Sowrces Close to an Inguiry Then by|
s Serote Panel Say Fensterwald,
Jivit's Counsel, Misled Witness
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{ Mr, Fensterwald, who ap-
|peared two months ago s -Mr. |
{McCord's' tounsel, is “NO° Stran-
ger £0 the type of wiretapping,
lactivity ‘that led ‘to ‘McCord’s'
;mnvict&g{;ﬂjgst January in Fed-
leral Distriet Court foi conspir-|
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lping i ion with the
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Testimony Roporied Blocked
The subcomm (o
ly televised hear
City, Mo., in Octobe- |
Bources said a privat.
had been prevented 1o

i ve. o the sy fttec he
;wgﬁf@ﬁm’;&ner} o

n- | “All of the information and

tradicied the agent's tesumony.
In fact, the detective’s state-!
ment  corroborated what thei

jagent said, -according to the|

i The detective, Basil Lee Ran-
jdall, was never allowed to tes-
(1ily, although he made repeated|
iefforts to appeat, and his state-:
‘ment was never gntered in the
,subcommittee’s  record, the
‘sources said. Mr. Randall re-
‘ceived a summons but, at the
iiast minute, the subcommittee
saif member who had taken
his statement two months be-
fore notified him not to answer
jthe summons.

isources. t
|
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|~ The sources reported that the

ldetective had been at his home

gin, Kansas City watching the

iproceedings on television when
he saw Mr. Fensterwald and
Senator Long, a Missouri Demo-
crat, try to develop what he
later described as “untruthful
evidence” involving him.

The sources said Mr. Randall
had heard Mr. Fensterwald tell
the agent, Everett W. Trost,
that Mr. Randall was sick and,
unable to testify. However,
‘when Mr. Randall tried to get!
in touch with the agent and&
‘assure him he was not sick!
‘and had earlier backed up the;
iagent’s testimony in a state.|
ment, Senator Long threatened ‘
‘{the agent with a contempt cita-!

if he returned Mr. Randall’s

o Comment

discuss it any further.”
The Kansas City hearings
jwere built around the convic-

¢

ttion for income tax evasion of |

(William M. Canaday, former
‘chief of operations for the Kan-
sas City Police Department. At
the time of the hearings, the
case was on appeal before the

United States of Appeals for |

the Eighth Circuit.

Among the assertions in the
appeal was that the 1.R.S. had
obtained evidence through un-

ritawful and unreasonable inva- |

lision of Canaday’s privacy by
.jthe use of wiretapping. The ap-

| 'pellate court, in January, 1966, |

pheld the conviction. |

During the LR.S. investiga-
ton of Canaday, Mr. Randall
urnished  informat o Mr.
and other Mr.!
dali at one time investigated |
naday for a nongovernmental|
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The Senator, who died last
{ er; was once asked by
a -about the matter and }
tepl ST
p ink'it would gain |

either one of us anything to ‘

leads 1 furnished were from
my personal observations,” Mg.
Rangall later said in an affida-
Randall iater said in an affide-
connection with an investiga-
tion of the handling of the
Canady case. At no time, ac-
cording to the affidavit, did
Mr. Randall furnishh informa-
tion about Canady that had
been obtained with wiretaps or
“bu‘gs,"

“Because I have a knowledge
of admissible evidence, I care-
fully avoided furnishing any

such ‘information I might have
[hnd to Trost or any other
jagent,” Mr. Randall said in his
|aftidavit.

| “I don’t have any clear recol-
lection of it,” Mr. Fensterwald
‘said today. “I would have to go, |
back and look at the files. I re-| |
member the Canaday case, I re-
member the hearings, and I
remember Randall. But I'm
afraid I can’t help you any
further than that. Randall was
just one of hundreds of people!
contacted by the subcommittee. |
I don’t remember the details. 1t
was a long .time ago.”

After the Canaday investiga-
tion had been completed and
the files had left the Kansas
City I R. S. intelligence unit|
and started up through chan-|
nels, Mr. Randall did give Mr.
Trost 10 tape recordings in con-
nection with matters Mr. Ran-
dall was investigating, all of
which. were completely unre-|
lated to the Canaday case. i

“To my best knowledge and
recoliection none of these tapes,
related in-any way to Canaday,”|’
Mr. Randall's affidavit said. j
_Mr. Trost testified to the|
Long subcommittee that he had?
-acquired the tapes one vear|
after he finished the Canaday | |
inquiry -and that they had!
played no part in that investiga-|

Interrogation of Mr. Trost by
Mr. Fensterwald om Oct. 19,
1965, went as follows:

MR. FENSTERWALD: Is it!
your sworn testimony here to-
day that those tapes, to the
best of your knowledge, either
from-talking to Randalj-or from |
listening, had nothing to do'
with the Canaday case? L

MR. TROST: That is exactly |
'right, |
* ©Q. And you didn't pay him
for those tapes? A. Of course
not. |

Q. Well, unfortunately Mr.
Randall is rather seriously iil.|
A TIs that right? T though! he
was here,

Q. It’s my information, as of!
this morning, that he is iil and,
may have to go back to the,
hospital, so I don't know |
whether we will be able to take!
sworn testimony from him or
not. But I can tell you that




the nformation inat we have
from him at this moment, not|
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ent than the e

U you

are giving /. 1 don’t want;
1o testify ‘t. for him If
& s T able o show, we
fgnt put someone eise on the

stand.  But 1 just want to bei

sure that you are absolutely

clear 'n your owp mind that

' Randall did not call you up be-
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member who had taken Mr.

cause these tapes related to
William Canaday. |

A. This is an absoluie cer-|
tainty.

An investigation of the han-
dling of the Canaday case by
the United States Attorney’s of-
fice in Kansas City later estab-
lished that Mr. Randall had not
ibeen sick but that three times
iwhile the Kansas City hearings
were in progress Gordon
/Homme, the subcommittee staff

(Randall’s statement earlier, told
;the private detective not to re-
spond  to  the subcommittee

}summons he had received. -
‘ ‘We Don’t Want You’

| On the last such oceasion,
{Mr. Randall got in touch with
{Mr. Homme and asked to be
allowed 1o testify,

. “No, we don’t want you to
come down,” Mr. Homfne said,
according to Mr. Randall.

After the Kansas City hear-
ings, Mr. Fensterwald began
preparations for hearings in San
Francisco, which were held in
February, 1986. He interviewed
several LR.S. agents in Los
Angeles, and was disappointed
when he learned that no illega!
eavesdropping had been -con-!
ducted there, according to
‘gources familiar with " Mr. Fen-'
sterwald’s interview.

He asked the agents for “sexv!
or sensational” material, the
sources said. He told the agents:
that he was seeking evidence:
“with some publicity vaine’!
the sources said. :

. Mr. Fensterwald said toda
‘that he did not recall ever (o1l
ling LR.S. agents he was look-
iing for “sensational” evidence.

! “I can’t 'hetp you if you can’t:
lidentify these people. This has
been eight years ago and it's,
limpossible ‘o remember gome
of these things’™ he said

{ Mr. Fensterwald then inte
iewed & San Francisco ageni
of the old Alcohol dand Tobacco
iTax Division of the LR.S., wh
'began telling the subcommitte
counsel about electronic sw:
veillance he had carried out
for Congressional committees
Mr. Fensterwald indicated that
this was not the kind of infor.
mation he wanted. The agent
was not called as a
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