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Reference is made to the attached memorandum DeLoae '
to Mn dated 11/27/64 concerning Deloach's interview vithm

CTre-—L o—prrirr—d nform

WGty stated to Deloach that he was faced with the
difficult problem ol taking steps to remove EKing from the national
Picture. He indicates in his comments & lack of confidence that
he, alone, could be successful, It is, therefore, suggested that
consideration be given to the following course of action:

That Deloach hay urther discussion with [l abttl, n g
offer to be helpful to [GAeng Lo connection with the problem of
the removal of Xing fro- tL. Lational scene;

i

That Deloach suggest that inoaniy night desire to
call a meeting of Negro leaders in the country which might include,
for instance, 2 or 3 top leaders in the civil rights movement such
&8s Janes Taimer and A, Philip Randolph; 2 or 3 top Negro judges
such as Judge Parsons and Judge Hasty; 2 or 3 top reputable
ninisters such as Robert Johnson, Uoderator &f the Washington
City Presbytery; 2 or 3 other Belected Negro. officials from public
life sBuch as the Negro Attorney General froo one of the New England
States. These men could be called for the purpose aof learning the
facts as to the Bureau's performance in the fulfillment of its
responsibilities under the Civil Rights statute, and this could

well be done at such a meeting. 1In addition, the Buresau, on a
highly .confidentie !

background of King [%

The inclusion of U.S. Governnent officials, such as Carl
Nowah or Ralph Dunche, 1s not Buggested as they might feel =2 duty
to ndvise the Wnite House of such s contenplated meeting. It is

\belisved this would give us an opportunity to outline to a group of

*influential Negro leaders what our record in the enforcement of

. Xivid’ rizhts has bLeen. It would also Cive thew, on 2 confidentia)

g« Ve
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Memo to Mr, livan
RE: MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR.

the danger of Xinz to the over-nll civil rights novenent.

is already well aware of this, This group should include focg
leadership as would be capable of removing King from the scene

if they, of their own volition, decided this was the thing to do
after such a briefing, The group should include BEtrong enough men
to control B man like James Farmer and meke hir see the light g~*

2 dage.- ihis night have the effect of-increasing the stature otm

who 185 = ‘capable person and is ambitious.

basis, information concerning King which would convince th§~ nt

There are refinements which, of course, could be added
to the above which isB set forth in outline form for possible
consideration,.
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————- =" gbout Dr. King - November 27, 1995

D. Roy Willeins of NAACP meetswith DeLoach to discuss allegat

On November 24, 1964, Director Hoover gave a speech at Loyola
University in Chicago in which he referred to moral laxness in civil
rights group. On November 27, Roy Wilkins, Ezecutive Secretary of
NAACP, phoned DeLoach an H—MWMMKR_ a meeting. Wilkins told the _
(Committee that he had been distu by Hoover's ola University

n«o?a—. had been

speech a few days before, and-that he had realized
referring to Dr. King because of rumors then circulating that the
FBI rpm " material about Dr. King. Wilkins

developed “derogato ,
was spurred into Emm»..w:-mmmn?gnwr by pointed inquiries froni i
severnl reporters about. whether Director Hoover’s remarks had been
dirvoted toward Dr. King. Wilkins deseribed his motivation in re- s
the civil rights movement.” He

questing the meeting ns “protecting | [ 7
said that Dr. King did not learn of his meeting with DeLoach until %

over a week after it had oceurred.®” o o =
DeLoach and Wilkins have given the Committee differing accoun

of what was said at their meeling. DeLoach’s version is summarized
in a letter that he sept to President Johnson on November 30. 1964 °

Wilkins said that . . . the ruination of King would spell the
downfall of the entire civil rights movement. .. Wilkins indi-
cated that [if allegations concerning King’s personal conduct
and supposed connections with communists were publicized],
many of his Negro associates would rise to his mmmmumm. e
felt, however, that many white people who believe in the civil
rights movement and who yearly contribute from $300 to
350,000 to this movement woulil immediately cease their finan-
cial support. This loss, coupled with the loss of faith in Kin
by millions of Americans, would halt any further progress o
the civil rights movement.***

