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SILENCING THE WATCHDOG

The bluntest instrument of governmental manipulation of the
press is suppression. It ig also the most effective, since it is
largely invisible. How is the reader or voter to notice that the

watchdog did noet bark in the night®
The most common way for a government to suppress some  unwelcome
piece of news is to classify it éEEEEE) but there is always the
add  chance that it will leak out anyway and then fthe exposure i
made doubly embarrassing and sensabional by the classified stamp.
But there arse more elegant and effective ways for the government

to kesp its actions concealed, including the use of the Old  Boy

Matwork, calling on a newspapsr’s- sense of patriotism, or

assassinating the character of a nosy reporfer.

Character assassination was the principal device used by fthe
Eisenhower administration in 1954 to silence a pesky reporter, but
that technigue succeeded only because old friendships among  like-
minded members of the American establishment could be used to sway
the the judgement of a major newspaper. The sxample is used not
because it was unigue, but because the mentality of both sides
during the U.S.—backed oaverthrow of a Central American government
was the way business was freguently conducted.

Until the 12605, United Fruit Co. was so much a part of the
bene and muscle of Central America that natiens like Guatemala
were company countries, in the sames way that Butte, Montana was a
comparny town for Anaconda Copper. Inn the Third World, companies

like United Fruit were synonymous with the United Btates,
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especially during the business—minded Eigenhowsr administration,
Which saw little differsnce between the fortunes of General Motors
ter United Fruit) and the national interest.

It was nnat a trivial thing, theraefore, when Jacobo Arbenz
Buzman, duly elected in 1951 as president of Guatemala, soon
afterwards naticonalized large bracts of belonging to
United Fruit. The nationalization by & left-wing leader was a
direct challenge to the three basic U.8. geoals in Latin America as

laid out in a secret Mational Security Council directive of August

18, 1954: the protection of U.B. access to essential raw
materials, the reduction and elimination of the menace of
Winternal  communist  ar  other anti-U.5. subversion," and  the

pramoticon of export—oriented capitalism.

The Buatemalan affront was especially offensive to Secratary
=f State Johh Foster Dulles (who alss had business connections  to
United Fruit; as did smeveral other ksy members o f the
administrationd. Its timing waz also unfortunate. There was the
recent U.5. anguish over the ambiguous, urpopular outcome of the
war im Karea and the recent news that the French, who  had been
fighting a rearguard celonial war in Indeochina, had finally been
defeated by a bunch of ill-squipped Vietnamese at a jungle
clearing called Dien Bien Fhu. When the French withdrew from Asia
in humiliation and with them they took with them some af  the
suppositions o=f western pre—eminencse that underlay the U.B.

pasition in Central America.

Arhenz was hot ohe of history’s towering figures. The U.S.

Naticonal Security staff. in its analysis, probably correct  in




03]

describing him as "essentially an cpportunist whose politics are
largely a matter of historical accident.” But he was a
democratically elected opportunist  who had the bad luck and
judgement of trying to defy an important symbal of American power
in Central America when that power was being challenged in Asia.

Bome of the indighation and premonitions that I
circulating through the U.S. government can be recaptured in  the
MNational Intelligence Estimate of March 11, 1352

"Future political developments will ﬁepend in largs measure
e the sutcome of the conflict betwsen Guatemala and the United
Fruit Company. This conflict is a natural consequence of the
Pavoluticn of 1944¢ in Suatemalal, but has been evacerbated by the
Communists for thelr own purposes. ’

NTf  the (United Fruit) Company should submit o Guatemal an
demands, the political position o} the Arbenz administration would
be greatly strengthened. It is probable that in this case the
Sovernment and the unions, under Communist influence and supported
by mpaticnal sentiment, would exert increasing pressure on  obther
U,5. interasts.”

And  so he had to goj not becausse bananas are important but
bacause he represented a symbolic challenge to the Uﬂited. States
sf  America through his disrespect for a corporation which was a
symbal and extension of American power and influsnce then under
attack elsewhere.

dccordingly, under the direct marching orders of Secretary
of State John Foster Dulles and his braother, Allen, director af the

Central Intelligence Agency, the United States began an avert and
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covert campaign  against the Arbehz government, accusing it of
becoming a depot  for the import of Tompunist arms and  even &
direct threat to the freedom of passage through the Panama Canal.
The overt campaign involved public warnings, the withholding of
military and economic assistance and a naval blockade to  prevent
the further arrival of military equipment from Eastern Europe.

