: R § oV oy W tinee - ié,w\

Dear Jim, re FBI/DJ Withholdings relating to surveillance and classifications 4/12/78

4 ¥hile resting fromexertion nd still wanting to get some work done on the
yonsultancy I decided to check some sources, which did not require dictating, and to
1 have these sources available for citation.

The source I used in this case is the Church Rgport Vol.III and in connection
| with what I recall telling J hn Hartingh and am sure I wrote him. The pages are
attached.

What I was looking for and did find is not, however, the reason for my sending
you these pages now. Rather is it for use in court cases, as with CED withholdings.
(It also relates to the miidentified Serial in the OFR appendixz, I think 5654.)

You will find that classification was used improperly, that TOP SECRET classifi-
: cation was used on memoranda for the sole purpose of hiding FEI illegal activities
against Dr. “ing. In tiis case buggings.
g If they had by any chance become legal with the authorization of the AG, it is
clear he did not authorigze them.

o It also is clear throughout this part of the report that thers was no besis for the
% "national security" claim and that it was, rather, used for political purposes. These

b are spelled out by the FEI in terms of its concept of Dr, King's private life and its

‘; determination to destroy him and his leadership.

You heard me tell Yohn that I knew the FEL used other than FEI agents for con-
ducting some of its surveillances, Hepe that also is explicit, with descriptions ofnthe
people they used, And, of course, citations to FBI files, as is true of the entire
Church reports

T+ thus becomes a simple matter for the FBI to bug and tap and not have the acts
listed in its logs of its own "authorized" bugging and tapping.

The Church report is also explicit on the end of "authorization™ long before

the time reflected in Serial 5654 and the overheard conversation of Arbenathy and Corettas
Yet that record is explicit, the information, if it can be called that, was the result

of a wire-tap. In fact authorization had been asked and refused at that time. But there
is, nonetheless, the fruit of that tap. -

i These items are also useful in my PA requests, in 1996 in connection with ‘the
v surveillance items, on classification and its legitimacy and as a general characteri=-
{ gation of the attitude toward compliance and toward the court.

Hastily,
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____ordered its field offices to review their files for “subversive” infor-
N.Mﬂou\wgcw‘Unwaum and to submit that information to FBI head-
quarters in reports “suitable for dissemination. = -
The Bureau had upparently also been engaged in an extensive Stk
veillance of Dr. King's civil rights activities since the late 1950s
“under an FBI program called “Racial Matters.” This program, which
was unrelated to COMINFIL, required the collection of ‘all perti-
nent information” about the “proposed or actual activities” of indi-
viduals and organizations “in the racial field.” * Surveillance of Dr.
King's civil rights activities continued under the Racial Matters pro-
——gram after the COMINFIL case was o%mu&. Indeed, the October
962 memorandum which authorized the COMINFIL case specifically
provided that “any information developed concerning the integra-
tion or racial activities of the SCLC must [also be reported
[under a] Racial Matters ca tion.” = .

The first FBI allegations that the Communist Party was attempt-
ing to infiltrate the SCLC a red in a report from the FBI to
Attorney General Robert F. Kennedy, dated January 8, 1862.%° The
report stated that one of Dr. King’s wmﬂmmnTmeEuTE. referred
to as “Adviser A”—was a “member of the Communist Party, USA.”
Within & few months FBI reports were describing another of Dr.
King's associates—hereinafter referred to as “Adviser B"—as a “mem-—
ber of the National Committee of the Communist Party.”* The
allegations concerning these two individuals formed the basis for
opening the COMINFIL investigation in Qctober 1962. .

It is unclear why the FBI waited nine months to open the COMIN
FIL investigation.® The Bureau might have been hoping to acquire
new information from microphone and wiretap surveillance of Ad-
viser A’s office, which was initiated in March 1962.* However, it does