A memorandum by DeLoach written shortly after the meeting states:

I told him . . . that if King wanted war we certainly would
rive it to him. Wilkins shook his head and stated there wus no .
Moccn in his mind as to which side would lose if the FBI really -
came out with all its ammunition against King. I told him the %
ammunition was plentiful and that while we were not respon-
sible for the many rumors being initiated agninst King, we
had heard of these rumors and were certainly in a position to
substantiaste them.**

DeLoach’s memorandum stated that the meeting had concluded with
Wilkins® promise to “tell King that he can't win in a battle with thled
FBI and that the best thing for him to do is to retire from publie life.

_ Wilkins told the Committee that DeLonch's description of the mak!
ing was “self serving and filled with inaccuracies” and denied Deci
Loach’s description of his remarks as “pure invention.” ** Wilk
stated that he had expressed his concern that accusations about D
King would cripple the civil rights movement, noting that if charg

™ Staff summary, Roy Wilkins interview, 11/23/706, p. 1.
= [etter, Hoover to President, 11£30/64. f
= Memorandum from Cartha ch to John Mohr, rp\ﬂﬂ\g. P
™ Wilkins staff sammary, 11/23/76, p. 2. r . sy TR
oo e ey Ty <Ay TR

¥ [ ]

S |

MMMMQMMW_WWHM#-&. inst- Dr.-King,; the black community would
Witk o ¥ % and the white community with Director Hoover
bl et g a  he advised Deloach that the FBI should not over.
T mm_maﬁ n._m_:q_maﬁ and that he considered Dr. King's criti-
it Ly L mﬂ ailure to Sma_d:m_u enforce the civil rights laws to
it _.Wn uzu -.«ﬂ-_w,_.:m told: the Committee that although he had
E.mEEﬁ:&:Em _wumupsm a “success’” at the time, after reading DeLoach’s
bresrig e g %nﬂuﬁ__ﬁaﬂ :.Eu_..ua—_m had failed to convey the impression
remeiass hentled, since ] b@.ﬁar had clearly misinterpreted his
__m«ﬁ.%ﬂ %.Mwnww_ was asked by the Committee if the “ammunition™
sl acky ._.az 1 to use agninst Dr. King was the tape recordin
s oach _.mvH_nm_ ‘I don’t m.:a.q what I had in mind, frankly, it's camﬂ..
ok omm:.mma.w can’t recall.” *2 Wilkins did not remember Del.oach’s
ol ok ok :M: ammunition,” bus dicl recall that DeLosch frequentl
ik erg =«»..o_..ﬂ.< _.MMM._..WH;MQ:._“ although Wilkins was ::n_mﬂw
ng to allegations abou . King" -
monﬂwuaanMMm.cn about ﬂo_ﬂ.a.cbm,.mn :.E..W.-n&o: of the erum.mﬁnu per
o e «_q_m _ day, an official of the Domestic Intelligence Division
P an_x.a _m iam Sullivan, head of the Division, that several lead-
Hmﬁ e :.gﬂ m_omun:zm Black comnunity should be hriefed about Dr
i ::.”m :mﬂ s on a r_mZ.q confidential basis.” It was vqowcmmn_.
i a.:row _“..wnv? such as contemplated in your memorandum.
iy M nseript for convenience in following the tape,”

: . ;
:Mua_qaw,"_.__ﬁn_zm_c_: of TS, Government. officials, such as Carl
b :“_. _.p ph rﬁ..:r.__.. is not m:h.%mmwﬂ_ ng they might feel
g %::m.. the White House of such contemplated meet-
o o_::c_m cmm group should include such leadership as would
o L.::a: _.%“.w_@w_“ﬁ_ﬂ::m from the scene if they. of their
brrefie s ion. tted this was the thing to do after such a

e e oy

£. Dr. King and Director Hoover Meet: December 1, 1964
y i

ccording to one of Dr. Kine's legal counsels, Harry Wachtel, sev-

]