The saovert campaign, uwunder the direction aof the Central
Intelligence Agency, was movre to the point.

For two years, the United States supported a "liberation ar iy "
of erxiled Guatemalan military officers led by former Col. Carlos
Castillo  Armas in Honduras. A massive U.S.  propaganda effort
attempted to spread panic inside Guatemala and there was barely
concealed U.S. support in the form mf'transpart and training and
attarck hombers, flown by North American pilots. It was a model of
coordination neatness and effiﬁieﬂcy (invalving only some 150
Americans and "liberationists")d.

Yet, there was one problem with the U.S. wperation in
Buatemala in 1954. The problem was Sidney Gruson, an Irish-born
Néw  York Times correspondent based in Mexico CTity who had  begun
filing dispatches from Honduras on the lightly concealed ULS.
training and air support. This gave the lie to the polite fiction
that the Castillo forces were a sel f-suppeorting, indigenous force
=f Guatemalan patricts who were driven anly by a desire to rid
their country of foreign communist influence.

I a White House Natienal Security Council meebing on May 27,
1954, just before the Castille "liherationista" were scheduled o

cross the border from Honduras, John Foster Dulles brought up the
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painful subject of Gruson’s reporting.

According to the recently declassified notes of the meeting,
tSecretary Dulles then sxpressed very great concern  about  the
Communist line being followed by Sidney Gruson in his dispatches
to the New York Times. Gruson, thought Secretary Dulles, was a
very dangerous character, and his reporting had done a great deal
of harm."

Fresident Eisenhowsy chimed in, saying he "often felt that
the New York Times was the most untrustwgrthy newspaper L the
United States.” The Director of the CIa, Allen Dulles, then
"pointed out some very disturbing features of Sidrney Gruson’s
caresr to date." (The National Security Council memo doesn’t  say
what those disturbing features ware. éruson had begun as a Times
copy aide and moved up to war carrespondent in World War Two.
After Mexico City in the 1930s, h; and his then—-wife, Flora Lewis,
then of the Washington Post, moved to Poland, Germany and England
Wherse he broke a number of major stories. Gruson anpounced  his
rotivrement from The Times at the age of 70 in 139B6 when he ended
his jouwrnalistic caresr full of hanors as vice-chairman of The New
York Times Company.)

Attorney General Herbert Brownell, Jr. proposed a galution to
the obther 21 men at the 1354 NSC meeting. "Would it not be a gonod
idea for someone bto talk informally to the management of the NMNew
York Times?"  Adm. Lewis Strauss,; special assistant to the
president, volunteered that he would be glad to talk to Timess
publisher Arthur Sulzberger. Eisenhower said he had no objsction

but glumly added, according to the meeting notes, "that ke didn™d




think arything useful would come out it."

The president was much too pessimistic. Strauss had his little
chat with Sulzberger. Gruson, who did not know about  the high
level conversations in Washington and New York, found himsel f
summarily sent back to Mexico City without explanation on the eve
of the U.S.-sponsored invasion,

The Times reporting about the coming U.S.-supported invasion
and bombing of Guatemala dropped off and the tenor of the stories
hacame markedly more congenial to the administration. Dulles noted
a few days later that the American press, lnatably The Times, had
finally become aware of bthe danger to the hemisphere of Communist
arms shipments. The headline in The Times two days before the
U.5.- financed and backed overthrow of the democratically elected
government of Guatemala was: "Dulles Bees Peril to Panama Zanal."

The invasion proceeded as pléﬂned in Washington, without the
Muisance of Gruson’s reporting. GBuatemala, as expected, did fall
to  the invading army officers, operating under the cover of the
American air power. The victoriouws sfficers began a bloody purge
=f Arbenz?s "fellow travelers" from the army, thousands of  whom
"digappeared." The new leader disbanded the political parties as
well se the labeor wunions that had besn such an annoyance to the
United Fruit Coo plantation managers. Despite strong U.BS.
financial and political supperk, Castillo himself proved wnable fo
contral  the +tiger he had mounted and was assassinated by his
palace guards in 1957, beginning a Whinle new cycle of right—-wing,
freguently brutal regimes in Guatemala.

John  Fester Dulles still was mnot pleased with Erusona.
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Accarding to  a memorandum of his conversation with  the Mexican
foreign wmdnister three months later, Dulles "deplored some
trouble—making articles written by Sidney Gruson of the New York
Times and said that he had often thought of asking The Times to
substitute someons else to cover thelr Latin American relations. "
Whether by coincidence or not, Gruson was transferrved by The Times
a few months later to Eurcope. Pax  Americana had returned to
Ccentral America. Although it was probably net pivetal, the
willing silence of a great American newspaper had played an
accomplice’s vole.

