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Preface

by Nelson Blackstock

Much of what is publicly known today about the FBI's Cointelpro
(Counterintelligence program) operations is the result of evidence
forced to light through a lawsuit brought by the Socialist Workers
Party and Young Socialist Alliance against FBI spying, harassment,
and disruption. The suit was filed in 1973.

Most of the FBI documents reproduced in this book were obtained in
1974 and 1975 through the SWP lawsuit. These papers on the Cointel-
pro operations provided not only an unprecedented look at some of the
surreptitious methods used by the secret police. They also offered —
despite their authors’ original intentions — pieces of the history of the
efforts to build the communist movement in the United States.

From pages of FBI filesthat were never intended for public viewing
came information about the participation of the SWP and YSA in the
struggle for Black rights and fights against police frameups of work-
ing-class leaders; details about the contributions of SWP leaders such
as Fred Halstead in labor struggles and the movement against the
Vietnam War; and facts about the collaboration of communist leaders
such as Clifton DeBerry with Malcolm X and his followers in the Or-
ganization of Afro-American Unity.

I was a staff writer for the Militant, a socialist newsweekly pub-
lished in New York, when these files came to light. I was given the as
signment of preparing a eeries of articles that would utilize the Coin-
telpro papers to tell some ofthe history ofthe SWP and the individuals
who were victimized by the govermment because of their contribution
to the leadership of working-class battles. The articles originally ap-
peared in the Militant in 1975. Later that year they were published,
together with an introduction by Noam Chomsky, by Pathfinder. In
1976 Vintage Books brought out another edition.

The occasion for reiasuing this volume now, which is a reprint of the
1975 Pathfinder edition, is the final and successfill completion of the
SWP and YSA lawsuit. U.S. District Judge Thomas Griesa ultimately
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8 COINTELPRO

ruled against the FBI. The judge concluded that the FBI's actions, in-
cluding Cointelpro, constituted “violations of the constitutional rights
of the SWP and lacked legislative or regulatory authority....”

With specific reference to Cointelpro operations detailed in the pre-
sent volume, Griesa found: “There can be no doubt that these disrup-
tive operations were patently unconstitutional and violated the SWP's
First Amendment rights of free speech and assembly. Moreover, there
was no statutory or regulatory authority to disrupt the SWP'slegal ac-
tivities.”

Griesa alsoruled that the very presence of undercover FBI inform-
ers masquerading as members was in violation of the constitutional
right to privacy of the SWP and YSA and of their individual members
and supporters.

The judge issued a permanent injunction against any use of infor-
mation obtained by the FBI in violation of the rights of the SWP and
YSA. And he ordered the government to pay $264,000 in damages to
the two organizations.

In March 1988, the Justice Department withdrew its appeal of
Griesa’s ruling, making the decision final.

The story of the victory in the case is told in a companion volume,
FBI on Tyial, edited by Margaret Jayko. It includes the complete text
of Judge Griesa’s decision together with other material on the case.

A further contribution to understanding the historic achievement
represented by the SWP and YSA case is “Washington’s Fifty-Year
Domestic Contra Operation,” by Larry Seigle. Seigle’s essay explains
why the SWP and YSA were able to take the initiative in the fight
against FBI disruption and spying, and why they were able to follow
the fight through to its successful conclusion. It is available in the
Marxist magazine New International, issue number gix, and in the
Spanish-language pamphlet 50 anios de guerra encubierta: El FBI con-
tra los derechos democré4ticos.

A measure of the changes in political coneciousness in the years
since Cointelpro was exposed was the public outrage that greeted the
release of FBI documents detailing the agency’s undercover spy oper-
ation against the Committee in Solidarity with the People of El Sal-
vador (CISPES).

The sharp reaction to this spy campaign was a product of the change
in awareness brought about by the SWP suit and other initiatives
against the FBI, including the Cointelpro revelations. The notion that
people have the right to freedom of speech and association, without
their privacy being violated by snoops and finks, is one that is more
dearly held by far broader layers of the population than ever before.

July 1988
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Introduction

Beginning in the fall of 1971, some curious events took place in
Detroit, Michigan. In late October, lists of supporters, contribu-
tors, and subscribers to the party newspaper were stolen from the
campaign headguarters of the Michigan Socialist Workers party.
A few months later, the home of a Socialist Workers party
organizer was robbed. Valuables were ignored, but membership
lists and internal party bulletins were stolen. The burglaries
remain unsolved.

If we ask who might be interested in obtaining the stolen
material, a plausible hypothesis suggests itself. The natural
hypothesis gains support from the fact that persons whose names
appeared on the stolen lists were then contacted and harassed by
FBI agents, and a personal letter of resignation from the party,
apparently stolen from the headquarters, was transmitted by the
FBI to the Civil Service Commission. Information that has since
been obtained about FBI activities, including burglaries over
many years, lends further substantiation to the conclusion that
the FBI was engaged in one of its multifarious endeavors to
undermine and disrupt activities that fall beyond the narrow
bounds of the established political consensus.

The Detroit events recall another incident which, with its
aftermath, became the major news story of 1974. But it would be
misleading to compare the Detroit burglaries to the Watergate
caper. If, indeed, the FBI was responsible, as seems most likely,
then the Detroit burglaries are a far more serious matter. If the
conclusion is correct, then in Detroit it was the political police of
the national government which, in their official function, were
engaged in disrupting the “sanctity of the democratic process,”
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10 COINTELPRO

not merely a gang of bunglers working ‘“‘outside the system.”

The ousting of Richard Nixon for his misdeeds was described in
the nation’s preses as “a stunning vindication of our constitution-
al system.”! The Detroit example, and others far more serious to
which I return, suggest a rather different reaction. There is a
fundamental distinction between Watergate and Detroit. In the
case of the events surrounding Watergate, the victims were men
of power who are expected to share in the ruling of society and
the formation of ideclogy. In Detroit the victime were outseiders,
fair game for political repression of a sort that is quite normal.
Thus it is true, in a sense, that the punishment of Nixon and his
cohorts wae a vindication of our system, as this system actually
operates in practice. The Nixon gang had broken the rules,
directing againet the political center a minor variant of the
techniques of repression that are commonly applied against
radical dissent. If the basic work of repression continues, after
Nixon, without appreciable comment or concern, then this too
will show that the system is functioning, quite in accord with
ample historical precedent.

Assuming FBI involvement, the Detroit incident is nevertheless
minor in comparieon with other facts exposed during the past
several years. From December 1973, the government was
compelled through several civil suits to release documentary
evidence concerning its various campaigns to undermine and
disrupt legal activities directed to social change or simply protest
against etate policy, through the decade of the 1960s. In
comparieon with these revelations, the whole Watergate affair
wae a tea party. The documents and depositions made public
during this period, and revelations by disaffected government
agents, lay bare a systematic and extensive program of terror,
dieruption, intimidation, and instigation of violence, initiated
under the most liberal Democratic administrations and carried
further under Nixon. The Department of Justice, in ite apologetic
and fragmentary review, asserts that the ‘‘counterintelligence
program” (Cointelpro) operations ‘“were apparently not reported
to any of the Attorneys General in office during the periods in
which they were implemented,” apart from ‘‘certain aspects of the
Bureau’s efforte to penetrate and dierupt the Communist Party
USA and White Hate Groups.”? Assuming this assertion to be
true, we may still observe that government officiale who had even
a pasesing familiarity with FBI practices in the past had a
definite responeibility to determine how the bureau was acting,
under their authority.

COOSlG



Introduction 11

A review of these programs demonstrates the relative insignifi-
cance of the charges raised against Nixon and his associates,
specifically, the charges presented in the Congressional Articles
of Impeachment.3 Further insight into the state of American
society can be derived by the following simple exercise: compare
the attention focused on the Watergate episodes by the mass
media, including the liberal press and journals of opinion, with
the reaction to the exposures, during exactly the same period, of
the FBI programs. This exercise will demonstrate that until the
dust had settled over Watergate, there was virtually no mention
of the government programs of violence and disruption or
comment concerning them, and even after the Watergate affair
was successfully concluded, there has been only occasional
discussion. The New Republic, which at that time could fairly be
considered the semiofficial organ of American liberalism, was
unconcerned by these exposures, though hardly an issue passed
without a denunciation of Nixon for his crimes, trivial by
comparison. With a few honorable exceptions (specifically, the
Nation), the same was true more generally. The Watergate affair
thus reveals quite clearly the subservience of the media to power
and official ideology. The example is a particularly telling one,
given that the media are so commonly hailed for their courage
and independence during this period.

The lesson of Watergate is simple. American liberalism and the
corporate media will defend themselves against attack. But their
spirited acts of self-defense are not to be construed as a
commitment to civil liberties or democratic principle, despite
noble and self-serving rhetoric. Quite the contrary. They
demonstrate a commitment to the principle that power must not
be threatened or injured. The narrow “elites” that control the
economy, political life, and the system of conventional doctrine
must be immune to the means of harassment that are restricted,
in the normal course of events, to those who raise a serious
challenge to ruling ideology or state policy or established
privilege. An “enemies list” that includes major corporate
leaders, media figures, and government intellectuals is an
obscenity that is seen as shaking the foundations of the republic.
The involvement of the national political police in the assassina-
tion of Black Panther leaders, however, barely deserves comment
in the national press, including the liberal press and journals,
with rare exceptions.

The Cointelpro operations of the 1960s were modeled on the
successful programs of earlier years undertaken to disrupt the

Coogle



12 COINTELPRO

American Communist party. Though details are unknown, these
programsa were no secret, and were generally regarded as
legitimate. The programs directed against the Communist party
continued through the 1960s, with such interesting innovations
as Operation Hoodwink from 1966 through mid-1968, designed to
incite organized crime against the Communist party through
documents fabricated by the FBI, evidently in the hope that
criminal elements would carry on the work of repression and
disruption in their own manner, by means that may be left to the
imagination.*

From the evidence now available, it appears that the first FBI
disruption program (apart from the CP) was launched in August
1960 against groups advocating independence for Puerto Rico. In
October 1961, the “SWP Disruption Program’” was put into
operation against the Socialist Workers party. The grounds
offered, in a secret ¥BI memorandum, were the following: the
party had been ‘“openly espousing its line on a local and national
basis through running candidates for public office and strongly
directing and/or supporting such causes as Castro’s Cuba and
integration problems . . . in the South.” The SWP Disruption
Program, put into operation during the Kennedy administration,
reveals very clearly the FBI's understanding of its function: to
block legal political activity that departs from orthodoxy, to
disrupt opposition to state policy, to undermine the civil rights
movement.

These basic commitments were pursued in subsequent years.
For example, the Phoenix office of the FBI noted in a memoran
dum of October 1, 1968, that Professor Morris Starsky of Arizona
State University, by his actions, has continued to spotlight
himself as a target for counterintelligence action.” These
‘“actiona’’ conasisted of the following crimes againat the state: ‘“He
and his wife were both named as presidential electors by and for
the Socialist Workers Party when the SWP in August, 1968,
gained a place on the ballot in Arizona. In addition they have
signed themselves as treasurer and secretary respectively of the
Arizona SWP.” Nothing further is alleged, though an earlier
memorandum (May 31, 1968) identifies Starsky as one of those
who have provided “inspiration and leadership” for “New Left
organizations and activities in the Phoenix metropolitan area,”
so that he is one of “the most logical targets for potential
counterintelligence action.” The memorandum suggests that
“reliable and cooperative contacts in the maass media’ should be

Coogle



Introduction 13

helpful in this particular program of “Disruption of the New
Left.” The documents in the Starsky case also indicate that prior
to the targeting of Starsky on October 1, the FBI had somehow
influenced the Board of Regents that controls the university to
“find cause to separate Professor STARSKY from the public
payroll” on trumped-up charges (memorandum of July 1, 1968).

Similarly, the comprehensive program to ‘“‘expose, disrupt, and
otherwise neutralize the activities of the various New Left
organizations, their leadership and adherents,” secretly put into
operation in May 1968, was motivated by the fact that New Left
activists ‘‘urge revolution,” are responsible for unspecified
“violence and disruption,” “call for the defeat of the United
States in Vietnam,” and “continually and falsely allege police
brutality and do not hesitate to utilize unlawful acts to further
their so-called causes.” They have even *‘‘on many occasions
viciously and scurrilously attacked the Director and the Bureau
in an attempt to hamper our investigation of it and to drive us off
the college campuses,” where, naturally, the state’s political
police should be free to operate with impunity. The latter offense
was particularly grave since, as is now known, FBI provocateurs
were engaged in extensive efforts throughout the country to
instigate campus violence, disrupt student groups, eliminate
radical faculty, and the like, and FBI agents were, for example,
engaged in such actions as stealing documents from campus
groups and burglarizing the offices of professors supporting
them.5

The commitment of the FBI to undermine the civil rights
movement, despite an elaborate pretense to the contrary (and
even some actions as government policy vacillated on the issue),
will come as no surprise to people with firsthand experience in
the South in the early 1960s. As late as summer 1965, FBI
observers refused to act within their legal authority to protect
civil rights demonstrators who were being savagely beaten by
police and thrown into stockades (some, who tried to find
sanctuary on federal property, were thrown from the steps of the
federal building in Jackson, Mississippi, by federal marshals).
These efforts continued in later years, as, for example, when the
FBI, under Cointelpro, succeeded in driving a Black minister
from the Jackson Human Rights Project in early 1969, causing
him to leave the South altogether, by sending him a ‘“spurious,
threatening letter”’ and encouraging scheool and church officials
to file complaints against him on the basis of charges which
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14 COINTELPRO

(according to his ACLU lawyer) were fabricated by the bureau
and ‘“‘derogatory’ information provided by the bureau.*
Predictably, the most serious of the FBI disruption programs
were those directed against “Black Nationalists.” These pro-
grams, also initiated under liberal Democratic administrations,
had as their purpose ‘‘to expose, disrupt, misdirect, discredit, or
otherwise neutralize the activities of black nationalist, hate-type
organizations and groupings, their leadership, spokesmen,
membership, and supporters, and to counter their propensity for
violence and civil disorder.” Agents were instructed ‘‘to inspire
action 1n instances where circumstances warrant.” Specifically,
they were to undertake actions to discredit these groups both
within ‘the responsible Negro community” and to ‘“Negro
radicals,” and also ‘“to the white community, both the responsible
community and to ‘liberals’ who have vestiges of sympathy for
militant black nationalists simply because they are Ne-

?

Several model actions were proposed to agents, who were

instructed ‘““to take an enthusiastic and imaginative approach to
this new counterintelligence endeavor,” including an action
apparently directed againsat the Student Nonviolent Coordinating
Committee (SNCC) in 1967, in which local police, alerted by the
FBI, arrested leaders ‘“on every possible charge until they could
no longer make bail”’ so that they ‘“spent most of the summer in
jail and no violence traceable to [censored] took place.” In this
case too, agents were directed to use ‘“‘established local news
media contacts’’ and other ‘‘sources available to the Seat of
Government’ to ‘‘disrupt or neutralize’ these organizations and
to ‘“ridicule and discredit’”’ them. In the light of these documents,
one cannot fail to recall the elaborate subsequent campaign, in
this case abetted by several liberal intellectuals and ‘“democratic
socialists,” to ridicule and discredit individuals who attempted to
raise funds for the Black Panthers during the period when they
were being subjected to extensive police and judicial attack.
During these years, FBI provocateurs repeatedly urged and
initiated violent acts, including forceful disruption of meetings
and demonstrations on and off university campuses, attacks on
police, bombings, and so on. Meanwhile, government agencies
financed, helped organize, and supplied arms to right-wing
terrorist groups that carried out fire-bombings, burglaries, and
shootings, all with the knowledge of the government agencies
responsible’—in most cases the FBI, although one right-wing
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Introduction 15

terrorist in Chicago claims that his group was financed and
directed in part by the CIA.® One FBI provocateur resigned when
he was asked to arrange the bombing of a bridge in such a way
that the person who placed the booby-trapped bomb would be
killed. This was in Seattle, where it was revealed that FBI
infiltrators had been engaged in a campaign of arson, terrorism,
and bombings of university and civic buildings, and where the
FBI arranged a robbery, entrapping a young Black man who was
paid $75 for the job and killed in a police ambush.? In another
case, an undercover operative who had formed and headed a
pro-Communist Chinese organization “at the direction of the
bureau’” reports further that at the Miami Republican convention
he incited “people to turn over one of the buses and then told
them that if they really wanted to blow the bus up, to stick a rag
in the gas tank and light it”’ (they were unable to overturn the
vehicle). The same ex-operative contends that Cointelpro-type
operations, allegedly suspended in Apiil 1971, were in fact
continuing as late as mid-1974, when he left the bureau’s
employ.:®

Many details are now available concerning the extensive
campaign of terror and disruption waged by the government
during these years, in part through right-wing paramilitary
groups organized and financed by the national government but
primarily through the much more effective means of inftltration
and provocation. In particular, much of the violence on campus
can be attributed to government provocateurs. To cite a few
examples, the Alabama branch of the ACLU argued in court that
in May 1970 an FBI agent *“committed arson and other violence
that police used as a reason for declaring that university students
were unlawfully assembled”1—150 students were arrested. The
court ruled that the agent’s role was irrelevant unless the defense
could establish that he was instructed to commit the violent acts,
but this was impossible, according to defense counsel, since the
FBI and police thwarted his efforts to locate the agent who had
admitted the acts to him. William Frapolly, who surfaced as a
government informer in the Chicago Eight conspiracy trial, an
active member of student and off-campus peace groups in
Chicago, “‘during an antiwar rally at his college, . . . grabbed the
microphone from the college president and wrestled him off the
stage” and “worked out a scheme for wrecking the toilets in the
college dorms . . . as an act of antiwar protest.’'? Many such
cases have been exposed throughout the country.
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16 COINTELPRO

Perhaps the most shocking story concerns the assassination of
Fred Hampton and Mark Clark by Chicago police directed by the
state’s attorney’s office in December 1969, in a predawn raidon a
Chicago apartment. Hampton, one of the most promising leaders
of the Black Panther party—particularly dangerous because of
his opposition to violent acts or rhetoric and his success in
community organizing—was killed in bed, perhaps drugged.
Depositions in a civil suit in Chicago reveal that the chief of
Panther security and Hampton’s personal bodyguard, William
O’Neal, was an FBI infiltrator. O’Neal gave his FBI “contacting
agent,” Roy Mitchell, a detailed floor plan of the apartment,
which Mitchell turned over to the state’s attorney’s office shortly
before the attack, along with “information”-~of dubious
veracity—that there were two illegal shotguns in the apartment.
For his services, O’Neal was paid over $10,000 from January 1969
through July 1970, according to Mitchell’s affidavit.

The availability of the floor plan presumably explains why “all
the police gunfire went to the inside corners of the apartment,
rather than toward the entrances,” and undermines still further
the pretense by the police that the police barrage was caused by
confusion in unfamiliar surroundings that led them to believe,
falsely, that they were being fired upon by the Panthers inside.!?

Agent Mitchell was named by the Chicago Tribune as head of
the Chicago Cointelpro directed against the Black Panthers and
other Black groups. Whether or not this is true, there is now
substantial evidence of direct FBI involvement in this gestapo-
style political assassination.

O’Neal, incidentally, continued to report to Mitchell after the
raid. He was taking part in meetings with the Hampton family
and discussions between lawyers and clients, one of many such
examples of violation of the lawyer-client relation. To cite
another, which did receive considerable publicity, the chief
security officer of the American Indian Movement, also a paid
FBI informer, “was the only person, other than defendants and
lawyers, with regular access to the room in which defense
strategy was planned.” So valuable were his services during this
period that his cash payment from the bureau was raised from
2900 to 1,100 a month. “The Government, in a sworn affidavit at
the trial, had appeared to contend that it had no informer in the
defense ranks.” The informer, who came to believe that AIM was,
in his words, a “legal, socaal organization that wasn’t doing
anything wrong,” reports also that he helped lead an armed take-
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Introduction 17

over of a state office building in Iowa, among other tasks
performed for the FBI.!¢

A top secret Special Report for the president in June 1970
gives some insight into the motivation for the actions undertaken
by the goverument to destroy the Black Panther party. The report
describes the party as “the most active and dangerous black
extremist group in the United States.” Its ‘“hard-core members”
were estimated at about 800, but “a recent poll indicates that
approximately 25 per cent of the black population has a great
respect for the BPP, including 43 per cent of blacks under 21
years of age.” On the basis of such estimates of the potential of
the party, the repressive agencies of the state pecoceeded against it
to ensure that it did not succeed in organizing as a substantial
social or political force. We may add that in this case,
government repression proved quite successful.

The same Special Report develops the broader motivation for
the FBI operations. The intelligence analysis explains that “the
movement of rebellious youth known as the ‘New Left,’involving
and influencing a substantial number of college students, is
having a serious impact on contemporary society with a potential
for serious domestic strife.” The New Left has ‘“revolutionary
aims” and an “identification with Marxism-Leninism.” It has
attempted “to infiltrate and radicalize labor,” and after failing
“to subvert and control the mass media’” has established ““a large
network of underground publications which serve the dual
purpose of an internal communication network and an external
propaganda organ.” Its leaders have “openly stated their
sympathy with the international communist revolutionary
movements in South Vietnam and Cuba; and have directed
others into activities which support these movements.” “Al-
though New Left groups have been responsible for widespread
damage to ROTC facilities, for the halting of some weapons-
related research, and for the increasing dissent within the
military services, the major threat to the internal security of the
United States is that directed against the civilian sector of our
society.”

In summary, during the decade of the 19608 and for a period of
unknown duration since (perhaps still continuing), the FBI
extended its earlier clandestine operations against the Commu-
nist party, committing its resources to undermining the Puerto
Rico independence movement, the Socialist Workers party, the
civil rights movement, Black nationalist movements, the Ku Klux
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18 COINTELPRO

Klan, segments of the peace movement, the student movement,
and the “New Left” in general. The overall allocation of FBI
resources during this period is of course unknown. One relevant
bit of evidence is provided by the ‘“Media files,” stolen from the
Media, Pennsylvania, office of the FBI in March 1971 by a group
calling itself “the Citizens’ Commission to Investigate the FBI,”
and widely distributed through left and peace movement
channels. According to its anslysis of the documents in this FBI
office, 1 percent were devoted to organized crime, mostly
gambling; 30 percent were ‘“manuals, routine forms, and similar
procedural matter’’; 40 percent were devoted to political surveil-
lance and the like, including two cases involving right-wing
groups, ten concerning immigrants, and over 200 on left or liberal
groups. Another 14 percent of the documenta concerned draft
resistance and “leaving the military without government permis-
sion.” The remainder concerned bank robberies, murder, rape,
and interstate theft.!¢ Whether these figures are typical or not we
cannot know, in the case of a secret organization like the FBI. It
is clear, however, that the commitment of the FBI to undermine
and destroy popular movements that departed from political
orthodoxy was extensive, and was apparently proportional to the
strength and promise of such movements—as one would expect in
the case of the secret police organization of any state, though it ia
doubtful that there is anything comparable to this record among
the Western industrial democracies.

The effectiveness of the state disruption programasis not easy to
evaluate. Surely it was not slight. Black leadera estimate the
significance of the programs as substantial. Dr. James Turner of
Cornell University, president of the African Heritage Studies
Association, assesses these programs as having ‘‘serious long-
term conseqQuences for black Americans,” in that they “had
+ created in blacks a sense of depression and hopelessness.’’'” He
states that “the F.B.I. set out to break the momentum developed
- in black communities in the late fifties and early sixties’’; “we
" needed to put together organizational mechanismsa to deliver
services,”” but instead, “our ability to influence things that
happen to us internally and externally was killed.” He concludes
that “the lack of confidence and paranocia stimulated arong
black people by these actions” were just beginning to fade.
Conceivably, the long-term impact may be salutary: “We realize
that we can’t depend on symbolism and on inspired leadership
and we are beginning to build solidly based organizations.”
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1961 FBI letter initiating the Socialist Workers Party
Disruption Program. It cites the party’s electoral activities,
defense of Cuba, and support for the civil rights movement,
not any alleged violent or illegal actions.
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Pages 20 and 21:. Among the fifty pages of Muhammad
Kenyatta’s Cointelpro file is this letter warning the civil
rights leader to leave Mississippi or face measures “which
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would have a more direct effect.” The threat is attriduted to
Tougaloo students.
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Pages 22 and 23: Communication from J. Edgar Hoover,
dated March 4, 1968, putting into effect the Cointelpro—
Black Nationalist-Hate Groups. It raises questions about
FBI complicity in the murders of Malcolm X and Martin
Luther King, Jr. Under goal 2, their names fit perfectly in
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the spaces censored by the bureau. This letter was issued
one month before King was killed. Other Cointelpro files
show that the FBI also had infiltrators operating within
Malcoim’s Muslim Mosque, Inc. (see chapter 5).
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Detailed FBI floor plan of the Chicago apartment where
Panther leaders Fred Hampton and Mark Clark were killed
by police in 1969. An FBI agent made the drawing from
information supplied by Hampton's bodyguard—who later
surfaced as a bureau informer—and passed it on to Chicago
police less than two weeks before the killings. A court
ordered the files released in response to a suit by the
victims’ families.
u
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Memos that ostensibly discontinued Cointelpro are worded
unmistakably to allow future disruption. This one, dated
October 10, 1969, recommends getting rid of the title “SWP
Disruption Program” to “eliminate paper work,” and adds:
“In the future, the disruption action directed against the
SWP will be handled on an individual case basis as deemed
appropriate.”

