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King's home 
New York City apartment 

    

  

11/8/63 
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Hyatt House, Les Angeles 4/24/64 4/26/64 

Hyatt Ilouse, Les Angeles 7/7/64 7/9/84 

Claridge Hotel, fo", 

Atlantic City 8/22/64 “8/27/64 

SCLC, Atlanta 1 -31/8/63 - 6/21/65 

SCLC, New York - 10/24/63 1/24/64 
a 7431/64. 7/31/64 cots FO a) 

. OE, 

-- Microphone Jan. 64-Nov. 65 _ 

_ Location Instalied v 

Willard Hotel, Washington, D.C. * 1/5/64 

‘Shroeder Hotel, Milweukee sore 1427/64 

Hilton Hawaiian Village, Honolulu 24/18/64 . 

Ambassador Hotel, Les Angeles ~ < 2/20/54 - 

Hvath House, Los Angeles 2/22/54 

Statier Hotel, Detrcit = 3/18/64 

Senster Motel, Sacraments oS Af23/E4 

Hyatt House Motel, Los Angeles “ft 7/7/84 

Menger Hotei, Savannah : G/23/54 

‘Bark Shereton, New York °3./3/65 

Americana. Hotel, New York “1428/65 

Pavk Sheraton, New York 13/2955 

Sheraton Atlantic, New York 5412/85 

Astor Hotel, New York “7 10/14/65 

New Yori Hilton, New York 10/28/65 © 
11/25/65
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    Ene [RENO ToT es sais rm ne ne we eee cme 

=“ 

Returming to Dece saber 1963 ‘the pureau learned through 
one of the taps that King was going to meet with President 
Jonason. Hoover approved sending to the White House the mono- 
fzaphk abouc King that had been previcus minated but re- 

In csiled by Actorney |General Kennedy, He ise the 

Attomey Ccneral of his inten tion. in fact, for scme time 
catad after President Kennedy's assassination, Hoover ccmnuni 

directly with the White House and di 3 
attomey General of what he was doi 

‘TOP SECRET
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i 
the December 23, 

  

; ; | MESERCC ee | 
Also in December, presuma ably sensin 2 an opportunity 

because ef a new President to beccme more augtessive in theitz 

effort te discredit King, the Bureau had a one day conference 

at ‘Headquarters to explore tne communist iatluence in racial 

matters ond to "diseuss avenves of approzch to exposing King's 

unholy aliience with the CPUSA’, A 21 item working paper was 

prepared “im advence cf the meeting. Sullivan characterized 2 
King as a “dupe of the communists but also a man of low char- 

acter", Svuilliven prepared a memorancum for his superiors re- 

porting the results of the December 23 meeting. The meeting 

was attended by two agents from Atlanta, Sulliven and four 

other nen from Headquarters. Sullivan reported that the meet- 
o 

ing pointed up the need for further iniormacion on SiX points. 

Four dealt with SCLC, its money ‘and its personnel. The cther 

two dealt specifically with King anc his personal “Liee. Sullivan 

stated, "We will, at the proper time when it can be done with- 
D 

sment to the Bureau, expose King as an immoral cs 

opportunist who is not a sincere person but is exploiting the d 

racial situation for personal gain... [We] will expose King 

for the clerical “tre and aula t he is at the first oppor 

tunity”. seeuneey = in ave 2 
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Xing was named “Han of the Yexur™ by 

ss rlease announcing the selection, 
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o dig deep in the garbage to com] up 

x3 1964 a memo was prepared by 

= King off of his pedestal and re- 

che Bureau's choosing. The idea 

adquexters toid its Atiante SErics 

memos about es In a foilew up to 

esu began a-review of 

the tax returns 5 years of King, SCLC and ta 

Gandhi Seciety; jrector instructed Atlanta Co seek infor- 

mation of adverse views of King or SCLC from within the Nesro 

movement, stating these would be good four counterincelligences 
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the Director ea cted New York to stay alert fac tax evasion 

icformation on King or his organizations aad to provide inxorma- 

‘tion ef eny effort to utilize the media to enhance King 7s image. 

Chvicusty, these sap eructions pertained to information chat 

wight be obtained througn tesurs and misurs:u ) 

The first microphone surveillances of King occurred in 

a oe 1954 at the Willard Hotel, An eight page summary of 

he. tepe was prepared and delivered to Waiter le of the 

Waite House staff. [deleted pursuant to (b)(7)(C 
  

rt rere rr errr err Tre. Teer 
  

      

a 
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iit 

“gover rejected 

Q recominéation tiat the Attorney General ss oe ullivan 

pointed ovt that Kemedy night reprimand King, theraby fore- 

closing the possibility of developing similar information.. 