The scens had been set for an  even mare ambitious U.S.
expedition, this one in Cuba, but also invelving the acquiescence,
by silence, of The Times —-— the Bay o f Figs misadventure. If
the natichalization of the banana plantations in Guatemala was an
affront, then events in Cuba iﬁ 1959 were an  oubtrage to the
American governmeant. An island on the American continental
shelf was in the process of becoming a Soviet satellite, a ragtag
band of bearded leftists turning an American resort into a
strategic challenge. It did mot requivre a Walter Lippmann o
guess that the Eisenhower administration —- especially given the
cheap success in Buatemala in 1954 — was going to try to excissa
this CTubhan blemish fraom the hemispheric horizon. The plans for
intervening in Cuba were well underway when John F.  Kennedy took
aver from Eisenhower. Although they disagreed on  many things,
the outgoing soldisr—president agreed with the incoming young
politician  that Castra would bave to go. Flans laid during the

Eisshhower administration were continued and accelerated in  Tthe
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new Eennedy White House.

Thie was not a sscret to the Cuban government which was well
repressnted in the polyglot Cuban emigre community in the United
States. Fidel Castro later said that the chief problem his
intelligence services faced in 1959 and 13960 was bthe shesr
quantity =f information about the CIA—backed groups establishing
the organization for a full-scale invasion.

But Amsrican newspaper readers did not know about the CIA's
apsrations as the H-houwr for the invasion approached, even though

several snergetic  reporters had dug out  the essential details

nearly a year earlier. At the crucial moment, the Kennedy
administration successfully convinced the editors of LEN =1y

publications that their highest duty was to follow their
politically elected president’s reccammendations and not  their
journalistic instincts.

In  August, 13680, some American youngsters had thrown some
firecracksers at a Cuban training camp at Homestead near Miami  and

ware shot by the Cubans, who came bailing out of their barracks,

believing that they were under attack from Castro followers. The
Miami Herald began to look into the bizarvre incident. Its
Washington correspondent, David Kraslow, spent a few weeks nosing

around  and came up with a 1,500-word account that had all  the
hasiic elaments of the story: The CIA had organized the training
fer  an  invasieon of Cuba, over the objections of the State
Department and the Justice Department, which were pressuring
Pregident Eisenhower to move the sperations out of the United

States, to avoid further viclations of the Meutrality Act.
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The editors of the Herald were stunned by the results of

their own corrsspondent’s digging. Agonizing  over  the national

security implications, they tried degperately to gebt some sort of
guidance from the U.S5. government, including the White House.
Nathing. Eraslow and his bureau chief went to Allen Dulles

at thea CTIA, Without directly confirming the information, Dulles
told the newspaper that printing the article "would be most
harmful  fo the national interest." The aditors and even HKraslow
did mnot question that judgement and the article was was spiked.

On  Navembsr, 19, 1960, The Nation magazine published an

article under the titls, "Are We Training Cubap Guerrillas®™ The
editorial, guoting a Guatemalain newspaper and unnamed  sources,
said that the Central Intelligence Aéency had acquired a large
tract of land in Guatemala, stoutly fenced and heavily guarded,
which was being used as a traiﬁing ground for  Cuban  counter-—
revalutionaries who wWerée prepaving for an  eventual landing in
Cuba. U.8. personnel and equipment were present at the secluded
base, the article said.

The reports wers of such intensse interest in Guatemala,
which ditself kad been the object of U.8. attentions six years
sarlier, that the nation’s president had gone on his country’s
talevision +ta  admit the existence of the base, but refused Iao
discuss its purpose. Ths Nation, with its slender resources, was
in no position b9 finance an investigation but it ended ibs
editorial with a =all to all U.S. news media with correspondents
in Buatemala to check 1t out.

& rveader of The Mation wrote to The New York Times asking
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whether the allegations in the magazine were brue, and if so, why
The Times Had not been doing something about it. That sounded like
a reasonabls guesstion to Clifton Daniel, the assistant managing
editor, who asked his foreign desk fo check it outb. One  month
previously, without knowing of the CIA plans, he had said at a
seminar on jownalism, "Some people might argue that newspapsrs
should not print facts that might embarrass our government in its
relations with other governments. But it may be those very facts
are the ones cur people need to know in order to come ko clear
decisions abowt our policy.”