¥

* Memorandum from Director, FBI to SAC, Atlanta, 2/27/62. The instructions
did not define what was meant by “subversive.” Reports from field offices during
the ensuing months considered as “subversive” such information as the fact that
Dr. King had been one of 350 signers of a petition to abolish the House Committee
on Un-American Activities. (FBI Report, New York, 4/13/62.) These instructions
to the field were issued on the first day of Dr. King's trial in which he and seven
hundred other civil rights demonstrators were charged in Albany, Georgia, with
parading without a permit. (Atlanta Constitution, 2/28/62, p. 1.)
= PRI Mannal Section 122, p. 5. This policy was later interpreted as requiring
upgverage” of demonstrafions, meetings, “gr any other pertinent Information
concerning racial activity.” (Memorandum from Director, FBI to SAC, Atlanta,
i N
Q\W:nHmMLthaﬂb from Director, FBI, to SAC, Atlanta, 10/23/62, p. 2.
®(On the same day the Southern Regional Counsel—a respected civil rights
study group—issued & report criticizing the Burean's inaction during civil rights
demonstration that were then occurring in Albany, Georgia. This report s dis-
~—=-—- cussed at pp. 89-90. :
— -~ ®Memorandum from Director, FBI, to Attorney General, 1/5/62.
= Memorandum from Frederick Baumgardner to William Sullivan, 10/22/62.
= PRI headquarters first requested the field offices for recommendations con-

~ /'his was the same day on which officials in Albany, Georgla, sought & judicial

- ban against demonstrations 1ed by Dr. King, alleging that Negroes had been en-

dangering the lives of police officers \..nm_wn agents of the Federal Bureau of In-
vestigation.” (New York Times, T/22 2 .

m._.%.s E_nuou%cﬁm was installed in Adviser A’s office on March 18, 1862 (Airtel

~ from BAC, New York to Director, FBI, 3/16/62] and a wiretap was installed

«—— an his office telephone on, 3/20/62 (Airtel from SAC, New York to Director, FBI,

—9 . The wiretap was authorized by the Attorney General (Memorandum
Wﬁﬁw&oﬁ TBI to Attorney General, 3/6/62). The microphone was approved

8y

not appear that these surveillances collected any additional informa- T
_tion bearing on the FBI's characterization of Adviser A asa “com- e

fmizni

munist.” L

Despite the goals and procedures outlined in the COMINFIL sec-
tion of the FBI Manual, the Bureau’s investigation of Dr. King did not
focus on whether any of his advisers were acting under Communist
Party discipline and control or were working to enable the Commu-
nist Party to influence or control the SCLC.® The microphone whicl

i L ot
N

liad been installed in Adviser A’s office in March 1962 was discontinued Bt

before the COMINFIL investigation began,* and, although wiretap
coverage of Adviser A continued—and even intensified #*—the infor-

mation obtained appears to have related solely to his advice to Dr.

King concerning the civil rights movement and not at all to the alleged
Communist Party origins of that advice.*® Two FBI reports prepared
in succeeding years which summarize the FBI's information about
Adviser A do not contain evidence substantiating his purported rela-
tionship with the Communist Party.*®

Without full access to the Bureau’s files, the Committee cannot de-
termine whether the FBI's decision to initiate 8 COMINFIL investi-
gation was motivated solely by sincere concerns about alleged com-
munist infiltration, or whether it was in part influenced by Director
Hoover's animesity toward Dr. King. The FBI Director’s sensitivity
to eriticism and his attitude Sﬁ.wﬂwwﬂ. ing are documented in sev-
eral events which occurred during the period when the FBI was con-
sidering initiating the COMINFI1L investigation.

Asearly as February 1962, Director Hoover wrote on a memorandum
that Dr. King was “no good.” *°

In January 1962 an organization called the Southern Regional
Council issued a report criticizing the Bureau’s inaction during civil
rights demonstrations in Albany, Georgia.** An updated version of
that report was released in November 1962. A section entitled “Where
Mw.-mm mmw»H Federal Government™ made the following observations about

e :

only at the FBI division level (Memomandum from James Bland to William Sul-
livan, 8/2/62).

= ¥BI Manual Section 87, pp. 12-13, 83-85. Former Assistant Director Sullivan
testified : “If & man is not under the discipline and control of the Communist
Party. ipso facto he is not really a member of the Communist Party. The Party
demands the man's complete discipline, the right of complete discipline over a
Party member. That is why they have the graduations, you szee, the fellow
traveler, not & Party member, because he would not accept the entire discipline -
of the Party. The sympathizer, another graduation of it, what we call the dupe,
the victim of Communist fronts and so forth. The key—I am glad you raised this
question—the key to membership is does this man accept completely the Party
discipline. If he does not, be is not regarded as a gennine member.” (Sullivan,

11/1/75, p. 18.) e

* It was discontinued on August 16, 1962. Bee Airtels from SAC, New York to
Director, ¥BI, 8/16/62 and 11/15/62, and Memorandum from Director, FBI to
SAC, New York, 11/23/62.