Sullivan said it was important to have such information in order 

to completely diseredit King as a leader oi the Negro peoslt. 

Ta briefing Jenkins, Cartha DeLoach acimowledged thac the Direc- 

tor warted addicional informatica prior to discussing it with 

certain Sriends-meaning, among others, the nedia-{.) 

"On January 27, 1964 Sullivan approved another misur at 

a Milwevkee hotel. The recommending memo pointed aut that be-~ 

couse pelice would be nearby | deleted pursuant to (b) (7) (C) ~ 
wen ewene pessey 

a 
— 

fe" Share the conjecture   

ver TAs 

Wroest 2 Gor S7- ---- 
Sieve Ea 

ee   

a 
a PINKS erienc edi”? 

“The Attomey General was advised —_ ving met in New 

Vevls with. GG ..... and others in Jenuery. Aisa in Jane 

natit nwt a35 Qs pasnw oe? 

l(b) (7) (hs overheard caliing King a "sucker", “ignorant”, 
business sens 

| Mpad weiter" and “without 

“On Jesneeny 17, 1964 Headquarters 

unevsaudescsgtisieasnsshiommrnsel.. 
#a55 9 se aes « « 

Tee) 

approved Giscontinuanc 
e e 

of the coverege at SCLC in Mew York because of the office's 
« os ; ae 

gnactivity. Coveraze was to be reconsider ed if the orrice oe 

came active. Hnever testified befoz ra the House Appropriat iors 

P
e
e
i
n
r
e
y
y
 

oo
. 

2 

   



Se 
“n
ab
 a
bi
ts
hi
ti
n te
t 

ta
ta

 B
it 

3: 
B
A
d
i
t
 

d 
Aa

dc
hd

st
ea

h 
din 
nb
al
ba
g 

Sb
ri

ta
l 

oat! 
dp
bt
h.
 

Jan
. 

ha 
o
k
 

att
et 

Lau
led

aik
 
ci
ti
) 

Sate 
Si
b 

  

va 

2b View | 

Comittee in January and made some off-the-record remarks 2b 

sing and che communist influence in te racial movement, wa 
e at ” 

, wal 

caused a public furor when they were discussed in a Joseph A 

newspaper column in April.(a) 
- ~~. Cite 0 etme etomene: ne a a 

CLASSIFIED: SECRET......+--EXEMPT- (b) (1) 

eng PEM ted 
On February 12, 19€+ the Director in 2 mems to the Atsancta. 

office, referred to a conversation in which[ " geleted pursuant - 
< =° 

to. (5) (7) (C)eceseuseudecsc
etectcecserseseceeserec

aecsrel © sO0Ver - 

  

tnopeueted Ablanta to be alert to [-(b)(7)(C)....]£or eoeeree 

intellieence purposes. He indicated he wante ed to capiltaiize on 

St and welcomed suggestions as to how it could be done. fu) ; 

- 

On February 13, 1964, Assistant Attorney General Burs 

Marshall sent eile ca the Whit -2 House concerming King ,[(b) 7 ) (c}] 

SECRET
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. UebLinsiricll WIE ATA i 
f..(b) (7) (C),... Tue made BU lin peference to a September 1963 

memo he sent to the Birector concerning his, Marshall's, cen- 

versation with Xing in which he provided King with specific 

information 2bour[...(b)(7)(C).....]. Marshali wanted President 

Johnson toe imow of King’s background. He did not know that 

ene Bureau hed b2en providing tha White House with such infor- 

ation. DeLoach sent Hoover a memorandum about Marshall's 

teeebe and a meeting DeLoach had with Bill Moyers and Walter 

Jenkins about the.letter. We reported that the White House 

mistrusted Attorney General Kennedy's motives in providing the 

r 

=~. 