(Daniel, deeply troubled by his newspaper’s raole, gave the
most  aukthoritative narrative of the episcde in a little-noted
speech five years later at a World Praess Institute meeting in
Mintesota, This accourt draws on that spesch, as well as other
putilic records and documents.)

That same menth The Times sant Paul Kennedy, correspondent in
Central America for The Times, to Guatemala. In what should have
been a sign to the organizers about the efficisncy of Shelr
opesration and the sscurity around i, fernedy managed to penetrate
tws miles inside the perimeter. Two months after The Nation
editorial had appearsed, on January 10, 13961, The Times carried
Faul Kennedy’s article, which reported that there was intensive
air training and that anti-Cuban commando forces were heing
drilled by foreign personnel, mainly American.

I addition to the Guatemalan Hraining site, there was a more
comfortable headguarters at the deactivated U.S. Navy hase at Opa—

Loelea, Florida, run by a wcouple of CIA field operators,
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including the urbane, witty E. Howard Hunt, later to become well-
known for ancther operation in Washington, With such flamboyant
men  in charge, the operation guickly became an item on  the
Washington cocktail cirvcuit. When David Atles Fhillips was
recruited by the CIA to handle the propaganda for a secreb
cperaticon, his few  superior gave him thres gussses about the
nature of the project. Phillips replieq, "Cuba. Cuba. And Cuba.”

Fhillips requisitioned a U.S. Army radie transmitter and
created a Spanish-language "exile" radio  statiaon, Radic Swan,
which was on the air to Cuba within a month. The Cubans knew that
the radio station, transmitting from a tiny island off Honduras,
was U.S.—supported and that it represented a larger project. Sao
did anybody who listened to it As a-vesult, Fhillips was asked
to make it sound "less American," so he took the rugs off the
flocr of the studic and added soﬁe ather rough sdges which would
give the station’s broadcasts a cheap, unfinished sound.

Ary reporter with curiosity and a knowledge of Spanish  who

passed through Miami could hardly miss the signs that somsthing

bhig was up. The New Rapublic, another  magazine with sparse

rescurces, received a piece by Karl Meyer, then an editorial
writer for The Washington Post who had travelled to Cuba and had
interviswed Fidel Castro. It i=s an interssting commentary on The
Fost®s Limited sense  of Jourmalistic responsibility and
independence at that time that Meyer did not try to use his owh

newspaper for the revelation, but chass The Mew Republic

instead, to  sound  thse alarm. Entitled "Ouwr Men in Miami,"

Meyer's piece was described by Arthur Schlesinger, Jr., then a
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presidential adviser, as "a caresful, accurate and devastating
account of CIA activities among the refugees.”

Fresident Mennedy was shown galleys of the Meyer article and
evpressed the hope that it could be stopped. The wditor of  the
magazine, Filbert Harrison, accepted the suggestion wibthout
guestion, according to Schlesinger, "a patriotic act which left me
cddly wncomfortable.

Tad Szulc, a New York Times reporiter with both curiosity and
good  contacts in the Cuban community, passed through Miami  from
mio december Janeiro and discovered that an invasion force was  in
final stages of formation. He requested permigsicon to investigate
and guickly decided that a group of such size and resources could
only be financed and dirvected by the CIA.

I early April he filed a long dispatch to The Times which
begans

"For nearly nine months Cuban exile military forces dedicated
to the overthrow of premier Fidel Castro have been training in the
United Statess as well as in Central America.

"Ar army of 5,000 ta §,000 men constitutes the external
fighting arm of the anti-Castro Releutimnary Council, which was
formed im bhe United States last month. Its purpose is the
liberation of Cuba from what it describes as the Communist rule of
the Castro regime.”

The article, more than twe columns long, was scheduled to
lead the paper on Friday, April 7, 13961 unds2r a four—column
headline, But Orvil Dryfoos, the publisher, was troubled by the

security implications and further anguished over the possibility
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that if Lhe ipvasion failsd, The Times would be blamed. He
discussed it with Turner Catledge, managing editor of The Times,
and it waz decided that they would consult with James Reston,
Washington correspondent for the newspaper.

