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. nedy’s Administration.

“pureaw’s ' eavesdropping : when
“he was Attorney Genmeral.'-.",

- duce, avidence that Mr. Kennedy

cussed it, the fact is

'Hooverand Kennedy.Trade New Charges

onF.B.l. Useof Listening Devices,

G ape A

i NEW "YORK TIMES, MONDAY, DECEMBER 12, 1365}

/By FRED P. GRAHAM .. ]
i2- Special to The New York Times
 WASHINGTON, Dec. 11—J.

Edgar Hoover and Robert F.

Kennedy made new charges to-

day in their- dispute over the

‘responsibility = for electronie

eavesdropping by . Federal

agents during President Ken-|

_Mr, Hoover, director of the
Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion, branded-as “absolutely in-
conceivable” Mr., Kennedy's
statement yesterday that he
had not known about all the

Mr. Kenngdy, niow the junior
Senator from: New .York, re
lied in a Statement that his
Ik of knowledge of the sur-
veillance by~ the F.BI. “ma¥y
‘seera  ‘incongeivable’ to Mr.
Hoover,” but “it 1s nonetheless

- true.”” g

. The statement continued:
“phe first. time I became
mware of these eavesdropping
practices was when they were
described in the press.in con-
nection with:the Las Vegas in-
vestigation, and I promptly or-i
dered it ceased, It is curiousl
that Mr, Hoover does not recall
this.” - e : .

;2 Occasions Recalled .
‘Mr. Kennedy said that ontwo
occasions during his tenure as
Attorney = General he had
listened to what appeared fo
‘have been: recorded - conversa-
tions obtained in . organized
crime investigations, He said
there had been no -indication
that they had been obtained
fliegally or that Federal agents
had optained them. S
- Spokesmen. in Mr. Kenredy's
effice have told newsmen of re-
ports'that Mr. Hoover may pro-

listened to tapes of convers
tions picm*s; by el'ectronm

devices . in; Chicago and New

. been done- wil

Ybrkv T . y .
. “Although''Mr, Hoover says!
ltnat this activity wasfrtensl-)

‘#ied while I was Attorney Gen-

he
never discussed this highly im-
portant matter with me, and no
evidence exists supporting his
recollection that we did,” Mr,
Kennedy said.

- “Indeed, there is no indication
that Mr. Hoover ever asked me
for authorization for any single
bugging device, in Las Vegas,
New York,'Washing'ton or any-

‘eral and implied that w§ dis-
that

" where else.”

He accused Mr. Hoover of
“selectively -making document,
public” and challenged him to|
make his entire file available,
including information on wheth-'

" ep any previous Attorneys Gen-
*eral “were ‘ds uninformed- as E
‘was.” et e
Document ‘With Xetter

The public dispute was touchéd
off yesterday when Represent-
, ative H. R.” Gross, Repuhlican

- of Towa, released 2 letter from
' ‘Mr. Hoover in-which he:said the
bureauw's .eavesdropping had

approval ang ¢
edys

" L Py
(tne use of hidder 'microphones?
‘ipe internal . security and. major;
'crime cases and bore thé Ken+
nedy signature.
‘E;In today’s exchange, Mr.
Hoover .produced another docu-
ment, signed by a former offi-
backed Mr.. Kennedy's version|
of the events. -
s In yesterday's charges, Mr.
Kennedy's office released
letter to Mr. Kennedy £
Courtney A. Evans, the assistan
director of the F.B.I. who had
‘acted as laison- between Mr.
]Hoover and Mr. Kennedy when
the New York. Democrat was
ttorney General; - - oo
- Mr, Evans’s. letter, dated Feb.]
k17, 1968,  moted. the: distingtioh|
Pbetween wiretaps, ~which ard
tised to intercept telephot
calls, and bugging devices:
which are hidden microphones.”
l f}eterrlng to the'bugs, hasald:
.1 did'not discuss the!Jije: of|

e s
[these deviees: with you in na:
tional security .or other cases;
nor de I know of any written
material that was sent to you
at any time " concerning. this
procedure, or concerning the
uge, specific location or other
Lgets;xls as to installation of any’
uch .device in, Las Vegas;
Nevada, or anywhere else.”” - 3
v, Today Mr. Hoover released &
memorandum from Mr. E
to-a superior, 2 man identt
only as Mr. Belmont, “dated
July 7, 1961, K
It said:- T
“We Had Taken Action” ~

" ’“In line..with. the. director’s|

X Nt grecmer weop
[~

Approval, the Attorne

Wwas. _contacte ~‘tl;is~y m

July 7, 1961, relative ‘o his_obwi

iservation. as. to -the “possibility’
utilizing “electronic devices™
g};;lpr_ga.mzed. 1 crime investiga~

i 8, . s s
" "“It was pointed out to'the At-

posann Kaks G
torey General that we had
jtaken ection with regard to iy
use of microphone surveillances
inthese cases and while they
represented ‘an = expensive in-
fvestigative step, we were never-
theless utilizing them in all in<
fstances where this was techni-
cally feasible and where valud
able .information might be “1.

pected, S

... /The strong objections to the
utilization of telephone taps.as
contrasted to, microphone sur-;
veillance were stressed. N
...“The Attorney General stated
.he. recobnized the reasons why
itelephone taps should be re-.

wid: beenr Using micropbone sur-
'vetilances - whery these: objec:
tiohs . do not -apply wherever
pssible in organized crime
matters.”. s . -
" In his statement today, My

that “the F.B.1.’s use of micro-
phone and wiretap surveillance

“was known to and approved by

Mr. Kennedy.” - |
- Mr, Kennedy replied that “I
believe Mr, Hvans was telling’
the truth in his letter to mi
dlted Feb. 17, 1886.” i
;. He also Hoard Tape
‘William ‘G. Hundley, chief of
the Justice Department’'s or-|
e r

wis played in Mr. Kennedy's
PM esence. - ) . )
#*No0 explanation was made

to how the-tape was obtained|




LR

or by, whom.”. he ssid. 'm;o one,
thipg: I'm’ positive of .is ﬂut
Kennedy said nothing.

- The conversation -appeared to
be between two individuals com:
plaining that an honest police

captain - had - been . appointed,|

Mr ‘Hundley said. He said that
there had been nothing to sug-
gast that the tape mlght haye
een lllen.uy obtained.
B 4T risver, never discussed the
blem ‘of F.B.IL ‘devices with|
[Mr, Kennedy],” Mr. Hund-

1
q}m uid the FB.L had always|

i

cltecked with - hlm before it
ted devices
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