    

Files, Personal marginaiia written on the memo by Hoover in~ 

Gicates his ee of Marshall and Deputy Atterney General ; 

Katze enb2 ch.) . / . met, ttt eek. ate, get a 
E u pg we Oe Seg pate Si gg edt SO yng, | tem | to, oe BE ae 

“In ‘yesponse to information about a rumored plct to 4s Fo 

-ASS4S eee te King, Headquarters sent Atlanta a memoson the i « 
ed 

eighteenth stating that the Bureau was to be advised prom tly a 

of information concerning violence 1 to be directed againsi 
vv “4 

Finally in pebruss = the Director advised the New York and 

o } gz 
mn rua S 

Atlanta offices to gather all niewhons references to King's Ts 

Bos a act the = 
tre af 

k and put them in one memorandum so that t 

e action in counterintelligence or other- 

wise "te diseredit King or otherwise neutre LLE28 his efrective- 

ness because cf communist influence on hin.’ © 

BuUreai Cau: 

Had 
L£ 

- Hl 
forthcoming 

5 

wet ee Ft As 

    

  

“wh en King went to i : 

Franbise "Oo were senk to the islar S 

his hotel. .Suilivan justified the insta ies ion as an attempt / 

to cbtein facts about King [.. gnt be - 

used against him.(h) 7 -* 

--In March 1964, conversations cont 

and reperted, Also in March King was épproe2 

in government: one was an invitation from fa 

consvit ona poverey Seno being cone by , GEO: _the other was a 
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© URULAUUH HED 0 
discussion with a member of the State Department (friend of 
€ nedy's} about King's participating in a civil rights 

memurial for President Kennedy. Among the comments on the 
Burean mamo about these contacts were that it was SHOES s 

in view of Attomey General and White House knowledge of King's 

Communist Party comections, that is was disturbing, perticu- 

larly because King was "...an individual so Fraught with evil.?%a) 

t was recomended ‘to. Sells ivan ca approved 
\ttorney General be given the results of 

Sex nisur and more baene misurs in Hat 7aii and 

ios & A epeles. vans.was to tell the Attorney Gen eral that King 

skouidn't be told of the information. He was provided the 

information now beceuse Berl Bernhard was scheduled to intez- 

- view King in connection with a possible memorial ts Presiden 

Kennedy and it was thought that the Attorney General mi ioht 

.
 

cancel the intervi ew. The White House was. aise peauaes @ with 

  

-the moze recent nf ration. we) Ls 

“ - On March 3, 1964 . (DCC) met with. KE ing in Atlanta. In 

Merch, the Bureau proposed and carried out several significant 

eetions against King. They installed a misur on Selliven's 

authorization. in a Detroit hotel where Kine was-.staying. -After 

seeraiag ther Marquette Unt rersity was going te svard King an 

honoraty cepree, Hoover aporoved having the SAC in Milwaukee 

Bive the Unencelicr of the University a monograph about King 

that eited his communist party connections and referred te nis 

being a moral degenerate. Marquette had previousiy honored 

3 ti wveau memo thac recommended this action thought Roover and the £5 
it was "“shochkin ‘s" that the University. woUL | aiso honor Kingfu ur) 

apenee - ‘5 whom King was considering 2 éding to nis 

staff, actended a barty £ n New York at the Soviet Mission. As 

courterinteliigence activity. the FBI provided the New York 

  

a co 
Daily News with this information for a news article which < 

published. The Director turned dow 2 veqhest cr Representa- 

tive Smith cf Virginia for “information. about ---CbXIXO----: 
yl usrelg FL fie ee 
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King was photographed by the FPL 

  

with the notation, "not now". 

zm Los Angeles with an ny ang 
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CLASSIFIED: SECRET....EXEMPT- 5 USC §552(b) (1) a 

eC) | 

In April 1964, DeLeach briefed Senator Saltonstali (Mass. -} 

and Springfield College President Giena Clds (now President ; 

of Xent State University) about King in an unsuccessiul ef=toxt 

to prevent the awarding of an honorary degree. Also in April 

Joseph Alsoo published the articie concerning King, coimnmast 

connections, and Hoover's January testimony concerning comarnist 

tufliuence on racial matters. King responded by criticizing the 

4 Zal oblemset | Bureau's concern with communism ond not with racial pro 

CLASSIFIED: SECRET.....EXEMPT- (b) (1)
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cng Couney Court. The discussion below andicates thei in 

whe wi. cuugiawes here tavoived ic wall be oeseasary tu tile 
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s@cniny, .@hiet. iz poseiGle, cwicugh a fesveial cguve ‘in jume- 

oa: mines tuaa caso Rn reliance on a claim of priviiese. 

|S x. 

/ Oat Pi2yiLeGe .cestiag 
  

int courts heve tecognised tha. in ce:iain clirecuns.auces 

che Execucive Brauch ga the Feweraél ,oweitsent is enctitied 5 

wlaba a privilege Sgainst coe disciesure in judicial pro- 

ceodlne vi inio.aecdiva iu iis possession. Si che wuleee 2¢ 

Ehould be gored chat the oupseus Court bas nerd cha: ihe clusm 
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/ thes the court iteslf ts eo Sstermine whether the cireus- 

SLSiewe 226 Ropropriate Zar tke elain,  Galeed Btacag wv. 