Reabton advised against running anything that would pinpoint
the planned timing of the invasion (On April 7, Szulc had described
the invasioch which took place as planned in the early hours of
Aoril 15, as  “isminent." Nothing mors  specific  than  that.)
Szulc recalls, "A decision was made in New York Aot to mention
the CIA's part in the invasion preparations and not to use the
date of the invasion.” p

Over the passionate objections of some of The Times’® editors,
the Szulec story was toned down and the-fuur—calumn headline became
a  one-colunn Wead lower on the page, a kind of newspaper body-—
language wWhich suggested that the story was not a major one.
Iranically, although the imminence of the invasion was deleted
from Ssulc’s story, the nswspaper added & shirttail article,
quoting a CBS broadcast saying that the invasion preparations were
i their final stages. But that did not have the majestic
autharity of the The Times' own dispatch and was largely ignored.

Szule  labsy rveported in his book, "Fidel" that the Cuban
intelligence services had functioned with perfection. Interior
Minieter Ramirdc Valdes told Szulc, "We knsw who evaryhody was, what
weapons they carvied, how much ammonition they had, where they were
going to be, how many of them, at whal time, and what they proposed
i A wo o We WEr e vary sariously infiltrated in the

counterrevolutionary bands,”




After the Bay of Pigs invasion had failed, President Kennedy
himself was curiously ambiguous  about  the suppression o f
informaticon. Bome two wesks after the fiasco, speaking to the
American Socisty of Mewspaper Editors, HKennedy had suggested that
NEWSHapers "re—examine their owh responsibilities...BEvery
newspapser now  asks itsslf with regpect $o every story, *Is it
news?! All I suggest is that you add the gquestion: 'Is it in the
interest of national security?™"

Speaking to a smaller group of the editors in  the White
House, Henrnsdy went down a list of what he considered to be
hreachss of security, with many of the swamplés taken from The
Times, including FPaul Kennedy’s origisal dispatch in  January.
Catledge of The Times pointed out tha; the same information  FPaul
Kennedy had reported had appezared in the Guatemalan newspapsr La
Hora and was thus presumably available to the Cubans and  anybody
wlse who read the Spanish language. The president replied, "Yes,
but it was not pnews until it appeared in The Times."

Eut them, at the same mesting, Kennedy pulled Catledge aside

and  told him, "If you had printed morse about the operaticn  you
witld  have saved us from a colossal mistake." A& year later he
told Dryfioos, "I wish vou had run everything on Cuba...I am just

sorry you didn’t tell it at the fime."

The same internal anguish continued at the newspaper itself,
withh Dani=l believing that the publicatiochn of ©the specific
information would have resulted in the cancellation of the
operation, savipg the counbry an enormous setback. His argument

Wwas that a newspaper has a duby “to kesp the public informed on

- e e v B i ot AT v et T YT -y




=%

3%
3

*%

=

mattérs vitally affacting aur pational honor and prestige, nat to
mention ouwr national security.”

Rezton, who had argusd successfully for the suppression of
the invasion date, remained convinced that it was the right thing
to do, for the country and for the newspaper. He told Daniel, "It
ie ridiculous to think that publishing the fact that the invasion
was aimminent would have avoided this disaster. I am gquits sure
the operation would have gone forward.”

If it had, then The Times, according to this argument, would
have hasn responsible — or at least have Eeen publicly blamed -—-—
for the defeat.

There is an odd postscript to this story, somsthing which
should preavent anybody  from drawing easy conclusicas about
Journalistic duty and national security.

The Bay of Pigs fiasco in 1961 and the fecklessness of the
Kennedy administration led, as such things do, to a more sSerious
challenge, the Cuban Missile Crisis of 1382, Apparsntly convinced
that Kannedy was a lightweight, Mikita Ehruschev made the
momentous decisimk to challenge the young American president by
meevd ng ballistic misziles ints Cuba secretly. The
discovery by U.S. intelligence of the Soviet plans led to the
cvisis  that  brought the world to the edge of nuclear war, an
intricate duel of brinksmanship that depended as much bady
deception, timing and cohcealment as it did on powsr.

Uhan Dryfoos died in 1963 Fresident Kennedy wrote ©to his
widow +hat Dryfoos had helped him twice duving the previous two

YRAT S, One was the withholding of the precise details of the Bay
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of Figs invasion, "the other his decision to refrain from printing
s October 21st the news, which only the man for  The Times

possessed, on the pressmce of Russian missiles in Cubad”

enmedy wrots Mes. Dryfoos,  "Upon my informing  him  that
Resded 24 hours more %o complets our  preparaticons"  Dryfoos
withheld %the information. Ag a result of the RBay of Pigs episcde

Dryfons had set up 2 channel of communication which would avoid

the gometimes troublesoms ethics of the middle-level editors at

o

the mewspaper. As Danlel explained it, Dryfoos told the president
"when there was a dangsr of sescurity information getting into
print, the thing to do was to call in the publishers and  explain
matters to them."