2D

Google



L ad

e

:b:::' '..‘ :’ 1" J -':.:” -
y " UYIl'I)\.AhS(O&R\M|\| 3 ' i (20 Jamingy
2 - Er. swliivae LA -
.[‘V € 051 'U?n 1 - Lr, hreenaa C. 7!‘ S
; 1 - ir- Tiaeigan i =

l

TOo ¢t Ne.e W. C. «ulliva:“g 27" uati. /21711

: Iu:]' 1 - Me, Gray §

FRUM : He, C. D, Drenban ', 1 - Ur, G.C. XZoore Lol et
.-H'-."l = 1 - =, Shackelford v i

3 e . 1 = Illr, ¥souall o ———

qumEcT: " COULTLRINTILLIGENCE. FROCRANS ::cmr"rn,mnsn - ur. £7es (. o~
INTIRLL SECURITY - RACIAL SATVIRS -

o ~ L Li_o

LD St Yviia & » wmder _ / .

f ¢~ %0 agford ndaftionzl sccurity to our se=sitivo tesl=iira:
+/  and operaticzs, 1t is reccam=nded the COIXTILPRCS opezatez =i <im

/e Zcrostic Intelligcuce Division be discontipued, . i

At the Preseat tine this Ulvielon opeiates sevg)' 3

COINTTAPR0S as follovrs: .o

COTNTZLITO - Esytomage ' . 5’ L
COIITILFID - iow Left : , 53 o
[ COIWTIUMO - Dis-uption of Rrite Hate Groups (iu ~

COINTCLPRO - Coxcunist Forty, USA )
Q’\tnfcx‘ntclli’,'wncﬂ cad speci‘l 0 cr‘tim 33.

' ml’lul’”'....o - Bl.c.. E«;‘.X‘C:ints ‘_l&""—t
' : Sochlist Cosiors Parxy - Dimruption Pr:-r‘4 -t
e :‘_- ,y‘ - ,-"
] 1heso Piosh Foe -5 fnvolvo o vaoriety of sexzitive itses-
{ ligenzy toanniazss *nc di:raa*ivc activities v\ica 220 &fl23c-s

clozo supozvisiza At tho Sent of Jovseramcat,  §Fasl have boc
carcefulls supafyvisas wi-: 231 cctions baing afxor.ca pricr
|8uz:~4 s2z2proval :ind aa ¢2fo-t bis beroo Bado to avsid cazz,i:;
£3 ho=cssnzat,. . Altho:sh sucsaselful over tte Ya:rs, 1t 10 “Zelc
ey zto:ld nnsT LI discontinuc:d for sacurity recso3s bec:iab
y of tooiv mensitivity, .

-
-
-

actlon is wa-oanted, 1t wit 1 2o considered on & RIiS%Iy S2lanii-~a
tndivicval dagic vitn t"ht orecoduces to insure uhsolntc seizico

-v -y X C-J-CC-—- (3
- ACTEC:: ReC-32. 7 : /-5/
- I2 spprcvcd, astached aletel will te 53 at to 211 21222
of2iess ¢iscootizuing cus COINTELPIOS, c

Knc‘o‘:rc . S //...r-.-/ M
& ~6C230

] ’ In exception=l f3z%=nco3 where counteri:telli:e::o‘

/
- 1032443096 \HaS

-~ .~ _ o "N
- I:l=330271.

. - [

1 - 1€75-230058 1

1. 187.9 o - M
1 - 500-3-10¢ g :;7 C/I,

1 - I33-17338 13 L ‘Q

3

1

Pages 26 and 27: 1971 documents purporting to end seven
counterintelligence programs allude to the breakin at the
Media, Pennsylvania, FBI office which shattered their
secrecy. The programs “should now be discontinued for
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security reasons,” but disruptive tactics will continue “on a
highly selective individual basis with tight procedures to

insure absolute secrecy.”’
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28 COINTELPRO

“Symbolism and inspired leadership’ are easy targets for the
repressive institutions of the state, its propaganda agencies, and
cooperative intellectuals. Solidly based organizations may be able
to withstand such attacks. The same lesson, of course, must be
learned outside the Black community.

We note further that the criminal activities of the FBI were
initiated under the liberal Demeocratic administrations and
carried further under Nixon. These programs were (partially)
exposed during the Watergate period, and though incomparably
more serious than anything charged against Nixon, they were
virtually ignored during this period by the liberal national press
and journals of opinion, and only marginally discussed since,
though ample information is available. 1 have discovered
personally—and others may verify for themselves—that much of
the most significant information is unknown to generally well-
informed journalists and other intellectuals, and that the scale of
the FBI programs is rarely appreciated, though by now enough
information is readily available for those who want to know.

We note finally that “the Justice Department has decided not to
prosecute anyone in connection with the Federal Bureau of
Investigation’s 15-year campaign to disrupt the activities of
suspected subversive organizations.”’?? J. Stanley Pottinger, head
of the Civil Rights Division, reported to the attorney general that
he had found “no basis for criminal charges against any
particular individuals involving particular incidents.” The
present director of the FBI has also made clear that he sees
nothing particularly serious in the revelations of the past several
years. There will be no Congressional committee conducting a
serious investigation of these practices, and no furor in the liberal
press over the revelations themselves or the failure to investigate
them. In short, the system continues to work.

The criminal programs of the FBI during the 1960s are simply
an extension of past practices. According to William C. Sullivan,
Hoover's assistant for many years:

Such a very great man as Franklin D. Roosevelt saw nothing wrong
in asking the FBI to investigate those opposing his lend-lease
policy—a purely political request. He also had us leok into the
activities of others who opposed our entrance into World War 11, just
as later Administrations had the FBI look into those opposing the
conflict in Vietnam. It was a political request also when he
[Roosevelt] instructed us to put a telephone tap, a microphone, and a
physical .surveillance on an internationally known leader in his
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Introduction 29

Adminiatration. It was done. The resuita he wanted were secured and
given to him. Certain records of this kind . . . were not then or later
put into the regular FBI filing system. Rather, they were deliberately
kept out of it.!?

Not long after World War II ended, President Truman put into
operation the repressive measures which laid the basis for what
is misleadingly called ‘‘McCarthyism.” The MundtNixon bill
calling for the registration of the Communist party was reported
out of Nixon’s House Committee on Un-American Activities in
1948. Senate liberals objected, and after a Truman veto they
proposed as a substitute ‘‘the ultimate weapon of repression:
concentration camps to intern potential troublemakers on the
occasion of some loosely defined future ‘Intermal Security
Emergency’,”’?? including, as one case, ‘‘insurrection within the
United States in aid of a foreign enemy.”?! This substitute was
advocated by Benton, Douglas, Graham, Kefauver, Kilgore,
Iehman, and Humphrey, then a freshman senator. Humphrey
later voted against the bill, though he did not retreat from his
concentration camp proposal. In fact, he was concerned that the
conference committee had brought back ‘“a weaker bill, not a bill
to strike stronger blows at the Communist menace, but weaker
blows.” The problem with the new bill was that those interned in
the detention centers would have “the right of habeas corpus so
they can be released and go on to do their dirty business,”’2:
Humphrey complained. In later years as well Senate liberals were
responsible for some of the most repressive legislation.

During the same period, the ideological institutions of Ameri-
can society—the mass media, cinema, and the universities and
schools—were successfully purified as radicals were largely
eliminated from the sensitive professions and often harassed or
dismissed elsewhere as well. It was only under the pressure of the
student movement in the late 1960s that the universities were
compelled to become slightly less orthodox and to make marginal
concessions to freedom of thought and inquiry that moved
beyond the ideological consensus determined by ruling groups.
And even in those years, in numerous cases radicals were forced
out of academic positions, often by faculty or administration
decision, but in some instances over the heads of faculty and
administrators, by the governing bodies of the universities.

It is now commonly argued that during the late 1960s the
universities were virtually taken over by the left, while the mass
media took on an adversary position with respect to state
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30 COINTELPRO

authority—some say irresponaibly, while others laud the press for
its honesty and independence. This is gross nonsense. The
orthodoxy of the universities was barely challenged. Overwhelm-
ingly, university departments, particularly those concerned with
domestic policy and international affairs, remained under the
control of people committed to the reigning state capitalist
ideology, and throughout the Vietnam War the subversion of the
universities in the service of state policy persisted with only
minor interference. As for the media, I have already pointed out
that the Watergate affair—allegedly their finest hour—merely
demonastrates their continued subservience to the ruling powers.
The same is generally true with regard to the war in Vietnam.
Even the liberal press generally continued, to the end, to describe
the war as a conflict between North and South Vietnam, hewing
close to the official propaganda line. Media doves joined most
liberal intellectuals in protesting that the United States was
defending South Vietnam in an exercise of misplaced benevo-
lence. The war was ‘“a mistake,” a case of good motives
transmuted (mysteriously) into bad policy, with no one to blame.
The fact that the United States was engaged in direct aggression
in South Vietnam, and that its murderous attack against the
rural society of South Vietnam then spilled over to neighboring
regions, has been consistently suppressed by the media and
journals of opinion, again with a few honorable exceptiona. The
war in Laos and Cambodia was kept “secret” over long perioda
through the self-censorship of the press, which then hypocntical
ly blamed Nixon for deception when the time came to punish him
for his departure from the established rules of the game.
Kissinger’s efforts to evade the provisions of the “peace treaty”
were also effectively kept from public attention, in a remarkable
display of submissiveness. I have given elaborate documentation
elsewhere, and will not discuss this matter further here.*

When someone suggests a reduction in military spending or the
cancellation of some new superweapon development, outraged
apologists for militarism are sure to denounce such proposals for
“unilateral disarmament.” Similarly, a slight breach in ortho-
doxy is sufficient to terrify authoritarian ideologues, who see in it
the collapse of the aystem of thought control that has been 8o
effective in depoliticizing American society. The gross exaggera-
tions of frightened academics and political commentators serve o
illustrate the extent and success of the long-standing system of
ideological control in the United States.
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I have spoken of this system as a post-World War II
phenomenon, but that is a mistake. Its roots go far deeper. Recall
that J. Edgar Hoover rose to national prominence when he was
appointed chief of the General Intelligence (antiradical) division
of the Justice Department in August 1919, just before the “Palmer
raide” of January 2, 1920, when more than 4,000 alleged
“radicale” were rounded up in thirty-three cities in twentythree
gtates (over 200 aliens were subsequently deported), while the
Washington Post editorialized that “there is no time to waste on
hairsplitting over infringement of liberty” in the face of the
Bolshevik menace, and lauded the House of Representatives for
its expulsion of socialist congressman Victor Berger on grounds
that it could not have given a “finer or more impressive
demonstration of Americanism’’; the New York 1imes meanwhile
described the expulsion of socialist assemblymen as ‘“an
American vote altogether, a patriotic and conservative vote”
which “an immense majority of the American people will approve
and sanction,” whatever the benighted electorate may believe.2*

One may trace the pattern back much further, to the Alien and
Sedition Acts by which “the Federalists sought to suppress _
political opposition and to stamp out lingering sympathy for the ~A
principles of the French Revolution,’’? or the judicial murder of
four anarchists for “having advocated doctrines’” which allegedly
lay behind the explosion of a bomb in Chicago’s Haymarket
Square after a striker had been killed by police in May 1886 .26

The Cointelpro documents and the related disclosures are
noteworthy, and in accord with historical precedent, in that no
specific illegal acts were charged against those “targeted” by the
FBI, though a vague “propensity for violence” and unspecified
violent acts are alleged. Similarly, the ‘“‘seditious utterances’ of
the Haymarket anarchists sufficed, in the eyes of the Chicago
police, to attribute “moral responsibility” for the bombing and to
justify their prosecution and hanging.2’? And Attorney General
Palmer justified his actions ‘“to clean up the country almost
unaided by any virile legislation” on grounds of the failure of
Congress “to stamp out these seditious societies in their open
defiance of law by various forms of propaganda’:

Upon these two basic certainties, first that the “Reds” were criminal
aliens, and secondly that the American Government must prevent
crime, it was decided that there could be no nice distinctions drawn
between the theoretical ideals of the radicals and their actual
violations of our national laws. . .
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32 COINTELPRO

Palmer’s “information showed that communism in this country
was an organization of thousands of aliens, who were direct allies
of Trotzky.” Thus ‘“the Government is now sweeping the nation
clean of such alien filth,” with the overwhelming support of the
press, until they perceived that their own interests were
threatened.?® Elsewhere he described the prisoners as follows:

Qut of the sly and crafty eyes of many of them leap cupidity, cruelty,
insanity, and crime; from their lopsided faces, sloping brows, and
misshapen features may be recognized the unmistakable criminal

type.

Palmer was a liberal and progressive. His purpose was ‘“to tear
out the radical seeds that have entangled American ideas in their
poisonous theories.””*® His belief that the state has the authority
to prevent these seeds from germinating is within the general
framework of American liberalism. The mase media, the schools,
and the universities defend ideological orthodoxy in their own,
generally successful, ways. When a threat to reigning dogma is
perceived, the state is entitled to act.

After World War I, labor militancy menaced established
privilege. Hoover labored to portray the 1919 steel strike as a
“Red conspiracy.” A subsequent miner’s strike was described by
President Wilson as ‘“one of the gravest steps ever proposed in
this country,” ‘“a grave moral and legal wrong,” while the press
warned that the miners, ‘“red-soaked in the doctrines of Bolshev-
ism,” were ‘‘starting a general revolution in America.”?! The Red
Scare, as Levin shows, “was promoted, in large part, by major
business groups which feared their power was threatened by a
leftward trend in the labor movement’’; and they had “reason to
rejoice”’ at its substantial success, namely, “to weaken and
conservatize the labor movement, to dismantle radical parties,
and to intimidate liberals.” It “was an attempt—largely
successful--to reaffirm the legitimacy of the power elites of
capitalism and to further weaken workers’ class consciousness.”
The Red Scare was strongly backed by the press and the
American elites until they came to see that their own interests
would be harmed as the right-wing frenzy got out of hand—in
particular, the antiimmigrant hysteria, which threatened the
best reserve of cheap labor.

The Red Scare also served to buttress an interventionist foreign
policy. Foster Rhea Dulles observed that “Governmental agencies
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made most of these fears and kept up a barrage of anti-Bolshevik
propaganda throughout 1919 which was at least partially
inspired by the need to justify the policy of intervention in both
Archangel and Siberia.”32

After World War 11, the story was reenacted. While intellectual
ideologists depicted American expansionism as ‘defense of
freedom” (with an occasional, but so understandable excess of
zeal), transmuting the brutal Russian state into a global
aggressor under an elaborate mythology that even its creators
have been compelled to disown, the state moved to ensure
obedience and submissiveness to the evolving imperial system
and the domestic permanent war economy. As already noted,
American liberals had their hand in some of the worst abuses.
The general motivation was the traditional one: “there could be
no nice distinctions drawn between the theoretical ideals of the
radicals and their actual violations of our national laws”
(Palmer).

The basic liberal doctrine was laid out clearly by Supreme
Court Justice Robert H. Jackson in his opinion upholding the
Smith Act on grounds “that it was no violation of free speech to
convict Communists for conspiring to teach or advocate the
forcible overthrow of the government, even if no clear and present
danger could be proved.” For if the clear and present danger test
were applied, Jackson argued, “it means that Communist
plotting is protected during its period of incubation; its prelimi
nary stages of organization and preparation are immune from
the law; the Government can move only after imminent action is
manifest, when it would, of course, be too late.” Thus there must
be ‘“some legal formula that will secure an existing order against
revolutionary radicalism. . . . There i8 no constitutional right to
‘gang up’ on the Government.” Opposition tendencies, however
minuscule, must be nipped in the bud prior to “imminent action.”
As for the Communist party, “ordinary conspiracy principles”
suffice to charge any individual associated with it “with
responsibility for and participation in all that makes up the
Party’s program’” and ‘“even an individual,” acting alone and
apart from any ‘“conspiracy,” ‘“cannot claim that the Constitu-
tion protects him in advocating or teaching overthrow of
government by force or violence. . . .”3

In conformity with these doctrines, the ideological institutions
must be kept free of contamination. Even a single tenured
Marxist professor of economics in a country as complex and
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diverse as the United States constitutes a potential threat As in
the case of the Red Scare of 1920, it was only when the hysteria
that had been whipped up began to endanger major institutions
and individuals near the center of power that the economic and
political leadership and their intellectual spokesmen took
effective measures to terminate the repression—or more accurate-
ly, to restrict it to the proper victims.

Given the historical context, it i8 entirely natural that the
beginnings of the ferment of protest and organization in the early
1960s set the apparatus of repression intc operation once again,
in the manner described in the documents presented below and
elsewhere. Nor is it surprising that American liberalism looked
the other way, until the repression struck home under Nixon; and
even then, it is important to emphastze once again, indignation
was largely restricted to Nixon’s crimes, insignificant in
comparison to the revelations of the same period. Matters are no
different when the Black anarchist Martin Sostre—designated as
a ‘‘prisoner of conscience’” by Amnesty International—is merci
lessly persecuted by the state, or when Black students are
murdered at Orangeburg and Jackson State, and on and on.

Some commentators have found it ‘“‘puzziing” that the FBI
should devote such energies to hounding a scoutmaster in
Orange, New Jersey, whose wife is a socialist, or to disrupting
small socialist parties, while ‘“‘crime rates in American cities
escalated and organized crime expanded its interests’” and “the
real espionage dangers from the Soviet K.G.B.” were “apparently
ignored.”’?* Placing the events in their historical and doctrinal
context, the puzzle is easily resolved. The real threat to the
“existing order’ is not organized crime or the KGB, but
“revolutionary radicalism’ or even protest by popular groups
that have escaped the control of the political leadership and
intellectual ideologists. That this threat can quickly become real
indeed was made evident in the late 1960s, when American
aggression in Vietnam was significantly hampered?® and its
ideological props swept away (in significant circles, though not in
the major ideological institutions).

For the most part, however, the threat of intellectual indepen-
dence and uncontrolled political and social organization has been
well contained (the major postwar success of the “‘containment
policy”’). Alone among the parliamentary democracies, the United
States has had no mass-based socialist party, however mild and
reformist, no socialist voice in the media, and virtually no
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departure from centrist ideology within the achools and universi-
ties, at least until the pressure of student activism impelled a
slight departure from orthodoxy. All of this 18 testimony to the
effectiveness of the system of controle that has been in force for
many years, the activities of the F'BI being only the apearhead for
far more extensive, substantial, and effective—if more low-
keyed—measures enforced throughout American society.

From its inception, the IFBI has operated on the liberal doctrine
that “preliminary stages of organization and preparation” muat
be frustrated, well before there is-any clear and present danger of
“revolutionary radicalism,” occasionally progressing beyond the
intended bounds of this doctrine. The people of the United States
pay dearly for domestic privilege and the securing of imperial
domains. The vast waste of social wealth, miserable urban
ghettos, meaningless work within authoritarian capitalist institu-
tions, the threat (or reality) of lose of even the opportunity to rent
oneself to the owners of capital, standarde of health and social
welfare that should be intolerable in a society with vast
productive resources—all of this must be endured and even
welcomed as “the price of freedom” if “the existing order” is to
stand without challenge. The intelligentsia have generally played
their natural role, promulgating the required doctrines with
enthusiaesm and energy and diverting or diluting any serious
departure from the conventional system of beliefs, with an
occasional show of dismay when privileged groups themselves
are threatened. As for the state inatruments of repression, one
can expectlittle change in coming years, at least until the rise of
masse-based popular organizationa devoted to social change and
to an end of oppression and injustice.

NOAM CHOMSKY
July 1975
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1 ‘Prevent these people
from getting elected’

In late 1971 Donald Segretti was discharged from the army,
where he had served as an attorney. He had a friend in the White
House and he quickly landed a new job.

In the next few months strange things began to happen to
some of the candidates for the Democratic presidential nomina-
tion. During the New Hampshire primary the state’s major
newspaper printed a letter accusing Edmund Muskie of making
derogatory statements about French-Americans. Sometime later
it would be discovered that the letter was a phony, but two weeks
before election day it sparked quite a stir.

Later, there were fake press releases issued on the stationery of
Muskie and Hubert Humphrey.

Then, on June 17, 1972, five men were discovered breaking into
the headquarters of the Democratic National Committee at the
Watergate complex in Washington, D.C. The story that eventual-
ly unraveled—including spying and political sabotage—had an
unprecedented impact on American political life. It eventually
forced the resignation of the president of the United States.

The Cointelpro documents reveal that none of the Watergate
crimes were original. The FBI has for years been doing the same
thing—and worse—to the Socialist Workers party. Every one of
the plumbers’ “dirty tricks’”’ had been used for years by the FBI
against the SWP, civil rights leaders, and others on the
government’'s “enemies list.”

As this country’s political police, the FB] has been assigned the
role of determining what ideas are fit for the American people to
hear and whatideas are not. Socialism, in their opinion, is not fit.
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The ruling class, which runs the government, is convinced that
it would be better for them if socialism were considered
illegitimate or ‘“subversive.” The idea that the working people of
this country should take over its wealth and resources and use
them for their own welfare is a subversive idea—if you are a
capitalist.

In the early 1960s the witch-hunt that had dominated
American politics during the 1950s was giving way to a greater
openness to radical ideas. Socialists began winning a place on
the ballot—and were more and more being treated as legitimate
candidates with a particular point of view. The FBI decided that
they had a problem. Cointelpro was their solution.

The Cointelpro plot to disrupt socialist election campaigns was
concocted not because of any illegal activities by the SWP, but
because, as J. Edgar Hoover said, socialist candidates were
“openly” talking to people about their ideas.

The documents at the end of this chapter show that the FBI
attempted to wreck the 1961 campaign of a Black socialist for
Manhattan borough president, waged a sustained drive against
Clifton DeBerry, the SWP’s 1964 presidential candidate, tried to
get socialists excluded from supporting an independent Black
candidate in San Francisco in 1964, and incited an attack on
Fred Halstead when he was the SWP presidential candidate in
1968.

These actions are only part of the record of FBI sabotage
against socialist candidates. And there are operations that
remain hidden in files the FBI is refusing to disclose.

One Cointelpro operation that has come to light through the
socialists’ suit concerns the 1966 campaign of Judy White for
governor of New York. This was during the period when the
antiwar movement was beginning to have a major impact on the
thinking of the American people. White was a leader of the
antiwar movement.

A broad layer of opponents of the war—including many
radicals who were not particularly close to the SWP—had
endorsed White as the only antiwar candidate in the race.

Campaign supporters worked hard to get the signatures
necessary to obtain ballot status, which brought a significant
amount of attention from the media.

The FBI looked for a way to sabotage this campaign. They
noticed that according to New York law White was formally not
old enough to hold the office of governor. The FBI tried to get this
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fact reported in the media in an attempt to discredit the
campaign.

According to the documents, the FBI decided to rely on the
Daily News to do the job for them, but the New York City CBS
television affiliate did it instead. A copy of the tranacript of the
editorial broadcast by the station immediately following the
election i8 reproduced in the files.

White recently read the Cointelpro papers relating to her
campaign. ‘“It was the CBS editorial that started the whole
cont{roversy that led to the passage of what was called the ‘anti-
Judy White law,”” she recalled.

As the documents show, the state legislature soon passed a law
altering the election code to require that a candidate be old
enough to assume an office in order to run for it.

‘“Even before the election, CBS was making effective use of the
charge that [ wasn’t ‘old enough.’ I'm sure the FBI must have
planted this idea,” White said.

“We were getting many hours of broadcast time, which was
uncommon then. But a few days before the elections it abruptly
stopped.”

“l was scheduled to go on CBS with the other candidates for
governor on a special one-hour program. Suddenly, CBS informed
us that my appearance was canceled. They said I was not a
legally qualified candidate because of my age.”

Of course, White was legally qualified to run for office; that was
why the law was changed. Today people under thirty are legally
ineligible to run for governor of New York.

These documents indicate that the FBI may have been
responsible for getting this legislation on the books.

The next set of documents concerns an FBI undercover plot
implemented the previous year. The city was Denver, where the
Socialist Workers party was fielding candidates in the elections
for school board.

“In an effort to prevent these people from being elected,” the
Denver office proposed to FBI headquarters that a letter be sent
to the president of the Denver school board to ‘“alert’” him to the
fact that socialists were running for positions on the board.

The Denver FBI included in its proposal to Washington an
article about the SWP that had appeared in the Denver Post the
previous year. That article branded the SWP “as both subversive
and on the Attorney General’s list of subversive organizations.”
The FBI likes the media to refer to the SWP in this fashion, and
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there is every reason to believe that the FBI was involved in
writing that story.

(The attorney general’s list, a McCarthy-era compilation of
“subversive” organizations, was officially abolished by Nixon
during his last days in office. However, the government still
maintains a secret list of ‘“‘subversive organizations’ for use by
government agencies.)

The FBI seemed to be irritated because the Denver press had
failed to label the SWP as subversive when the party announced
its school board candidates.

Washington gave the go-ahead for a letter from “a concerned
mother.”

The next group of documents exposes an FBI operation aimed
at a Black socialist. The FBI tried to ruin Paul Boutelle’s
campaign for mayor of New York in 1969 and to drive him and
other Blacks out of the SWP.

The FBI discovered through its surveillance of the SWP that
Boutelle had been arrested in New Jersey and falsely charged
with possession of stolen property while he was helping a friend
to move. The FBI sought to exploit this by circulating informa.
tion on the arrest to the press.

While no New York newspaper ever printed the story, the FBI
indicates in a document printed here that the information might
have been passed on to supporters of Mayor John Lindsay, who
was running for reelection, thus encouraging them to challenge
the petitions the SWP had submitted in order to obtain ballot
status.

This challenge resulted in the board of elections ruling the SWP
off the ballot, and the party was forced to run a write-in
campaign. If this was caused by the FBI, as they suggest, that
makes this one of the more successful Cointelpro operations.

The second part of the plot was less successful. The FBI
followed up by mailing Boutelle a racist letter, purportedly from a
white member of the SWP, attacking him for both the arrest and
remarks Boutelle had made at an earlier SWP convention.

The effect of this letter, as recorded in FBI files and as recalled
by members of the SWP who were in New York in 1969, is
instructive.

The FBI has made other political organizations the target of
this type of disruption with some success, but these tactics do not
prove very useful against a politically seasoned and experienced
organization like the SWP.
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Boutelle brought the letter directly to the attention of a meeting
of the New York SWP, where it could be openly discussed. Party
members immediately spotted the letter as the work of police.
“We’ve been through this before,” the FBI quotes one member as
saying. “No one in the SWP wrote that.”

[ 2 $ [ 2

There are those who are horrified by the Watergate crimes, yet
feel that the use of the same tactics against socialists is excusable
in the name of “national security.” They accept the notion that
certain ideas and the advocates of those ideas are beyond the
pale.