- ; i
eral prominent civil rights leaders told Dr. King of their concern that

1A : .
m_ﬁw.w“dmm_»:ﬁﬁm..mw with Director Hoover would hurt the ciril rights
i - ﬂﬂa__.:_wmm to support Dr. King should such a confronta-
g ﬂ.rmmﬁu mm Emm__mmh that Dr. King and his staff pondered “how
e Ecaq: prevent it .a_..“,.:._ J?.o:::..m the principal focus of the
siongg e Hoo “_.a.mﬂ_m_w:mwm_mr which “could only’ huve lead to a divi-
movement.” Wachtel testified : Raiminnisodal b b o

iscing: ! o King s o srLeoblemof how Hoover wonld
; ; i in effect, “you're a liar: prove vou
wwwn.rz you ﬂ-.: me o liar, prove it.” Everv _aﬂmm_wﬂoq:m rﬂ
m:aa_ﬂoaﬂﬁ. is i3 the gn_::_am. of the Alger Hiss type of
a. Libel and slander litigation or public debat
i e of
™ Wiiking (ataff summary), ,
s ry),. 11,23, 2~ ’
- Cartha DeLoneh testimany, 11/25/T60 b 178, - . ¢ AP
5k qw_-w_nn aﬂhnanﬁ.ul_.w-.:bu\«m.?w. ' "R e -
mja..n_.z_u.:.ma! T A Qme.a to W.C. Sulllvan, 12/1/64.)
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George, more on Hoover's 0 & C files and tappng and bugglng  Weisberg 6/25/78

Some years ago I wrots that in order to understand FEI recorda cne required the
special dictionary it uses. Since then I have learned that it is not only the spejcial
peaning it inmparts to words - italaniswlmtthei'EIcanmﬂ.tboeamofthsmntml
it exercises over records.

AsaoonasInsdthaﬂ&ﬂmmﬁsrehﬂngtothenngelectmnicmmms
i mew the file had been arrangsd to hold Bobby iemnedy responsible for what the FEI_
had done. (Please bear in mind that I was never a Zobty partisen.)

Ican'tratvd.uvualltharecordaImayhsvoonthisbntlmlhammmtin
ny current files.

"™ If you read the O & C records you will £ind that whils the FBI doea not t_.st
thore was nothing prior to the Bobby inquiry of Evans (says Evans end ths FRI) about -
elsctronic surveillances on "".I.ng only the mest cautdous and coditicsl readsr woull oven
suspsct that the idea was not 2ooby's. In later records the FEI arrangsa its q,ua'baa and
reforerces to Say that it was indoed all Bobby's idea.

Thatuo:ataofchmhhookmreooﬂsmmtclwmugh o.youtupic.cupths

citaﬁnnn but 1r you desire to do s0 you can fram your OWA CODY.

It is oxplicit on pe 115 that thers was an eariier “"mrcposal™ for this Kind of
spyinz g Bobby. A number of DJ pedple of that period have so testified, including
Cuthman, now at tha LATizes,

Throughout all of these pages it also is explicit trai permiscion to bug end tap was

withdrawn, was not approved in Ramsey Clark's last deys, and there i no record of the
approval of the Nixon pdmjrdstration, for which the FEL prepared in advance. The 0 & C
records reflect some of this preparaticn, Yot any anarovel,

Page 120 reports the “hurch comittse's finding &auitcnuldfindnamrdofm

approval of that poriods I Xmow of aa inguiry of Sel Lindanbaum, who stat=d he had no
knowledgs of any approval. The FEI, which has the need for i%, haes come up with pone.