s ¥ The Attorney General authorized a wiretap on Adviser A's home telephone in

November 1962 (Memorandum from Director, FBI to Attorney General,
11/20/62).
* F.g, Memorandum from Director, FBI, to Attorney General Kennedy.
® Indeed, in April 1964 a field office reported that Adviser A was not under the
influence of the Communist Party. Memorandum from SAC New York to Director, )
FBI, 4/14/64. )
“ Memorandum from James Bland to William Sullivan 2/3/62. — —————
@ gpecial Report, Southern Regional Comnell, 1/8/62. —
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In late July 1963, the FBI opened a file entitled “Communist In- -
fluence in Racial Matters,” and closely monitored preparations for the
August 28 Civil Rights March on Washington. "I'he FBI's Domestic
Intelligence Division informed Director Hoover shortly before the
March that Communist influence in the civil rights movement was
negligible. The Director disagreed, The head of %m Domestic Intelli-
gence Division, William Sullivan, responded by recommending more
intense FBI surveillance of the civil rights movement. _

- = =
I CONCERN INCREASES IN THE FBI AND THE EENNEDY ADMINISTRATION
~OVER ALLEGATIONS OF COMMUNIST INFLUENCE IN THE CIVIL RIGHTS -

MOVEMENT, AND THE FBI INTENSIFIES THE INVESTIGATION : JANUARY
1862—0CTOBER 1963 = == 3

Initroduction and Summary g .

This chapter explores developments in the Martin Luther King case
from the period preceding the FBI's M%QEN of the COMINFIL in-
vestigation in October 1962 through the FBI's decision to intens
us investigation of suspected communist influence in the civil rights
movement in October 1863. Particular emphasis is placed on the inter-
pal reasons for the FBI's intensification of its investigation of Dr.
King and on the interplay between the Justice Department and the
FBI during this wmlomn..., ) )

In summary, the evidence described in this chapter establishes that
the FBI barraged the Justice Department with & stream of memo-
randa concerning the Communist muunﬁw..m interest in the civil rights
movement and Dr. King’s association with two individuals, referred
1o in this report as Adwvisers A and B, who were alleged to have strong
ties to the Party.*® In response to the Bureau’s warnings, the Justice
Department endeavored to convince Dr. King to sever his relations
i_ﬂ»vcmm individuals, but met with only mixed success. Dr. King
continued to turn to Adviser A for advice; Adviser B, whose asso-
ciation with Dr. King and allegedly with the Communist Party had
been picked up by the press in late 1962, wnvr&w. announced his resig-
nation from the SCLC in early July 1963, although he apparently
continued We associate ﬂ.%u UAW: King on an informal gmmw.

i earings over the administration’s proposed public accom-
E&U”MMFMu vEEWmMEw 1963, crities of the E%n&bwmwm that the civil
rights movement, and Dr. King in particular, were influenced by Com-
munists. Dr. King’s plans for a civil rights march on Washington in
August were receiving increasing publicity. On July 16, the Attorney
General raised with the FBI's Justice Department liaison, Courtney
Ervans, the possibility of a wiretap on Dr. King and one of his legal
advisers.

The following day the FBI sent an analysis of its COMINFIL
mformation 8:%5 Justice Department. The administration decided to
continue its public support of Dr. King. During the ensuing week, the
President informed the press that there was no evidence that civil -
rights demonstrations were Communist-inspired ; the Attorney Gen-
eral announced that the FBI had no evidence that any eivil rights
leaders were controlled by Communists; and the Attorney General °
rejected the FBI's request for authority to wiretap Dr. King,

In August 1963, the Justice Department received a report from
the FBI which apparently contained allegations extremely unfavor-
able to Dr. King. The Attorney General told Courtney Evans that he
faced impeachment if the report was “leaked,” and demanded that it
be resubmitted with a cover memorandum detailing the factual basis
for the allegation. The memorandum submitted in response to that
request contained no information concerning Dr. King that had not
already been known to the Attorney General in J uly, but the Attorney
General permitted the investigation to proceed. :

i

‘m.waua__mg@%ﬁs«a%eé?.ﬁé%&.i&g; gind
— B \E«g 1962—Tune 1963 = . .