One of the main lessons of both Watergate and the Cointelpro
papers i8 that the use of such illegal methods against political
opponents cannot remain limited to socialists. If tolerated, they
will inevitably be aimed at other forces in this society who run
into conflict with the powers that be. This is an important
conclusion to be drawn by the labor movement and others.

Coogle



| poagcer; -1, (BT ;
. . SaleEnty

e’ 1 B2, Dounolr GFOXIDW

ier: B sc010L1ST Vo =as PARTY
T @ SECURITT - 3%

. - 1. BReforenced Bureau lsttar stites the WP as,

. ower tho pcst several ysars, beea openly sspousing its line
on A local add pat basis through rusning candidates for
‘public offica.’ Latters to editors and other warious
erlineng_in naveransvy rmhl{ahine Tattery from snhasribery
oould b+ mailed to BawspapeTs, mignod by fictitions pases, -

atirg cut that at th) sine t:pe thess individuals are
tuﬂrﬁtmluimuﬂummunm they are
seobers of the , &a arganizaticn dedicated to the revolutiom-

* ary ovearthrow of the United States Sovermasnt.

‘ thoy are 3UP candidates indicates that they are STP maaharp.
Ianformation frem public sources could be pooled from all .. -
eoffices indicarirg the anarchist and revolutiooary tesis of the
- BP. The fact that the 52 bas besn cited by the Attoraey
Ganaral of tis United States as & subversive organisarion could

Pages 44 and 45: Initial suggestions for disruption tactics
against the SWP submitted by the Detroit office in
November 1961, less than a month after Hoover’s directive

44

Google



/ ] ,-'I'- e
s Te Ed I
z-n ae ponlr: uuu. N Iafarmatics conld be Zoresrded
* to agvpaper Iéparters, redis 1ad televixive suum. u;a-
Ri88 ascISSATY tisny @0 tiat the uuuv
.-H--—nq:t bs dies)losed. 7

" S, WMth rmd to-thr-tW s rtiag csizaa ua
s CASTE0'S Cude 30d SFoutm CONcesned-Tisd—1stagrBeion——
Prob2eams i the south. it is-kacsn-—that the SV te & GEFRALR
sEtrRt-doainates 1he PMalr Playtor Cobe Committes, i
attetpty 1P dominase aed coatru)l the Camittes vo Q14 CAs

: is seakisg syctews for this latter

Wrares—Deisadadts-and-
ticm. The followag-lidend——ommnmesiceic i niii
; m be wiilized:

B Lottars 0ovld 0 mailed to ¢e sposmms of ewxd
31:::‘.“.. hc-u-uu&um
arganizsticts-ahi-advis
otOu-WEEEtmatics thal they are Gpowsoring, TMia might o
muhﬂmumw S e ]

- - B hwmmummmtc
eiotingd and so-Sowih—inderuptdon tegzrdizg Che r@a) aATUTE .
of the CEyraimation a4 the VARSIV cEDaTtImE Of ita
Lashwrr-cosid-ty—vericns asaas-04-chanislsd 30 €9 Rasageusat
08-30a-RAlla-ge9-Cthat 08y will refuse to reaf e la)) 90 tMe
 zpuximtics. Tiis Gild-be-Bepasted amid¢ the dicragtice
el-grerased—mwetings

2 - 'wWhmc-aomuu' 1
. -‘mmm—uumwuntwnumlum
arastioe—{far—e

tAis anple 1D J2A¥, Bdvent Ragional D
dwuk!wwmmuam—lnr). o

Locally ﬂln-:rﬂtﬂtﬂuﬂum ﬂ- ideas and
 Ofm I g 0 N U W 8 PN R OO N s Y e RN 1 A

the 1isited 0YP Mpbuuhip, Boweves, Priar RTeay apyrovel—
'l'“.l - m& m. *

o
(] . - -~ -,
- . J . D

launching the program. The proposals center on the use of
the ‘“‘subversive” label to smear the party and any causes it

was supporting.

Google



> L ENTID SEATLs GUY JNMINE [¥)

Memorandum
DIRECTOR, FBI L= R BT 20/20/66 ,/‘
. >
e, wmd o o= T
S TP
i‘l WORKERS PARTY . . . J'I

i
eion in the State of

DisRpTION PROGRMY S
pores & s ;é s vor
(@) 10 Sty ol “iraLaites 1o the ot thoomine
oo o Sttt
B Hihet un candidate =

1

(bl Turther Soo chat the Tares, &
Sy mur—nﬂ.
hey .nm nmu. ovevers Te1t. thet. 17 this vas
onged the Party vould cospate WHITE's Fev York res
tus vith that of ROZZET e the unﬂu:tm Ter

Teaoval
hed 42 o34 128 meaber stanting
it B reptace 2241 such occurred.

Tuersfors, o dute; utiliztion ST s dncoraaty

¥

Bas ot bed Tecomenied
It ¢ this Doverer, that u goot
p-mmymu-mm-nmum. ‘nformation vas |
Ebicly relossad at slection . son vith
CLAREICE FRASKLIN, vions Party candinte. " Tt n:w)
belioved this cowld be 1ished in o husorous
tﬁ-uuurduuumhﬂy buttal

i
: :.'

Jaror, cony of o putlsc relesss'e [P ——

Pages 4649: In 1966, the FBI attempted to undermine Judy
White's campaign for governor of New York by getting the
Dpress to publicize the fact that if elected she would not meet
the age requirement for holding that office. In the memo on
page 49 the bureau takes credit for helping inspire the
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™o toium exeTple 1s sudditled for thé Muread's
.onouorauo is irnforoaticn to friendly
uEpe por vhich wviions!y ]

'#jh-cth“-lrtiolol . T

“EEA &IP ‘xramzm.?:-— Spmm—— ":‘.--'--. e S
3 - M of ay rq;utouu ae'en intependoot thirker
: ts o bop, akip ard Jip over
- )iy edoice Yor Goverrory aa leader of the
ticket, a?nold reflect tha utxoat consijeretion as
%0 wbich cendidate wi1ll do the best Job. Ive cholte,
I~ howevers 1o udo . nttlo saaier by the preetnee 00
-tbo-uﬂot of JUoY candidate for Uovermr
.+ ' an the ticket of the soc{nxst. Yorkers Perty.
,JUN'e platfora indicates that, if elected, e .
"will crusaSe for e voting efe of 18; however,
bar vvi ate of 28 would preclule hes esven
A7 elecotad. 3eexs there are only three Jrotuiressats
‘Tor this jJob in the Stete Comatitution,”to wits
. & 0.3, citizan, ettsimant of 30 yeare of agey
. 2e9idancy in New ¥Yirk for {ive years f=msdiately
}ooodiat election. 3Ber resideocy im Kev York
r leas tben 11X contha elso appesrs to leave
aomething to Ye desired. Ine docielist Horkers
Perty seens to have a fleir for running curious
caniidgtes ae ovidencet by JOHE CL. 2 PLEXILIV,
1ts 1961 candidete for presilent
of Naohsttan. JOHi's arrest record rao froe
ntﬁ hrmy to first degzes nusder and later
free rood e Yoard in CQinton Prisca.
" Bov such caniilates —enzge & mt on the dallot '
-1s interesting specilstion. ,zvo got m ce o
lupnouon its 10;-pulun¢ tine : ,~n-‘
The BY0 Zesls. that publication of the a‘ﬂm b
(a!omuon, in the =aTwr recoxmnisl, vould -orionslr ‘and
barresa tie 3&#, It wui‘ tharaore

Q

t1ight another exe=Tls of ths Partr'a 1
mk serious-cindednesa in 1te efforts to fnfluence othere.
it u, thersfore, felt that this 1stest eXPosure could resnlt
, 4p another “najl Sn the coffin® of the Perty in the eyos
7 of other radscaz znm fothor wlt.h mrrmam indivigduals

arty iime .

viho 3ight be svaysd by

L4
L 4

“Anti~Judy White Law” barring young people from the
ballot. The reference to John Clarence Franklin on page 46
concerns an earlier FBI operation against a Black socialist
candidate, which is described in chapter 4.
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SPOAIEMAN: Mickael ¥. Kealling

BEOADCAST: Yovc:er 318, 1520
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Reveaber 2, 1G5C
T AH Korairng 2srort

In coverlrg the rccent clectiorns in Xew Yorx, wo dizcsvcred vhet vc consicer
t0 be & gerious files 1n our c¢leciion dov, a fles that ahould Le corrconcy
dwmcdiotely. And the Zlcow iz that, unfer the crescxt syli(z, ¢ Ftrjon €an
run for governo- e other stzte officct cves 2ho=inh that Feorzol Taf At e
¢llgivle to czerve 12 elelc‘.cd, accoréing to the previslons of our state
Copatitution. B

Jor exnmple, the state Constitution says trhat In order to serve 2.5 Goversar,
® Tarinl mmiee he IN vesws AVA s Tealdpve af thae atinee for the flvd Care
preccdins the clez:ien, and @ United Stetes eitizen. Zut, the Scorctess of
Btate tclia vz, there 15 ro Frocedurr Lhat calts for eo avececstic ¢ksex 1O

. . detcroine that a cone’date rexirated for Soverror &c2.$ those qualilicesirfns.

¥ov, $n the past elcction, “he ostelict Worrer Perty cemdidate for forernos
wgs & weoan nazed Judith “rite. 3wt 17 she kad ccea clectied, cociréing Lo
the Constititios zhe could -o: Ekave servid, tecausc are 18 20 jears ole, oA,
as I rantioned, the atate Constitutior says thet thé EOverrer zai.ss be as
leaat 30,
8ince the Corstjtutior, ¢doe= cortaln ccrtain cualificaiions for ‘re of £ice of
governior, thea tne rame ¢walifications tne=lé azsls to the rel7le +«70 2 Iir
that office, It doesn':i ar~c acnse to have a cardidatec rirmsiny focr p o070 ce
“that the Cosstitiion sevs %¢ 18 Fot elifitle to fi1ll. Everyone Va0 voues
for that candicate =orrws Bl 5 vete &ay, ord, in e tight rezc, tnose voies
couvld be crucicl. I shis cundidote suould Ralzen to wia electlofn, 13 ceuld
result 1o a dbrezilown of cur Gaverr.cen”'..

1 fr
In our oOpinion, 2h¢ law sreculd ensure that camiidates oa the teallot arc
tllgidle to 2¢.rwc in the ofZice for whieh they cre rirainy.

&

=rer,

¥Ye vould like %o re=ird our #iecers that ‘L2579 will corizider requests for
tioe for whe nreseatassicy of vicu:r dyrrering froo bose erzrereed in cup
editcriais.

. ve - ~
. - Ty,
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T ~ SOCIALIST VONILUS PIRTY i
IS-SHP & Liecan . )
DISRUPTLIO:L PHOGRA Coeen- "

ReNYlcta to Diroctas:, 10/24/6G and 1/70/67.
~
f Rclcets concerned the sugtchited disyvptive

tactic of publicizinI ¢he fuclinibil lvy of i
SWP'a cardidatue for Covernor ol iow Yoiw, State ;
during 19.6, which surgestion =wa$s 2¢e:Tted by the o
€™ Butcau and furnisiced to the “ilu Yo ally ,ious”
3Ly Crime ficcod Divizion, ilo subscquint publ;zian
L of this inforration vz3 notcd ia this Y¢w York City
new3nzecr, nozever, & ol bin Trecanatines Sro-sip
+ (cnag edivorial sUrscuially aoRlarim o0 TTAMLSSlU
-on 11/18/G5, wpici containvd S1ivgesions sln:l-r %o
those furnisied b Yory €3, newdfianers.  ARlthau-h
5t hes not hrecon definiscely czeabkdizlzd it 13 suzvagsesd
by the llew Yerk Office CI:S iy have roccived thid
..dnformation from thec "!llcw Yory: Dally ilows.," lor ‘.o
e the infor:ation of Lthe Eurcau the cate of New Yurg
-~ ,recently pazsela law whicih viould nullify any ruiurs
«. +dnstance of 1neligivle candicates running for Jbl:c
- oflice. P

; It 4= noted thzt "New Yor¥% Times," 0/23/07.
/ﬂfontained an artielc on tare 75, whicp gtated tuzd the A
Fanti.Judy White bill" whilch barred 2o inclisidle c
peraon fronm being nominatzd for dDudblic offise Ll o
A_\been signed by flew York Stoue Governor #ZLLON ROSILTTLLLY.
It ¥as disclosed that Mow Ye:k 38tc atternsy («#ncial ~
EOVIS J. LZPRGUIT?Z cdrafted thia bill vhich #wia -
spansored by e« York Statc Seonetor EE/AD J. HiDNO, oo
Kassatn County Porubllean chaltis-an.  Thc &rticis o2
that WHIT & romnsirs o5 Gubkernztorisl c:rnalcate Ter trc
*  SBWP reccuived 12,F05 wotes out of 6, ) milllca ¢t
e, e et e ~ ™y
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Rce Demver lotter 4/20/65 and Burcaw icticr 4/"3/0\
cabhtioned 2 above.

i~lo.;ed for the Burcau is one coPy cach of
articles i avind 49 tho A/P3/6GH 1asuc ot the “Letiver lostT
G 5/4/60 Lrsve of the “llocky founinin News' conceinisy
upco=inl Dsuiver scliool Loaxd claction.

Refercncad Dznvaer letter contsined infermatiod ttat -
ALLRI TAPLLIX, Lranch Crfanizmer of the docm<er Branch., SuP,
wag ruunin? fo> the Denver Scliool Leard, which clection is
beung holu ~/10/e5. However, LARDARS TabLiN and HCUAD
WALL:CL, ootl: members of (he Oenver Granch, $%P. have filed
their tanciesy for election Lo the school bLoayd instend of
ALLS TAERLIY as proviousl}' reported,

el

Curenu authority is rcquested prior to a/nm,s,.‘
fer Denver 1o ¢c0nd the revised suggoested letter and
cnclescd ncvzfafey clippivés to the Prezident of the D(‘nVCr
8¢huol Doare in nn cffort to Prevent these people fron

bciu.;l({tad /.}

~»
- 2o# The sSwr.ested ler -3 is as follons~
v 4

| vl L Tl
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Pages 50 and 51: In 1965 the Denver office of the FBI
outlined a scheme to send a fake letter from “a concerned
mother” giving ammunition for red-baiting of a socialist
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“Dunr Sir~ :
”ﬂcccntly while d’scu‘ sing with a fricnd
tho variais candidatos for the gpeoming Denvor
'* School Coard El¢ction, 1 obicrwed the nemes of
- Mrs. Barvara Teplin, 1631 Pearl Street, and
L.~ Howard wWallace, 1360 ace Sirect, Denver, Colo-
. r*ado as candidates for tho D«nver School Loard
Vith their political pnrtivs listed as SWP.
e Vividly rcc111 that ur Allcn Tnplin
vho is 1isted in the 'Post’ article datcd
~‘4/25/Ga a8 the husbtand of Urs. Barbara Taplin,
- a8 the unsuccessiul Socialist Worlkers Party
-candiatec Zor the United Statys Hourne of
‘ncprc,entatives in 196:\. 1In an articlec of
ﬁ'tho ‘Denver Post'® «hich 1 a3 cenclosing for your
.. infornation, this cvri=xnization is listed as
- both subversive and c:' the Attorney Cen®ral’'s
*345% 2 cubelregive o wrniyations. ‘The arxicic
,also hints that ur. 5 -Lin is a commun:st.

4

4

4

L.

.
. "Bein“ & consci:.: Lious voter and mother of
' school agc children, . feel that sozconc should
‘40 somcthing to prcvent persons of this sort
iron bein” olcctcd to tbe schoal board.
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. ﬂAlthOHQh 1 am auch in favor of Publicly
: ppposinz these people, I fcel it best for =y
R family's sake that I withhold my nare and loave
f4 this situation in jour capable hands. .

*\ L PR § N - ~ o a4 ~ ER T
:l.' ~ ' ‘ ‘: ] .‘ "“ % . ’- ' .
TRt E s T ek Goncerned Nother”

. s ."." +$.° S ¢ - °

. N li authority 1s grantcd to ‘mail this letter, Buroau
1nstrnctions concerning previous appxovcd lotter will be
«iOIIOVOd . R i . o
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achool board candidate. The aim is clearly stated: “to
prevent these people from being elected.” Wasghington
approved the operation.
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of the SWP sirnaturecs wero f{nvolid. Accordinc to tho Da.ly
Mowa", becausa tha SWP had fllod bofore LINDIAY'a Indc)c:i:lent
Farty, it von e too-1in0 position con tho baliot. Thus LIURIAY,
thw Liboral Party rominao, by chullern;ing tha Sul potition

was »aking "a bid w0 win a socond to:n iin3 on tha iov. § ballst”,

On 9/19/69, "Tho Neow York Timos" roportod tnat, "Tho
8ocisliat Yorkers Party wos rzrmovod yo:tordsy freth tho dzllos
in the cityuldo liovenoer olcctioas whon tho Roard of Electfioni
rulod that =2t of ths sifcnatures on ita potition vera invslid”
"seee 8Nd thil action "viriually assurad Major LIUDSAY a zcrond
top apot on tho voting machinas for his Imcpezm-nn 2ari7”,

It {s not known to vhat extent t‘lo fnformation regarde
fnz BOUTZLIZ*'a orroat, if kunoun to LINDSAY susportors, encowra:od
tboa to challengs tho SW?P potitfon. In eny ovnnt. tho Sile
gelitdep) cimpolipn hizz boon dizruptcld in law Yoru.
l’n_Jm effort to fu -thor polorizo blacks nndm hitos
vithln tho S\!p, ancd pa:'.‘lculul, tc furthar irritato DOUVYIILE
OVET tho "r2ciza"™ wiiliin tho Ferty, Durceu autlorit¥ 15 roCuostes
to “propare tha folloai*: fGnyovs lottor on ccimarcial siatlonar-

eadls ~

for tronznittel to SCUZZIIZ. at his hoao address, 2159 Davidson
Avo.. Bronx, lY:

_ 4,

- S, . . L Te ety T ' i L]
.’ E 3

- Migomrade’ Plu].' : I 2 . Do T

. “Sowmo ©f ua Within tha Party are fod up with
: .. . the sudbvoraivo offact 7nu eore Rhaving on tho rarty,
R S J DUt ainco 8 fom S8@ Your procencod 85 an ss30t

.-, -- (bocause of your color only) not auch cen bo 2ei<
. . apenly.

g 4 L]

o ' ®Your recist remarkec at the Convontiosn show
v4; Jo0 to Vo utterly nseloss to tho revolutiocn £o cc:e.
. - “4And then, a3 could have bocih expocted, you and ycue
friornds L:avo put the 2arcy in a pociticn of po.snnly
- heving to dcfond & co==on thioC,

Why don‘t You and tho rost of Your follow

party marlzoys hook up with wvho Panthors mhero you'd
feol at ho:0?

. - . - ¢ * . 1}
.y s P+ . -, "I: PO A )"]'"" A “' 'J( .’«')10 WOt L - =
e B T J -, hde TN e e et - s ‘l.. Y *-»Al\-o s e vm L, . e Vi ie ee
.
«3- £ K4
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Pages 52-64: The New York FBI office was unsuccessful in
its efforts to publiciae the fact that Paul Boutelle had been
arrested on trumped-up charges, but claimed part of the
credit for getting him ruled off the ballot in the 1969 New-
York mayoral election. Washington approved New York’s
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' ®Maybe thcn wo could get-on with the Job
- Trotcky hed fn nird folr ud, :

S "Your 'nosty' friends",
4 3

Al = 3 .
-

. . Sincc etnfidontisl sourcos feol tnat BOUTILIE |-
morely bolr:: "utod” treccuso of his coicr, end his Convoutfion
roncrzs triiczta Yo misHe bo ewero of thias fect, it le
expocicd that wCUTILT cay bocers rorc outurnolicn refaraing
racizvt withio tho to:i'ty, 0li of which would croste :cuc
Alveraion within izo ranks, ornad cotld rocult in ZOUTHIT e
Sk

resigtaticn tnd conanividly othor Legroos with whom DOUIZLLE
s Iricndly.

®uwp®acwa ae-d wal)d

ZI.- aui:‘lu‘ld’-# Na blul-l‘bb.: t& FACPFes e awmie +
abovo letter, all procaucions wili be tawen o inturo
meiliug ¢eiirot be a3zsocioted with tho Fl.

~

proposal to send a racist letter, ostensibly from a white
member, to “polarize blacks and whites within the SWP”
and demoralize Boutelle. The reason for the operation (page
54) is the bureau’s complaint that the party is “growing
rapidly” and running candidates for office.
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. 'The Bocialist Torkers Farty (BYP) is a -ﬂiinl
nist splistér organizatiom which is growi nplnl
of the SUP are rupping for the office
Hew York City and ILtlonia, S:orria. Cancldote i!n:l' mayor of
Mo York City is Pnul Coutolle, tho 48 o czro and who is a
Batioral lei.ar of the CU2. At tha EUP Iztioncl Coaventiom
.h::l.lt. 1.4, Joatells criticisod "rzcico™ h:l.-tlur. im tha
mn: t2 exploit this issuo by secdiny a
to le in the sxpesotation that Doutallas, lhll is
ﬂk tempered, will becone svej DorTe outspotsn oa this icsue.
ll thos ereate a devisivo split vithis the &P, Buoh
nll result im Bootslla's resigoatios from th- =P
nthlr posbers who support him, thus eripplirs tko
- P l.tl march for“expansion. The propoged lettor starts om -
Page thres of the attached incoming cormmmnicatisn.
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2 Inciting violence:
‘It should be an interesting
experience for Mr. Halstead’

Early in 1946 a young sailor named Fred Halstead was
stationed on a ship off the coast of China. World War II had just
ended, but on the mainland of China the fighting had not
stopped. A civil war was raging.

Back in Washington the rulers of this country were very
interested in the outcome of that struggle. They would have liked
to send their army in to back up Chiang Kai-shek’s crumbling
forces, but their attempts to stall the demobilization of American
troops after the war provoked massive protests among the Gls. It
was clear that large-scale U.S. military intervention in China
was out of the gquestion.

Two decades later when the United States began committing
thousands of troops to another Asian country in an attempt to
hold back a revolution, Fred Halstead remembered what he had
seen while he was in the navy. He was convinced that there were
important lessons for the growing movement against the war in
Vietnam.

In an interview, Halstead talked about this and about some
revelations contained in the Cointelpro papers. Halstead was the
Socialist Workers party candidate for president in 1968. During
the campaign he made a trip to Vietham. It now turns out the
FBI had tried to sabotage that trip.

Among the documents turned over to the SWP under federal
court order is evidence that the FBI wrote a “news story” that it
sought to have placed in the military press.

The FBI's purpose was to provoke violence against the socialist
presidential candidate during his visit to Vietnam. *“It should be
an interesting experience for Mr. HALSTEAD when he encoun-
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56 COINTELPRO

ters the men who have served both their own country and others
in the interest of freedom,” the FBI's article concluded.

Before discussing that experience, Halstead described what he
had seen at the close of the Second World War.

“l was attached to a ship that was part of the Seventh Fleet in
Chinese waters. Ostensibly, we were there to repatriate Japanese
troops,” Halstead said.

“But after unloading our passengers in Japan, we found
ourselves loading up again. This time with Chinese troops, which
we took up to a port in northern China. This was part of the use
of the American navy to assist Chiang’s offensive in the Chinese
civil war.

“Well, most of us didn’t know there was such a thing as a civil
war in China until we found ourselves more or less involved in
it,”

The GlIs had just finished one war, and they didn’t like the idea
of getting into another one. Soon a protest movement developed.

“] remember walking into the Red Cross building in Shanghai
where Gla wouldgo—to get coffee and hamburgers,” Haistead
said. “There I saw this big banner with the words: ‘GIa Unite! We
want to go home!’”

There were mimeograph machines abosrd the ships and on the
army posts, and leaflets expressing that demand were repro-
duced. “I didn’t organize all this, but I picked up leaflets and
passed them out,” Halstead recalled.

He also remembers attending meetings where some of the
organizers gave speeches condemning imperialism. “But mainly,
it was a movement of GIs who just wanted to go home.”

They held some big demonstrations. There was one in Manila
and another in Shanghai. The message got through, and orders
escon came in to return to the United States.

“This made an impression on me that 1 didn’t forget. That you
could organize among Gls,” Halstead remarked. “Just that
simple proposition.”

When he got back home, Halstead had some additional
experiences that he later found useful in the antiwsr movement.
He went to work as a civilian seaman in the merchant marine,
where he was a member of the Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, But
before long he was “screened” off that job by the Coast Guard for
being a “subversive.”

“A fellow named John Mahoney up in Seattle had been fired
for criticizing the bureaucracy of the union,” Halstead recalled.
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“It should be an interesting experience . . .” 57

“A lot of people who had come to his defense were fired. I had
passed out some leaflets on the case. That's probably the reason
my name got turned over to the Coast Guard.”

After going to achool on the GI Bill for a while, Halstead got a
job as an automobile worker and became active in a United
Auto Workers (UAW) organizing drive.

“The Korean War came along and we lost that drive, in part
because of the hysteria around the war and the red-baiting that
developed.”

Halstead next learned garment cutting, which has been his
trade ever since. As a member of the International Ladies’
Garment Workers’ Union (ILGWU), he participated in the union’s
organizing campaigna. At times, Halstead was assigned by the
union to get a job in an unorganized shop. The ILGWU paid him
the difference between the salary he received there and union-
scale wages, while he spearheaded the drive for union recogni-
tion.

Halstead also participated in efforts during that period to
organize agricultural workers in California.

In 1953 Halstead moved to Detroit, where he landed a job in an
automobile plant cutting cloth for the upholstery in cars.

“I had been working there for about a year when the Square D
strike broke out,”” Halstead said. That strike occurred during the
depths of the witch-hunt and was of some importance.

Square D was an electrical manufacturing firm under contract
to the United Electrical Workers, which was one of the unions
expelled from the CIO for “Communist domination.” The
company was out to break the strike and was nearly successful.

