‘ARMY SPYlNG .ROLE
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" WASHINGTON, Nov. 16 —
The Supreme. Cogrt ‘has agreed
to consider-if . citizens can' go
to court to block Army intelli-
gente agents f o conductmg'
surveillance o cmhan pohtl-
cal activities. -

“In -a brief’ érder the: Court
granted today the Justxce De-
partment’s apiﬂaai ‘of a lower
court’s' ruling” that individuals
and groups that claim to have
been spied upon by Army

. agents are .entitled to a trial

- to determine if there has been
‘a “chllhng effect” upon free
eXpression.. . -

-The, actlon will bring . before
the Supremeé Court for a hear-
ifig this winter a technical le-
gal question that could have a

-crucial impact upon the ca-

pacity of civilians to protest. in;

_.court when military agents en-
"'gage in Neavy-handed” surveil-
lance of ‘bolitical activities,
~The suit grew out of revela-
tions in the press ‘and. in Senate
hearings’ last year 'that some
1,000 Army intelligence dgerits
in 300 offices across the coun-
try had kept tabs on such
diverse: civilian activities as

. civil rights groups, coritnunity |

action = organizations, -, church
groups’ 4nc1 Earth Day observ-
ances.
' Army officials explamed that
_the surveillance had begun
© after the Army had been called
in.to help deal with.urban un-
rest, and officers believed it
fiecessaty “to compile f1les of
. botential- trouble-makers, -

Army Curbs Itself

Conceding that its. surveil-|

: I%mce had gone too ‘far, the
; Army ordered its agetits to cut
4 Dack their surveillance to mat-

ters clearly bearmg on the

¢ Army’s mission and to destroy
* many of the dossiers it had
v; collected on c1v111an political
G act1v1ty
This was challenged as in-
sufficient in the suit filed by
Arlo Tatum, executive dlrector
of the Central Committee for|.
| Conscientious Objectors, and 12
; other individuals, -and groups
t who said they were targets of
» the Army’s surveillance. i
.~ The suit, sponsored by the
¢ American Civil Liberties Union,
‘;( asked for *an injunction to stop
; the Army “from spying upon
c1v1han political matters and
7 to force the Army to destroy

records ‘of its past surveillance,

7 whichwere said to hdve, been
§ stored in computers.
%  The-Codrt of Appeals for the
# District of Columbia ruled 2 to
% 1 last April 27 that there should
© De a trial on the plaintiff’s as-
¢ sertions. An inquiry was or-|
. dered as to the exact nature of
~ the Army’s surveillance system
. 41d: the recipients of its infor-|
g mation; whether it exceedéd
¢ needs of the my’s mission,
“and “chilled” free speech’ by|
i ¢ivilians; and what.relief, might:
* be required to safegiard the
¢ First Amendment . rights of
" civilians.
- 7 In asking the Stzpreme Court '
' to gverturn that gullng, Solici-
* tor General Erwin;N. Griswold
- Said that the ¢@ ﬂttutional ire-]
qulrements of @ ‘féase or con:
. troversy” were” abgent becatse;
.. Mr. Tatum and the other plain-
tlffs were antiwar activists who
* were not likely to be “chtlled”
by Army suryeillance, {
* The Government also argued
that the surveillance had been
done by legal means and that
some consisted of no more:than
cl1pp1ng and filing newspaper
-articles of .public demonstra-
“tions and meetings. ' - g
The A.C.L.U. asserted.: thé
"the Court of Appeals had been
right in holding that: these
were technical objections ralsed
to frustrate a full cour{ amng
of the charges.

* The immediate effect of to-|
_day’s action will be toput off
“a trial on the issue ‘until the
< Justices dec1de if case or
C.ontrowersy ex1sts. :