The Kennedy administration’s eoncern over FBI allegations that
Communists were influencing the civil rights movement led the Justice
Department to make several attempts to persuade Dr. King to sever
his relations with Advisers A and B. In January 1962, Hoover first
warned Attorney General Kennedy that Advisor A, a member of the ik
Communist Party, U.S.A., “is allegedly a close adviser to the Reverend
Martin Luther N.Em.. ° Shortly afterwards, Assistant Attorney Gen-
eral Burke Marshall of the Justice Department’s Civil Rights Di-
vision told Dr. King that the Bureau claimed Adviser A Wis A com-
munist and advised that they break off relations.s* According to an
FBI memorandum, Deputy Attorney General Byron R. White also
considered speaking with Dr. King about Adviser A, but decided

inst doing so when told by the FBI that revealing too much of the
wﬂm 's information might tip off Dr. King or Adviser A to the identity
of certain FBI informants.*

Dr. King gave no indication of breaking off relations with A dviser
A, who was a close friend and trusted advisor. He did, however, appar-
ently consider the adverse effects on the civil rights movement that
his association with Adviser B might canse.” In June 1962 the FBI
intercepted a conversation * in which Adviser A recommended that
Dr. King informally use Adviser B as his executive assistant, noting
that “as Jong as Adviser B did not have the title of Executive Direc-
tor, there would not be as much lightning flashing around him.” Dr.
King was reported to have pmﬁ.mmm remarking that “no matter what
a man was, if he could stand up now and say he is not connected, then
as far as I am concerned, he is eligible to work for me.” &

On October 8, 1962, the FBI's Domestic Intelligence Division pre-
pared a memorandum summarizing accounts that had reviously
appeared in newspapers concerning Adviser B’s alleged mva_dnimh

und Pﬂﬁﬁm association with Dr. King. The Division for-
warded the memorandum to Cartha D. DeLoa , head of the Crime
Records Division, the FBI's public relations arm, for “possible use P
by his contacts in the news media field in such Southern states as -
Alabama where Dr. King has announced that the next targets for

~ ®“Memorandum from Director, FBI to Attorney General 1/8/62.

* Burke Marshall testimony, 8/31/786, P 10

* Memorandum from Courtney Evans to Alan Belmont, 2/6/62.

= Allegations concerning Adviser B's membership in the Communist Party had
received wide publicity in the newspapers. There were no snch press allegations
about Adviser A.
* Adviser A's phones were covered by FBI wiretaps. See p. 88, e

bR = s - -~ e —
—*The memoranda also contained information about the civil rights movement Memorandum from New York Field Office to FBI Headquarters, 8/21/62, 1. 8.

of considerable political value to the administra tion,
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integration of universities are located.” DeLoach’s signature and the

—— notation,“handled, Augusta (illegible), Atlania, 1-/19” appear on

the recommendation.®® . )

The article was apparently disseminated. because an October 25,

1962, article in the Augusta mEdE.n_m described Adviser B as a mem-
ber of the CPUSA’s National Committee who was serving as Dr.
Mmbm.m “Acting Executive Director.” Dr. H.EON publicly nded,
on Qctober 30, that “no person of kmown Communist iation™
could serve on the staff of the SCLC and denied any kmowledge that
Adviser B had Communist affiliations. Dr. King also announced Ad-
viser B’s temporary resignation from the SCLC pending an SCLC
investigation of the allegations.
A stream of memoranda from the FBL however, warned the Jus-
tice Department that Adviser B continued as an associate of Dr.
King despite his apparent resignation from the SCLC. In December,
Director Hoover was cautioning the Attornev General that Adviser D
continued to “represent himself as being affiliated with the New York
Office of the SCLC and, during late November and early December
1962, was actively engaged in the work of this organization.” ® A few
days later, the Attorney General was informed that Advisers A and
B were planning a “closeted . . . critical review” with Dr. King con-
cerning the direction of the civil rights movement. Kennedy Wwdu& on
the memorandum: “Burke—this Is not getting any better.” ™

In early February 1963, Dr. King the Justice Department
for a briefing on Adviser B's background. apparently in response to
newspaper articles about Adviser B resulting from the Bureau’s cam-
paign to publicize Adviser B’s relationship with Dr. King. Assistant
Attorney General Marshall noted in a memorandum that he had “been
in touch with the Attorney General on this matter and is anxious to
have it handled as soon as possible.” * Sometime later in February,
Marshall spoke with Dr. King about severing his association with Ad-
visers A and B. Memoranda from Director Hoover to the Justice De-

artment during the oumcgm months, however. emphasized that Dr.
Wb.m was maintaining a close relationship with
memoranda to the Justice Department contained no new information
substantiating the charges that either was a member of the Communist
Party, or that either was carrying out the Party’s policies.™

* Memorandum from F. J. Baumgardner to William Sullivan, 10/8/62, p. 2.