Nonstheleas the FOI was still taprirg Ki23/SCIC phones a year after Zing was dlled,

It then sought to plent what I sm satiafied is o distorted if not fabricatad dofematdon.
of Hrs, Eing and Ralph Abernathy. (igain I am not their partisan,) I have it over De

Loach's signature that they pleied up the allegation that these two were seeidng to -
cornercialize the sscassination by mesns of 2 wirebtan. I an pretiy sure I bave put this

iztathsmordin&l-?‘j—i%ﬁ.hmwmt,Ima.ngivsymgcopyﬂmvantit.”hs_-_; ;=

dzds is3 1969, just days before the fiat snniversary of that assassinatian.

Tris should read they picked up a conversation. Del, msde tha allegation, presenting :

it as unequivocal fact. Can't posaibly be true. And he sald nobody would be able to
mmtmamtotmmwprmitcmmnatap.

Only devils loving scripture. So you have anothsy reeson why af‘*‘im.als. eapecially

Gm' hate FOIA.
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jections do not apply, wherever possible in organized crime
matters,'™ .

The Justice Department later summarized this practice in a brief to
the Supreme Court: |

Under Departmental practice in effect for a period of years
prior to 1963, and continuing into 1965, the Director of the
Federal Bureau of Investigation was given authority to ap-
prove the installation of n_wn_”.mnmm suth as [microphones] for
intelligence (but not evidentiary) purposes when required
in the interest of internal security or national safety, includ-

ing organized crime. kidnappings, or matters wherein human
life might be at stake.™*

On March 30, 1965, at the urging of Attorney General Katzenbach,
the FBI adopted a uniform procedure for submitting both wiretaps
und microphones to the Attorney General for his approval prior to in-
stallation. Director Hoover deseribed the new procedures in a memo-
randum to the Attorney General:

In line with yvour suggestion this morning. I have already
et up the procedure similar to requesting of authority for
phane taps to be utilized in requesting authority for the place-
ment of microphones. In other words. T shall forwarid to you
from time to time requests for authority to install micro-
phones where deemed imperative for your consideration and
approval or disapproval. Furthermore. T have instructed
that, where yvou have approved either a phone tap or the
installation of a microphone. you will be advised when such
tsoliscontinued if in less than six months and. if not discontin-
ierl in less thun six months. that a new request be submitted
v me to you for extension of the telephone tap or microphone
installation,

One week later Katzenbneh sent to the White Honse n proposed
directive to all Foderal agencies on plectranie u_:.v.a:___:_ﬁ..
tive. formally issned by President Johnson on June 30,
, farbade the nonconsensual interception of telephone communica-
tions hv Fuleral personnel. “except in connection with investigations
related to rhe national security™ and then only after obtaining the
appraval of the Attorney Genernl. The directive wns less
rning microphone surveillance:

v of mechanieal or electronic devices to overhear
e conversations is an even more diffieult problem.

tim from Courtney Evans tn Alan Belmont, July 7, 1061.,A Burenu
I'v Director Honver several years later states that Evans subse-
! Senator Rolect Kennedy a letter, dated Februars 17, 1066,
Al never dizenssed the use of miernphones with Kennedy and
know of any wrilten materinl that was sent to you | Ken-
i nees, The letter from Evans to Kennedy

mtneted] avithont prior Murean approval™
r Hoover, Re: .....:::u.._. A. Evnns, Person Not To Be
AL BTN B W
4 Xbalea 325 18, 26 (1086). .
w from Director, FBI to Attoroey General, 3/30/65, p. 2,

which raises substantial and unresolved questions of con-
stitutional interpretation. I desire that each agency conduct-
ing such .Eqnm:mw:c:u. consult with the Attorney General
to ascertain whether the agency’s practices are fully in accord
,_.n__”r :...m. law and with a decent regard for the rights of
others.

