooting of student demon-
strators occurred at Kent State University in Ohio on May 4, 1970, when national
guardsmenopened fire ona crowd protesting the U.S. invasion of Cambodia, killing
four — Allison Krause, Jeffrey Miller, Sandra Scheuer and William Schroeder —and
wounding nine (several of the dead and wounded were bystanders rather than
demonstrators; one - Schroeder -- was even a member of the campus ROTC unit).14
Only days before, however, the Ohio guard had fired on a similar groupat Ohio State
University, wounding 20.™*" This was followed, on May 14, by Mississippi highway
patrolmen actually firing into a dormitory at Jackson State (again), killing two -
Phillip Gibbs and James Earl Green - and wounding twelve.** During July, two
students — Rick Dowdell and Harry Rice - were killed by police at the University of
Kansas in Lawrence,** another - Randy Anderson — shot to death on the campus of
the University of Wisconsin in Milwaukee,** and black organizer Carl Hampton
was gunned down in Houston, Texas.*** Even as late as November 1972, police were
still shooting student activists; two died as the result of a volley fired by deputy
sheriffs at Southern University in New Orleans. 2

In the last incident, a special commission created by the Louisiana state attorney
general quickly determined there had been “no justification for the shootings,” but
the deputies went free.' It was by then an old story. In May 1971, a government
commission investigating the murders at Kent State concluded - after a county
grand jury had absolved local guardsmen of any wrongdoing — that the actions of
the Ohio guard had been “unnecessary, unwarranted and inexcusable.”* Ohio
officials nonetheless refused to bring charges against those implicated, and U.S.
Attorney General John Mitchell declined to convene a federal grand jury to follow
up.** Ohio, in the meantime, had indicted 25 Kent State students, ex-students and
faculty on felony charges such as “inciting to riot.”** A county grand jury activated
after the fatalities at Jackson State perhaps summed up the official attitude most suc-
cinctly when it not only found police killings of unarmed demonstrators to be
“justified,” but declared that protestors “must expect to be injured or killed when
law enforcement officers are required to reestablish order.”'*

With the active assistance of the FBI, local police and national guard units
consistently “explained” such conduct asbeing necessitated by the violent behavior
of the victims themselves. It steadily came out, however, that much or most of the
alleged new left violence was either fabricated or actually the result of Bureau/
police tactics designed to rationalize the virulence of the repression before the
public. At Kent State, for example, “during the ten days following the shootings,
while the campus was closed, police ransacked every room among [the university’s)
thirty-one dormitories, without warrants, in search of weapons; they found a total
of two hunting weapons [one of which was inoperable], sixty knives, three sling-
shots, several BB guns and a yellow button which stated, ‘Dare to struggle, dare to
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win.””% Still, the state — with active connivance by the FBI - pursued attempts to
blame students in court for the actions of the Ohio National Guard, a matter which
eventually led to Student Body President Craig Morgan and two others winning
$5,000 judgments in malicious prosecution suits.’s*

AtOhio State, the official story was that activists closing and chaining the gates
to the campus - allegedly preventing “crowd control” — had “forced” the guard to
fire on demonstrators. It was later revealed that those who had committed the actin
question were in reality members of the Ohio State Highway Patrol, deliberately
attired in such a way as to impersonate demonstrators before the news media.*** The
use of such provocateurs to create the appearance of “justification” for even the worst
forms of repression was consistent. Aside from such earlier-mentioned FBI infiltra-
tors of the new left as William Divale, Phillip Abbott Luce, and provocateurs such as
William Lemmer, Boyd Douglass and Howard Berry Godfrey:

Probably the most-well known agent provocateur was Thomas Tongyai, known as
Tommy the Traveler. Tongyai, who was paid by both the FBI and local police, spent
over two years travelling among colleges in western New York state urging
students to kill police, make bombs and blow up buildings. He supplied students
with radical speakers, literature and films, tried to organize an SIS chapter at
Hobart College, organized SDS conferences in Rochester and urged students to
participatein the Weatherman “Days of Rage” in Chicago in October, 1969. Tongyai
constantly talked viclence, carried a grenade in his car, showed students how to use
an M-1 rifle and offered advice on how to carry out bombings. After some students
at Hobart College apparently took his advice and bombed the Hobart ROTC
building, and Tongyai's cover was exposed, the local sheriff commented, “There's
a lot of difference between showing how to build a bomb and building one.” Asa
result of disturbances connected with Tongyai’s activities on the Hobart campus,
ninestudentsand faculty faced criminal charges, but Tongyai was cleared by alocal
grand jury and went on to become a policeman in Pennsylvania.'s!

Similarly, “Horace L. Packer, an FBI informer who was the chief government
witness in the Seattle Eight conspiracy case, testified he was under FBIinstructions
to ‘do anything to protect my credibility.” He testified that whileinfiltrating SDS and
Weatherman at the University of Washington he supplied campus radicals with
drugs, weapons and materials used for preparing molotov cocktails. Packer even
admitted he supplied and the FBI paid for paint used to spray the Federal court-
house in Seattle during a demonstration in February, 1970 — a key element in the
charge of conspiracy to damage federal property which was oneof the major charges
of the case. Packer also testified that he used drugs, including ‘acid, speed, mesca-
line” and cocaine while acting as a [provocateur], that he ‘smoked dope all the time,’
that he was arrested several times during campus demonstrations, and that he had
violated the conditions of a suspended sentence he had received for participating in
a Weatherman assault on ROTC facilities at the University of Washington.”6 Also
in Seattle:
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Probably the most incredible provocation incident involved an FBI and Seattle
policeinformer, Alfred Burnett, wholured Larry Eugene Ward into plantingabomb
at a Seattle real estate office on the morning of May 15, 1970, by paying Ward $75,
providing him with the bomb and giving him transportation to the bombing scene.
Ward, a twenty-two year old veteran who had been twice wounded and decorated
three times for service in Vietnam, was shot and killed by waiting Seattle police as
he allegedly fled after the bombing attempt, although he was unarmed, on footand
boxed in by police cars.'6