What finally saved the union was the maasive response of
UAW militants, including Fred Halstead, who rallied to the
defense of the Square D strikers and beat back the company and
the scab-herding cops. In the course of the strike, Halstead
became the victim of a frame-up attempt by the Detroit police and
their “loyalty” squad. But the cops’ red-acare hoax failed, and the
charges were eventually dropped.

When the movement against United States involvement in
Vietnam began to develop, Halstead became one of its leaders. He
joined the staff of the New York Fifth Avenue Vietnam Peace
Parade Committee upon ita inception in 1965, and he remained
there until he left to run for president in 1967. After his
campaign, he again worked in the antiwar movement, and he
was involved in organizing every major national demonstration.
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Pages 58-61: FBI memos proposing to disrupt Fred Hal-
stead’s 1968 visit to Vietnam to talk to GIs. The tactic is the
familiar one of planting red-baiting information in the
press—in this case the armed forces press, using military
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intelligence channels. This operation had one additional
special feature: the FBI “news” item ends with a thinly
veiled invitation to Gls to assault the antiwar leader.
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Today, after years of antiwar demonstrations by veterans and
frequent manifestations of antiwar sentiment within the military,
it may seem hard to believe that at first many opponents of the
war wrote off Gls as ‘“war criminals’” and rejected the possibility
of winning them as allies. But that was all too frequently the
case.

“When the antiwar movement came along, there were discus-
sions about where we should spread the word,” Halstead recalled.
“One obvious place, I would suggest, was right inside the army.

“‘You’re crazy, people would say to me. ‘They are butchers,
and there 18 nothing we can do about that.’

“l would tell them that they were wrong, that Gls are just
ordinary people who will be responsive to the same arguments as
civilians,” Halstead continued.

“I knew Gls could be reached because I had been a GI myself
and I had seen Gls organize.”

The Trip to Vietnam

Why did Halstead decide to visit Vietnam in the summer of
1968? During the presidential campaign that year Lyndon
Johnson tried to convey the impression that the war was almost
over. Nixon and Humphrey, the candidates of the two capitalist
parties, made a pact between themselves not to make the war an
issue in the campaign.

The SWP’s candidate went to Vietnam as part of the socialist
strategy to try to inject the war into the presidential campaign as
the major issue.

“We demanded the immediate withdrawal of the American
forces as the only way to end the killing over there and as the
only legal and moral thing for the United States to do,”” Halstead
recalled.

“That year there was a tendency on the part of some in the
antiwar movement to getinto electoral activity as a substitute for
antiwar demonstrations. Through this campaign we encouraged
the antiwar movement to stay in the streets.”

There was another reason for making the trip. “We wanted to
illustrate to the antiwar movement that it could reach Gls,”
Halstead said, “and we wanted to demonstrate to the Gls that the
antiwar movement was on their side.”

On August 15, 1968, Fred Halstead arrived in Saigon. He was
accompanied by Barry Sheppard, who was at that time editor of
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“It should be an interesting experience . . .” 63

the Militant. They spent five days in Vietnam, including a visit to
the big army base at Long Binh, talking with Gls. The Militent
carried reports from Vietnam on what they found.

“We were interested in talking to the American GIe who were
on the scene,” Halstead said. “They had a right to vote and to
listen to what the candidates had to say. They also had a right to
have an opinion on the war—a greater right than any American
citizen, including the president. I went there to ask them what
that opinion was.”

What did he find? “The overwhelming majority of them were
not willing to suddenly join the peace movement, but they weren’t
supporters of the war either,” Halstead remembered.

They were mainly confused, looking for answers, stil} making
up their minds. “That was all the more reason for the antiwar
movement to have the stance and attitude that they were
interested in reaching Gle—were on their side,” Halstead ob-
served.

I also asked Barry Sheppard about his impressions. “We found
no hostility to us among any troops,”’ he recalled, “including
those who were for the war at that point.”

“There were some antiwar figures who thought I would get into
trouble talking to Gls in Vietnam,” Halstead remembered. “And I
might have gotten into some difficulty speaking to the Gles the
way they did. If I had called them butchers and told them they
were immoral for not refusing the draft, I probably would have
gotten a fist in my face.”

Instead, Halstead explained that he was a candidate from the
United States who was active in the antiwar movement. He said
that he thought this country never belonged in Vietnam and
should get out immediately.

“I was received in a courteous and sometimes friendly way,”
Halstead remembered. “Never in a hostile way.”

Is there any evidence that the FBI was successful in its goal of
getting their story about Halstead into the military press in order
to provoke an attack? The item was never picked up and printed
as far as Halstead knows.

“The response we found among the soldiers in Vietnam is the
key to understanding why this particular project failed,”
Sheppard observed. “E.ven those who supported the war offered
no strong political motivation. They would argue along the lines
that since 80 many lives had already been lost, the war should
continue 8o that those deaths would not have been in vain. An
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appeal to anticommuniem wasen’t put forward aa a compelling
reason to etay in Vietnam.”

However, Sheppard and Halstead both remembered something,
which in retrospect they feel might have been a setup under FBI
influence. The incident was reported in the Militant at the time.

Among the best places to meet and talk with Gls, they found,
‘were the bars. One day the two socialiste were sitting on stools at
a bar, when a white sailor sat down begide Sheppard and began
talking. While Fred was carrying on a conversatiomwith a group
of Black Gls on ths other side, the white sailor made a remark
about “Black power niggers.” It wase clearly audible to the Black
soldiers.

A Black GI immediately reached over and emashed the sailor
in the face. Thererapidiyensued a fist fight, which Haletead and
Sheppard managed to avoid. Fortunately, the automatic rifles
which some of the Gla in the bar were carrying did not come into
play.

Haletead and Sheppard suspect that the white sailor could
have been acting under instructions to start a fight in hopes that
the two socialists would become caught up—or even seriously
injured—in a fight between Black and white GIs. On the other
hand, they think it could have been, as Halstead put it, “‘just a
little piece of America.”

The antiwar movement as a whole would soon be convinced of
the poesibility of reaching Gls. “What really changed their mind
was that they saw with their own eyes the Gls turning against
the war,” Halstead told me. ‘“You couldn’t draft 30,000 youth a
month in 1968 and 1969 withouw getting a lot who had been
involved in the antiwar movementin one way or another. Then it
just epread all over the army.”

The interview with Haletead took place in April 1975. The
Saigon army was collapsing and the revolutionary forces were
eweeping through Vietnam. By drastically limiting Washington’e
ability to use its military forces in China, the movement Haletead
had seen almost thirty years before when he was a GI in the
Pacific had been instrumental in the victory of the Chinese
Revolution.

Did he see any parallels with Vietnam? “I think the fact that
the United States finds it so difficult to put its military forces
back into Vietnam is a very important factor in the victories that
the liberation forces have won.

“The Pentagon keepe moaning that their hande are tied. Well,
what tied their hande ie the American antiwar movement.”
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3 Targeting a Black candidate;
‘Determine iIf there is anything
derogatory in his background’

“A review ia8 being conducted of CLIFTON DE BERRY’s file to
determine if there is anything derogatory in his background
which might cause embarrassment to the SWP if publicly
exposed.”

Those words appear in a secret FBI memorandum dated
October 17, 1963, Of the nearly 1,000 pages of Cointelpro files
released in response to the SWP suit, more concern Clifton
DeBerry than any other single individual. In 1964 DeBerry
became the firat Black person ever to run for president of the
United States, when he was nominated by the SWP.

Why was the FBI so interested in DeBerry? What was it about
this man and his political activities that caused the FBI to devote
8o much energy to frying to diacredit him?

To find the anawer to these questions, the Militant talked with
DeBerry about his background—his many years of activity in the
union movement and the Black liberation struggle.

DeBerry was born in Holly Springs, Miasissippi. Hia family
sent him at a young age to live with relatives in Chicago, where
they hoped he would find more opportunities open to him.

Instinctively a rebel, DeBerry was becoming involved in ‘“the
gang-war scene and about to get into trouble.” Fortunately, he
ran into a friend who persuaded him to go down South and take
part in some union organizing effortas,

In late 1942 the two went to Louisiana, where they organized
textile workers. “Then we went to a little town just outside
Nashville [Tenneassee] and organized a John Deere farm equip-
ment plant there,” DeBerry recalled.

After returning to Chicago and participating in several
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different union organizing drives, DeBerry landed a job at the big
International Harvester plant.

“They started me off in the shipping department at seventy-
seven cents an hour. Our job classification was ‘laborer,” ”’
DeBerry remembered. “I had a talk with the grievance committee
representative about changing the wording. We organized the
guys and went out on strike for a couple of hours after lunch.”

They won. Along with the classification change came a pay
boost up to $1.35 an hour. “After that the guys there wanted to
make me shop steward. But they already had one—an old.-timer,
who I later learned was in the Communist party.

“But since the workers were determined to make me their shop
steward, some people from the CP contacted me. They told me I
had to join the CP to become a shop steward. That’s how I came
to join the Communist party.”

After the war, a strike wave swept the country. The FBI’s
investigation of DeBerry’s background discovered that ‘“labor
trouble” charges were placed on his record during this period.
How did this happen?

“We were organized at this time by a very dynamic leader, who
later became president of the local. He saw the strikes coming
and inspired a lot of us young guys to get prepared.

“We all went out to an old automobile junk yard. There we
practiced until we had developed a technique for ‘dumping’ cars.
That means turming them over. In anticipation of possible
attempts by scabs to cross the picket lines in their cars, we
constituted roving picket squads of five or six each.”

The American working class was in a combative mood. They
won some healthy wage increases from the corporations, which
were obviously in a position to grant them because of their huge
war profits.

DeBerry soon became well known to the Chicago police “labor
squad.” They developed the habit of picking up DeBerry and his
friends as soon as they appeared on the scene of a strike. The
cops would take them to the station but would soon release them
without pressing charges, thus effectively preventing them from
performing their scab.removal operation. “That is the reason so
little shows up on my record,” DeBerry commented.

As always during a workers’ upsurge, the creativity and
ingenuity of the rank and file came to the fore, and DeBerry gave
an example.

“There was this group of three women who also traveled from
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picket line to picket line. They had devised a method of disabling
scab drivers by throwing an air-raid warden’s helmet at the
windshield of the car. The driver would instinctively throw his
hands up to protect his face. At that point we would movein and
dump the car.

“One day a big battle was shaping up at Jones Foundry. My
squad showed up early in the moming. Right away we got picked
up by the cops and taken downtown. They soon released us, and
we headed straight back to Jones.

“We met up with those three women and were getting ready to
dump some cars, when the cops nabbed us all. They threw us into
the back of one of those big, square-back paddy wagons and
proceeded to take us to the station.

“Now, these women had been arreated so many times that they
had developed this special trick. They would station one person at
the front of the wagon to look through a tiny peephole in order to
see where the vehicle was headed.

“As the cops began to steer into a left turn, the one at the
peephole would signal to the others—who were sitting on benches
on either side of the wagon—to prepare to stand up and move to
the right. If they did this during the turn, it would flip the paddy
wagon over. Another person stationed by the door would kick it
just as the vehicle hit the ground. This would automatically
knock the doors open, so the passengers could escape

“So, we followed their instructions. It worked, and we headed
straight back to the picket line.

“Of course, they came looking for us. They picked us up again,
took us back downtown, and booked us this time,” DeBerry said.
“That explains how I got those charges on my record.”

The Cold War

In the late 1940s the cold war began to grow more intense. The
United States rulers’ international offensive against the Soviet
Union was accompanied by a domestic offensive against the
labor movement, as well as against the American CP. The trade-
union bureaucracy capitulated to the ruling class on both fronts.

At first the leadership of the Congress of Industrial Organiza-
tions had hesitated to endorse the new cold war foreign policy.
But during the presidential elections of 1948 they backed
Truman, and along with this endorsement came support of
Tyuman’s cold war policies. This was codifited at the 1948 CIO
convention.
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The CP followed a amaller wing of the ruling class, represented
by Henry Wallace and his Progressive party, which preferred a
kind of détente with the Soviet Union—a continuation of the war
time cooperation.

The cutting edge of the attack on the labor movement was the
Taft-Hartley Act, which had been enacted in 1947. The labor
movement refused to take up a serious fight against it. Among
the provisions of the new law was a prohibition on members of
the CP holding office in trade uniona.

“The heads of a few of the unions, including mine (the Farm
Equipment Workers], were known Stalinists,” DeBerry said.
“Philip Murray, the president of the CIO, handed them an
ultimatum that they had to get rid of these CP union officials, in
accordance with the provisions of Taft-Hartley, or leave the
CIO.”

It was at this time that DeBerry began to run into problems
with the CP. Along with the president of his local, DeBerry was
among those union militants who felt that the Stalinist officials
were placing their own personal posts above the interests of a
unified labor movement.

At the 1949 convention the CP-led uniona were expelled from
the CIO.

Around this time the Farm Equipment Workers merged with
the United Electrical Workers, another Stalinist.controlled union.
“After that, the CP took over almost everything in my local,”
DeBerry remembered.

“T had differences with them on a r.umber of questions,
including some of their policies during the Second World War—
the no-strike pledge, civil rights, and Black caucuses.”

The economic boom during the war brought unprecedented
numbers of Blacks into the plants. In some factories, where they
were assigned the hardest and most dangerous work, Blacks
constituted a large percentage of the workers. A Black caucus
movement began to emerge.

“I would discuss this caucus idea with some of the stewards in
my shop and with Black leaders I knew in other locals. We
decided it was a good and necessary idea in order to fight the
special oppression of Blacks,” DeBerry recalled.

The Black caucus movement led to the formation of the
National Negro Labor Council at a convention in Cincinnati in
1950. “I was a delegate from my local. The CP was very
instrumental in setting up the whole thing, but they were actually
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opposed to the formation of Black caucuses, although they were
reluctant to come out and say it.”

It was at that convention that Jean Tussey, an SWP member,
sold a friend of DeBerry’s a copy of the Militant. They liked what
they read and asked if there was a chapter of the SWP in
Chicago. “She said there was and gave ue the names of some
people to look up.”

DeBerry was approaching an important turning point in hie
life. He would soon join the SWP. In 1964 he would be the party’s
candidate for president of the United States and would become a
prime target of the FBI.

Ag DeBerry moved closer to the SWP and began to raise
political questions with the Stalinist leadership of the Communist
party, the pressure on him mounted. The CP began to bring in
“gpecialiste’ who tried to persuade DeBerry politically of the
error of his ways. When that failed, the CP tried other methods.

“I ran into a couple of dudes from the neighborhood hanging
around the gates in front of the plant,” DeBerry recalled. “I
happened to ask them what they were up to, and they told me
they were there to ‘educate’ somebody. After a little probing I
discovered they were being paid to ‘educate’ me.

“I convinced them that they should collect the money from the
people who had put them up to this but there was no need to do
the job.”

Not long after this, thinge came to a head. There was an
impending strike, which the CP was desperately trying to avert.
The stewards’ body voted to go out, and 8ince the CP:controlled
leadership had made no provisions for a strike, the stewards were
forced to assume organizational responsibility.

But the combination of a demoralizing scandal over the CP’s
misuse of union funds, 8 House Un-American Activities Commit-
tee visit to Chicago to red-bait the union, and a well-organized
strikebreaking effort led to the defeat of the strike.

“After we went back 1 was fired,” DeBerry 8aid. “I've always
thought the CP and the company got together to get rid of me,
partly because other CP members on the executive board wers
retained.”

The country was in the grip of the McCarthyite witch-hunt, and
years before the incidents documented in the Cointelpro papers,
DeBerry became familiar with the way the FBI operates. “I would
gst 2 job, and it would only last three days. I would go from one
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While he was still running for city council in Brooklyn, the
FBI's New York office targeted Clfton DeBerry for its
favorite tactic against Black candidates—try to dredge up a
prison or arrest record and get it sensationalized in the

press.
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The bureau kept close track of DeBerry’s activities. One
reason is given in this memo; he received 3,500 votes in a
local election despite low voter turnout—quite a showing for
a socialist in 1964. As the accompanying essay explains,
FBI interest in DeBerry dated from his days as a labor
organizer,

71

Google



Rl J)

Oels. 12/30/63

Teomeon 1he wlowing 19

SOCIALIST YOCKTRS PARYTY
i1 . 5¢p
DISRUPTION PNOGRAY

" semaairtel, 13/117/!53.
/ A 1
o 13/6/63, CLIZTZY 08 IIXUY wee arrested at
Cdbicngo on & noo-guppor, GHACT ehd placed Om 51,000
bond. D3 BIARY'S bearin: vas scdectled for 13/9/G3.
After 38 roosonsble titie Chicego will secertaja dtaposition
©f thia cane thcrough coatladbliszed sources,

2’

HE—

ﬁ

‘-/—h-&.u« m

.mh

L::_f‘:’ ¥ Lt

rm_wmm s T2y,

Chicago informs Washington that DeBerry has been
arrested on nonsupport charges—just the sort of “derogato-
ry information’ the bureau was looking for in the memo on
page 70, Seuveral pages of the memo on page 71 were
censored; these pages may have outlined a plan to engineer
the Chicago arrest.
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Pages 73-77: The FBI appears to become increasingly
exasgperated as months go by and the media fail to publicize
DeBerry’s arrest, despite repeated bureau efforts to contrive
a scandal over his personal life.
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Re¥flet, 3/25/6A,

Rcferenced letter sct forth a diam@tive tactic
involving CLIFTON DE BERRY, who Jn 1948, was caspaigning
as SWP candidate for President of the US, The tactic
involvced release of public source matcrial 1dentilying
DE BERRY as having, a policerccord, dcserting one wife
-ang 1ivinz edultervusly with another, the daughter of
FARRFLL DOABS, Rational Secrctary of the Swp,

' e

Itui‘:; {'eit tnat puﬁlio wmiedge of Wic abore
wouvld reflect adversely wpon the SWP,

Fem
. The Burcau approved the- idea and Nunished the T
material to a Bureau contact. The inforwr’‘on never Mas8 " ...

printed,. however, as far as the m ]

) The SWP weekly newapap 0 litant” annhounced
in 1ts 3/22/65, 1ssue that CLIFTON:-DE BERRY had been nominated
as SWP -candidate for mayor of NYC in the 1955 elections. HKe
0214 he intended to start his camdalIn earlyv.

- DB BERRY wil)l attempt to utilice puolic Dlat:oims,
radio and televiaion to : -
diarvptive tactic pProposcd in relet ia agaln cegarded as
having a good potential, . .

. ¥he Bureau ia requested to approve again tho _
release of the derogatory inforhation ds‘m:cs DE BZRRY,

T S
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If circwoztances rcelatinz to thoe Burdau contact proeclude
his using the aater:icl, the NYO will culait Lts recommeidat.jons
regarding using this data in an anoqymPou:s malling.

b TR . ! il

75

Google



81€, few York I vy

R ’,-n’ I '
pircetor, . L ..:"'—-l.-‘:'—»—’-l - W
S L

SCCIALITT TS DARTY
LUTSONL S2RTITT - 852
PIEOLITROUDCOCAY |,

lr!mn:n is hn-l,'.t to Lew York letters dated 4/22/G5 apd -
3/35/64, and Curcau lettor to Low York d.ntn:l 0/14/C4,

O tco occomiong thbo dcv:ptm 1nforTotiocd conderatag
Ciiftoo DoDorzy tom LEOD Lroatht to tha aticatioa o Qurgan
oocdtacta, Loesver, thoco contacto bavo cot ueen fit to uso tho .
nfaamnation. Glicreforce, to fuartior cifort will to zmado to obhtaim
® 910280 oz tR8D 1n2cTTotiom: throuih thodo contacts.

licv Tk £5 rcQuested to subalt a rocomendotion rc.._.rc;.Lc
tho 050 of thiu Ceorviot Wy oterfal 10 ed #0os3O0VE-lottos 03 sot
forth in rofor¢acod ilgv York leticr o 4/42/6S8. .
. . Pt

#OTE; DR r sl

“=m &

O3 tvwo 06Cca1050 JCTrosgtory infor=atioa concorniry Clifton
DoDeorry was furaizhed to Dureou ceatacte iue Posciblc umo in ceed-
PaParn to Jdiccrodit L LTy c~aT%oisa for tho Psosidont of the
Doitcd Btrtco 4n 1954 on tha foctislist iootorn Port; tictot. Daberry
ix mov ruapirt® for the position o1 ceyor ©f aow Yoo City, <ov York
B9 o0u~Zeoctod this <orc¢s>tory caterial be afaln brovikt to thko
attontioct of U:rosn coz=:ccte, Izsamveh 23 tais motocrial Ted not
atilicod ny Dureocu contictas o» tvo Provioum occomions, mo Offort
4s Boing nade to again hring the iuforzmtiocn to the ottontioal of
1’”0.:““::%.. =h

*&
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« WeBulet to NY, 6/21/65.

Relet sot forth that ac:ion would be initiated at
tho Scat of Govornment re dissonination of derogatory backfround
conceming CLIFTQ) DL BERPRY, SWP Cendidate for Nayor of HYC,

5 UE BERRY has made teveral publie speeches, radio
and tclevision appoarcnces, but the HYO haa noted no Questionirs
of him tending to bring out hic background. Siailarly, therc
has dbeon no critical ccxment re DE BERRY ip this connectizn in
the press. . . '

Since the HYC elections w@ill ba held 11/2/6%, it
{Olﬂ that no positive resulta havc bean obuincd frea

operation. #"_g :;
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78 COINTELPRO

job to another, and it would be the same story. The FBI would
visit my boss, and 1 would be fired.”

DeBerry finally managed to hang on to a job when a stubborn
employer refused to fire him. Nonetheless, he was told that FBI
agents continued to come around every three or four days to
“check up” on him. DeBerry eventually got into painting, and he
remains a painter by trade.

The Civil Rights Movement

In 1954 the U.S. Supreme Court handed down its historic
decision on school desegregation. Soon the country would witness
a new Black civil rights movement and the opening stages of a
new radicalization. At this time the center of DeBerry’s political
activity shifted from the trade-union movement to another arena
of the class struggle.

DeBerry was active in the Chicago chapter of the NAACP and
in the Washington Park Forum, a Black community organiza-
tion. In 1955, news of the lynching of Emmett Till, a Black youth
from Chicago, jolted the Black community. Till was murdered by
racists while visiting relatives in Miasissippi. DeBerry was
instrumental in organizing a mass meeting to protest the
lynching. .

The 1955-56 Montgomery, Alabama, bus boycott to end
segregation on the buses signaled the beginning of the civil
rights movement. In Chicago, DeBerry organized a Station
Wagons to Montgomery Committee, which raised funds to
purchase vehicles for use by boycotters.

DeBerry personally delivered one of the station wagons to
Montgomery, where he stayed at the home of E.D. Nixon. Like
DeBerry, Nixon was a veteran of the union movement who
brought his organizational and political know-how to the new
Black civil rights struggle. Nixon was actually the central
organizer of the boycott.

“[ talked with Nixon about the boycott movement, how it
originated, how it functioned, and what they expected to gain,”
DeBerry recslled. “For the first time I met Dr. Martin Luther
King, who had been persuaded to enter the fight by Nixon.”

In 1960 DeBerry moved to New York. That same year a sit-in
movement to desegregate public accommodations began in the
South. Supporters of the desegregation fight organized a boycott
of the Woolworth chain in cities outside the South in a succeasful
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“Determine if there is anything derogatory .. .” 79

attempt to bring added pressure to end eegregation. DeBerry
threw himeself into building the Woolworth boycott in Brooklyn.

In the early 1960e a Black nationalist mood was becomm8¥
visible in the ghettos of the North, and no one better articulated
this new consciousness than Malcolm X.

“We bsgan to make contact with Malcolm when he was still the
main spokesman for the Nation of Islam,” DeBerry said. “In late
1963 I went on a speaking tour. Malcolm was touring at the same
time, and 1 would gotosee him whenever I could.”

It was during a tour stop in Chicago that the FBI arranged to
have DeBerry arrested in order to create a scandal they hoped to
use to discredit him. Just as DeBerry was about to address a
eocialist meeting, the Chicago police stormed into the building,
hauled him to the station, and booked him on charges—of
nonsupport of his ex-wife.

There are many censored passages throughout the Cointelpro
papers, but there are entire pages concerning this operation that
were totally blank when they were turned over to the SWP by the
FBI. These blank pages obviously detailed the maneuvers the
FBI engaged in to engineer DeBerry’s arrest.

The FBI followed up this arrest by devoting enormous attention
to trying to get the news media to report-both this incident and
DeBetry's earlier arrests for “labor trouble.”

The 1964 Campaign

On January 7, 1964, the National Committee of the Soaalist
Workers party announced the nomination of DeBerry as the
SWP's candidate for president.

Lyndon Johnson wae running for reeldction, and he was
opposed by Barry Goldwater. Johnson campasigned as a ‘“‘peace
candidate” who was opposed to escalatingthe war, while
Goldwater favored increased bombing. Most Americans took
Johnson’s peace rhetoric for good coin, and he won a landslide
victory.

Virtually the entire left supported Johnson’s candidacy. Among
the most enthusiastic backers of the Democratic candidate were
the members of the CP, whose attitude was snmmed up in the
title of a pamphlet by Gus Rall: The Eleventh Hour—Defeat The
New Fascist Threat!

The SWP, in contrast, clearly nailed Johnson as the imperialist

warrior he was. The historical record now shows how right the
SWP was.
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In August 1964, a supposed Vietnamese attack on U.S. ships off
the coast of North Vietnam provided the excuse for rushing a
special resolution through Congress. It was under the authority
of this Gulf of Tonkin resolution that Johnson and the
subsequent presidents committed the United States to a massive
military intervention in Vietnam.

DeBerry charged that the whole thing had been set up by the
White House and the Pentagon. ‘“The incidents between the U.S.
destroyer and the PT boats were the pretext, not the cause, of the
U.S. air attack,” DeBerry said at the time. Several years later the
Pentagon papers would prove that he was totally correct.

“We of the Socialist Workers party say get all the U.S. troops,
planes, and warships out of Vietham—North and South,”
DeBerry demanded. “If as Johnson claims their purpose is to
‘protect democracy,” then send them to Mississippi and let them
do some protecting of Black Americans there.”