B. Wiretap Surveillance of Dr. King and the SCLC : October 1963
June 1966

On September 6, 1963, Assistant Director William Sullivan frst
recommended to Director Hoover that the FBI install wiretaps on Dr.
King's home and the offices of the Southern Christian Leadership Con-
ference.” Sullivan's recommendation was apparently part of an at-
tempt to improve the Domestic Intelligence Division's standing with
the Director by convineing him that Suflivan’s Division was concerned
about a:mmﬁ_.nw:_:ﬁimn influence on the civil rights movement and
that the Division intended. as Sullivan subsequently informed the
Director, to “do everything that is humanly possible™ in conducting its
investigation 13 i 1

Sullivan’s recommendation was viewed with scepticism by the FBI
leadership since Attorney General Kennedv had rejected a similar
proposal two-months earlier. Associate Director Clvde Tolson noted
on the memorandim containing Sullivan's proposai: *1 see no point
i making this reconnmendation to the Aftorney General in view
of the fact that he turned down a similar recommendation on July 22,
196" ™ Dipeetor Hoover serawled below Tolson's note: =T will
_.__.mw._ﬂhmhﬂ..mﬁ_.““:t: [ nm dizzy over vacillation us to influence of

In lnte September 1063 the FBT conducted a survey and conclhided
that wiretap covernge of Dr. King's residence and of the New York
SCL( oftice could be implemented without detection.' On October 7.
“iting “possible communist, influence in the racinl situntion.” Hoover
requested the Attorney Geneenl's permission for wivetnp “on King at
his current address or at any future address to whicl he may move™
and “on the SCLC office at the current New York address or to any
other address to which it may be moved.” '* Attorney Genernl Ken-
nedy signed the request on October 10 and. on October 21, also ap-
proved the FBI request for coverage of the SCLC's Atlanta office.'+

Two memoranda by Courtney Evans indicate that the Attorney Gen-
eral was uncertain about the advisability of the wiretaps. On Octo-
ber 10, the Attorney General summoned Evans to discuss the FBI's
vequest for the wiretaps on Dr. King's home telephone and the New
York SCLC telephones. Fvans wrote -

..“ Lyndon B. Johnson, Presidentinl Directive. 3/30/65.

i Memorandum from James Bland tn Willlam Sulllvan, 0/6/03.
lis u_m..ua—.E:EE.. from Willlam Sullivan to Alan Belmonr, W/ /83, p. 5. The
.n...wm._.““m” _"uuﬂ”mnm_zﬂﬂ_wﬁnzﬂzm. _mm...‘_.._wq!.. anrd the intensifieation which developed

Memo P {
= and momortntu, 10/4/05. itachment T 10/4/0%, attachment.
“.._ Blnnd memorandum, 10/4/683, p. 1,
ES.&HE.-EE.:E from J. Edgar Hoaver to Altorney (General Robert Kennedy.
a9 m v o .
Attorney General Rabert Keanedy. 10/18/ g5, " "0 3 Bdgar Hoorer to

e
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istration. Less than a month later the Director informed the Atlanta -

nffice that an SCLC wiretap “is in line to be presented to the new .\t-

torney General. and a survey, with full security assured . . . is desir-

ahle.” " FII files contain no indication bf the disposition of this final

reduest,

ﬁ.._u:ﬁwovﬁo.ﬂﬂ SURVEILLANCE OF DR. KING: JANU-
ARY 64-NOVEMBER 1965,

From January 1964 through November 1965, the FBI installed at
least 15 hidden mierophones in hotel and motel rooms ocenpied by
Muartin Luther King. " The FBI has told the (‘ommittee nhout the
following microphone surveillances:

—Willard Hotel. Washington, D.C., (Jan, 5, 1064),
—=hroeder Hotel, Milwnukee (Jan, 27, 1964),