The memorandum bears the eaption “Communist Party, USA, COINTELPRO.”
This iz the first indication of a counterintelligence program directed against Ad.
viser B, Adrvizser A became the subject of such a program in 1986, For a discussion
of the FBI's COINTELPRO effort, see staff report on COINTELPRO. '

* Memorandum from Director, FBI to Attorner General, 1/23/68, p. 1.

™ Memorandum from Director, FBI to Attorney General, 1/10/63. The At-
sorney General was subseguently told that Adviser B. Dr. King, and Adviser A
conferred with other members of the SCLC on January 10 and 11. (Memorandum
from Director, FBI to Burke Marshall, 1/31/63.)

 Memorandum from Alex Rosen to Alan Belmont. 2/4/63. ]

= On March 10 the Attorney General was informed that Adviser A and Dr.
King had engaged in a lengthy conversation concerning an article that Dr. King
was preparing for The Nation. (Memorandum from Director, FBI to Attorney
General, 3/12/63.) On June 8, the Director sent the Attorney General a mnine-
page “concise summary” of information about Adviser A, emphasizing his role
as Dr. King's adviser. (Memorandum from Director, FBI to Attorney General,

.. ®8/8/63.) An FBI memorandum in early June reported a discussion between -

h men. Those -

W. . June 17, 1963 :
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he two advisers continued. A memormdun by Hmver <azes that on
The Attorney General called md advsed 3= worc Hi= to
have Assistant Attorney Genery Bree Mr=== =k to
Martin Luther King and tell Dz Kinr 2 i to r= 1ig of
m Advisers A and B], that he shonif not Tave s emses with
directly or indirectly.
I pointed out that if Dr. King emtines thssomasar he

is going to hurt his own cause £ thew are nere snd more

Communists trying to take advammge ¢ ‘the nov=men: and
bigots down South who are agains mterazim ave e

to charge Dr. King is tied in vz Conmurss T sawd m
thought Marshall could very defireelyr 37 wo= aspmatie is
rather widely known and, with tImgs —v=aizns %= Sem
now, nothing could be worse thar for T+, Eny it e assoei-
ated with it.™ ’

Marshall subsequently spoke with Tr. Eng abor Arrme~< A and
w.q.@H% a follow-up memorandum writi= several morchs seer Marshall
stated :

- . . I brought the matter to the smmenti® o _z. ¥og w=ry
explicitly in my office on the mo=ing # Jme = ors0 8
scheduled meeting which Dr. Kirr haf =it e T==iant.
EHEE. mﬂﬁ%go at, the Mw_.moamm @%A 2=prns Genral and

e ident separately [an mgly urger De. e that
there mﬂroim be no further conneczon beweer 13vime B and
the Southern Christian Leadersip (anfermee ix. Ring
stated that the connection wonld ie enfied =

Dr. King later told one of his associzes the the ==t 3ad told
him “there was an attempt (by the ¥5I) = smee- v movament on
the basis of Communist influence. The Presdem asc sc. 7 assum
you know you're under very close surv=flan="=% - -

Adviser A and Dr. King eoncerning whethe Dr. Eny waid mmesr m a tele-
vision program in connection with a projeced arirfe iv i» Smwrisy Frening
Pogt. Dr. King accepted Adviser A's recommendsior i he ==2 Je article
before committing himself because the repo—er “Tused ¢ & o mesams about
[Adviser B] and that kind of thing" (Menorssimr Trez If==r FBI to
Attorney General, 6/7/63.)