Begerl’s «- E45°8.8.°1. Circumstances vich baw BOER rieog- 

nined by tha ¢ourts ag appropsints exe the follsutegs ~. 

| /Olad Binva seceeta, wilitacy and disleneste. ~~ 

/ United § Vo Fepeslds, gasra, 75° 

Seasce, Gileaghtea cee. 19413, 

  — 

Wigmore, By 

oss. 

/Xey the idensis 

> TP eatzea Seared, 33 Be $i; 59, Sigaewa,. .  »- 

5 @ht., pee TER~FIZ, . foe Lite as 

(OG) Inverse) sogemicenions withia tha Guvtemesats: 

Esisor Blusiaom Ge. v. Yoleei States; 14k © 
fk. CL. 33, 187 B. Supp. 958; Coucineueet 

‘Bigttliing Corp. vw. Banehoey, 17 F.2D. £37 
(8-D-6.)i Bell, Bltss Ge. v. United Sences, 
203 F. Gepp. 375 3, Cato). Fag 1 saa 

/) (2 Brobsbly masters owaject to pending inverst~ 

"/ gabica whites wsald be pen judiced by a disctoeese 
| ps vhtoh eay tavalve charges ae pee care 2 
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tach of the tastimey to ba weught by the Grand Jucy 

from effiecrs of the Depavoweit ef dustice will wideurtedly 

Sell withia the less thee oi the privileged ezcegerles. 

Sa the sther hand, 4¢ mey well bo thas the Graud dary will 

propaund yacetions releting to the official dethes e@£ the 

uwltnerses ur eoucernming, maite:g they Lestand in eheizc official 

capacity, eaither «f which fall within esy ef these categerics 

of privilese. 

calig epear (2) ta 

involving ¢fticlal duties of knowledge; 

liege oniy ef to the 

im this posture to alternatives af6 enalyt 

elaim privilege with ragecd te aL matters 

{23 te ageeve grivt- 

wecogniced e#teperleg aud imetamer the 

witnessed that ag t¢ ther quastiens, follaging the procedure 

epeciiied in Departmental regulacians, 

@ré te a@e% the dour 

&ttormey Generel fu: 

¢ gor lesve t+ refer the wetter te the 

< bis detecmingcies @2 te whether it ize   \ gp FNQ 
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eifiielal duties. i 
é5 ¥.8.8. 22) eps Ss 

ming privilege against disclegure ef official sary baeie for ela 
imformetion, Sine 
privilexs rest® ca 
tUnited forced oy, Reywlde, geore, 6-7), or os the conerituctenal 
eectcing of E ganar at 
KebeBhen ES 5 Stes beaceanca toon & 

329-533}, or both, 

    

cobably not Lisfced to decussate and 
im the files of She Beosrtaecs but is 

ex infermation or materiel dealing with 

ier te the 1958 sasaduant te B.S. iél 
Eies wae Exvequoncily resided ag ¢ gtate- 

the g@mermSerne ic would appease thet this 
wiee “estahifahed in tha 1 isms GE evidence’ 

om Of powers. (ses wiguora, op. cit., pe. 
Sseoby, Goverment Litiension (1963 e¢.3 

ties trecuived in the wuarss af the oifices's 

  
  

   



  

privilegnd end, 1£ a9, whether ha degircsa wo olaie dt. Le 

43 Evicsmt thai the latices prsceduse is seithes degirable 

BOs practical, Pua@i, gince it concedes thas eae of the 

gsssiions te be aeked may ant be privileged, 46 wlll eaccuraza 

the Giead Gu:y ta adept @ policy of puslenged hazragesent, 

éud emareil ihe Beparteent ia masereus acd patmatially exdlese 

ema lkeve 8ien with che court. §£ cud, 4: is apt co jespardies 

the witersses in that ea unfriendly court may possibly vets 

to g:ant the wltneces 

the Ackloiuey General 

any Gpperkuaity coe obtein a ruling frou 

aad then take the goeltion thas the eloncas 

hes mo valid excuse for wot testifying since the Arcouney 

Genstal bag wot claimed privilege. The witness wlll either 

Rave t2 Ongimty ac ke beid im comtempt. While the alcrecnacive 

procedure ugy Lavalve ea tecessive cleim of privilege is some 

macyinel situarioang, 

courses tO adapt if pz 

4t would eee to ba the only tealletic 

ivilese is we be celied os ac all. 

