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- The Ford admtmstratton drop ped plans ' nominate Wilson as head of -the- agency

to make former D.C. Police Chief Jerry V.
Wilson: Head , ;of sthe, Drug, Enforcement,
Admtmstratton because of fears ‘that his’

nomiration would betome entahgled with
allegations -that: 'Washmgton pollce used -
electronic bugging: to:’ spy O . anttwar-.-.

groupd

lnvestigahon of the buggmg mendents, .
some of which allegedly. took place during "
‘Wilson’s tenure as chief from 1969 to(1974, -
have contained o suggestwns that Wilson: - ;
illegal sur-? 7

himself . was’invoIved m any'
velllance getivities. - 7

;- publicity prompt\ed the sudden decisionby -

concern about possrble embarrassing
the ‘White : House last ‘month’ not o™

.spearheading t.he federal dnve agatnst
nArcotxcs abuse. ,

At’\the tlme,‘ there were™ pubhshed

wilson’s handling of the 1971 *“May. Day"
antiwar- dermomstrations, . and by . con-

reports t.hat the, admtmstratlon dropped §
©. Wilsen! because it expected heavy Senate:
T opposttwn to his confirmatiof. Accordmg\

‘fo these’ reports, thé' nominatien was op-. "
;.posed.. by -Senate | liberals, - resentful “of

servative . senators, ,angered by ‘his. ad i
‘. vocacy of reduced penaltxes for: maruuana o

f;, thson told: The Washtngton Post that.
“this was ‘the - reason cited~by Deputy .
- ‘Attorney General Harold, R., Tyler Jr. .

,when Wilson was informed that he wasrio |
‘longer under consideration for/the DEA
**j0b. Wilson said, I was told that there was ;
~ concefn about a major and difficult con- !
_firmation fight and that they didn’t want to.:

go through such a battle »

However, The Post has determmed Lhat d

- there 'was no visible oppositian to Wilson in _-
“the Senate: A-canvass, of senators named';‘“.r

“in"'various 'reports’ as opposed: to” his
. nomination- failed to turnr up any who said

that they would have voted against him.
: Instead the reports of an expected tough

Nevertheless, it

possesston .
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confirmation fight resulted from leaks
apparently inspired by the White House to’

* disguise backing way away from Wilscn, '

- According to reliable sources, the White'
House had no evtdence to suggest that’

" Wilson personally. was. involved in any

illegal electronic surveillance or that he

departrnent during his time as chief.

‘As a result, the White House decided that
to proceed with his formal nomination
would cause the bugging allegations to

surface and create unfavorable publicity -

for -the administration and.for DEA,

already . troubled by controversy and

criticism.

officials as a possible bar to his getting the
DEA post. He did concede though: “We
had very extensivé discussions about the

‘whole range of intelligence activities while

I was chief,’and I could tellit was a subJect

- about which they were nervous.””

In these discussions, he said, he had ‘v

: reported details of two bugging incidents
during his time as chief. Both, he asserted, ’

were legal because one of the parties in-
volved consented to the monitoring.

He described one as a joint operation of
the D.C. police telligence unit and the

Secret Service. .ue other, he said, had

‘ been referred to publicly .in the®
‘Rockefeller commissxon report on
‘domestic intelligence activities and the

“D.C. City: Council’s mvektxgatton of the

“May Day"” disturbances. - g
.“I wasn't-aware of them at the tlme they ‘
occurred because our procedures called .

t . for approval from the deputy chief in .
- had any knowledge of such activities. But, *
. the sources added, there was a feeling that
- he ‘bore  the ultimate responsibility for
" anything that happened-in the D.C. police

charge of .intelligence rather than me
personally,” Wilson'said. “But I had no

reason to hide them, They were perfectly

legal; and if they had come to me, I would

* have approved them.” - " o

The decision to drop Wilson apparent.ly ‘
caused some friction between the White -
House and the Justice Department
‘Although Wilson was notnommated itwas
known that the Justtce Department had

-picked him in June as its choice for the

-, DEA job and that the White House initially

Asked about this, leson said yesterday : :

" that the bugging allegations had never -
‘been mentioned to him by admimstratton\

had concurred in the recommendation.
Sources said ‘that the Justice, Depart-

ment had argued for. going ahead with the

nomination, The department reportedly

took the position that Wilson was not ac-

cused of any wrongdoing and that his
connection’ with the bugging allegations
was so peripheral that it did not represent
a block either to his confirmation or to his
ability to effectively head DEA, whtch is

" part of the Justice Department. .