™ Memorandum from J. Edgar Hoover to Jrde Tiisw =z~ Tewmorr Cartha
DeLoach, Alex Rosen, William Sullivan, 8/37 83, In—=r = pemii T AZOmey
General requested a report from the Interns Serm—7 Jim=sx =mesming Dr.
King. The reply, dated June 28 cited Adviers 4 md F & ™ =is" amgrees of

alleged Oommunist influence on Dr. King. Wemeormdur *=mr X Warsr Yeag-

ley to the Attorney General, 8/28/63.)
" Andrew Young, who was present at the meeting wit Fu-ie Xa-siall testi-
fied that Marshall had said that the Bures: bad nforme See Jascim Depart-

ment that there was in fact Communist infoenes 1 the == =gz movement. .

and had explicitly mentioned Adviser A. Wisn Yomr ssed Me=iaT fr proof,
he said that he had none, and that he “coulort ge- mrior »= @ T Zarean.”
Young recalled that Marshall had said, “¥- ask <2 Trssz - S Smmge and
we get these big memos, but they don't ever »allr @~ ar~t=c ™ T =ur vestified
that Marshall “was asking us to disassocize ourssve= frmm Tafre- 1] alto-
gether.” (Andrew Young testimony, 2/19/7€ Jp. 4=

® Memorandum from Burke Marshell toZ Edge- Hoose $ =52

™ Young, 2/19/76,p. 40. —

-The Attorney General's concern ower D Einr: sseetxinn with  ——— |

o
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0 ———"301d him the Director had : rever L

L%mlnﬂq&f -obtain additional information mzonhowmlr‘”u[
" cussing it with certain friends."™

was apparently encouraged by ]
Ixmw__wm%,wuum by t w ﬁ..an House’s receptiveness to that type ef Bum%.-_m.
mation. A microphone was installed at the Shroeder loteF ﬂnﬂ -
~ waukee two weeks later, but was declared ubwnomanm,.qar ecause
" 4there were no activities of interest developed.” ™ Dr. King's wisit Rm
Honolulu in mid-Feébruary 1964 was covered by a squad  ©
_ " suryeillance experts brought in for the occasion from San H..EEMM-
One of these experts was described in a Bureau memorandum as the
“most experienced. most ingenious, most unruffled. most oﬂwﬂﬂwm
" sound man for this type of operation In the San Francisco {ffice:
another was chosen because he had “shown unusual i mjsnw...,.-xﬂwm.
tence. and determination in making microphone installations 2 uum a
third had “been absolutely fearless in these types of operatioms MM
“over twelve years,” 1™ More than twenty reels of tape were eain
during Dr. King's stay in Honolulu and his sojourn in Los Angeles
wBN%wﬁmJ. afterward. )™ Director Hoover agreed to send s copy of 2
memorandum describing the contents of the tapes to Jenkims and
Attorney General Kennedy in order to:

11 doubt from the Attorney General’s mind as to the

Mﬁ%ﬂm Mmﬂo: King is. It will probably also eliminate Komg

from any participationin [a memorial for President Hmmw-n.l.d

which the Attorney General was helping to arrange].'™

_ King’s stay in Los Angeles in July 1964 was covered by both
5U~.magwm ”M% microphones in his hotel room. The wiretap was EWM_&
to gain intelligence about Dr. mm.wﬂm plans at zu.omﬂ MMJnv n““._.nggoov.

renti 1 surveillante was requ 0 at 0 0D
g e _...vaoum.s EN_ anmEmumnmm discredit him*® Sulli-
bing the coverage was sent to Hoover with
dissemination to the White Homse or the

thisin mind. waﬂmwﬂ, vw alses be-

|
the intelligence afforded by

- e S

S S

:
¥

tain information useful 1
van's memorandum deserl
a recommendation against
Attorney General: ia -
in this instance it is merely repetitious and does not kave

Mmmwﬁu. the impact as prior such memoranda. We are contimmu-

ing to follow closely King's activities and giving considera-
tion to every possibility for future similar coverage thaz will

add to our record on King so that in the end he might be dis-

credited and thus be removed from his position of great stat-
ure in the Negro community.'™

1|J:.u Egsﬁgb.ggpou.gn Ngmw.u\u*.iumh!b.a
told “.Mﬁ.mﬂnu of Committee staff in an informal interview that he Bad never
suggested disseminating derogatory material about Dr. King to the pres. (Staff
summary of interview with Walter Jenkins, 12/1/75, p. 2.) The Commmittee did
not take Jenkins testimony because Jenkins informed the Committer that he
was 1L . 3 e 5 : s .
_— orandum from William Sullivan to Alan Belmont, 1/28/84.
i) Wn...m_..ﬂor Special Agent in charge. San Francieco, to FBI Director, 2/55/64.
“wmirpe FBI also covered Dr. King's activities with photographic surveillance.
™ Memorandum from Frederick Baumgardner to William Sullivan 3/4/64.
“The memorandum did not show how the jnformation had .x&n. obtaimed
g 3" Memorandum from Frederick Baumgardner to William Sullivam. u\.u\mu.!
= ™ Memorandum from Frederick Baumgardner to Willizm &Emjru&m\.: -