Li should aise ts noted thet in Feyaslds, ievolving the 

disclocuie of milicary esccete, the Sapreas Gasct etaied that 

is ruling on tha cleim of privilega it is relevent to inquire 

inta the mecesaity fox the ¢vidence; ‘[v]heoce there is @ sirung 

siruing ef necessity, 

LASKiLy accepted, Bud   the cleim ef privilece gheuld wat be 

@vecd Ube Most compelling mEcessiiy cansest 
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overcoat the ciaim ef privilezc Lf the court is ulciostely oe 

     
     

   

eatiafied that milliary eeexane ace et siake. A forttori 

where macéasity Le biewt & tonal clais ee privilege 

  

mgde unler the cine: SESS of chte cose, wid baa te 

prevedl .~- 345 U8. at ih. in the | contest et ‘the presen 

cisemutances it is ‘ficult bo sea how @ % convincing enauing 

of adesssity cea be made fa ball € of the Grand Jury ta over- 

com a Foraml claia of privilege made by che Acteraay General. 
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This fertica of the nein exnuines th eunated of 

what rocedies ere ave Weble in the event the sedge ef the 

     
    

      

   

  

   

  

sounty court Fejects the éeeeracy Gensrelte claim of privilege 

end initiates contempt ‘procoatiags egeinet thes witnesses fer 

their failure to enever questions om the bests ef the elein. 

The twe possible federal seuedles £22 resovel of the contempt 
‘hy 

proceeding te the feders} courts purguent te 28 U.8.0. 2442, 

er in the event ef ee attnaat of we itnessoa for cont eget their 

veleese through federal hebecs canyss Preceodtige wider 28 

U.E.G, 2241. . | | 
Be — 1, 28 BeEeCe UA2(e) eutherizes the resgvel 

te the federal eoures ef “2 eivil ection ot exinizel prose- 

cution coven ‘ta & “Brave cout” ‘egeinst—= : 

"C) ény ‘efflear ef che Cad tod States: er oxy 
4 has theres, ee perhen setimg under him, fer 

fny ect usver colar ef euch ofiles er ea excaunt 
ef say right, tiile er eutharicy elaine? uwxler ony 
fet ef Congress fer the exprehension or panishuent 
of erivinala of €hs eallection ef the rewome.*. 

The tight of remrvel ewier section 1442 haa been merroviy 

étatrued by he Suprewt Geert, Tks fa Mery! 
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(Ro. 2), 270 0.5. $6 (2926), the Court held chet aa indier- 

  

neat in a State court charg ing faders? proniiition egante 

with e enespirecy to eheteuct justice by giving Zelee testi- 

mony et & coroner's inquest wes not resevable usder that gue- 

tion sizce the response of the effieere was not “on ect... 

under federsl] sutherity” (9. 42), end hence met within the 

seare of section 1442,.| The Seate was therefere permitted te 

try the egente, even theugh the subject usder investigetion 

ky the esrener had been a honieide allepechy emunitted by the   e,ents in the cenree of @ reid on en tilessl etill, toth 

wlereda v. Syors, 286 U.S. 510 €1932), 

  

eshe it clear thet a fe ered efiteer, to remove @ Btete exininel 

case against hie te e federel core, acac “ba candid, epecifie 

end positive in exple! sing hie reletiva te the trensections 

p has heen indicted, end in chosing the        

    

greving out of which 

confined te his ects es ea officer,” 

1), 2756 U8. 9, 33 (1926). 

“—e would be refueale te tertify weich 

in the view ef the Eta 

The federel efficsr, is order te ceasve thers prececdincs, would 

his relertien to it wes 

   
    Here, the ects 

exmar ft Justified eort beapt precesdings. 

hevé ty show thee hie refuse) te testizy whe Ltgel£ clsarly 

   



  

Civeetec by the Attorney Senere] and thoe within the perfern- 

/ ence of bie officiel duties, ds indicared sboye, 18 ig eca- 

/ teupleted thet the eleim wilh extend te any testineay regarding   tne porformence by the efficer ef hie efficial dutrtes er ine 

volving inforestioa eequired im the esurse of gush duties, 

Est the Grend Jury may bs expected to prepeund equeations eboat 

sileged setivities ef the officers which, if crus, Bight mot 

be protected by the eleia ef privilege. fs te euch eueetions 

8 simple refuse] te sngwer ea the grevead ef auperies erdare 

would probably be inedaquete under the decieians te fustify 

reseval of @ cemteugt precesdiag, wherber elwil ey eriminal, 

te the fecerel ecurcs. Thus the officer's right te removel 

may net be perfectly claer ia oll eencs, depesding ox the 

questions egked. Farsover, one Bistriet Guat bag held thet   conteapt precetdings, ever    

