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Douglas’ Surprising
Wiretap Disclosures

Washington

Supreme Court Justice
William O. Douglas declared
yesterday that he had once
been told by Lyndon.John-
son that the late President’s
telephone had heen tapped.

Douglas expressed - his
own belief that ‘“the confer-
ence room of this court has
been ‘bugged.’”

The surprise disclosures
were delivered without ela-

boration:in an opinion at-
tacking the Nixon adminis-
tration as “‘a regime where
the ‘dirty business’ of wire-
tapping runs rampant.”’
Douglas, who is 75 today,
made his unusually strong

remarks in a dissent frOm;

the court’s decision to deny
the release on bail of a wom-

an defendant ina criminal

case who maintained that
‘Bck Page Col. 1 '
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her attorneys had been‘sub-
jected to electronic surveill-
ance by the government.
Margaret Anne Heustche
had refused to answer ques-
tions from a grand ‘jury
about a series of break-ins

in 1972 at draft board offices -

in Evanston, IIL

Miss Heutche claimed
she or her lawyers had been
overheard by the govern-
ment.

DENIAL

The Justice Department
asserted that she was not
subject to electronic sur-
veillance. - Lower courts re-
fused to order a search of
records to determine if her
lawyers had been over-
heard. P

The assertions by Douglas
were contained in a single
sentence in his seven-page
opinion. “I am indeed mor-
ally certain,” it read, “that

the conference room of this
“court has  been ‘bugged’;
and President Johnson dur-
ing. his term in the White
House asserted to me that
even his phone was tapped.”

It was unclear whether
Douglas had understood Mr.
Johnson to mean that his

telephone was monitored he-
. fore he came to the White
“House or while lie was presi-
dent, and there was no indi-
cation of whom Johnson be-
lieved was responsible.
FBI

However, one former high
government official with de-
tailed knowledge of the
FBI's. operations under J.
BEdgar Hoover provided a
few clues about the probable
genesis of Douglas’ re-
marks.

“Johnson periodically
would indicate his suspicion
that his phone had been
tapped,” the former official
said, recalling that the mat-
ter came up several times in
conversations between the
President and Hoover.

“The truth of the matter,”
he continued, “is that we
never did — God almigity,
no. - That suspicion was ill-
founded. But some people
get that idea into their heads
and they just can’t get it
out.”

SENATE

The late President’s con-
cern, he said, was one of,
“Did you have a wiretap
on me when I was iun the
Senate?’”’

The source of the informa-

- tion also raised the possibili-

ty that Hoover might have
told Mr. Johnson that his
felephone had been tapped
anyway to satisfy his inces-
sant curiosity, something
that would aecount for the
remark Douglas reported.

‘As for the Supreme
Court’s caonference room,
the former official declared
that “if we did bug it, I
wouldn’t tell you, but the
fact is we did not.

“Why would we run such
an enormous risk?” he
asked, noting that advance
information on how the
‘court planned to decide a

_case would he of nousetoa
~president or attorney gener-
~.al, who by that point would
" be able to do nothing to alter
the court’s decision. o
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