Kennedy did exactly that when tiéped aff that The Timas had
infarmation  that the United States knew the Boviet missiles were
smplaced in Cuba. He called Dry?oas and Reston, and told them
that 17 the news about the missiles were published before he
ravealed the American knowledge "Khruschev could actually give him
arn  ultimatum before he went an the air" to announce the American
discovery. The news was withheld, giving the American president
the advantage of diplomatic tactical surprise, although it was no
secret to the Russians or the Cubans that the Americans knew about
the miszile emplacements, since they were watching the U-2s fly
overtiead and, indesd, shot one down at the height of the crisis,

o Dok, 27,1982,

We

But the withholding of the news permitted Kennedy to spring his

strategic surprise, and kept the Soviets from making their owh

announcement, a sequence which could have changed the outcome of
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the crisis.

Th Washington, in the 1950s and 1960s, the lline betwesn those
Whc worked in the establishment and those journalists who wers
supposed to serutinize them was even less visible than it is now.
Walt=r Lippmann’s relations with esight different administrations
went  further than news cohtacts; he went to school with the men
whe  van bhe country, spent weekends with them and their families,
Flivted with their daughters, and finally took the wife of the man
who might be the eguivalent of the British Archbishop of
Canterbury, the editor of "Foreign Affairs.”

Arthur Krock, Lippmann’s columnist countervpart The Times,
boasted in his "Meéemaivs® that he had intimate contact with 1z
American presidents. i

Richard Bissell, the man who ran the CIA’s covert operations

imcluding the Bay of Pigs, went ta s-hool (Graotomn, class of "28)

with Alsop, the newspaper columnist, whose bhrother Stawart,

also a ¢olumnis srved part of his careser as an intelligence
of ficer.

These meld not only looked similar tall, thinning
hair. straight nosesd, thsy thought alike. Whether journalists
oy gavernment officials, they had gone through the same war, ofben
in the same intelligence ocutfits, or aboard the same ships. And so
it shouldn’t  be surprising that the government men, when they
ware in treouble, went to their friends in the press, either o
leak some pointed inmformation, or to suppress other stories.

1+ should =slsec ot be surprising that  the reguests were

homored, That was how the system cperated, involving a sense of

NP
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honor, privilege and a shared definition of duty.

Tt was not only the near—identical views of how to manage the
American Century that disposed the two sides to cooperate. Thers
was also the consideration that a favor performed was a social and
professional debt. When the journalist side of the friendship
needed a favar, the government side rasponded.

Mostly this was done over lunch, at dinner parties ov  on
tennis courts, and so there is no writben racovd, for example, of
the bargain that was made when John Foster Dulles slipped The New
York Times the full set of notes from the VYalta Big Four
conference which carved up the world into spheres of influence.

But thare was a fortunate anomaly which permits us to study
how it was done. J. Edgar Hoover, t%e secrebive and egomaniacal
director af the FRI, knew how the game was played in  Washington,
but he didn't have the inside coﬂfacts, the feel or the background
or even the look, In banguet pictures, he stands out, a bulldaog
among the Golden Rebtrievers.

While his arch riwval, Allen Dulles, director of fthe CIA, would
be sipping brandy at the clubs, Hoover would be sighning memos  at
his government—issue deshk at the FBI. Richard Risszell, Dulles’
deputy, would be sailing on Chesapeaks Bay with other members of
the establishment while Hoover, accompanied by his slavish number
tws, Clyde Tolson, would be at Laurel race ftrack, making two
dellary Sets on weehkday afterncons,

A fartumate vesult of Hoover’™s non-membsrship in the
Washington journalistic-governmental sstablishment, was that hs

laft a papsr trail of his attempts to suppress the press. He was
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a famnatical bureaucrat, iszolated from most other human oontact,
and his sycophantic employees communicated with him by means of
fawning, detailed MEME . Many of these memos survive, and
despite heroic efforts by the FBI to keep then hidden, some of
them have emerged becauss of Freedom of Information Act  reguests.
(One of the most industricus FOIA burrowers in  the FEI secret
stacks is Harold Weisberg, & former Capitel Hill staffsr and
investigative reporter who lives near Washington in a house where
the bassment is beginning to look like a government archive. 1 am
indebted to Miam for some of the following material, which he had
procured for his own books, on quite different subjects than this
oned .