While the FBI was eecretly plotting against the Black
presidential candidate, he was publicly blasting the FBI. After
the disappearance of three civil rights workers slain by racists in
Mississippi, DeBerry exposed the bureau’s complicity.

Local cops, who were involved in the murders, had held the
three in jail before they were killed. “While the three kidnapped
youths were in jail in Philadelphia, Mississippi, their co-workers
became fearful for their safety, and telephoned the FBI in
Jackson. The FBI agent . . . refused to help and told the rights
fighters that he wouldn’t have any more dealings with them,”
DeBerry said.

In July 1964 a group of major civil rights leaders, including
Roy Wilkins and Martin Luther King, issued a call for a
“moratorium” on civil rights demonstrations until after election
day. The purpose was to make it easier for Johnson to hold on to
the racist vote, which was threatening to go to Goldwater.

DeBerry condemned the move: ‘“This is the surest way for
Negroes to get nothing. . . . Black people must develop indepen-
dent political force. That's the only way they can be a power and
the only way they can defend themselves against the attacks of
the racists which will come whether Johnson or Goldwater is
elected.”

When Malcolm X, who was in Egypt at the time, heard about
the moratorium, he had a similar reaction. The Black leaders
“have sold themselves out and become campaign managers in
the Negro community for Lyndon Johnson,” he charged.
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During this period DeBerry’'s relationship with Malcolm
continued to develop. “After his break with the Nation of Islam, I
used to meet with him almost every Saturday when he was in the
country. We would have discussions about politics~—often
comparing notes and checking up on what each other had been
hearing about the developing nationalist response among
Blacks,” DeBerry recalled.

At the suggestion of Malcolm and his collaborator, James
Shabazz, DeBerry spoke at a couple of classes at the Muslim
Mosque, Inc., which Malcolm headed.

“We were again touring at the same time, and our paths would
often criss-cross. Whenever I could I would attend his speeches.
While he was too busy to make it to mine, he would send someone
over,” DeBerry remembered. “We had that kind of relationship.”

A few months later Malcolm would be assassinated. The FBI’'s
role in that event is a story that is yet to be told.

Did DeBerry have any suspicion about the ¥BI’s behind-the-
scenes moves during his campaign? “One thing comes to mind.
At the Chicago police station, when I was arrested on the
nonsupport charge, I ran into a cop I knew. He had been on the
labor squad during some of my earlier run-ins with the Chicago
polics. At one point while they were booking me, there was no one
else around except the two of us. In a confidential tone he told me,
‘Somebody who is high up is really interested in you.’”
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4 A special hatred for Blacks

If you had picked up a copy of the Militant in late July 1961,
you would have noticed that two of the six pages in the paper
were devoted to the Socialist Workers party candidates in the
upcoming New York City elections. The official trade-union
movement was deep in the morass of Democratic party politics,
where it remains today, and the SWP was offering the voters of
New York an alternative. Four working-class candidates were
running for the top positions.

The candidate for Manhattan borough president was a Black
man named Clarence Franklin. “I live in a one-and-a-half-room
apartment in a crowded tenement in Manhattan and 1 have to
pay 40 percent of my total monthly wage for rent,” Franklin
wrote in the Militant. He offered a socialist solution to New
York’s housing problem.

At the New York FBI office there were people who pored over
that issue of the Militant with unusual care. J. Edgar Hoover had
recently sent out special instructions for FBI agents to be alertfor
possible Cointelpro operations, and someone in the New York
office spotted the opportunity for a vicious attack against both
the Black movement and the SWP.

The vast FBI arrest files told them that Clarence Franklin had
some years earlier acquired a criminal record. That fact is not
very unusual, many Black workers in this society find themselves
in trouble with the law. But the agents in charge of Cointelpro
thought they could use his record to embarrass him and the SWP
and to drive a Black activist out of politics.

\ One of the things that come through clearest in the Cointelpro
papers is that the FBI reserved a special hatred for the Black civil
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rights movement, and Black members of the SWP were singled
out for special attention.

Cointelpro files document a pattern of systematic sabotage
directed at the Black movement that makes the Watergate break-
in and Donald Segretti’s dirty tricks against the Democrats look
like college pranks. Segretti and other Watergaters have been
sent to jail, but the conspirators responsible for Cointelpro have
yet to be charged with breaking any law.

Clarence Franklin was born into a family of Mississippi
sharecroppers in 1932. When he was ten years old he moved to
New York, where his mother went to work as a housecleaner.
When he was fourteen he got a job setting pins in a bowling alley.
Through the years Franklin found work as a dishwasher, porter,
and construction laborer. Along the way he picked up an arrest
record.

One might assume that a law enforcement agency such as the
FBI would have noted with satisfaction that Franklin had not
been charged with violating any law in several years and was
currently engaged in perfectly legal activity—running for public
office.

Hdwever, the FBI had different concerns. “Careful considera-
tion has been given to the fact that the SWP in New York City is
now getting some propaganda attention through the press,
television and radio because it has succeeded in placing on the
ballot four candidates for office in the New York City fall
elections,” the FBI wrote.

In a subsequent memorandum not printed here, the FBI
elaborated. “The SWP has met with little or no opposition in
carrying forth its aims and purposes and in securing positions on
the ballot for its candidates. It 18 felt that some disruptive action
should be taken. . . .”

The FBI evidently used one of its numerous agents in the news
media—this one at the Daily News—to break the “story.” The
News published a story on Franklin’s arrest record on election
day. It is worth noting that the rules of fair play between
Democratic and Republican politicians brand as ‘“unfair cam-
paign practices”’ eleventh-hour charges that are impossible to
answer .before the voters go to the polling place. This, of course,
did not stop the FBI.

The FBI's evaluation of this operation shows that they were
. elated because Franklin became demoralized by the publicity
about his past. When Franklin eventually withdrew from political
activity, the FBI congratulated itself on a job well done.
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““Memorandum

o : DIRECTOR, FBI [ZZXIER LAYE: 10/20/61
vROM @ - SAC, NEW YORK W&m
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SUBJECT: _ 0 i%CI&LIgT WORKERS PARTY (SwP)——
- SW |
DISRUPTION PROGRAM ~————— -

O ——moa
-

ReBurlet to NY and other officea, dated 10/52/6f,

Relet instructed NY and other offices having
aafor SWP activity to evaluate a grogram aimed at disruption
of the SWP and to audmlt views to the Bureau regarding
thia matter, .
TMe KRYO has given careful thought to this matter
and it is felt that on a caretfully selective basis,
4aavea could be exploited wnich m3ay well serve to disrupt
the SWP and render 1t acre lmpotent aa a functioning
I_' organization. N
Careful consideration has been given to the fact
that the SWP in New York City iz now getting soxe
propaganda attent:ion through the press, television and
radio because 1t has succeeded in placing on the ballot
four candidates {or office {n the New York City fall
elections. With this back3round in mind, a review haa
been made of the cardicdates choten by the SWP to represent
it on the dallot and it has been found that one of thea,
JOHN CIARERCZ ' FRANRIJIN, apzeara to be particularly

'vulnerable in cavaing embarrasament to the SNP.« Ml arde S+

- ea=

nnﬁh_nzzgnaga_aa_larceny, burslary, drunkenness and a
mirder charge which was later reduced to manslaughter.
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Pages 8591: An early Cointelpro operation against a
socialist candidate, which the FBI considered a model, is
outlined in these documents. The victim was a former
prisoner, a young Black worker who had come to see the
need for social change through his own experiences.
Heightened public consciousness about racism and the
nature of the courts and prisons has made such smear
tactics less effective in recent years,
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fheae offensea took place during the yeara 1349-1956
in Albany, NY, prior to the time FRANKLIN moved to
NY and became connected with the SWP, As a result,
his prior crininal record 1a not known to the rank and
file of the Si/? and quite poasibly 18 also unknown to
the Party leaderaship.

L]

P e =

. When the SKWP newspaper, "The Militant",
introduced FRANKLIN as & candidate, he was described
a8 accusing the PDemocrats and Republicanrs of dipping

thoir hands into gralft and of offering himgell as an

alternative to this. "The Militant" further set

forth that the SWP candidates were on the alde of the i z

honest and productive people of the City and sgainst

those who 1insisted on enJoylng privileges at other

people's expense. :

‘ e SWP has consistently printed that it
consistently maintained a high prineipled position uver
the years and was, contrary to other radical groups,

a Party of ¢consistent integrity.

) It 13 felt that it 13 Quite poasidble a
‘considerable disruotive effect would result 1f 1t

ahould become public knowledge that FRANKLIN, the candidate
chosen by the SWP to reosresent it on the ballot,was a
convicted thief and murderer. It i3 not believed that

it would be necessary to give any large display to
information of tnis sort, there is no doubt that a short
iterm in -the bdack pages of a metropolitan NY newspaper
would quickly become well known within the SWP and

related groups. It i1a bdellieved that the effect of 8uch

4 public revealment <¢ould possibdbly result in the

following: . -

1,

Among the SWP membership, there could well
be a8 reeling of disillusionment with the’
leadership ol the Party for running such
an individual as a candidate aa well aa
distrust of FRANKLIN himsell because of his
paat record.
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Among the SWP'a opponents in the radical
field, there has always been an under-
ourrent of vindictive feeling and it 1a
Quite likely that the Communist Party (CP)
or 8 rival Trotakyist group would seize upon
en 1aaue such as the FRANKLIN case to afack
the principlea of the S¥P.

Prom the point of view from the public at
large, 1t would seem thas anyone reading
an item regarding the SRANKLIN candidacy
eould hardly help but have a lower opinion
of the SWP.

There 13 aubmitted for consideration by the
Bereat 2 2axple 2f the type of s=tory which mizght be
submitted to a friendly newabaper in thia regard:
"One of the minor entries in the New York
City municipal elections ia the candidate of the
Socialist Workers Party for Menhaian Borough President,
Clarence Franklin. He was introduced in the Party's
newspaper 'The i1litant® in the iaaue of July 2% and 31,
1961, as being 'Cn the aide of the honest productive
people of .the City'. PFranklin accuded the Dermoracts
and Republicans of dipping their hands in graft and he
offered himsell as an alternative,

"In giving his background and quali{fications,
Pranklin omitted some facts in regard to honesty and
productivity which are a matter of recpPrd to the
Albany Police Department. Under hia full name of John
Clarence Pranklin, he accumulated an arrest record
begianing with vetit larceny in 1949, burglary and grand .
larceny in 1951, drunkenness in 1954 and murder in 1956.

\

-
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“In especially considcring its small size,
. 1t would appear the SWP takes all honors in fielding
the candidate least well Qualified for the office to
( which he aspires," . _—
There are enclosed for the Bureau a copy of
the FD 9 setting forth FRANKLIN*s PBI fingerprint
record and pertinent articles printed in “The Militant"
of 7/24 and 31/61, regarding FRANKLIN.

It 13 recomunended that the PBureau furniah the .
above information to one of i1ts contacts in the newspaper
field. However, if this course of action is not
considered. favorably in this instance, it 1s suggested
that the Bureau consider allowing NY to furnhish the
information to a triendly newspaver in the NY area,
8hould this procedure ove agreeable to the Pureau, a
cuby of Lic vhvtugrapiy ¢f RAGKLILN taxen Ly the Alvany,

NY Police Departmeat, 7/23/52, would ve furnished the
newepaper contact with the suggestion that FRANXKLIN

be interviewed by a reporter of the newspaper in order
that he may make his own determination that the
individual running for putlic office on the SWP ticket
ia8 identical with the individual on whom the extensive
¢riminsl record exists.

For the information of the Bureau, a new
file has been opened by the NYO on captioned:case
and this office will continue to give well thought
out attention to develop all possibilities in the
future which might serve to have a2 disvnptive effect
on the SWP.
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'i’% DIRECTOR, FBI (oo ipy \
"':rnon; SAC, NEW YPRK T2 o8 .
P soBsEcT: Z50CIALIST. WORKERS PARTY.

- IS_SWP
:‘m DISRUFTION PROGRAM

ReBulet, 19/30/63.

there is enclosed copy of the column “On The Towm"
by CHARIES [ HARRY, which appeared on page 40 of the "ilew
York Dally Nexs," 11/7/0l1. It 1s noted this includes the
information re JOHN CLARGICE PRAMKIIN suggested by the MNYO
ee a disTuptive tactic &gainst the SUP, Coples of the
¢) 1pp1nz, are also attached 1a NY sgblect file and :

AR Re) -

The atteation of :".awi was directed to thia item
ou 21/7/61, withcut, of course, revealing the Fureau as being
the source, ——_JXZBMcharacterized this type of infor=2tion
88 being in his opinlon "dynamite," snd said he believed
everyone in the S¥#P was as ighorant as he was of FRAMKIIN's
background, .

5 A otmdership tieeting of the New York local, SWP

was held the evening of I“™7%, which was atténded by

He stated on 4. ..rieds that ke had heard no /
pention of the newspaper atory, but had noticed that JOHN :
CLARENCE FRAN®SJIN and nis brothers, ROEERT and WILLIA!:, alsow
SMP members, were conspicuous by their avcsence, £I2322%WH
s8id he could not recaill a meeting wnen One or more or the

. PRANKLINS were not in atiendauce, {5t

Sgeciol Agerz in Chorge '
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Om the Town |
By CHARLES ‘McHARRY v
Dis Record Speal:s ... - ' ' "
!

_Civic improvement expert Victor Dallaire writes: “Charlie, how
are.you going to vote today 1™ Vie, being an independeni thinker. !
ﬂlnhl'-:_oh:njupﬂlmmnﬁn:m Bob or Logie— - *

H
I"'m mot gure ;= ——

A oL
% |- FrankHn,
' dats for borough
: resident of
. - : ttan
Anas Maris Alberghetti” :l; E‘,ﬂiuu ", "Harold Jinsky
" Workers Party. John has accused his rivals of shameless dishotessy
and general crookedness and has pictured himself as a pubiic gervi ==
of utter probity. Here. if he enres to stand on it. is .his recors: . -
Arrested for petty larceny in Albany in 19:9; bagprec or burzinry
and :rn:_l larceny in 1951; pulled in twice Yor drunkerness in 133,
and. hit’ with a first derree murder rap, althouch the charse wi- =
. " reduced manslauchter, in 1958. Seems he robbed a man a=:
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Sabotaging a Civil Rights Case

The next set of documents concerns a 1964 FBI plot. The aim
was to sabotage the defense of a group of civil rights workers
facing prison in Monroe, North Carolina.

These FBI papers accord SWP leader George Weissman the
dubious distinction of being the first publicly known subject of an
FBI poem. The poet tried to frame Weissman on charges of
stealing money from the Monroe home of Dr. A.E. Perry, head of
the Committee to Aid the Monroe Defendants (CAMD) and vice-
president of the Monroe NAACP.

The poem, along with a clipping from a North Carolina
newspaper showing that Weissman had been in Perry’s house at
the time of a robbery, was sent to a carefully selected FBI mailing
list.

In 1964 George Weissman was managing editor of the Militant.
He had first visited Monroe in 1958 to report on the notorious
“kissing case.” Robert F. Williams, president of the Monroe
NAACP, had received attention in the press by organizing armed
defense guards, which put a stop to a series of Ku Klux Klan
assaults on the Black community. The Klan focused particular
attention on Dr. Perry, who had been instrumental in the struggle
to integrate some of Monroe’s public facilities.

In retaliation against the Black community, the local racist
authorities charged two Black youths, eight and ten years old,
with “assault upon a white female” for the crime of being kissed
by a white playmate.

The two were tried and committed to a reformatory “poesibly
until they are twenty-one.”

Weissman recalled these events in a recent interview.

“] was sent down for the Militant and wrote several stories
about that case,” Weissman said. Socialists aided in the
formation of the Committee to Combat Racial Injustice, and
Williams became its chairman.

“The committee mounted a campaign to publicize the case of
these little boys and to bring pressure on the North Carolina
authorities to get them released,”” Weissman recalled. In a matter
of months, the resulting national and international protest led to
their’ freedom.

“In this period 1 became personal friends with both Williams
and Perry,” Weissman said, “and they often visited me when
they were in New York.”

When a new attack on the Black community in Monroe made

Coogle




A special hatred for Blacks 93

the news in August 1961, members of the SWP were among the
first to come to the victims’ defense. This was the time of the
“freedom rides.” Buses filled with dedicated opponents of
segregation traveled through the deep South, where they
challenged laws requiring separation of the races in public
accommodations.

Monroe had acquired a reputation as a Klan stronghold, and
Williams invited some of the freedom riders to visit the city.

“A number of freedom riders on their return from Miasissippi
stopped off in Monroe to meet Williams and do what they could,”
Weissman remembered. ‘“They decided to institute a week-long
picket at the courthouse, the scene of many miscarriages of
justice.”

This enraged local racists, and after several days of picketing,
things came to a head. On August 27 a mob attacked the
picketers, and police responded by arresting the freedom riders.

“When word of this reached the Blackcommunity, the people
became enraged and began preparing to defend themselves
against a racist attack,” Weissman said. ‘“About this time a car
carrying a middle-aged white couple from another city wandered
into the Black community. Residents stopped the car and took its
occupants to Williams’s home. Williams offered to allow them to
stay there until things cooled down.”

The couple later left unharmed. But local authorities brought
phony charges of kidnapping against Williams; Harold Reade
and Richard Crowder, young Black Monroe residents; Mae
Mallory, a Black woman from New York who had been working
with Williams; and Robert Lowry, a white freedom rider from
New York.

Williams and Mallory escaped from North Carolina, while
Crowder, Reade, and Lowry were jailed in Monroe. Supporters
quickly set up the CAMD to fight the anticipated extradition
orders for Mallory, who was in Ohio, and Williams, whose
whereabouts remained unknown, and to raise bail money for the
three defendants in Monroe.

Williams soon arrived in Cuba, where he obtained asylum. The
state of Ohio eventually extradited Mallory to North Carolina.

“When the case came to trial in 1964, 1 went down there to
cover it both for the Miltant, which gave more attention to
events in Monroe than any newspaper in the country, and the
Nation magazine,” Weissman said. ‘I had written an article for
the Nation—at—the time of the kissing case, and the editor
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commissioned me to do another story this time. That’s how I
happened to be in Monroe at the time of the robbery at Dr. Perry’s
home.”

Perry’s house served as a gathering place for supporters of the
defendants during the trial.

“On this particular day, since I had to meet a Militant deadline,
I remained in the house while the others went to court,”
Weissman recalled.

“While I was alone in the house, there was a phone call for Dr.
Perry. When I said he was not there, the caller asked me who was
there besides myself. I said there was no one.

‘“An hour or so later the doorbell rang, and I looked out through
the glass and I saw a young Black man with an envelope. I
opened the door, and he said that the envelope was for Dr. Perry.
When I reached to take it, he produced a pistol.”

The robber directed Weissman to the basement. A second man,
whom Weissman did not see, entered the house. They tied
Weissman to a chair and went upstairs.

“After they left, I freed myself,” Weissman said. ““About the
same time Dr. Perry and the others returned from the trial. It
turned out that a wall safe hidden in the closet had been broken
into and robbed.”

Since it was not unusual for doctors to keep money in their
offices, this was assumed at the time to be a simple robbery.
Weissman now has second thoughts about that.

“Looking back on it now, especially in view of the revelations
about the methods of the FBI and the CIA, I wonder if they had a
hand in it.” There is no direct evidence of that in the Cointelpro
documents currently available, but Weissman thinks it warrants
looking into.

“The investigation of the robbery seemed mostly aimed at me,”
Weissman remembers. “The state police proposed that I take a lie
detector test.”

The documents on pages 9599 outline this operation. In
another document not reproduced here, the FBI openly stated
that its goal was to “cause the SWP and CAMD to cease their
efforts on behalf of the defendants.”

The Monroe defendants’ conviction was overturned, and the
prosecution was not able to try the case again. However, Williams
is now back in the United States and is still fighting extradition
to North Carolina.
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Pages 95.-99: An FBI scheme to sabotage defense efforts for
framed-up Monroe civil rights activists included an anony
mous letter, a newspaper clipping, and a poem. These were
gsent to radical publications in an effort to create the
impression George Weissman had stolen defense committee
funds and to generate mutual suspicions within the
movement. (An earlier Monroe disruption is documented on
pages 142.148.)
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Néw York files deaiznated to recelve a copy of instant
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“Bad guys_came and took it away".
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prepare the voen, as evrcditiously 23 vossidle, @ Be
it " RN, ey Tho poem should
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5 ‘Drive a wedge between
the followers of Malcolm X
and the SWP’

After several months of disciplinary silence imposed on him for
making statements that Black Muslim leader Elijah Muhammad
frowned on, Malcolm X broke discipline with remarks the whole
world heard.

“Nineteen sixty-four threatens to be a very explosive year,” he
told a jam-packed news conference March 12, 1964, in publicly
announcing his break from the Nation of Islam.

He said he was prepared to cooperate in local civil rights
actions in the South and elsewhere, pointing out that every
campaign for specific objectives can only heighten the political
consciousness of Black people.

“We should be peaceful, law-abiding,” he said, “but the time
has come for the American Negro to fight back in self defense
whenever and wherever he is being unjustly and unlawfully
attacked.”

Then he hurled a challenge to the government:

“If the government thinks I am wrong for saying this, then let
the government start doing its job.”

The United States rulers, of course, did think Malcolm was
wrong, and they told their FBI to start doing their job—a job they
may have tried to finish on February 21, 1965, when three men
gunned down Malcolm.

But their work did not stop with Malcolm’s death. This is
revealed in a batch of Cointelpro memos released in response to
the Socialist Workers party suit to stop government surveillance
and harassment.

Cointelpro was aimed at destroying socialist and Black
organizations. In a 1967 letter, J. Edgar Hoover gave his reasons
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for initiating a special Cointelpro operation against Black
organizations.

“The purpose of this new counterintelligence endeavor is to
expose, disrupt, misdirect, discredit, or otherwise neutralize the
activities of black nationalist, bate-type organizations and
groupings, their leadership, spokesmen, membership, and sup-
porters.”

Cointelpro memos present the fuzzy outlines of the FBI’s earlier
attempt to blackjack relations between the SWP and the Muslim
Mosque, Inc. (MMI) and the Organization of Afro-American
Unity (OAAU) after Malcolm’s death.

Malcolm created both organizations after higs break with the
Nation of Islam. The Mosque was for Muslim activists, but the
OAAU did not require religious adherence for membership.

In a May 25, 1965, letter to the New York office, Hoover wrote:

“It would appear that the apparent attempt by the SWP to
exploit the followers of the late Malcolm X for its own benefit
offers some potential for the institution of disruptive tactics.”

On June 15, 1965, New York responded: “SWP influence on the
followers of MALCOLM X would be disrupted by emphasizing
the atheism of the SWP as opposed to the basic religious
orientation of the MMI.” Washington approved.

In August 1965 the New York office wrote to Hoover boasting
that the operation had soured relations between the socialists and
Malcolm’s followers.

“It is believed probable that the disintegrating relations
between the SWP and [the OAAU] can be attributed to the
disruptive tactic authorized . . . and will result in a continued
loss of influence by the SWP among this group of Negroes.”

In a recent interview with the M:litant, Harlem activist Charles
Kenyatta, who was prominent among Malcolm’s followers, called
the Cointelpro tactics “criminal,” but said he was not surprised at
the new revelations.

“When you have one man who was as great as Malcolm was,
then you can expect these FBI and CIA tactics against him and
his followers.”

He said if there is anything to learn it is not to “let these petty
tactics and differences divide us.”

¢ &

Although a new Cointelpro conspiracy against Black groups
was launched in 1967, the documents reproduced here—and
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others—reveal that FBI harasesment of the Black movement
predates 1967.

Reflecting the U.S. rulers’ fear and hatred of the Black struggle,
especially militant or uncompromising organizations, the FBI
and local police had singled out the Muslims for harassment and
physical attacks in the early 1960s.

The Militant obtained a secret Los Angeles Police Department
report on the Muslims and printed it in 1962.

“The men of this group are extremely dangerous,” the report
said, “further, they are a type of fanatic, and are willing to die for
their cause, content if they can take a caucasian, preferably a
police officer (and this includes Negro police officers toa), with
them when they are killed.”

The Militant ran an editorial reaponding to the cops’ racist
views. “For socialists and other champions of civil rights, the
question of agreement or disagreement with the Black Muslims'
demands for racial separation should in no way becloud the main
issue—defense of the rights of the Black Muslims against police
and political persecution.”

Today, virtually every voice on the left—and even many ruling-
class voices—are forced to pay tribute to Malcolm. But before his
death they wouldn’t touch him with a ten-foot pole.

With the exception of the SWP, radical organizations had fallen
victim to the false propaganda that said Malcolm thrived on
white hatred and was a general, allaround troublemaker and
division-monger among Black people.

This was most clearly expressed by the Communist party. In
an article in the CP’'s August 19683 Political Affairs, Stalinist
leader Benjamin Davis said that the civil rights demonastrations
in Birmingham “dynamited the irrational and irresponsible
drivel of Malcolm X and Elijah Muhammad, whose antiwhite
racism, anti-Semitism and backwardness, proved utterly bank-
rupt. . . .”

“The pursuit of either the Muslim black-versus-white policy or
the Williams’ advocacy of armed insurrection cannot but be
divisive of Negro unity,” Davis wrote.

He was proposing, against Malcolm’s and Robert F. Williams’s
call for Black self-defense in the face of armed racist attacks in
the South, reliance on the promise of civil rights bills and
handouts from white liberals.

“Opposition to the hopelessness and abject defeatism of a
Malcolm X is not a matter of competing for transient applause—it
is a question of principle,” according to Davis.
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Pages 104107: The FBI has not released any documents on
its operations against Malcolm X and his followers in the
period leading up to his assassination, but this bureau
correspondence dated just after his death indicates an
intense interest in the Muslim Mosque, Inc., founded by
Malcolm. The operation outlined here is occasioned by New
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York’s alarm that “a rather close relationship has developed
between the SWP and the followers of the late Malcolm X.”
The next communication notes with satisfaction that the
groups he led “have been declining in strength and
influence” since his death and proposes to use undercover
agents within the Black movement to sow discord.
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In contrast to the CP, the SWP saw it as its responasibility to
support the political actions that Malcolm and the Muslims took
against their oppression.