4 -
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It'should also be noted that Dr. King's activities at the Democratic
National Convention in Atlantic City. New Jersey in August 1964
were closely monitored by the FBI. Microphones were not installed
on that occasion, although wiretaps were placed on Dr. King's-hotel
room phone. The stated justification for nm.m wiretap was the investi-
m=mo= of %ommmzm communist influence and the fact that Dr, Mu.um
may indu mw in a. bunger fast as a means of protest.”*® A great dea
- —of potentially useful political information was obtained from this
wiretap and disseminated to the White House,*®
The memorandum authorizing microphone coverage of Dr. King's
room in Savannah. Georgia during the annual SCLC conference in
September and October 1964 described surveillance as necessary be-
cause it was “expected that attempts will again be made to exert in-
fluence upon the SCLC and in particular on King by communists.” 83
The seven “bugs™ in Dr. King’s rooms during visits to New York
from January to November 1965 ‘were justified in contemporaneous
internal FBI memoranda by »aanmvﬁmw meetings of Dr. King with
several people whom the FBI claimed had affiliations with the Com-
munist Party.** No mention was made of the possibility of obtaining
private life material in memoranda concerning these “bugs.” 18

2. Evidence Bearing on Whether the Attorneys General Au-
thorized or Knew About the Microphone Surveillance of
Dr. King
. In summary, it is clear that the FBI never requested permission for
EmnwE.uM microphones to cover Dr. King from Attorney General Ken-
nedy, and there is no evidence that it ever directly informed him that
it was using microphones. There is some question, however. concerning
whether the Attorney General ultimately realized that the FBI was
using “bugs™ because of the nature of the information that he was
being sent.

Ervidence concerning Arttorney General Katzenbach's knowledge of
microphone surveillance of Dr. King is contradictory. In March 1965,
Katzenbach required the FBI for the first time to seek the Justice
Department’s approval for all microphone installations. The FBI has
given the Committee documents which indicate that Katzenbach was

I® Jetter from J. Edgar Hoover to Walter Jenkine, 7/17/64.

™ Memorandum from William Sullivan to Alan Belmont., 8/21/64.

™ The FBI's surveillance of Dr. King and other civil rights leaders at the
Atlantic City Democratic National Convention is discussed at length in a separate
stafl report dealing with elecoronic surveillance.

= Memorandum from Frederick Baumgardoer to William Sullivan, 9/28/84.

* Memorands from Joseph Sizoo to Willlam Sullivan. 1/8/85, 1/25/65, and
5/18/65; memorandum from William Sullivan to Alan Belmont, 10/14/65; memo-
randa from Frederick Baumgardner to William Sollivan. 10/28/65 and 11,/29/85.

= Possible reasons that the mention of the collection of private life material
was dropped from FBI memoranda during this period include (1) the “truce”
between Dr. King and the FBI after December 1964 (see, pp. 163 et #eg.) and
(2) the fact that after May 1865 the FB] was required to inform the Atftorney
General of microphone surveiltance and did not want to leave a “paper record”

referring to.the FBI's program to discredit Dr. King.
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_‘Hoover swrote on the memorandum, “Send so..unbrmbm.uhﬂ.rm sum-
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- informed shortly after the fact of three microphone installations on
~Dr. King, that he did not object to those installations, and that he -
urged the FBI to use caution in its surveillance activities. Katzenbach -

does not now recall having been informed about the FBFs micro-

__we will develop any. more_such_information ‘through the - —

means-employed. It is ‘highly important that we do develop

- further information of this type in order that we may com-
-~ pletely discredit King as the leader of the Negro people.

Next to Sullivan’s recommendation that Courtney Evans hand-deir=
a copy of the memorandum to the Attorney General, Director Hoo=
|ﬂn.%$ : “No. A copy need not be given the A.G.” 18 -~ : : —
enkins was su uently shown a copy of th

ﬁ&% nv.m wo:am..m of the nformation. “ RSN e v

ortly after the Honolulu bug, Sullivan chan his mind a=

— recommended that the Attorney General be Eodnwmnom E.mﬁ“h

ﬁrmﬂ% wW%oar Em@aMEE._m and H.Houwwﬁc bugs to “remove all donr
irom the orne neral’s mind t th

15,7220 Syllivan @Mmamgmu i S 8 ek Tt

Mr. Evans personally deliver to the Attorney General a
M”mw of the attached “Top Secret” memorandum. It is also

eved that Mr. Evans should indicate to the Attorney Gen-
eral that if King was to become aware of our coverage of him
1t is highly probable that we will no longer be able to develop
such information through the means employed to date and
that we, of course, are still desirous of continuing to develop
such information.