After the immediate sbock uaveé of tha John F.  Kennedy

assassination, there was a sscond wave, within hours . This cne

Xﬁ“l consisted of guestions zsome of them hostile, about the role of

| s

the FBI and other government agencies, including the Secrst

Sarvice and CIA.

vd' How  could Lee Harvey Oswald, a defector and re-defector o

the Sovist Unieon, have sscaped the attenticn of the investigative

agencie=s? How could Jack Ruby have bsen allowsd to be close snough
to the arrested prisoner to have killed him? Who were thesse men,
and  what was ftheir connection to the U.8. government? M
guestions ralled in with each newspaper edition, and Hoover's
incoming memos reflected the national lack of confidence in  the
TBI. Ohe meams l;hat@escribed t-h:'Ffiv:e of the
FETI as "standing around with pockets open, waiting for the

evidence to fall in.®
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(}Aﬁx affair. De Loach was Haover’sﬂ:antact

th wp ¥ \#Wot sinud-3 s Necrvimlisled € [pymisbin,
iy fuy wkw%umk %EMWW_[

20

A natural reswult of this dissatisfaction with the FBI was a

graoundswell for a new investigative bady, A presidential
catmi ssion. For  reasons which are not yebt entirely clear and
which were no doubt artly due to his own manipul ative,

canspiratorial character, +the new president, Lyndon Johnson, did
ok want a presidential commission fto  be appointed. Orve

possibility is that he believed,

as He told TV newsman Howard

"Wennedy was trying to get Castro bufb

Smith four years later, that
Skl 1
Castra got to him first." It would not be seemly for the nation

at moursing to learn, as Johnson once put it, '"We were running a

1amit Murder Incarporated in the Caribbean.”

The reaschs are much clsarer why J. Edgar Hoover would oppose

a hard-hitting presidential commission, apart ‘ram e u:unl
bursaucratic reason that It would poach on FRI térrlturf, It was £
slur on its investigative zeal. Hoovar

i

arm insult to the Bursauw

alen understood that some of the facts which would emerge would
expose  the FEI?s mebthaods and judgements to public  scorubiny. His
instincts and his bureaucratic =kill told him the results would

contribute to

hinder Lthe future worlk of the Buresauw and would not

Ehs hist nrlnai ch duluﬂ of the FEI or its dirsctor.
Hig chief flxﬁr arnUﬂd Washington was Cartha De Loach, half

labhyist, halfd wheeler—dealer who was later leading public

pomines  for Bob Woodward?s "Desep Throat" source in the Watergate
man for the press, the man
which was

porters talked to when they wanted inside stuff,

whom ra
usually oreoduced complete with a spin that added to the FEI's
reputation for omniscienc It the real indsx of Washington power

\‘fi‘
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= e number of times a name appsars in important REolodexes —— De
Loach was 2 cerbtified heavyweight.

Just after Jack Ruby had killed Oswald in Dallas, D& Loach,
at Hoover's instruction, went to see Al Friendly, the erudite and
charming managing editor of the Washington Post at 10:30am oh Nov.
25, 1963, His mission was to choke off, wherever possible, any
mavemnsnt for  an independent investigation into  the Kennedy
assassination. He reported back to Hoover (through Tolson, since
Hoover, like a Chinese empsror, was never approached directly) and
his memorandum about the encounter is worth perusing as an example
of how business is done in Washingbton, then and now:

"I tmld Friendly that I wanted to be perfectly bonest with

him, however, I must dinsist fthat our conversation remain
completel aff the record. I menticoned we thad had »umerous
P ¥

cordial  arguments in the past aha the fact was well established
that we usually had different points of view oh most matiers. I
mentioned that the purpose of my call, however, was a matter of
grave concern and I felt certain he would vrecognize the fact.
Friendly agreed and stated our conversation would be maintained
gtrictly in confidences

"I tmld Friendly that apparently there had been a "leak’ fto
his pape* to the effect that a 'presidential commission’ had  been
suggested to logk into the assassination of the president and the
murder of Lee Harvey Oswald. I mentioned we had received
information  indicating his paper plannsd to prepare an  aditorial
styictly affirming the mecessity of a *presidential commission.?