== Tilton Flnwain Village, TTonolulu (IFel. 18, 1964),
— Ambnsandor Hotel. Los Angeles (Feb, 20, 1964).
—IIyatt House Motel, Los Angeles (Feb, 22, 1964),
—>Statler Totel. Detroit (Mar, 19, 1064),
—Senator Motel, Sacmimento ( Apr. 23, [984)
—ITvatt Iouse Motel. Los Angeles (July 7. 1964),
—Munger Hotel. Savannah. (ia. {Sept. 28, 1064),
—Park Sheraton Iorel, New York (Jan. 3. 1065).
—.Americana Hotel. New York (Jan, 22, 1065).
—=heraton Atlantic Hotel. Néw York (May 12. 1965).
—Astor Hotel, New York (Oct. 14. 1063).

—XNew York Hilton Hotel. New York (Oct. 28, 1965).

=

—Americana Hotel. New York (Nov. 20, 1063) 15
1. Reasons for the FBI's Microphane Surreillance of Dr. King.

The wiretaps on Dr. King's iome telephone and the phones of the
SCLC offices were authorized by the Attornex General for the stated
purpose of determining whether suspected communists were infliuenc-
ing the course of the civil rights movement. FBT doeuments indicate
that the microphone coverage, (which was initinted without the
knowledge of zm.m Attorney (renerals. in conformance with practice
then current). was originally designed not only to pick up information
bearing on possible Communist influence over Dr. King, but also to
obtain information for use in the FBI's secret effort to discredit Dr.

" Memorandum from Directar. FBI to SAC, Atlanta. 2/14/68.

"™ Witnesses have indicated that other microphones might have been used to
cover the activities nf Dr. King and his aszociates, although those microphones
might have heen placed hy local lnw enforcement officers. Burenn documents
__::am_m that the New York and Minmi police did in fnet place microphones in
n.,:., King's hotel tooms. ( Memorandum from Director. FBI to Speclal Agent In
Charge, New York, 5/7/65: Memorandum from Frederick Baumgardoer to WII-

tm Sullivan, 5/27/66). Congremsman Andrew Young. who was nne of Dr. King's
chief aides. testified : *We found a bug in the pulpit in a church In Selma, Aln-
lama. [n 1985 nnd we didn't eron move it nr destroy it. We took It ant from under
the pulpit, taped It on top of the pulpit. and Reverend Abernathy cnlled (t, this
little do-hickes* and he said. ‘T want ¥on to tell Mr, Hoover, I don't want it under
here where there % a whole ot of statle, T want him to et It straight.’ and he
_.w.n_:._z.._ to the little bug.” 1 Andrew Young textimony, 2710/76. p. 55.)

“Letter from FRI to Sennre Select Committes, T/H/T5, ppy 5. (The Burean
nl=n wnthorized the instnllation of a __w...d-.w::a. at the Park fhemton [otel In

A..:.u._.r.::.::qe__ﬁ...:xr...:: 5.....5:3.-5:315 n;ﬁ_m w:.,m_n__._-wa
vernge was terminnted. ) .

3o Edeyalies i, st

ing the leader of the civil rights movement.'™ By 1965.
__.Mw”wmzﬂwm_ to discrediting efforts had mma: dropped. a:.m M.ﬁ::ﬁ:ﬁ
requesting authorization for microphones Se::cann.oﬂ_w the pur o
of obtaining information abont possible communist in :...ﬁwwm. i
Jetails of the Bureau's cfforts to undermine Dr. Wing are discusse

suing chapters.
_rww.ﬂ._munmﬁ%%mahu shones were installed about two i..mrm nftera :.M.E.H.u_“.
ber 23, 1063, FBI conference at which methods of :a_.:m__a..“.zr o
King were explored.'™ u:..._.:_“___.n_ﬁ.n_mq_._.q—,.______”_.ﬂ...“.m.ﬁﬂ __ﬂ.ﬂ.___..“_zh.w.__ﬁi.
, -day vonlerence at 19 eatdep y I
“”"_h”_oﬁ___”_w w:._.%:::m—.mm of the FBI lubotatory :vm.cm.:_ﬁq:._.f___”_u
effecting covernge of the activities of Martin Luther King, ,.._.::.:__n
his nssocintes in [Lonoluln.” "™ Justifying the need for ::.H._:__: ;
voverage, the Chief of the FB1's Internal Security 7...4...:: wrole | _.“J