Director Hoover wrote next to this recommendation “O.K." A potate
In the margin states: “Done. 3/10/64. E[vans].” 1 The memorandm
sent to the Attorney General did not state the so ce of the inform-
H&.ﬂw&wﬁ ,“.w contained, :
en shown Sullivan's memorandum by the Committee. Courtar

Evans testified that he did not recall delive : the memorandum abar
Dr. King to the Pnnaﬂ_mwmgmd&. but that “T assume I must haves
view of this record.” 292 He doubted that he had spoken with the &-
torney General about the substance of the memorandum, however, i
Sdmmmm“& I did _Eqm a conversation with him, I believe I would hax
wri & memorandum &s to that conversation.” 1% When asked if
recalled ever telling the Attorney General that the memorandum RM
tained information obtained throngh microphone coverage, Evar
testified : :

No, T do not. And considering the tenor of the times then.

I would probably have been very cirecumspect and told him

phone surveillance of Dr. King. =i

- (a) Attorney General Robert F. Kennedy.—The FBI makes no

claim that Attorney General Kennedy was expressly informed about
~the microphones placed in Dr. King’s wﬁ;& rooms. The only FBI claim
that Attorney General Kepnedy might have been aware of the micro-
hones is a Wosmmmn Intelligence Division memorandum written in

— December 1966, which states:

concerning microphone coverage of King, Attorney General

. Robert F. Kennedy was furnished the pertinent information
obtained. perusal of which would indicate that a microphone
was the source of this information.!#s

Next to this entry, Hoover wrote: “when £ A memorandum from the
~ Domestic Intelligence Division a few days later explained :

Attorney General Robert F. Kennedy was furnished an eight

“Top Secret” memorandum . . . dated March 4, 1964,

m._zm memorandum is a summary of microphone coverage . . .

in the Willard Hotel. Washington, D.C.; Hilton Hawaiian

‘ Village, Honolulu, Hawaii; Ambassador Hotel, Los Angeles,

California; and the Hyatt House Hotel, Los Angeles, Cali-

fornia. The wording of the memorandum is couehed in such

a manner that it is obvious that a microphone was the
source.*®’

The question of whether Attorney General Kennedy suspected
that the FBI was using microphones to gather information about
Dr. King must also be viewed in light of the Wﬂﬁodum% (zeneral’s express
authorization of wiretaps in the King case on national security

_ unds. and of the FBI's practice—known to officials in the Justice

( epartment—of installing microphones in national security cases
without notifying the Department. We have examined the Bureau’s

: claim with respect to Attorney General Kennedy’s possible kmowledge
| about the microphones and have found the following evidence.

‘ As noted above. on Januvary 13, 1964, William Sullivan recom-
mended to Hoover that President Johnson's assistant, Walter Jenkins,
be given a copy of a memorandum detailing information discovered
through the Willard Hotel bug.**® Sullivan expressed doubts, how-
ever, about whether the Attorney General should be given the in-
formation :

_. The attached document is classified “Top Secret” to mini- — ——

—mize the likelihood that this material will mm read by someone — ——
who will leak it to King. However, it is possible despite its
classification, the Attorney General himself may reprimand -

—— King on the basis of this material. If he does, it is not likely —

..uﬁﬁuﬁﬂﬂuﬁﬁhmﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁ, $/4/0 See p. 122. T

stated : “We avoided mentioning specific dates as to when wn Nenﬂounﬂuﬂﬂuunw &
i e i 1 oo e L, £
?Wﬂn:ﬁa—w%uﬂwuw.m.ﬂognﬁu. 3/4/64p 2 —— — — — .

o v By ITE R —

dum exists in its files, S o :

|
| T —
, - ™ Memorandum from Charles Brennan to William Sullivan, 12/15/66, p. 2.
* Memorandum from Charles Brennan to Willlam Sullivan, 12/19/68.
** Memorandum from William Sullivan to Alan Belmont, 1/13/64. This incident

is dizscussed, at p. 121.
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