   

  

ecamsaced in @ eteto court i7% P. Susp. 279 

(2.3, Elias LSS8}. Ad ees the eee aize relied es tke 

iseufficiccer ef the removal petitiea, the éecision would 

    Suppace & eteeed of any poacenpt eitetion te the Stete court-- 

5 Seen 

& 2- ie 
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an ordec ehich 4g mon~eppoaiable, See 23 U.E,G. 1i7(4). 

Maresever, the qouteagt amy be tried sanmar dh Lys vith sestence: 

pessed Gad comivecnt ecdered immodiately. is such & case 
   

    

   

    

   
   
   
   

    
    

ibe application of egetioa 1442 peas cogptanals Sechoteme 

since sretiss 1446 provides that removel peticioas way be 

filed only before triel. dAccoccingly, telianss om removal 

to a itadorel eiileas peld in caustoly pars Suet to S Siete court 

23 8.5.06 a2n% declgres that Che weit 

af @ pergon in cushedy pursucne 

co tha Juggutat of a Siete eourt “unless it eppeszs thet the 

red the reusdies available is the courts 

theve is either as sheonce at aceilable 

“GES a: the existence of eiraumatesces 

o& iuefiective to sroteck the engbee Oz . 

vas Ec ig bette te azgus thet earttsa ZEA wrald 

a tis ENS Lag pracs te igf$ was to the aifect that 
esite Babeas eoipas waild nesgliy net iasua betera Brave 
Sypudl readies were exhauated, in casea of urgency, in- 

af «Je 

  

 



    

be inepplicable te the fastest exe, elece 25 0.8.6. 2261fc), 

wilch epeeifies the eases in wilch bebess corpus may bs grented, 

epecificelly refers te “eustedy for en act does er euitced in 

pursuance of en dct ef Congrese™, end to “esgtedy ia vielatian 

of the Constitution er lowe ex treaties of the Ueited Scares." 

Incesd, the Sensta Report eccespenpieg ite eeendeant ef ecce 

tion 2254 (in which form £t was emscted) stered thes tes pute   
yese €s it releted te federal officers wage< 

“# & S ¢s elieizete frou the erohibirion ef . 
ths section eppliicetions ig behalf ef priseners 
in evstedy under gatherity of e Stabe effieer but 
whose cugtedy hag wt besa directed by the fudge 
neat ef 4 Stata ¢ beurt, Zi the ssetion were applied 
te epplicetions b y pergoas ésteine? aslsly weder 
euthegicy of 2 be pie atiieas it would eaduly kage - 
per Faderel courts ) ta the protection of Tedecet 
eflicere prosecuted fer aste eoumltted ia the ._. 
ceuree ef of Sficted “éacy.* &, Rep. 1559, G32 
Gong.e, 24 Sees, i 43). 

     ty end epereations ef the Generel Covernecet, 
nod Rove i} “LL? 0.8. 241, 281 (1236), detent cauves ami, 
_—_exereine their Siscress wea to diecherge fedecel efficere fran 

State cestady aves though those remedies hed met heen exhesated, 
See Bocke ve Soria: BIEES 7 5.8. &$3 €2900)3 Sin Ve See: 
175 U.S. 278 599) | Bunter vo Mang, 202 UB. 285 (1965) 3 ‘ta 
ga Seegis, 185 U.S. 2 G85}. Ys several esese “the writ weg 
— prise t3 eghe gthos ef State rensdies either becouse 
he offiter ajeceree ¢ “nleporcant €o goyernnert fonetioning or 
oe élieged erime uck sex ters (usneliy homicide). See 
€ Livia, oN k (asses 33 BIT ECR meacliees $ 31 Fe: 3a Ei 

ehik & » 282 

  
   

   



  
   
   
       
         

would be evetionle, 

warval, since x éeeiel 

Ia the event it decided to tuple the elata of privie 

to do 0, 2 éreft of @ forssl elsiz 

steomney General ig sceeehed, nee 

. Legs er it ig uscecsas 

fer the eigusture of 

   