T was menticned that sush oan editorial would be most  wunwise at
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the present ftime.... affirmed the fact that an editorial
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wasz being considered.
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"I told Friendly T had just conferred with the dirschor
(Hoover) regarding this matter and wanbted him to know that such
an  editorial o0 the part of his paper would mersely Tauddy the
waters’ and would create further confusion and hysteria. It was

mentioned that the president had personally asksed the director to

have the FRI conduct & full investigation both  inte the
assassination of the president and into the murder of Dswald. I
told him Mr . Moover WAB personally supervising these

investigations and that reports would be submitted o the
Department of Justice and to the White House in two phases: (10
the assassinaticon of the president and (2) the murder of Lee

Harvey Oswald. I mentioned that Mr. Hoover had sesen to it that the

best ftrained men in the FB] were on these investigations and that
our inquiries were proving to be gswift and intensive. I told kim
o stone is to be left unturned. I furthsr told him that the

president had additionally discussed this matter with the divector
today and that the divector has assured the president that
thorough investigations were proceeding at full speed. I mentionsd

ta Friendly that thorough investigations wers procseding at full

W

peed. I mentioned to Friendly that our investigatiorn would

i

include and lay to rest rumers of substance that had been flying

with respect to the two matters., I mentioned Lo Wim  alsas

2]
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the fact that the State of Texas was concerned with the matter and
was conducting the inguiry.

"I &tald Frisndly that as a matter of persconal intersest %o
¥ v
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lim, our investigations into the murder of lLese Harvay Oswald would

determine *the adequacy of security given to UOswald and that the

facts, ragardless  of  what they wmight be, would allow the
Department of Justice %o determing whether a Civil Rights
viclation had ococurred. Friendly replied he was mast interested

in this phassa.”

"T mentioned to Friendly that considering all the above, an
edlitorizl in  his paper suggesting a Tpresidential commission’
wuld merely serve to confuse the issue. I told him it was hoped
that he would understand our viewpoint in this matter and would,
therefore, eliminate the sditorial.

"Without any hesitation, Friendl; told me bthe editorial would
be sliminated."

But, then Friendly ran int&.interﬂal opposition at The Paost
and called De Loach 0 say that his superior at the Pos 8 5 Fuss=11
Wigging, later U.S.,; representative to the United Nations, had
wanted o go ahead with the demand for a commissiaon.

De Loach responded with what could be slogan for those in
governmant who try to keep things out of the press. "I told him I
was not  asking him t2 suppress anything but merely listen $to a
point of common sense during a very trying time."

Friendly, according to De Leoach's memo, gave some sort of
answar about "what might ke best for the gensral public.”

’t/vl D& Loach, Hoover's main c-:rntact the outside world,
said that this "is.the usual "hogwash® on ths part of Wiggins who

cannot  he Yrugted and usually attempts fto run opposite good
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Judgemsnt in erder to zatisfy his own egol”

(On & later wmemo about a Post staffer is  found the
characteristic childish scrawl of Hoover: M"He is a typical
Washington FPost ! fake liberal.™")

The director was content with that operation in a time whian
nothing else appeared to be going right for the FRI. Far  the
record, he sent back a memorandum later that day $o say, "I called
Mr. Walter Jenking (Cassistant to the Presideat ) at the Whites
House and advised him that we had killed the editorial in the
FPost....He said bhe would advise Fresident Johnson about it and

that the President will be very pleased.".

P

The Director had dopme his part in carrying out the orders  of
the new President. Thoss adminisivation ideas were summed up best
in  a memd written the same day that De Loach called on The Fost.
Written by Deputy Attorney Eenerai Micholas Katzenbach, the order
was catsgorical: "The public must be satisfied that Oswald was the
assassing  that he did not have confederates who are still  a%
large; and that the evidence was such that he would have heen

convicted at triall”

bt
Eigﬂwnl”w Hoover and Johnson were less pleased when the naticonal
\7

j groundswell for a commission o investigate the Hennedy killing

proved irresistible; although the results of the Warren commission
Jii &g?’ appeared to follow the Matzenbach guidelines about the conclusions
to be drawn.

These examples are not meant to show that history was changed
by Jjouwrnalistic megligence or co-opbicn. They illustrate how the

systen operated, and hiow to comtinues to operats; when journalists
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il
forget their watchdog function in order to take on ths mors
comfortable role as a sharer in the executive role. But  when
the Journaliet cooperates with the politician —— whether out of
patriatiam oy out of & desire to get the inside track on  laber
scoops == a kind of short-cirvouit in the demccoratic process

oocotrze The confusion of roles means that governmental power iz
operating without onse of the controls that the Constitubion
ingisted on. Infringement «f the press can take many forms and
one  of the most insidicus is the valuntary coopéeration of

journalists in their own silencing.
d
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