When Malcolm announced his break with the Nation of Islam,
the SWP looked forward to working with him in whatever
fraternal manner it could.

Clifton DeBerry, the SWP’s 1964 presidential nominee, com-
mented in a news statement on what Malcolm had to say.

“l heartily agree with Malcolm X that every militant civil
rights struggle helps the Negroes understand the need for Black
political power,” DeBerry said. “I will do all I can in this
campaign to rally support for these views. I am confident
Malcolm X's stand will add new power to the drive for Freedom
Now.”

Malcolm soon accepted an invitation to speak at a Militant
Forum.

Malcolm spoke kindly of the Militant. At his first Militant
Forum—he spoke at three—he said: “I think as I said earlier, the
paper is one of the best I’'ve read. We always encourage those in
Harlem to buy it when we see it up there, or wherever else we may
see it. It's a very good paper, and I hope they continue to have
success—make progress.”

Even when he was still in the Nation of Islam Malcolm urged
Blacks to buy the Militant because of its forthright opposition to
police attacks on the Muslims.

Militant staff writer Harry Ring interviewed Malcolm for
WBAI.-FM in January 1966, and in that same month the Young
Socialist, the publication of the Young Socialist Alliance,
interviewed him. Before the interview was published, Malcolm
was shown the edited transcript. He remarked, “This is the kind
of editing it's a pleasure to read.”

Malcolm did not endorse DeBerry’s candidacy, but he said he
would “open some doors” in Harlem for his campaign. Before he
left on his second trip to Africa in July 1964, Malcolm instructed
his top leaders to cooperate with the socialist campaign in this
fashion.

In January 1965, the YSA broached with Malcolm the idea of
going on a YSA-sponsored tour of college campuses. Malcolm
liked the idea but said he could not go until he returned from
another scheduled trip abroad.

Malcolm opposed the Vietnam War and expressed interest in
the SWP’s participation in the coming April 17, 1965, antiwar
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march in Washington, D.C., sponsored by the Students for a
Democratic Society.

All during his laat year, Malcolm’s views became more and
more militant and anticapitalist.

The Harlem ghettohad exploded in revolt against grinding
oppression in 1964, and militant nationalist beliefs—which
Muatcolm—was best at populanzing—and Black awareness were
catching on fast.

Malcolm’s call for Black power waa getting through to
thousands of Blacks who were eager to listen.

His message aleo got through to a few people—including the
FBI—who jerked in fear whenever they heard it.

It was a bright, springlike Sunday when the sandy-headed
Muslim minister unfolded his lanky frame behind a lectern at the
Audubon Ballroom to spread his message—for the last time.
From nowhere three men—who to this day have never publicly
said who put them up to it—made their way to within what the
coroner said was point-blank range. One pulled the triggers of the
sawed-off, doublesbarreted—shotgun he carried.

The gun, it was said, made an awesome sound.
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6 ‘Cause disruption in the
peace movement’

For over a decade, the most explosive issue in world politics
was the American intervention in Vietnam. It was the growing
mass opposition to the war among the American people that gave
the radicalization of the sixties and seventies its biggest push.

With the American withdrawal and the fall of the Saigon
dictatorship in the spring of 1975, people in all parts of the
political spectrum began assessing the Vietnam War era. The
revelation of the FBI’'s schemes against the antiwar movement
provides an interesting sidelight to that review. It aleo helps
confirm the analysis the socialists made at the beginning of the
movement—that it could pose a serious threat to the power of the
Pentagon and Wall Street and eventually force the government to
pull out of Vietnam.

The Cointelpro papers reveal several instances of behind-the-
scenes FBI maneuvers to block the development of a mass, visible
protest movement against the war. A variety of techniques were
employed to achieve this task.

These included promoting splite among antiwar forces, encour-
aging red-baiting of socialists, and pushing violent confronta-
tions as an alternative to massive, peaceful demonstrations.

One of the more unusual operations uncovered to date is a 1966
FBI attempt to divert the Socialist Workers party from its strong
commitment to the antiwar struggle.

The FBI mailed out an anonymous “Open Letter to Trotsky-
ites.” That and related documents are reproduced here. The letter
was designed to create dissatisfaction within the party over its
participation in the new movement. In particular, the FBI sought
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to create dissension within the SWP and Young Socialist Alliance
over their role at a November 1965 antiwar conference in
Washington, D.C. .

The mass movement against the war in Vietnam, and socialist
participation in it, had begun with a call by the Students for a
Democratic Society for an April 1965 March on Washington.

SDS in 1965 possessed a measure of respectability. Officially, it
was still the youth group of the League for Industrial Democracy,
a longtime meeting ground for conservative social democrats and
union bureaucrats. Consequently, the SDS National Council’s
decision to call the march, made at its meeting over the December
1964 school break, carried some authority.

Doug Jenness joined the staff of the YSA national office that
January. “We met with Clark Kissinger, the SDS national
secretary, to discuss what we could do,” he recalls. “The YSA
organized three national tours—one on the West Coast, one in the
Midwest, and I toured the Eastern states.” YSA locals across the
country quickly began to help organize student participation in
the march.

During that winter, Lyndon Johnson escalated the war, and
the impact helped to turn out 20,000 people, more than anyone
had expected.

“The day after the march I attended an SDS National Council
meeting there in Washington,” Jenness said. ‘“Surprisingly, they
failed to follow up on their original initiative.” SDS pulled away
from the antiwar movement and never again focused its energies
on a national level toward the war.

Nevertheless, the antiwar movement continued to grow. The
teach-in movement, born on March 24 at the University of
Michigan, spread spontaneously from campus to campus.

In late May, the Berkeley, California, Vietnam Day Committee,
in which the SWP and YSA played a role, brought out 30,000
people for a thirty-four-hour marathon teach-in and protest
against the war.

Meeting in Washington, D.C., August 6-9, a national antiwar
gathering, the Assembly of Unrepresented People, as it was
called, drew some 2,000 participants. There a much smaller
meeting of antiwar activists from around the country decided to
set up a National Coordinating Committee to End the War in
Vietnam. The NCC scheduled a convention during the Thanks
giving weekend in Washington, D.C. This is the conference
referred to in the FBI's “Open Letter.”
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The socialist assessment of the antiwar movement is contained
in Revolutionary Strategy in the Fight Against the Vietnam War,
a collection of articles and documents recently published by the
SWP National Education Department.

It containe a tranecript of a June 25 1965, SWP Political
Committee discussion that envisioned the main lines along which
the movement would develop.

Jack Barnes, who is today the SWP national secretary,
described the main divisions that would emerge within the
movement. “They’ll be over the question of exclusion versus non-
exclusion and the question of unconditional opposition to the
war. They'll take place over the question of subordinating the
demands of the antiwar movement to the demands of ‘progres-
sive’ politicians.”

Drawing their initial inspiration from preparations for the
April 17 march and then spurred on by the continuing escalation
of both the war and antiwar activity, there was a proliferation of
“Committees to End the War in Vietnam,” or “CEWVs.” They
looked to the upcoming Thanksgiving conference as the first real
opportunity to meet on a national level, compare notes, and chart
future activity.

The gathering was marked by a major dispute, one that was
confusing to most of the people there. The form of the fight was
over a seemingly simple organizational matter, but in the
background loomed two entirely different perspectives for the
future of the new movement. In reality, a fundamental question
was involved—whether the antiwar movement would remain and
grow as an independent force in American political life or
whether it would be channeled into Democratic party politics, a
graveyard for social protest movements.

From the new independent antiwar committees had come a
number of people, including many SWP and YSA members, who
were interested in discuesing the poessibility of forming a national
organization composed of committees standing for immediate
withdrawal of American troops from Vietnam. The NCC did not
purport to be such an organization—its purpose being to
coordinate activities of all sorts of organizations opposed to the
war, most of which at that time favored calling for a negotiated
settlement.

The SWP and YSA did not propose eliminating the role of the
NCC. They recognized a place for an organization that drew all
opponents of the war together for common action, but they aleo
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saw a place in the coalition for a formation of independent
committees favoring immediate withdrawal.

A proposal to add a workshop to the conference agenda for
participants interested in setting up such an organization was
met by an almost hysterical response from the conference
steering committee. To the thousands who have over the years
attended subsequent national antiwar conferences, where the
right to hold the workshop of one’s choice was accepted as a
matter of course, this may seem hard to believe.

But the steering committee, in which the Communist party had
a major influence, steadfastly refused to allow a “thirteenth”
workshop. Those upholding what they saw to be their democratic
right to meet on a question of mutual interest were forced to hold
a “caucus’ to discuss the subject.

Charges of “Trotskyite splitters and wreckers’” were hurled left
and right in order to obscure any rational discourse on the matter
in dispute. The “splitter and wrecker’’ chorus continued for some
time in several periodicals and in radical circles around the
country.

Among the most vocal was the Communist party. Their
perspective for the new movement was to send it out to ring
doorbells for various Democratic party ‘‘peace candidates.” The
Stalinists correctly saw a national organization of independent
committees calling for immediate withdrawal as an obstacle to
that goal. The CP’s insistence on the negotiation slogan, which
violated the right of the Vietnamese to settle their own affairs,
was tied into their Democratic party orientation, since it was a
demand that many liberal Democratic candidates found accept-
able.

The political questions in dispute would be widely discussed in
the coming months and years. Over time the antiwar movement
would be won to support immediate withdrawal, the demand
most in line with the needs of both the American and Vietnamese
peoples.

Supporters of an organization of independent committees
favoring withdrawal were among the founders of the Student
Mobilization Committee to End the War in Vietnam in 1966.

Without the eventual clarity over the course of the antiwar
movement that resulted from the political fight that erupted at
the Washington conference, it is safe to say that this country
would not have seen the mass movement that, combined with the
heroic struggle of the Vietnamese, forced the United States out.
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The FBI, of course, was unable to get the SWP and YSA to pull
out of the movement. Ignoring the “advice” of the FBI, the
socialists discussed and drew their own conclusions on the
meaning of the conference.

Among the most enlightening was the contribution made by
SWP founder James P. Cannon before the Los Angeles branch of
the SWP in December 1965. His remarks are also published in the
publication mentioned above.

The NCC conference marked the first head-on confrontation
between the new generation of SWP members and the Commu-
nist party. Cannon thought this was significant. Referring to the
“Bring the Troops Home Now" slogan, he said, “I think our
comrades were correct to adopt that slogan and their militancy at
the conference and their refusal to be bluffed or bulldozed is quite
admirable. All the more so that they were perhaps taken by
surprise and hadn’t had previous cxperience with what the
perfidy of Stalinism and the Social Democracy is really like. I will
guarantee you that they will never be taken by surprise again.

“These are permanent asaets which speak well for the future,”
Cannon observed.

He made an observation that seems even more true ten years
later. “Out of [the antiwar movement] I think we can see the
beginnings of a new radical movement which raises great
perspectives of world-historical significance for America.”

* $ *

It was not inevitable that a mass movement against the war in
Vietnam would develop in this country. In fact, the life of the
organized antiwar movement was characterized by frequent
reevaluations of perspectives. On more than one occasion
questions of strategy were posed that had life-and-death implica-
tions for the movement.

Their opponents within the antiwar movement would some-:
times accuse members of the Socialist Workers party and the
Young Sacialist Alliance of posseseing limited imagination. This
charge stemmed from the socialists’ continuing insistence on
mass demonstrations as the way to end the war.

In the end, however, it turned out not to be the socialists who
were short on imagination, but those who lacked confidence in
the possibility of the American people taking to the streets in
large numbers to demand an end to the war.
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Pages 116-121: As the movement against the Vietnam War
developed, the Socialist Workers party and the Young
Socialist Alliance came to play a leading role in its left
wing, eventually winning the majority of the movement
over to their concept of holding massive, peaceful demon-
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< In all prabability, the recent sdlit of the Scattle
Dranch flasthe party tazether with the passible future splits
of other branchscs and/>r fndividual tlenbers is based in
part >n disagrecients with tho party leadership »n anti-
war policy. ~

’; .

L K

Vieved in the 1¥:htof the party's unsuccessful
endteavors 1n verious fiolds during the past decade, this
_recent venture appears ts culwinate a series 9f leadership
poltcies which have caused dissention and rifts within the
perty.

Yo expld® thig, an anonyQous letbr has been prepared
wiich cruld de directed nitionally to selected varty
Rembers who have sore piisgivings in refard to the leader-
ship aml directis>n >f the party; Xowever, to date,
have n>t definitely =made a break.
. ™is letter wuld subscylenitls Be divacte ta
- representatives of outside grauys, particularly anti-
war organizrations after the Hrigiral distributi-n. Tails
distribution w>uld contain 'an attached an>nymous rsta,
vhich would recd:

®Understand this had wide cireulation
anong Trotshkyites. Illave you seen 1t?%"

It 15 felt the 331%inal distriduticn to selectesd
tY nenbers Ye neiled front the Sistan, Hess., Chicag?, -
11., and San Franeise:, Calif-rnia, areas where n.°
: Partlcular party factizns exist, however, arcas vhich -

ebrice 2.c:nsijeradle nwe:der >f party zenbers. This muld
‘preclude 1 cediate dlaie on any particular party i:e.iber

OoF CraupP and- 2rdcredence to> the porssession >f addresses
of party menbers in these geogTaphical ereas. The
subseQuent ~aflins t- antiwar 'corciittees ard pporsing
radical ¢roups would tn=n be mafiled 4 days hence fr:n

HYC. It is relt that =any imdividuals frya the (L€

area would have access t yaddresses 2f these ~rganicatiins
on a noti>na)l basis. -

¥1i.thin10 days, the recciving afficss are
reguested to> furnish t:e ii70 the na.es and addresses
. of apProxiiiately 20 per cent oSf the mmabersnid »f the
2espectiva 55P ucuvership, including th-:se wh s have
: .uﬁesscd soue desree »f past dissatisfacti~n vith party
policy.

-d-

strations for immediate withdrawal of U.S. forces. This
operation’s central aim was to demoralize members over a
supposed sertes of failures in order to “seriously hamper”
their efforts to build the antiwar movement.
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Recedving or’ices arc alzo requested to furn!
the 3?0 the nanies arnd addresscs I lneadl or netional anti-
vor comqiticas Lthat cxist within thelr réghective territaries.

. One c:py »f a sanplc oI the an~nymus lctter
i¢ mttached f5r reecivinc 2ffices. II Turcau authority
is pranted t> icolencnt this suglestion, the ansnytous
letter vil) Ye =ireapraphed and premcred on eomicreial
porcT. Thc letter =rn? addresszd envelopes will then be
afforded tht Dvston, Chicag~ and Lns Angeles #flices 27
mailings [ran locetions vhich nould not dbring suspicion
to " the Burcau,

It i3 believed that the abova detion wil) definitely .
crecatc disruption xtthin the ronks of the SUP, partieclary
on local 1lcvels and eveatually cause cansidernble unrest
in tlationsl licadcwarters. Ssreaver, this aetion shiuldd
SLrisusly *«*pn- the rarty. tital sccudation at this tine | that
i1s,its anti-war actions and objectives.
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"AN OPEX LTTTER TO THOTSXYITCS"

You're a Trotskyite,

You've strupeled throurh thu years atterpting to
infiucnce others with your particular line of rcvolutionary
s0cialicm. You've gaen your Party's mzmbershinh cut time 9nZ
tiwmc again by a secminrly endle3s series of splits, to the
toint'uhere. historically, the S4P has becorc known &5 the

party of splits'’,

During, the late 1550's, you entercd, with yeur
party, into a rafroupnsnt effort with dissident ex-CPeirs vho
wcre disillusioned over th2 crushing of the llungarian
Revolution and the Xhruchcohev Revelations of the 20th
Congress ¢f the CP’"SU. You watched as your party shunncd the
true principles of rearouprsnt on a coxmoe. ground &nd
unsucc2essfclly atgsempred to dcminate and recruit. thus fainin?
e sepuiaticn as “gpoirlers”.

You then picked up your chipped marbles ¢nd plunyed
into the support of the Cuban Revolution by taXing dc2d ais
on the Fair Play For Cuda Comittea. Your party succecded
in placinr its “srofessional zccretory”, derta Green, into

the FPCC teadershia, You didn't have to wait long, howcver,
before your party's "raiding” operation within the 7PCC oa
4 national basis bocere evident. So, it wasn't too ftwch of
4 surprise when derta was bounced from the FPCC and your
party once atain was &ccused of a crude attemdt to “take
over"” rather than provica conetructive assistance to 4 rost
worthy causc,

Far from disrayed, you next ereated the “indepzndent™
Comnittee To Aid The lonroe Defendants, Wwith the expcctations ?
of reaching the 'egro with the party line, Haturally, you
placed Dderta Green, no+ available, as secretary of this
committee. Ycur party then proceceded, uncer the cloax of
pscudo-resPectability, Y0 ifplesent its ultinate airs ol
domination ¢ad recruitment. This activity naccssitated
consjideradle efiort on your part, but cventually incurred
nothing but the wrath o hcnest indedencants, ToO maxa it
worse, you had to absorb the resporsitility for the 1oss of
funds and the creaticn of actual public harm to these victiws
in Monroe, ilorth Carolina +---- to the end that ¥ou =ere pade
to suffcr public attack and discvowal by no lezs than the
defendants therselves, A »pst disheartening cpisode on
bekalf of the opprosted victisa of the racist state, but
still, the SYP was the¢ only cxisting Trotckyist party,

tmeg't 3t2 S
’*ﬂlq‘-iJ . ;:..\.,'_"’o YOI.: hung on, | Sndalasiehi sitthad o T i

The FBI's elaborate efforts to discredit the SWP’s role in the
Monroe committee, referred to in this “open letter,” are
documented in chapters 4 and 7. Berta Green (now Berta
Langston) is an SWP member ¢ ‘ho helped initiate defense
efforts for the Cuban revolution and the Monroe defendants.
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. _____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 0000000000 |

, In rccent ycor:, your party hos token a poafie froon

the book of Stalin by its vurres of pirty member: vho have

attemmpted to present for diseusclion alti:rnative vicwpoint e

of current situctions. 7TlwWs, YOUr Darty was recbontible,

in effcect, for th: crcetien of odditicnal stlinter :Sroups

including the “S$tortacict" revaeueat which hzas attained

eonsiderable renown in the radical cornuaity. o

Presently, you've been strugpling with your party
in its efforts to becoms wart of thc freatest pround swell
of oppositicn to %this ecouvntiy's irpsriclist policics that
has cver exiusied. To thiz enz2, you hed hirh %“opes as tne
party's ycut!: ara, the Young Socialist Alliance, was
dispatched to Yashinptea, D. C. last Thanksgiving to
partiecipate in anti-uir cenferences and a massive
dcmonstration of troteszt to U, S. intervention in Victram,
Surcly, this w235 en unprzcedentel opportunity to militate
against Veshinmton and 1211 Strozt. 2dut, truc to the S¥i''s
i rtory of seetiricnism, jyou witnesscd the yeung "Trots”

~pramete a.divisicicry and underrmining dine OF “immodiate

withdraticl" at thcce eonfcorences. : .

Propheticzlly, you saw your party and its youth
soundly dcfcated at this eonfeir*znee in yet 2nother atte=pe
to rceruit throuzh division and deminzation. Your attenpt
2o "save face*, following this dcbaele, was the promotien
of & Caucus of "indzreadent” anyi-war comnittecs bascd soleiy
On imnmecdiate withdrawal of Us S. forces in Victnan, And
you justly sussect now that this tactic is vicuwcl by radieals
and ipdcpend-nts 2lilke as 3 "parer front® cciposcd cf
committeas hastily for=id 2nd led by YSA mernders thrournhout
the country. The pcoplc vublishing and econtributing to
;The Nevsletter" of this Caucus only too well confirm this

act.

Your yltimate dismay was reeently realized when
your party &nd its novercnt was bitterly attec:ed by Ficdel
Castro as "splitte»s aud ageats of imperizlicas Thus, you
hav¢ becn. mede to suficr the final ireny. Your party, «hieh
has DPosed as cenc of the lcazi:e del¢=gnrs of the Cuilen
Revolution, new finds itself in ths mo-t ircnie vesitien of
defending itself from a scathing attack by Castro hinscli:

Such is the state of affairs cnd mind in whieh you
now find yourzelf —---- sick with ta» realization that ycur
party and itz ycuth have finally achieved utter disrospect
bY all thosc wiiox it has strived to influence,

Your humiliation in the pudlie and radicol press is
fiow conplete o5 you £2Zly obierve your I'QRUMER party progs on.
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ReNYlet to Director 7/6/66. ‘ Crnes?
ﬁﬂ' The reported reactions of the SWP and actions ta¥en as

reported to datc, rezarding the anonymous mallings referrcd to in
relct have bccen affor:ded the rircau,

During reccn? ronths thre SUP, particularly in the
NYC arca,kas naticcably decreacsed it chphesis on ectivily
wWithin local aati-wvar wosittecs. Party caochasis in this regard
at this tide arounts to the vizcing of one coarsec in eachk
G ity Ll L event sonhatmiil o1 1nterast to the Party
occurs in rcgard t¢an; s:i.ao0f Lhzse comaltiees. Thals slacicning
of enphasis in tre tlacinz of =uny conrades in thcso coz:iiiees
has not been explaincd to the ccnoral Party membership to date.

In a recent cor:fidenti:zl memorandum prepared by the

Political Czoiittee of the 3./°, the FartyY referred %o a coi2ition
of dichotuny &s #xisting sithin the various anti-war com:itices
ard orparlizztisns and cﬁﬂ 1dered {tselfl 23 % left organization
articipotint {1 these cozmiitiees. It 13 felt, thersfore, that tre
arty hos experiernced consifercsble difficulty in echievinn iis
alazs avd oaj cetives wltaiw theec comnitiees witich cay in vars heve
resulted {ron infor=ation furnished these comittees througcn the
anonyrous mallings. . o= ;

o &

It is furt\ér noted that a Paxty lendcr recently stated ¢
that the £4P pustyurder all circuastances, naot "antz2gonize" any =
elements in the anti-war aovemcnt inasnuch as the Party "has alwavs
been accused of stlittins”, which accusxtion greatly upset: the
Party. In this reZard thoe above confidentlak,nezoraniua also
sets forth that the Party should maXe certain cancess.ons slth
other radical orsanizations in order that they will nat be &ccused
of diversianary sactics. Jhis 1s considerad by the Party as
itz "new pulitical tactic" In view of the adove, it is lelt that
the Party's inlluencc zni rrestife within the anti-;ar moyvesans
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Pages 122 and 123: One of the FBI’'s many efforts to split
and derail the antiwar movement was this 1968 redbaiting
attack on the Young Socialist Alliance. The anonymous
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letter singles out the YSA’s advocacy of street demonstra-
tions, encouraging the idea that these made “zero contribu-
tions to the ending of the Johnson war.”
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ed to be the work of antiwar students “concerned for the
need for truth,” but its right-wing slanders had no effect on
genuine students opposed to the war.
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Pages 126 and 127: This 1969 FBI operation was designed to
“disrupt plans for the demonstration and create ill-will”’ by
red-baiting and ridiculing mass marches. The last para-
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8graph of the “newsletter” in particular advocates violent
confrontations with police.
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Pages 128 and 129: Alarmed by plans for a united
demonstration, the FBI wrote an anonymous letter to a
Revolutionary Youth Movement leader claiming he was
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being manipulated by the YSA. The purpose was “not to let
these two major factions in the Atlanta antiwar movement
become overly friendly and cooperative.”
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Pages 130 and 131: This anonymous mailing, in addition to
personal ridicule of antiwar leader Dave Dellinger, attempt
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ed to spread suspicion over the use of movement funds and
create friction between MOBE and SDS.
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It ia now clear that the rulers of this country watched all this
very closely. We have direct evidence that on at least several
occasions the FBI sought to intervene in the political life of the
movement in order to widen splits and to further trends that were
harmful to the movement’s development.

From 1968 to 1970 the Indianapolis office of the FBI waged a
two year campaign to destroy the antiwar movement, the YSA,
and other radical groups at Indiana University in Bloomington.
For this crusade the FBI created a newsletter called Armageddon
News.

Published surreptitiously over two semesters, the newsletter’s
purpoge, according to the FBI, was to ‘‘prevent any nonLeftist
students from being duped into joining the groups of the New
Left.”

In a memo not reproduced in this book, the national headquar-
ters told Indianapolis that “the next issue (Volume 1, Number 2)
and subsequent material must contain a more sophisticated
approach with regards to the situation at Indiana University and
in relation to the broad protest movement in this country. Your
leaflet should be prepared ostensibly by students who, while
disagreeing with the Vietnam war policy and so forth neverthe-
less deplore subversive elements on and off campus who are
using these issues for their own purposes.”

Despite such efforts by Washington to edit it into an apparently
liberal-leaning publication with some appeal to the students it
was aimed at, Armageddon News came off as a right-wing
scandal sheet, as the reproduction included in this chaptershows.
According to former students at Indiana University, it had zero
impact on the antiwar movement there.

In addition to publishing and distributing the newsletter, the
FBI infiltrated the YSA in Bloomington in order to bring about a
“gsplit in philosophy” in what it characterized as the only group
on campus with a ‘“degree of organizational structure.”

In another case, in Atlanta, the FBI intervened in-order to
reopen a split that was in the process of being healed. The FBI
feared that, after a period of disagreement in the local antiwar
coalition, the Revolutionary Youth Movement (RYM, a split-off
from the Students for a Democratic Society) was going to coop-
erate with the YSA in organizing antiwar activities. To try to
prevent this, the Atlanta FBI sent an anonymous letter to a RYM
leader charging manipulation of RYM by the ‘“Trots.”
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During August 1968, the FB] mailed out an anonymous leaflet
purporting to be from a supporter of the Radical Organizing
Committee. The ROC was a short-lived organization formed by
Communist party members and others who, after unsuccessfully
attempting to exclude members of the YSA from the national
staff of the Student Mobilization Committee to End the War in
Vietnam, themaselves left the SMC.

The leaflet praises those who split from the SMC and red-baits
the YSA for “committee packing and other high handed crap so
neatly done by the Trotskyites.”