the T 13T was “attempting” to obtain information abont “the :.: J _n 3
activities of Dr, King _—._:_ his nssocintes™ so that Dr. King conle
e stely diseredited.” N

: a._ﬂz_“m_m.n_w_w.:_n_ss__::._._3 authorizing the placement of the __m.m ___:__.w..
phone on Dr. King—at the ¥ Villard Iotel in enrly .?::._ﬂx_m... ..mﬂ“ "
ns o basis “the ::._.::m%:_._. ____i ..:::::.._3”..._._*vﬁ-_._m.h__._,__..._u.rﬂw.___s__d_qm «h

soneh covernge of Dr. King's netivitie r pvelop. ..
m“.__._dh,oﬁ_m.m____.“_m”_ :.W.r; “hug” yielded 19 reels of tape. ...z.:E__.H.s..____.,“u___.__.“
suminarizing the tapes was sent to the Director with A\ __u_z..._.ﬁ_. ___ _q *
recommendation that it be shown to Walter Jenkins. _ resident . :.____._?
son's Special Assistant. “inasmuch ns Dr. King 15 seeking ﬁm m_._mc_ﬂ -
ment with President Johnson.” '** Cartha D. U&bw%..., 1S M:_dﬁm..
the Director. showes the summary memorandum to Jenkins, rn¢
™ 1 T should | this
Jenkins that the Director indicated T should leave thi:
Mﬂww_nﬁh_mi with him if he desired to let the T.m_u.im:“ person-
ally read it. Jenkins mentioned that he was sufficiently p_ﬂ:..m
of the facts that he could verbally advise the President q_,_
the matter. Jenkins was of the opinion that the FBI 3:}
perform a service to the country if this matter cou m
somehow be confidentially given to members of the press.

¥ {ment,
s ample. Memerandum from Willlam Sullivan to Alan Belme
1/68 f@w.u.nm:haw”._n%n. from Frederick Baumgardner to Willlam m..__“qn“.._“.nw?...n@—nm
Seme Bureau witnesses hnve suggested that rhe milcruphones were ins =_ o
to Intercept conversations between Dr. King nnd other E&..E..E_.n..—m.”n _m:._.r“n:
viser A. to determine the extent of eommunist influence over Z._ma._ e 2=Nn. da“
howerer, was unable to produce any evidence that it had anticipat nu_“”x.mainuu.
tween Dr. King and Adviser A or between Dr. King and any i_.ﬂ.m_ _ ..i.nna::..
whom the Bureau nlleged had enmmunlst eonnections on the al oceasinns
hones were used. ;
ﬂ.w.muw_nnﬁ....nu.u:aza from Frederick Baumgardner to William m:.:.u.aw..u%‘wa\aﬁu a5
memorandum from Frederick Baumgardner to Willlnm m.__za.wn__.w\.w._- .—.Z.a r .
W \femorandum from William Sullivan to Alan Belmont. 1/ _ w...a u e
ference and the FBI's attempts to discredit King are discussed infra. pp.
< _ﬂ..._vun.mEa;..E:E from Frederick Hwnm..Enwﬂ;.._. to William Sullivan. 2/4/84.
bl Ardner memorandum, 1/28/64.
ﬂwwua__wﬂmua..:n._ from Willlam Sullivan to Alnn Belmont, M\w\._f.._.so —
= Memorandwin from Willinm Sullivan to Alan Belmont, _—\a_.._\ s
randum did not Indicate how the information hnd been obtained.




