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HOOVER ASSALLED
ON JENKINS CASE

Admirers’ Criticism Centers
on Bouguet From F.B.L

By BEN A. FRANKLIN
Special to The New Yark Times

WASHINGTON, Oct. 27—
The political repercussions of
the Walter W. Jenkins case
have taken an ironic and un-
expected turn.

The object of the irony is a
bouquet of flowers. The object
of the critical repercussions is
J. Edgar Hoover, who sent it to
Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Hoover is
director of the Federal Bureau
of Investigation,

The element of irony was in-
jected because the criticisms of
the F.B.I. and of Mr. Hoover
have come largely from right-
of-center spokesmen who have
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been among Mr. Hoover's ad-
mirers in the past.

Their reaction has heen one
of shock, disbelief, and even out-
rage at the F.B.I director.

A week before election day
and nearly two weeks after
public disclosure that Mr. Jen-
kins had resigned his White
House post following two ar-
rests on morals charges, public
criticism directed at “the morals
scandal in Washington” has
largely shifted from the White
House and President Johnson
to the F.B.I. and Mr. Hoover.

Ultraconservative Issue

Democratic officials here who
have kept themselves attuned
to the possible impact of the
Jenkins case on the Presidential
and other election campaigns
said “direct campaign explol-
tation of the Jenkins tragedy”
had become “the exclusive prop-
erty of conservative and ultra-
conservative candidates.” Re-
publican moderates, they noted,
“have not used the Jenkins case
to any degree.”

Political pulse-takers believe
the Jenkins case will cost the
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Democrats very few votes on
Election Day.

. Critics allege that the F.B.L
report on the Jenking case, or-
dered by the President, wag 2
“whitewash" that can be ex-
plained only as a ‘“‘cover-up”
forced on  Mr. Hoover by the
President.

But they find it even harder
to believe that Mr. Hoover could
have sent flowers to Mr. Jen-
kins. The F.B.I. has confirmed
that he sent a houguet bearing
a card inscribed “J. Edgar
Hoover and Associates” to Mr.
Jenkins at George Washington
University Hospital, where Mr.
Jenkins has-been a patient since
Oct. 14.

A Friend of Hoover

F.B.I spokesmen- have said
Mr. Hoover sent the flowers to
Mr. Jenkins, whom they de-
scribed as “a good friend” he-
fore the President ordered the
agency to investigate the “se-
curity risk" and other implica-
tions of Mr. Jenkins' | arrest:
They have had “no comment”
on the criticisms of the direc-
tor's gesture,

The morals charges against

Mr. Jenkins, including one dat-|
ing to 1859, were unknown to|
the President, the F.B.I report
said.

Mr. Hoover's critics include
former Representative Walter,
H, Judd of Minnesota, a Repub-
lican; William Loeb, publisher
of The Manchester (N. H.) Un-
ion-Leader, a proclaimed ultra-
conservative, and James J. Kil-
patrick, editor and columnist of
The Richmond News-Leader.

Mr, Loeb and Mr. Kilpatrick
are the chairman and vice chair-|
man respectively of the Coor-
dinating Committee for Funda-
mental American Freedoms,
Inc., an anti-civil rights lobby-
ing group ‘in Washington. In
editorials in their newspapers,
they have expressed stunned in-
credulity that Mr. Hoover could
have sent a bouquet to Mr, Jen-
kins. :

In Minneapolis yesterday, Mr.
Judd demanded to know if the!
F.B.IL or its director “is involved
in such a way that it fears
being hurt by some revelation|
Jenkins could make.” He de-
clared that the F.B.I. had been
“compromised” by the bouquet.
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~ It seemed to fit right in| with' Goidmter s main theme: mor-
ality—or, rather, what he cons1déred the lack of it—in high
. places. Mere mention of the nanies of Bobby Baker and Billie
- Sol Estes seemed to generate more whooping among Gold-
“‘water’s crowds than any of the other topics he carried to the
“hustings: the steady growth of the federal government and the
. diminished role of the states, the increased power of the. Presi-
dent and the Supreme Court, v1olence on c:ty streets, the un--
ending war in Viet Nam. = ‘
Most were typically conservative stances, off the well-beaten
middle of the road. It had Been axiomatic for years in Amer-
ican politics that a good Republican: candidate had to have
the same quality as a good shortstop, the abshty to move ‘to
his left. It was a fact of political. life- that, as the minority
party in voter registration, the GOP had to attract not only
independents but Democratic'voters-as well to win the White
House. But Goldwater was determined to offer a clear choice,
not, as he said, an echo. He remained throughout the campaign




After three weeks on his lofty

ed upon had it been the invention of a playwright. But

ec}_lially incredible. timing, two things happened in the
d to dull the impact of the Jenkins story. The day after the
ins case came to light, news wires crackled with bulletins
of Red China’s explosion of a nuclear bomb, and of
t Premier Khrushchev's ouster from power. While the
publican campaign chairman was demanding that Johnson
: exp_lain why he covered up (for Jenkins) for five and a half
jears,”’ Johnson was on television addressing the nation som-
beriy about the two grave international crises. (An F.B.L in-
vestigation, ordered by Johnson, indicated he had no knowl-
- edge of gither of Jenkins” arrests.) Just as the Jenkins scandal
seemed to dovetail Goldwater’s morality theme, the interna-
tional events seemed tailor-made to follow Johnson’s charge
that this was no time to swap horses or risk electing an "“im-
petuous” commander in chief.

How any of this would affect the outcome couldn’t be known
as October ended, and Election Day drew inexorably near. By
that time thousands of voters were beyond discussing it, either
bored or disappointed by what had turned out to be a rather

_}enkms case 1nt "palgn except as it affected national

|| security; so did his runmng mate, William Miller; but every tawdry campaign. Expecting a confrontation of opposing phi-

' | subsequent reference to either morality or national security losophies, they had to settle for a shouting match in which
by both candidates inescapably called the scandal to mind. such words as “liar’” and “demagogue” and “socialist” and
Placards brandished in nearly every Goldwater crowd served “fascist”” and “‘reckless’” were substituted for the language of
the same purpose. | debate. A word-weary nation was ready to vote. ==
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