Burnett, the key player in this Cerro Maravilla-like ambush (see Chapter4), was
“a twice-convicted felon who had been released from jail as the result of FBI
statements that he could provide valuable information...Burnett said later, “The
police wanted a bomber and I got one for them. I didn’t know Larry Ward would be
killed.” Seattle Police Intelligence Chief John Williams blamed the FBI, stating, ‘As
far asI can tell Ward was a relatively decent kid. Somebody set this whole thing up.
It wasn’t the police department.” Subsequently, Seattle’s mayor publicly advocated
killing convicted bombers before a Senate committee, and citing the Ward case,
noted theincidence of bombings in Seattle had declined since the slaying. Headded,
‘1 suspect killing a person involved in a bombing...might be somewhat of a deter-
mt.”’iﬂ

In the so-called “Camden Twenty-Eight” case, the defendants were acquitted of
all charges accruing from their breaking into a New Jersey Selective Service office
and attempting to destroy the draft files therein after the trial judge instructed the
jury to return verdicts of “not guilty” if it felt the government had gone to “intoler-
able lengths”and otherwise conducted itself in a manner “offensive to the basic
standards of decency and shocking to the universal standards of justice” in setting
up the “crime.” The prosecution’s star witness, Robert W. Hardy, had admitted on
the stand that he had — upon instructions of the Bureau - infiltrated the group,
proposed the action, provided “90 percent” of the burglary tools utilized, and
offered his “expertise at breaking and entering” to allow the plot to go forward ¢
Elsewhere, “ Another campusagent provocateur was Charles Grimm, who functioned
as a local police and FBI informant on the campus of the University of Alabama at
Tuscaloosa. Among his activities were the burning of Dressler Hall on the campus
on May 7, 1970 (at the direction of the FBI, he said), the throwing of three molotov
cocktails into a street on May 14, 1970 and the throwing of objects at police officers
on the campus on May 18, 1970."16¢

Among those indicted by a federal grand jury in Detroit on March 6, 1970 for
conspiracy to bomb police and military installations was Larry G. Grathwohl —re-
putedly one of “the most militant members” of the SDS Weatherman faction - an
FBl infiltrator, known as a demolitions expert, who gave bomb-making lessons to
the group, regularly brandished both a .357 magnum revolver and a straight razor,
and admitted to the New York Times having personally participated in the bombing
of a public school near Cincinnati in 1969.1¢” Charges were dropped against Grath-
wohl (but not against his alleged co-conspirators who, by then, had gone under-
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ground), and he “retired” into the Bureau’s witness protection program, eventually
writing a sensationally self-serving account of his exploits entitled Bringing Down
America: An FBI Informer with the Weathermen 1%

Meanwhile, William Lemmer was hardly the only infiltrator/provocateur at-
tempting to make the VVAW appear “violence prone.” For instance, Reinhold
Mohr, a secret member of the Kent State University police force, was arrested in
April of 1972 by local cops while carrying in his car a rocket launcher and subma-
chinegun he’d been trying to peddie to the campus chapter of the veterans’
organization as a means - as he put it to the intended buyers - of “furthering the
armed struggle against imperialism.” Perhaps ironically, it was Kent State VVAW
which tipped the city police that “there’s a nut running around out there with a
bunch of automatic weapons.” Although Mohr was clearly in violation of a number
of stateand federal statutes, he was quickly released withoutcharges when the chief
of campus security and local FBI agents confirmed he’d “only followed orders” in
attempting to foment violence.1¢*

Another individual who, by his own account, expended a considerable amount
of ime and energy working to subvert VVAW was Joe Burton, a provocateur active
in the Tampa, Florida area from 1972 to ‘74 (i.e.: after COINTELPROhad supposedly
ceased to existin 1971). Describing his assignment as being the “disruption of radical
groups” from both the U.S. and Canada, Burton explained how the Bureau had
dispatched counterintelligence specialists from headquarters to assist him in forg-
ing various documents and to establish a bogus radical organization dubbed the
“Red Star Cadre.” This front was used as a prop upon which Burton could “argue
from the left” that various bona fide groups such as VVAW, the United Electrical
Workers Union (UE), the American Federation of State, County and Municipal Em-
ployees (AFSCME), and the United Farm Workers (UFW) were “not militant
enough” and to attempt to lure their members into viclence and other illegal
activities.'” A comparable — if less effective - operation was run by a husband and
wife team, Jill and Harry E. (“Gi”) Shafer, III, through a bogus entity called the Red
Star Collective in New Orleans. The Shafers were later used to infiltrate the support
apparatus of the American Indian Movement (see next chapter), boasting after-
wards that they’d managed to “divert” substantial funds raised for legal defense. 1"

In much the same fashion, Howard Berry Godfrey, the Bureau’s operative
within the right-wing Secret Army Organization in southern California hardly
contented himself with participationin theattempted assassination of Peter Bohmer.
To the contrary, as Godfrey later testified, he had served as a conduit during 1971
and ‘72 through which the FBI had pumped more than $60,000 worth of weapons
and explosivesinto the terrorist group. Further, he admitted to having provided not
only the explosive device, but also the demolitions training utilized by the SAQ in
its June 19, 1972 bombing of the left-leaning Guild Theater in San Diego.'” As he
himself subsequently acknowledged, by the time Godfrey’s cover wasblown he had
participated in the burglaries of several southern California new left organizational
offices, infiltrated the staff of the radical Message Information Center in Los



	SmokingGun