~However, the sources  added, this

position was opposed by persons on the
White House .Domestic Council,” who:
emphasized the risks of too much adverse
publicity; and in the end, it was their
argument that prevailed.
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* Federal’ prosecutors are conductmg an.
extensive investigation- ‘of detailed ’
“allegations ‘that undercover Washington™
police officers and FBI informants used

_apparently 1llegal electronic surveillance .
‘methods. to. spy on radical gmups here
‘ between 1968 and 1972,

“The prosecutors /have been told by

’former law enforcement officers "and :
o pollce 1nformants thatelectromc “bugs”"

were hidden in tooms; and placed on'

'telephones and that police officers com-
“umitted at least one burglary to spy on'the
. radicals, according to sources familiar
t,w1ththe investigation. . :

‘ Wasmnmon Post Staff Writer . . . ..
A Servxce and the Central Intelligence

Some of the mformatlon gathered in thxs
marnner was’then shared with the Secret

Agency, ‘the’ sources said, and the. CIA

.'allegedly provided at least one of the
- electronic _ bugs . and other bechmcal(

assxstance for the surveillance. . .
~The month-old investigation by the U. S

attorney s office here is still focused on

'gathering  details of specific. instances of

- allegedly illegal activity and determmmg

iwhetHer ‘High- level D.C. police or FBI
officials ‘were aware of any of it, the
*-sources said. U.S. Attorney Earl J. Silbert

said yesterday he .could not comment on
. theinvestigation.

' ‘However, Sllberti has met w1th DC

; {“Church (D-Idaho),’ both 'of. whic

e it~high.
priority. The FBI; CIA and Secrét Service
also were mformed of the mvestngatlon'

The Justxce’Department@nd the:Banate
select committee chaired by-Seny: E’ra_, :

conductmg broader mvestxgatwh

nnvestlgatxon said they have been tolgthat 7

surveillance, occurredl ith +‘some ..
frequency”.. ‘at” the: . hel 0of.antiwar
organizing here and increased : i
of major protest demonstration:
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The . 'sources said that one alleged
burglary irvolved a police officer who.

broke sico a home or oiticz andranwizda
“specific and - significant” oime of
property. There were other occasic3, the

-sources said, when informants and un-

dercover. agents allegedly rifled files or
photographed documents without search
warrants, although they did not break into
any buildings.

“Some of the (undercover) agents were
told to get information,” said one law

enforcement officer involved.in the in-

vestigation. “They gotit the best way they
could.”

Thereisno ev:dence at this point that top.
police, FBI or CIA officials instructed any
of their agents or informants to commit
illegal acts or plant electronic recordmg
devices, the sources said.

Two - officials of law enforcement
agéncies being investigated by the federal
prosecutors blamed any allegedly illegal
electronic surveillance on untrained police
officers who were college graduates newly
hired for undercover work., |

These undercover officers were told that
recorded conversations could be used

_legally if one party actually taking part in

*the conversation was aware of the  bug, one

source said. However, some ofﬁcers may
have left recording devices in- rooms or
telephones -while they were not present,
‘which would be illegal; the sources said. )
The statute. of limitatiors would ‘bar
prosecution now for illegal wiretapping
that occurred  before .1970. However,
illegally obtained information- may: have
been used .in criminal .brosecutions and
disclosure of that now could result in
reversals of convictions or civil stits
charging government misconduct. °

During the period involved in the federal
prosecutors’. investigation, 1968 .to 1972,
Washington teemed with antiwar groups, |
ranging from the Quakers to the ad-
mittedly violent Weather Underground,
each protesting the war in Vletnam in 1ts
own way.

It was the: responsxbxltxty of the DC.
police department, under then Chief Jerry
V. Wilson, to comipile information on the
activities of these. groups, monitor major
demonstrations" aiid 'try to determine in
advance when violence might occur.

The Rockefeller Commission report on
domestic activities of the CIA revealed
that’ {the CIA also was monitoring antiwar




and other dissident groups &ﬂm that mtelllgence actlvmes, mcludlm the

period, collecting information on them as outfitting of “two lamps capable of- in-’

. ‘partofits nationwide Operation Chaos. ., tercepting . oral: - communications ”i
The CIA and D.C. pollce also’ plnced Cullinane did not explam the need or useof -

informants’ " within, . various:  dissident 'such eqmpment ln hls report to the Cxty

groups in the-Washington area, according . Council.

‘to the Rockefeller Commission, butthere . - The Rockefeller Commissnon gave thns

have been no previous _allegations “of . bersionof that incident:

electronic surveillance." ‘ . %In late 1968 or early 1969, CIA asked to :
provlde the (D.C. police) department with l

. transmitters: which_could be planted; in’ |

- information ‘about the
pollce department’s
the fact (tha

I me&vwith members of dissident groupss, ’
‘ , ;"'l‘helampl» ggeprovndedtothecmand
 politicians.” % " 7 7 the transmiitter* devices were installed in .
* Chief Cullinane . had prevnously the lamps...Thé lamps: were then placed
acknowledged that the CIA had provided _back inthe police mformer’s apartment by
technical assistance for the'local police’s *thepolice.” 7
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