At the center of this controversy were Kipp Dawson and Syd
Stapleton, two YSA members on the SMC staff who had become
prominent antiwar leaders. Dawson now works as a printer, and
Stapleton is national secretary of the Political Rights Defense
Fund, which is sponsoring the suit that pried loose the evidence
of FBI intrigue. The MilLtant discussed with them the 1968
dispute in light of the news about the FBI’s role.

The SMC had been established in the fall of 1966 by a variety
of forces, among them members of the Young Socialist Alliance,
radical pacifists, and members of the Communist party and of its
youth group at the time—the DuBois Clubs. The CP had from the
beginning been a reluctant partner in the coalition, in part
because its participation violated its traditional sectarian taboo
againat working with ‘“Trotskyites.”

By 1968 the SMC had already established itself as a major
organization, with chapters on many campuses. It had brought
out thousands of young people on the day of the largest
demonstration held up to that time—April 15, 1967.

“Where the CP was headed didn't come out in a clear way until
the 1967 year-end SMC convention in Chicago,” Stapleton
remembered. “They put forward a number of proposals that
would have shifted the emphasis of the SMC away from the war.
The effect would have been to turn it into a liberal youth group
that dealt with many issues. During the approaching election
campaign, such a group could easily swing into supporting
liberal Democrats.”

Things didn’t come to a head until after the successful SMC-
sponsored student strike against the war in April 1968. The
election pressure was building, and the Eugene McCarthy
presidential campaign was beginning to attract some antiwar
activists. At the same time, the United States opened peace talks
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with the Vietnamese in Paris as part of a move to defuse antiwar
sentiment. Some opponents of the war thought negotiations
would bring a rapid end to the fighting.

“A controversy broke out in the ‘working committee,” which
was a semiofficial body of SMC members living in New York,”
Dawson recalled. “It was decided that no member of any political
‘tendency’ or group would be allowed on the SMC staff. That
meant Syd and I were fired.”

The antiwar movement had been based on “nonexclusion,” the
idea that all opponents of the war were welcome regardless of
their political affiliation. The Stalinists of the Communist party
defended this new step, which reversed that policy, in a variety of
ways, often contradictory or illogical. For example, Mike Zagarell
saild YSAers should be excluded because their work had
succeeded In “narrowing” the coalition.

What was really happening, of course, was that the CP was
trying to transform the SMC into a support group for liberal
Democratic “peace candidates,” as they were called. They needed
to get rid of the YSA to make that possible.

“The working committee resolution was adopted with the
backing of pacifists, the Communist party, and their supporters,”
Stapleton said. “They had a mechanical majority.”

This action brought a wave of protests from SMC members
around the country. The CP and the rest of the exclusionists had
opened the fight on a narrow organizational level, with the
political differences submerged. They continued this by refusing
to schedule an SMC convention in the Midwest, which had been
mandated by the previous SMC convention. Finally, an SMC
Continuations Committee meeting was set in New York—the
main base of the exclusionists.

“They had tried in every way imaginable to avoid an open
political discussion of the issues,” Dawson said. “Now 400 people
were gathered at the continuations committee meeting. The
discussion was at last beginning. Suddenly, a thirty-three-year-
old public relations man named Art Goldberg, who had somehow
gotten himself on the SMC working committee, jumped up on a
table and shouted, ‘This is a Trotskyite-dominated conference! All
the independents are leaving!’”

A minority began walking out chanting “Up against the wall!”
They were met by a counter-chant of “Bring the troops home
now!”

“The whole fight was summed up by the chants that came from
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the two sides,” Stapleton remarked. “The FBI's leaflet was
definitely in their style.”

The SMC went on to become bigger than ever. In the fall of
1969, and then in the spring of 1971, it was the co-organizer of the
biggest antiwar demonstrations in American history. Its Febru-
ary 1970 conference drew almost 4,000.

What happened to those who walked out? Sixty of them met at
a New York church to discuss what to do. As one of them aptly
put it, “Although we all feel like brothers because we all hate the
Trots, that isn’t enough of a basis for a new organization.”
Phyllis Kalb of the CP summed up the mood there. “I'm against
the YSA concept of mass demonstrations. I'm just tired of them.”
They finally decided to form the Radical Organizing Committee.

“The last I heard of ROC was during the demonstrations at the
Democratic party convention in Chicago that summer,” Staple-
ton said. “I spotted two people passing out a ROC leaflet.”

Stapleton recalled a later incident. “I was in Washington
earlier this year at a picket line demanding an end to continued
funding for the fighting in Vietnam. A person I didn’t know
walked up to me and said, ‘I just wanted to let you know that you
were right.’ ‘Right about what?' I asked. ‘You were right about
the war in 1968,’ he replied. ‘You see, those of us who set up ROC
really thought the war was over. I thought it had ended and it
was time to go on to other issues. But it turned out you were
correct.’

“He was a high achool student in 1968 who had gotten deawn
into the fight,” Stapleton continued. “He is now a reader of the
Militant.”

Immediately prior to the April 5, 1969, antiwar demonastrations,
the FBI mailed out another leaflet to an uhAknown number of
individuals and groups that were opposed to the war. “Notes from
the Sand Castle,” as it was titled, red-baited the YSA and SWP
and criticized them for failing to take on the ‘“pigs.”

Would such a leaflet have had any credibility? Unfortunately,
it probably would because in it the FBI advocated a viewpoint
that enjoyed some support at the time, primarily in circles around
Students for a Democratic Society. The anonymous author
claimed to be an SDS member.

In the leaflet the FBI argued in favor of violent confrontations.
The following June SDS would break up, and the strongest
advocates of these tactics would become the Weathermen.

When the SDS National Council opened its March 28-30
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meeting in Austin, Texas, that year, the 200 delegates and several
hundred more observers were handed an open letter from the
YSA. “The central task of revolutionary youth right now,” the
YSA wrote, “is to build the April 56 demonstrations [against the
war] as large and as militant as possible.”

This was precisely what YSA members around the country
were doing. But the SDS gathering had what they considered to
be more important buainess before them.

The Austin meeting marked a turning point for SDS. For
several years, the Progressive Labor party, then the country’s
largest Maoist group, had been an increasingly important factor
in the political life of SDS. With the deepening radicalization on
campus, the grouping around the SDS national office was having
more and more trouble responding to the political questions
raised by the PLP.

At Austin they were ready to unveil the weapon they hoped
would meet the PLP’s challenge. They unexpectedly emerged as
full-fledged followers of Chairman Mao himself, and of Stalin too.
It was really just about that simple. Why let the PLP have a
monopoly on Mao Tse-tung thought?

It was here that Robert Avakian, now leader of the Revolution-
ary Union, made his national debut as an exponent of Maoism.
The same is8 true of SDS national office member Mike Klonsky,
today an officer of the October I1eague.

The Maoists have tried to portray themselves as the most
ardeht defenders of the Vietnamese revolution. It is worth noting
that in Auatin not only did they fail to endorse the April action,
SDS did nothing at all about the war.

Nevertheless, the demonstrations turned out to be quite
significant and sizable. New York saw 100,000 march in the rain.
There were 50,000 in San Francisco, 30,000 in Chicago, 4,000 in
Atlanta, and more in other cities.

They served notice on the ruling class that the American people
were not taken in by the negotiations in Paris. Nixon'’s talk of an
impending “settlement” was not going to get him off the hook.

It 18 no exaggeration to say that it was the stubborn persistence
of the SWP and YSA and others who agreed with them in
arguing for the tactic of mass peaceful protests that kept the
movement alive. Ultimately, the FBI and those that it serves
were unable to hold the movement back from its goal.
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In the last chapter we saw some examples of the FBI's use of
red-baiting in the antiwar movement—smearing its targets as
“subversives,”’ “manipulators,”’ or whatever else would appeal to
the prejudices of the intended audience.

The different varieties of this technique are such a mainstay of
FBI sabotage that it is worth studying them in somewhat more
detail.

The documents on the following pages are concerned with five
different Cointelpro operations. Four involve the use of red-
baiting to disrupt the antiwar movement and the Black civil
rights movement. The fifth operation was designed to intensify
hostility between the Socialist Workers party and the Communist
party.

* The first set of documents includes an obscene, sexist leaflet,
purportedly issued by an opponent of the war in Vietnam. This
leaflet was mailed to a large number of antiwar activists. It calls
for excluding the Young Socialist Alliance and the Socialist
Workers party from the national antiwar coalition.

Its purpose, in the FBI's words, was “to cause disruption in the
peace movement, primarily in the New Mobilization Committee
to End the War in Vietnam, and to minimize the growing
influence of the SWP in the movement.”

e The next selection from the FBI files involves an attempt to
cause the NAACP to withdraw its endorsement of the Committee
to Aid the Monroe Defendants (CAMD) in 1962. (Another
operation against the CAMD is described in chapter 4.)

The national NAACP had not endorsed the CAMD, but some
local chapters had. The FBI mailed an anonymous letter to
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NAACP Executive Secretary Roy Wilkins falsely charging that
the CAMD “was set up, dominated, and controlled by the
Socialist Workers Party.” The letter insinuated, without offering
a shred of evidence, that CAMD funds were being misused by the
SWP.

® The third set of documents concerns the campaign of Sam
Jordan, a Black candidate for mayor of San Francisco in 1963.
He ran independently of the Democratic party, and the SWP
extended support to his campaign. The FBI mailed an unsigned
letter that, in their words, was ‘“‘ostensibly from a longshoreman
who wants to vote for Jordan because of Jordan’s strong stand
for Negro rights but the writer is concerned because of all the
known Socialist Workers Party (SWP) members who are running
Jordan’s campaign.”

® Fourth is an anonymous “memorandum” from “a member"
of the National Steering Committee of the New Mobilization
Committee, an antiwar coalition. The “memo” charges that the
“Trotskyites . . . have seen fit to use the good offices of the NMC
to further their own political aspirations, nebulous as they are.”

e Finally, there is a 1962 directive from FBI headquarters in
Washington to its New York office instructing them to try to stir
up friction between the SWP and the Communist party. The
Worker, the newspaper reflecting the views of the Communist
party at that time, had recently run an advertisement containing
the address of the New York SWP offices as a location to
purchase tickets for a benefit for the Irish movement. The FBI
telephoned the Militant and the Worker in order to provoke
animosity around this ad. It is interesting to note, in the FBI’s
evaluation of this operation, that the M:litant editor did not rise
to the bait.

These documents do not, it should be remembered, tell the
whole story. The FBI is refusing to turn over many of its files. We
can assume that some of them contain information about more
recent Cointelpro operations, such as those directed against the
women’s movement.

Also, the FBI is refusing to release any documents or sections
of documents that it claims reveal “investigative techniques.”
“Investigative techniques,” we know, include bugging, wiretap-
ping, mail tampering, and burglaries. The present documents
have been censored to remove these unsavory aspects of FBI
work. It is also well known that the FBI uses its undercover
agents in various movements to encourage violence, disunity, and

Google



Red-baiting 139

red-baiting attacks, but that is only hinted at here.

These papers do prove that the FBI has found red-baiting to be
one of its most effective weapons against struggles which the
rulers of this country are out to destroy.

The FBI uses red-baiting in two ways. The first is more
familiar, and we have already seen some examples. Information
is fed to newspaper columnists and politicians who are sympa-
thetic to the FBI. For example, during the movement against the
war in Vietnam, on the eve of a demonstration, some columnist or
newspaper would suddenly “reveal” that socialists were active in
organizing the demonstration.

The purpose would be to create the impression that socialists
were secretly controlling the action for their own ulterior motives.
This was intended to scare people away from coming out to
oppose the war. The Cointelpro papers contain examples of the
FBI's use of the news media in this way.

The documents reproduced in this chapter show the other way
the FBI employs red-baiting. The message and the objective are
the same. The difference is that the red-baiting seems to be
coming from supporters of the Black, antiwar, or labor move-
ments.

The FBI tries to initiate or encourage the exclusion of socialists,
who are depicted as dishonest individuals who lack a sincere
concern for the movement and are not to be trusted.

The FBI’s aim is to turn people away from fighting their enemy
and toward fighting each other.

Why did the FBI think it could get results with these methods?
The reason is that anticommunist prejudices run very deep in this
society.

These prejudices have their roots in the anticommunist
hysteria which began in the late 19408 and continued, aithough
weakened, into the 1960s. The anticommunist witch-hunt coin-
cided with the cold war between the United States and the Soviet
Union. Americans were taught that communism was evil
incarnate and that godless communists were out to rule the
world. This was necessary to convince the American people to
support massive war expenditures, go along with wars like those
in Korea and Vietnam, and maintain a huge standing army to
act as world policeman for capitalism.

At home, this campaign meant that socialists and communists
had to be driven outof public life. Venal politicians—like Nixon—
built political careers on the anticommunist issue.
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’ ReNYlet, 12/30/69,

Bncloscn gy the Burean is & copy of an unsirned
blmflet entitled iy Untved?", milled this Past wedlk to soze
239 celected individesic und orranizations 1in !law Lel’t ind .
relutcd fioues under ihe CORNGTERP:: a4t New York with prior ~
Burcau' suthority, i

y;
&
Tho 1caflct 1z desid:cd to caucce 8iziedticn &= the r
peace movesent, priireiily iu the oevr ##d1lijiilion Taailiico
' to P/d the Kar 10 Vietnzz, and to minimize tre grouinG 1nflu-" '
ence of the 8P in the moverent, It ia also dosigned to cauz"™
constecrnation and confusion in the 8HP itscl(, 1

The enclosed hza been marked “Obcccne” bece use of
its contents, Nhe cony proCran on the leatlct has bec:n writ-oane

‘in the Jargon of the liew Le(t, necessitatind the use of a N
certain amount of profanity,
i

Copleas of the leaflet have been'v.o ret to mimbers
the S5WP, 1th youth Croup the Youn( Socialiet 21tiance, tlie
Btvdcnt dobilization Cczxzittes, CP USa, OCA and other gfoups.

[} -'H-I_"I..-..._-d.o “k

S—~- -
o g0 @t

¢
r 4
No tangible results have dgen dctocted at this }5“
carly date, althouch one sourco, mattrtbuted . Sade
the 1saflet to disaident elements L1-tho licw Kodilization st
Committoc. i )

The Burcau will be kept advised of reporfed results,

M .

——

Pages 140 and 141: In 1970 the FBI mailed a red-baiting
leaflet, ostensibly from an antiwar activist, to “cause
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f lﬂ York by alrtel daved S-10-62 raceuzmgaded that aa
" omeamors telephone call be made te an official of the Maciomal
Asseciation for the Advaoceseat of Lolored Peosle (XAACP) vhick
hes recently eodorsed tte Camitiee to Ald cbe hoasve Uefecdants
(CAMD) to advise this official ttat the (XD ls rtum o a dyy-to-
dsy basis by the Soclallist workers Party (S\P), which has dee¢a des!gnated
rr:nnt to Execttitive vvrder 10450 and thereby cause coasideradle
lﬂ'Nlcn of the C2D's activities, If the AP becae awere of

the coatrol of tde CAUD by the SiP 3 Clxaacial belp amd other
qpon would be wlrbdravwo by the fu

ST ettt the CAMD Tecestly raceived
eudorsesent aod fitaacisdl sunport frem the XACP,
' ‘mm&?mfeelsthtmmhs
I bu-o a "legitimate” ofganization threxgh sapport of the MALP,

The leadership of the RAACP la aedgubtedly ubavere of the
tbat the S5P created and directs the CAD, The SiP i3 attexpting
te raize xoDCYy a3 500G a3 pes3idlr to orgeaize a move ¢f beadouarters
of the CLD froa the SeP bulldice. 116 Universfty Place, New York Cicy )
|te. sepajuve quarters to avoid CAD's conmetiod wita the SiP decanicy’

1t s felt that If the MACP were sware of this c-mc!in
A mort would be witbdreen.

£ : "
...a'__,_lw York A 3 ™ olica an aponvaeus toléohone call te
) Ghe MAACH “‘.‘h”? :

-t0® &= »"

I T . U . ,:;_ - N
, . @, Bt 1R, 0 o 7 B e B PTOY Y. 00w . .. * :
mem. i o
e e w-vﬁn-whmw.rw W s gt sty -‘
i : . e SKIT o W0 2 T REN @ Yons

_.'u-.ﬁAs_u-.*-.—Mm .--,__m

sed QRat 8¢ CAL cas beiDE *perdted r(roa S+P teMuantn aad .

- |dlrected ww a day-to-dov basis DY lLerta fircen, S.P mexber, and CA'D'
SS¢retary. N :=:am .‘:""::h_-m:nﬂm"um noss this

( lhmt ea o0 to IPProariate ,.litre OF tae M.w la vlew Of tre ¢
'3 Mumar Yocently estended to the Fuo A
| t. ' : ?MW) ( ( O 8
had ., ‘-.AfFO”_.-ﬂ 2

Pages 142-148: A 1962 operation aimed at destroying the
Committee to Aid the Monroe Defendants by claiming it
was secretly controlled by the SWP for ulterior purposes.
Washington approved New YorkR’s plan for an anonymous
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€3 ithis inforestion woald de verlified by a visit to SWP
crs, [16 University Place, ¥ew York Ciey,

TN e S £ 4 s T T i i th B 0
L ~ . The SuP fntends to wse th

cammltece 1 cake & national acd (aterratianal Jssue out of

charges lodged agaioat Robere ¥renklln niiliiss and other

jadividusls wno were iavolved i(n o recial incicent durin? demcostration:

held at biornroe. Norch Carolfcy. oo 8-2 761, wWilljons was charSed

with lnterstace flifhe to svoid prosecurion on charZes of kldrapplag

¢ wdlte couple at fuopolot and (3 reportecly i(n Cuba, The SiP

a3 bees organizing branches of the CAMD rbraughout che aited States

ohere braocnes of the SAP esist,

is |

It 13 felt chat cthis operstion shorld be approved since
]tln posslible withdrowsl of K\i(® support would pave considerable
Slaruptive 222xce =Poa the S.P and cnuse conslderablo domage €0
future SUP activitien inwe civil rights fleld. :

- @ smew

. i . - —t = that a letter nas

directed to an orficial of the ni1CP contajnlag ctnis lnforna-
tisn, Suth a letter s’ ould be slgsed as being froea a crue friend
and supporter of Aegre rigbes,

;

That the #ttacbed alrtel to the Rew Yerk Office be approved
entborizin2 tbe disruption prezram_ooeratlon as oatlined above .
end iastruccinz Kew York 3o ~3that a letter had beea sent

0 an KAMCP officlal coatainitg sinilar (nfornaticn. - Precantionary
statenents are fociuded. :

S S——

phone call to the NAACP, cynically suggesting that it be
coupled with a letter from “a true friend and supporter of
Negro rights.”
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SOCIALIST L3niems PATTY
I 6L SECITY = P
DICALPTION FROGRAM

" !uniml 5-10-63. :

The Socialist Werkors Party (SP) Illmtlﬂ Prorrom
- m{ntlm ns ontlired in roairtol i{s svmroved, Lowvever, in
auGitien to pmﬂsi tie mm;ﬂllznlm.nm “}hﬁr s
gi-felal oo Ln- iatles -:l R:L:h:l#n for t-a Advarcroent of
{alored Frrll'lll'l ia v vors contanieT sindlar infericscivu,.
In acdition, tio fact t"n-. this lotter io belrg sent scould
oigy L2 nrtiﬁ'_:u cl,_‘."‘ =3 to e t'at mromar evthoriticon
are sovir-d of thy 107 cono ecall mnlmﬂ by Liil, Yuims'
letter elould Lo Iiﬁﬁdﬁ a.tros fricod and w of
rl.':i-ty

ananyeous tolchhors. call tat th ,
SRR L e e S I
e e e D e R ik

rail is ml addressed te 1ho lﬂlﬂlrlltl lﬂ'iﬂ-l. ’

" Bve preeaution sl.om uhuﬁnt.mtl :
2 u“ﬁ

" You 4 fenodlatoly ady Surass whshthis *
proration Ias et iy e io the m

u.ll'tu;;!hh rlqnlm proptly. R .

ey fj? R

- TNy ST . 0T -'*-..
t--—-—-—~..-====-*”"’ M_ ‘
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! Pealzt2l soprowsd a dlsxuption tactic suerested by i
the RYO involving cthe snonyDous furaishing of {nformation to
X the MNoctional Associacion for tho Ndvancement of Colored People
(MACP) in regsrd to the Socialist Vorkers Porty (S.:P)
dominacion and control of the Cowoitcee to iAid che tionroo
Defandencs (CiAtD). It had previously been reporctad cthat cthe
MAACP bad given financial support end endorcemesnt to the CAD,

It baa furcthaz been repozted cthit the CAMD l{as : -7
teceived the endoraement of Local 800 of che Y.Y-CI10, This . 4
1s belng directod to the stctontion of the Detroit Office fa &—"

Ce evant it is possible eo iniciate a similar disrvpcion

Caceic in comctten with Local 600. . A
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AIRTEL, TO PURTAY

K.‘”"' ) “ - i .

-‘-t-u.c‘b - .

Uoon rcecipet of regircel, effores worze eade to eontact
Mt e “\at chc uY Headouwaztry af thie K\ACP by telephone.

f N LE

de + ALt 150 5 o = a‘

was roached telephionicolly - o @

PO L {tnfo: =d that the caller did noc wish
to fidenctily hirsels, cut wes discTcssed at a devslop=cnt in
connection wita the L CP that he had become aware ofs A 8
wea then ctold ehot individvals connccted with the CMD had
eeid they had obtaincd the endorsement and support of the
WMCP. 1. S w3s furthor told thot the callsT vaa disappointed
at hearing Chis beczusc, _3knew that the CMD operated out of
116 Ut\b'eruity Place, YC, and wal cortrolled by che 8wp, T2

o 30‘.‘..\.«. _":{Vnhvd-f -}i—u «'ﬁn Tl 'C". ;g Q-_"l:“ =X ..'.:ia; 2e Zha
CAMD.® | 7T F I} apeaking TSN of the NAXCP, T TTOm
wished to assure cne caller . o~ , . st m.’ﬁ

thact the NAACP had not euoporsoc. tne CU
sectetly, oend thot it never would uupvpor: thie orgu:izatiou.
RN ‘e

I ,)uu cold chat it wee ruuurins to hear thil but
R hod be¢en widely circulaced within the CAMD that hlclti.nt of
Che HAACP hcd bdeen aobtained., The conversation ended with the
coller expressing the hooe tbae! __ Juas correct and the CAXD
wtong in Tegird to the statecenc concerning eupport becsuse the
caller would hate to think of a fina orgsnizecion like che BAACY
BDacking an orgPnizscion like che wm e we

Nl e o\t - .

O T ‘f_. ,.‘:‘“.;:-Judc no c:uemc ag o nny -ccion he
llsht take, ft was notad Chak _Jwes very- forceful {at"ePD
danial of XAACP conncction with the CAXD ond enxioue ¢o elicfaata
ay tmpressios the caller had chat the NAACP would otter _avopox €
fn thie irstanca, 1t is bellicved quite pozsible chac ¢, aliny _J
wiy Monestly belfeve that no support has been given aod may
check into this matter further. All precautions were taken
to {ncure that the anany>ws ctelepuine nn.l.l.r:)mdd oot

v L

be treced dack to tho Bureau, e
O L G i S O T VPN I i) SV D ow;..-“-..-.‘; .
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o S egcested by the Burasu ln reosreel, the phone
ull vos followcd up by ean anonymous letter which was propated
oo compercial scocionery and moilcd at a diatance froz the

P81 Officc to Nz, ROY WILKINS, Exccveive Sccrccary, XaCp,

20 wasc 40ch Stroct, WYC. This lector scet forch che following:

"Dear Slr: o oL

“Aa oucflc I have so ne mouledpe of, cthe Commlccoe
€a +14 cha tiontoe Dofendancs, has been toosting lately how
thay'vg beon made 'lczituuec' chrough cthe endotrsement and
Laansial ecuppait of cha N .*.CP. '

' "0 oove can deny chat che Ue;ro peoplo .‘.n ¥ontoe
wecd sssfscance, Dut lc's & shama that 1t ic cled in with cthe

#tou may not hove much dsalings wvich the oo*cnlrlcd
Segrv Bationslist gzouda uptown, but many of their leaders
eould cell you how CA)D waas formed.

- WIc va€ eet up, Sowinated, snd contvolled by cthe
Gcolalfsc Vorkers Pircy, the Trocakyist branch of tlie communiac
encxnt. They use Conrad Lynn ss 8 front e’0, dut CAXD {3 run
by Jerca GCreen, of chc SWP. Creen was chrvowmn out 85 socrecatry
of tho Falr Plcy for Cuba Goamittas to Eec rid of SNP influence
But she bdounced right inco CAMD. Bow chrR MVACP i supporctiog
Wt sven the FICC didn't went to be ematrad wvich,

“Ask agyooe vho has worked with CAMND where tho peper
work £g done, uhere the mailings sre Prapited, wWhero ¢ lot of
€hs Monroe contributicas are ecored. It's the second floor
of 116 Uoiversity Placo, wnich 1f you don'c know, §s thae SUP
ball, Maybe wich woncy frow MCP they've Leen able to mave Co

. L]
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"e ¢ifferent office by now, but (F nut, po see fov yrwtell,
d
r

i "It von't du the worl: of the NYCL in the Zouth @
bit ol good if {t's hnown its funds and pood mdce axe weling
a group in the pocket of the SHP. E

YA tiue frfcend snd supporter of Megro 1§t
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- Memorandum
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3y
BULET (::.f‘IM.!S‘I’ WDKX([.R8 PARTY
IR GL SECLEITY - 3P
OISRUPTION 2PON: \A
R

- The main activity of tho SUD in the San Ffranciseo - .
area At this tioe is tho canf2ipn beinp conducted dv SeicaCihes” *7

for the Tosition of Mysvyor of San Fremncisco. IThe $2 is ex-

trergly active On JORDAL'A eaapeirn committce and is atte:r t=-

$n? to indecet ST neoewwss into JOHDAN's Foliticel carcoei pn.
T TS ST T m i, JNPDAM ik tolitically nalve ond hes

not 1he slipwese 1dca that the SUP &g ory (h!lw but a froun

of Peaple inlcrected in hclpme the Segro better hNirsel’. ""ﬂs
/’SAS" rIART®, & rerher_ o7 thes Sun I'rancisco.dranch of _tha 3.7
:‘ and of the S'4™ iiditienal Committee, is ta)ung on sctive port

'v/ in organiszing JCEOY's canpaign and is ass5isted by other S "
ararers. 1t 1s nenov\.d ThAC @il alwWiIZonva s8 voey ghal.d oo l,, P
sent to JOPPhAI peintin( out that he i$ i1unning for Mayor to /' s
help ‘his Nef1o rocc but is committing political auicide- by A
affiliating hirscl? with communist. orfenizations, 3Juch ac the '
SMP. This boy couse JGRDAI to oust the 542 froa him dlection
caEpaign comrittee and thevedby denv the SJP ane avena through
uMhich they ore making public the S'.CP party line. l

Authority is theirefore Ncuutld to ssnd such &
lettar to JORDAY at his Place of busincss. This would be
sent to his place of busineess. since §f it {s sent to his
hesdquarters the letter could De otentd by someona On hix

cewpsinn cor-ictee, poesibly HARER, : ?
. v ” ’ o ﬁr’

P A .

- ' . . &“:W -’
e fad
: % el
< ..
. ¥ S f}
Qf' = ST &
o ——— ' . .-lpM-__‘”
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Pages 149-152: The FBI's 1963 attempt to have socialists
kicked out-of an independent Black candidate’s campaign
committee with a red-baiting letter ostensibly from a long-
shoreman.
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"'\;? emorandum
hm:cmg. £l c,,m mATE 39710762
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SusrCT:“SOCIALIET WORKERS PARTY |
' IS = SYP . ; .

= - DISEUFTION PROGRAM N

dn Bulet doted 10/0/¢3. ) ¥

; , t,forth below {8 & ProPuwed ENCAYMOUS lotter to de
sent to S ORDAN in an eoffort to force hia to oust the Sve
from his elesction ceedeifn commfittes.

Tt {a to be noted that ASHER ERRER, JAPLS EICKIAS,
HAYOEM PLRRY, and COMNNIE HAMN , vho ace mantioned in tha latter,
are esaders of the San Trencisco Branch of the S4P, uhile S ARCY
OWLARAY and A2LLY YILLIS are not 5VP mambarte, Ilmvu'. WIS,
is a forwer SHP menber and CHAMAR hes lcng deen veTy cleose tc the
SWP and is anentble te SYP contrel. If JORDAN will oust all of
Were people from hiv ceamoeign, 1the S¥WP will de ahut ocut frew this
cempaign and it will »ullify ci: of the SiPte recant efforts (n
8sp francisca. .

Bat forth h-l!.nl-l' is tha proposed letter: (Errcrs in spallincs
in m lattar are intenticnal) d
fctobar 5 1983 -

- Ban Pﬂnﬂ'ﬁ:n. Calif,

Dear Mr., Jordan, o : 4_-.!!‘

Tiret of all, let ue ap0logiee Cor aanding this ledwmr
without any nems oa it, dut I am & loegshoreman #nd would not like
tohove Asher Harer Xnov T ma vriting thie. If be knew he could
aaka Whings pretty tovsh fer ma on the waverfront.

Wen you {ndicated that you vere running for Mayor of

m Francisco to revrecent negres and other gTvv>a wheo have Rever
Deen STroperly resreesntad in 5an Iralicisco govermment 1 was
de)ighted. Fowevuir, after attending emme of your maetinge and
aolicing who is Puning yeur carpaign I have coaa to the ccnclualcen
tuat you are camitting rolitical suicide by allowing pecple like
Merar (a long tizs vheal {n the Sccialiat ¥orkere Party - the

tak) coanuniet party) and hie stoofed Uick Wiekles, Pos‘en Parry,

wmmmwwu-_’-'"- :‘ .‘r""" ;

-~
FM"';'. Lok ~ .2 ?"m F. ‘ar it
I L) -'!"' = ; h [ VRESGISI L L P ! ram
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v e By ) - ReTAD cwr it oA

tyd

‘\sw-ﬂ""'

Ceanie Hann, Aaron Chatuban, &nd Allen Willis to run YOur co&®lIzings
By latin® the= TUN Yeur eemneiZn You 2re indicsting to the tublie
thot YOU susrrert cecnuniam 2nd thet ¢f I gudncrt yeu, then 1 teo
aupport ccarunism. Now I have no intenticn ef duirg brercded as o
"red“ and 1 xncw A lot of other pecple, neCro end vhite, who will
Act continuc to se?>crt you in this election unless ycu pPublicly
denounce the S'i% and covdletely cuvt then out 0f your eexyaian.

i . You have a big follcwin;, in San !rencisco 2nd could really
0o & job in the local Political Picture. Pleame den’t ruin
everything by alleving yourself to bectme a t0ol of the SAT,

8incerely,

oSsappcinted

P.S. Herer jes really using you ea a . Pipe line for the cemaie line.,
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a0 lottor ohould bo bancoFittea on a choap

Deurlot 10/1G6/03, : .
Authority is rrantod for you to prosare and them

OESEOL C20RI0Y .- B

 DISKIPTII FROGAN

oo

Cof tablot

%o bhia ia
the
boan,

ey, W

uoeal procantiors to
s=u, JMico
bo aloxt ¥

. : _"._'....II'?_"'I-
1>ttor in ocotenalbly

froa o lozTshorc=an
m-c.:;nm
rr=ainy

Eaacrsa of Jexinn'o

-
LS

2o

*+n but tho vritor io concornod bocando

antn to

all the

Jorcan's

Y nocbora wio aro

Ceckors Pariy (L2

lioro rix
' kmovn Uoednl

tha S7@

goto rid of

a3, *alogs Jorcan

&

Tho lottor iodiecat

tacpaica,

b will
c=tozy theroip. b

bo brooood £o &

vho doa't oot to

monbors. nsny pooplo

.I acd if tho vriter

xor tho triter

touszh
bns dofinito diprmpt

ive potdntial,

5.‘?. httnr,_-_

152

COC)Sl@



v

B W o el
ol e HJ (5 L]

NI STATTR G-Onuuﬁrr

Mar..w anduin

aa_qm.mtm_..3° nsv_gtm

/: . (au- S —— -

o - ;,;3;‘.)&'773 TN (Ta= ':'u""m“.mg q),an‘" :
n ". " o

Wm ikotm:n’ sy 137?

Q3

\

Noratarine Comnittso @ Vashiogtan, D

M 10 esde %0 Bew York. letbor dated Vah/ro0,

. Tuslosed are tes ogpies of o endnosted "Maiorandm®
" smmecrning tha Rationnl Stecring Cowmitlos of the—fow—
n;?l;txntam cm‘xn« To malnu mfu{: \gétg (),
whio s doa % osuse ® o wis
by pitttbc-&s!:m-.?totlgiul egainat redicsls w
are wandars of the Scalallst VWertors Perty (8WP).
18 sdeo—dealrned to bring to the faro tho mxw
of 13- 0ks setually oorvtns on tha atooring odamittes,

rﬁw'-\rﬂ__ mr-?:"nr"'z :
r'-'\: e T T W SRl A Y.
At I S 'R [~ o -y
m -I#a

™ .'1“m
Ruivmo apthority 1 uqnnm fortn York ¢o
prepcere encloscd averandum ind mall anonswmovsly to
all 12 dere of- tbo_mc-tznruv{comittn end other
:13¢ted offloala in the cxemlertion, -Coplesa will
Q60 Lo ot to solected 1cals of tiw Vietnsm

'
- *
-

et t i Ty e n T
3

quM—. et

SN \.J.n.‘-.-r"

Pages 153 and 154: “To cause splits within NMC,” the FBI
in 1970 sent a fake letter blaming the SWP for alleged
exclusion of Blacks from the antiwar coalition.
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158 COINTELPRO

Members of the Socialist Workers party, the Communist party,
and other radical groups were thrown out of government jobs and
out of the union movement. Pressure was put on Black
organizations to exclude socialists from their ranks.

Hollywood churned out productions depicting Marxists as
soulless agents of an alien force out to destroy America. If
socialists or communists appeared to be working for some good
cause, this was merely a clever trick to disguise their true aims
and to win unsuspecting converts. A whole generation was
weaned on this.

But the rise of the Black civil rights movement beginning in the
late fifties and the mass antiwar movement of the sixties
changed a lot of things.

The rulers began to find that the “Communist menace’’ was no
longer sufficient to rouse Americans to die in Southeast Asia.
Opponents of the Vietnam War learned that it was impossible to
build a movement against a war that was justified by anticom-
munism while making concessions to anticommunist ideology
within the movement itself. The principle of nonexclusion was
established in the antiwar movement. Anyone could participate~-
be they Democrat, Republican, Communist, or Socialist—as long
as they agreed with the goal of ending the war.

Much to the dismay of the FBl, the old-style anticommunism of
the 19508 lacked the power to destroy the antiwar movement.
Columnists Rowland Evans and Robert Novak could write on the
eve of the April 24, 1971, antiwar demonstration that Socialist
Workers party leader Fred Halstead was one of the central
organizers of the action and have virtually no impact on the
million people who turned out in Washington, D.C., and San
Francisco.

While this type of red-baiting was becoming less and less
useful, the FBI focused increasing attention on red-baiting that
was made to appear as if it came from within the movement.

One of the reasons the FBI found this tactic so useful is that,
unfortunately, some forces inside the movement engage in red-
baiting as a substitute for political discussion.

This sometimes takes the form of charges that the SWP and
YSA are “opportunist.” What people who make this accusation
are insinuating is that socialists are not really interested in
furthering, for example, the antiracist struggle but are merely
“wsing’’ it for some unspecified selfish end.

Red-baiting is almost invariably used in order to avoid or
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Red-baiting 159

obscure a discussion of real political differences. A recent
example occurred at the February 14-16, 1975, antiracist confer-
ence in Boston. Some 2,000 people from across the country
gathered to found a new organization, the National Student
Coalition Against Racism. After a weekend of democratic
discussion and debate, NSCAR voted overwhelmingly to help
build the NAACP-initiated May 17 national march on Boston to
support busing and desegregation of Boston schools.

A group led by members of some Maoist sects tried to disrupt
the conference by charging that the whole affair was “dominat-
ed,” “manipulated,” and “controlled behind the scenes’ by the
“opportunists’ of the YSA and SWP.

The disrupters delayed the conference for a while and finally
decided to walk out. As they were leaving they said, “We demand
an end to busing, an end to federal troops, and an end to this
whole fucked-up reactionary conference!”

Then it became clear for all to see that their red-baiting
slanders were simply a cover for their political opposition to a
movement in defense of busing, which was the entire purpose of
the desegregation conference.

Differences of opinion will arise in any healthy, living
movement, and discussion of those political differences can only
help make the movement stronger. Red-.baiting poisons the
atmosphere and makes discussion impossible. It sows the seeds of
suspicion and distrust.

The FBI is well aware of this. These documents provide some
important lessons. They show who benefits from red-baiting—the
FBI, the racists, and the reactionaries. And they show who
loses—the labor movement, the civil rights movement, and other
movements for social change.
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8 Firing teachers:
‘The children and the country
deserve to be protected’

In 1968 the FBI took special pride in railroading Walter Elliot
out of his hobby. As scoutmaster of Troop 339 in Orange, New
Jersey, the FBI reasoned that he posed “a distinct threat to the
goal of the scouting movement.”

Why? Walter Elliot was married to a socialist.

In the view of the bureau, this necessitated a Cointelpro
operation to counteract his ‘strong influence in shaping the
minds of young boys.” The agent in charge of the effort called
Elliot’s removal a ‘“successful application of the disruption
program for a worthy cause.”

The FBI sanctimoniously claims a special duty to “protect
young minds.” Protect them, that is, from ideas unpopular with
the FBI. Teachers prove an obvious target with their strategic
“access’” to ‘fertile young minds,” as one memo put it.

The Cointelpro files reprinted here show how this crusade to
fire teacher activists dovetails with the FBI’s relentless drive to
harass and victimize the Socialist Workers party out of existence.

The case of Evelyn Sell involves an interstate, interagency
conspiracy against a preschool teacher described, even by the
FBI, as “an intelligent, excellent teacher who was well qualified
in her field.”

“The decision not to issue a new contract or consider the
subject further for employment after the termination of her
current contract is based upon information received from
[deleted] the Austin Police Department.”

That is how the FBI summed up its efforts in a March 31, 1970,
FBI memorandum captioned “Evelyn Rose Sell, SM.SWP”
(Subversive Matter—Socialist Workers party). This security
matter was in actuality an FBI vendetta against Sell, a Head
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Start teacher in Austin, Texas. The top-secret information
referred to is the fact that in 1968 Sell ran for public office in
Michigan as an SWP candidate.

This data was sniffed out by the FBI in Detroit at the request of
the San Antonio office and was confidentially passed on to the
Austin police, who then tipped off the Austin Independent School
District. School officials, with this information in hand, refused
to renew Sell’s contract at the end of the 1970 school year.

Today, M.K. Hage, Jr., president of the Austin School Board,
who served in that post when Evelyn Sell was fired, says that
“the social climate was such that we would fire anyone who was
a socialist.”

In an interview, Evelyn Sell gave her side of the story.

Before moving to Austin in the summer of 1969, Sell had taught
in the Head Start program in Detroit for four years. She had
helped organize a special unit of the Detroit Federation of
Teachers encompassing the preschool program, and had been a
delegate to the 1969 Michigan Federation of Teachers convention
in the spring of that year.

Sell’s political beliefs were no secret. She joined the SWP in
1948 and had been active in socialist politics since then. She was
nominated by the party several times as a candidate for public
office.

“All my cards were on the table,” says Sell. “It was the FBI
and the Austin school district officials who were underhanded
and secretive.”

It wasn’t until after the school district refused to renew her
contract in 1970 that she became aware of the FBI’s keen interest
in her. The only indication before that time that the FBI was
keeping tabs on her was an incident shortly after she moved to
Austin.

Her son Eric, then a student at Austin High School and an
activist in the Student Mobilization Committee, was called into
his principal’s office. There he was informed that the FBI had
paid the school a visit and had told the principal of his antiwar
activities. The principal warned Eric that he was not to organize
any antiwar activities at school, and then added that they were
aware that his mother was a teacher.

“Eric came home and told me about his ‘interrogation,” and I
said, ‘Well, the FBI must be in contact with my school,’ and I
expected to hear something about it. But they never brought it out
into the open.”
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The fall of 1969 saw massive protests against the war, and Aus-
tin was no exception with its large university population. Eleven
thousand marched to the state capitol for the October 15
Moratorium. And organizing meetings on the campus would
draw from 100 to 150 people. Sell was a consistent participant
and organizer of these events.

Did she connect her antiwar activity with the decision not to
renew her contract in 1970?

“I suspected at the time that the FBI may have had something
to do with it. The school used the excuse that the Head Start
program, which had been administered by the school district, was
no longer to be under its control. But I knew that was a phony
excuse,”’ Sell recalls.

“Texas had passed a law establishing a kindergarten system
for the first time in its history, and they had very few qualified
teachers. As a matter of fact, they were scrounging around trying
to find teachers who had lkondergarten endorsements. I was one
of the few who had such an endorsement from the Texas
Education Agency. And ] asked to be retained by the school dis-
trict to teach in the new kindergarten program.”

When Sell’s contract was not renewed, she immediately applied
to the new agency set up to direct the Head Start program, the
Human Opportunities Corporation. She was accepted as an
educational services supervisor. By early 1971 she had been
promoted to director of the Child Development Program.

The FBI files released on Sell end with the notation that Sell
had been hired by the HOC and that the information about her
socialist activities would be furnished to that agency.

What the files don’t report is that the FBI streamed in and out
of the HOC offices, repeatedly visiting at least three of Sell's
supervisors in an attempt to convince them that, qualified or not,
this socialist did not deserve a job. One reason they offered was
her active participation in the women’s movement. Sell had
played a leading role in organizing a demonstration in support of
the right to abortion.

“The HOC directors were outraged by the visits,” Sell says.
“One of them told me that he was seriously considering filing a
lawsuit against the FBI because of the harassing visits.”

The HOC resisted the FBI pressure because they considered
Sell an asset to the program. In her personal files, Sell has a
letter from the parents’ council of Head Start praising her for her
work. It says in part:
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164 COINTELPRO

“We wish to commend Mrs. Evelyn Sell . . . for a job well done!
The fairness and efficiency in her willingness to always make
herself readily available if she could be of any help in any
situation was quickly recognized.” (The emphasis is in the
original.)

Sell left the Head Start program in January 1972, not because
the FBI visits frightened or intimidated her, but because she was
again to run for public office as a socialist in the 1972 elections.

“But I don’t doubt that the FBI visits continued until the day I
left,” Sell comments. “And they certainly continued past the
April 1971 ‘termination’ of the FBI Cointelpros.”

The Starsky Case

Prominent in the ranks of teachers victimized by the FBI is
Morris Starsky. In 1970 the FBI encouraged Starsky’s dismissal
from his job as a professor of philosophy at Arizona State
University. The Phoenix office of the FBI sent an anonymous
letter slandering him to a faculty committee reviewing his
teaching contract.

In a memo dated May 31, 1968, the Phoenix FBI noted that
local targets for Cointelpro were ‘“‘pretty obvious. .. . It is
apparent that New left organizations and activities in the
Phoenix metropolitan area have received their inspiration and
leadership almost exclusively from the members of the faculty in
the Department of Philosophy at Arizona State University
(ASU), chiefly Assistant Professor MORRIS J. STARSKY.”

To that description of himself, Starsky adds that he helped
organize the first antiwar teach-in at ASU; he led a campus free
speech fight; he helped lead a successful campaign to win campus
recognition for SDS; he participated in campus activities to
support striking Tucson sanitation workers and a union organiz
ing drive by Chicano laundry workers; he served as a presidential
elector for the Socialist Workers party in 1968; he helped to
reestablish the ASU chapter of the American Federation of
Teachers; and he was the faculty adviser of the Young Socialist
Alliance and the Student Mobilization Committee.

All that provoked quite a furor among right-wing state
legislators and university regents. The Faculty Committee on
Academic Freedom and Tenure (whose members received the
FBI's slanderous letters) held a hundred hours of public hearings
on whether Starsky was entitled to teach at ASU. Three thousand
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students and over 250 professors signed petitions supporting
Starsky’s right to academic freedom.

The ocommittee’'s members were not duped by the FBI’s
anonymous slanders, although they expressed surprise five years
later when they learned that ‘“A Concerned Alumnus’ was really
J. Edgar Hoover. The committee voted unanimously against
dismissing Starsky. But the regents refused to renew his contract
and he lost his job in June 1970. Starsky says that “it’s sort of
like being found innocent and executed anyway.” Since ASU he
has lost two teaching jobs in California for political reasons.

Starsky calls the FBI drive against him an attack on the rights
of everyone. “What teacher is safe?”’ he asks. ‘“What ideas would
not subject a teacher to this kind of attack?—only U.S.
government approved ideas.”

Starsky has spent the past five years fighting for his rights in
and out of court. He has won one damage suit already. And an
Arizona court ruled that the ASU action violated his civil rights.
Meanwhile, the FBI refuses to turn over to Starsky some of its
files on him on the grounds of “national security.”

“Y’'ve taught a couple of logic courses,” he says, “but I had a
hard time figuring out how my seeing my own files would harm
national security. After I read the Cointelpro documents it
became clear: ‘national security’ means the FBI’s security from
the nation finding out the vicious things it does in violation of
people’s civil liberties.”

More Poison Pen Letters

FBI schemes to get two other teachers fired are documented
here. Unlike the Sell and Starsky cases, these efforts did not have
the results the FBI wanted.

In 1969 the Detroit office received approval from Washington to
send a series_of letters on Professor David Herreshoff to Michi-
gan State Senator Robert Huber. Huber was chairman of a legis-
lative committee investigating student dissent on state cam-
puses. :

The letters were signed “A Fed-up Taxpayer!” They document
seventeen years of Herreshoff's political activity from 1951, when
he was a student at the University of Minnesota, through 1968,
while he was a member of the faculty at Wayne State University.

Compiled from ‘‘public source material” to ensure the FBI could
not be identified as the letters’ source, the information was

Google



166 COINTELPRO

intended to make a case for ridding Wayne State of Herreshoff's
“peculiar”’ influence.

Herreshoff’s ‘‘disruptive’” activities apparently included a
debate with a former FBI agent in 1951 on the topic “Does the
FBI Menace Civil Liberties?”; his participation in the University
of Minnesota’s Socialist Club, which spearheaded a campaign in
1955 to remove campus restrictions on outside speakers; and his
election to the Detroit executive board of the American Civil
Liberties Union. Herreshoff says that he is ‘“happy that
everything charged against mein the FBI ‘denunciation’is true.”

Herreshoff recalls that during the debate with the FBI agent he
accused the agency of “breaking the law every day in the week.
That was back in 1951. I guess the FBI never forgets an insult.”

Herreshoff says he doesn’t believe the FBI will ever change and
it ought to be abolished. “Wouldn’t abolishing the FBI be a fitting
observation of the bicentennial of the revolution?”’

In still another poison pen episode, the FBI tried in April 1969
to get Maude White (now Wilkinson) ‘‘separated from her
employment” as a preschool teacher in Washington, D.C. The
local FBI sent an anonymous letter signed “A Concerned
Citizen,” purporting to be from Wilkinson’s neighbor, to the
superintendent of the D.C. school system. The letter said that
“Miss White has held weekly meetings of a socialist youth group”
in her apartment.

After expounding upon the classical FBI distortions of the YSA
as a group supporting “violent activities against established
authority,” the letter continues, “I bring this information to your
attention in order to protect the D.C. School Systemn from the
menace of a teacher who does not have the interests of the
children or the country at heart.”

But it was precisely the interests of the children and the
American people that led Wilkinson to become a socialist: “Being
a teacher, especially in the D.C. schools, I saw how rotten the
schools were, how much money was spent on war and how little
on education,”’ she says.

Wilkinson's files also document the three-way collusion
between the FBI, the intelligence unit of the Washington police,
and the school administration. According to an FBI memo, one
local cop was delegated responsibility for conducting intelligence
investigations within the D.C. school system at the direction of
the assistant superintendent of schools in charge of personnel.

Information on Wilkinson compiled by the D.C. police was
forwarded to the FBI.
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The Response From Teachers

The revelation of such attacks on teachers has evoked an
outraged response from educators and civil libertarians alike.
Professor William Van Alstyne, president of the American
Association of University Professors, demanded that the agents
responsible for the “sleazy and surreptitious campaigns’ against
Morris Starsky be fired. Delegates to the 1975 national conven-
tion of the AAUP gave the former professor a warm welcome and
voted to support his efforts to defend academic freedom. Local
chapters of the AAUP and the American Federation of Teachers
cosponsored many of Starsky’s speaking engagements during a
nationwide tour he conducted in the spring of 1975 to win support
for the SWP suit.

Publications with large circulations among educators, includ-
ing Higher Education Daily, Chronicle of Higher Education, the
AAUP's Academe, and the A¥T°’s American Teacher, printed
articles criticizing the Cointelpro attacks.

At the 1975 national convention of the 1.7 million member
National Education Association, Executive Secretary Terry
Herndon condemned the FBI’s operations as “reminiscent of the
witch-hunts during the McCarthy era,” noting that nowhere does
the FBI charge that any oneof its targets was not a good teacher.

Herndon asked a qQuestion that must be on many people's
minds: “While only a few such cases have surfaced thus far, we
cannot help wondering how many more teachers were dismissed
or harassed because of counterproductive surreptitious activity by
the FBI into the private lives of educators.” The NEA leader
added, “Such efforts to get teachers fired only make the job of
teaching about democracy and government that much harder.”

The head of Maude Wilkinson’s chapter of the NEA summed it
up well. In a telephone interview, John Radcliffe told of his
immediate response to the Cointelpro operations.

“As soon as I found out about the situation,” Radcliffe said, “I
called the school district and told them that . . . we, acting as the
union, would absolutely and categorically not tolerate anyone
messing with Maude’s job.”

Radcliffe has no doubt that the FBI 18 continuing its efforts to
get people with dissident views fired. But he thinks that the
political climate has changed and that the FBI doesn’t have such
an easy time of it today. “As far as Maude’s job goes in Fairfax
County, it’s secure,” Radcliffe concluded. “She can belong to any
political party she wants to.”
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FT=ation That tan be disseninstec,
au approval,

Initial FBI memo suggesting the Detroit office seek out
information on Evelyn Sell that could be furnished to the
Austin, Texas, school board.
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m Head Start m will de Opervitsd by an
ndt9eadaint <he 1970-1971 onhunl
entpiosscf N

mux! lofigar D¢ urdar tHe
Mﬁa _.'

) "The sudject vas Mvscrided a3 av iatell v
sacallent tuacher o vas well QUalifled in her fiald.

Bureau attantior I1s dimected to Sua Antonlo letter
to the Buresu cra*loned "COTTEL®MD, IT - TISFUPTION OF
HEW LETT, - I.'I-ltl-ll
1/13/70. . - tha dacisich rot to lssus
B ™AW coRTTacT o consliir tha subjact furthar for amploy-
mant after ths termdratisr of har cm-rin" rontrect 19 bamd
Isforration recalivad —— the
r:-m:--t. [ -
d bs firnizhed %o

—Lhal M
tion shich will bs handl ths Head Start [pogrem 25
!’l--:l#l. school :rl-lr h‘ ? v . -

The third page of a March 31, 1970, memo reporting the
success of the bureau’s carmpaign to drive Sell out of her
teaching job.
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UNIEL 1> STATAS & ERNSIENT
MMeinorandum
_ DIRECTOR, FEI 22 pavs: 10/20/770

X
g ISAC. SN0 ANTONTO o imus——

. e ot
Z-_ ; Ty ==
= cYYLY: TOSE SEL)

WIYECT:
15 - SYP

On 10/5/70 , &I20=Dzep roggiunpumamue o), Austin
Indeperdent fichcol DlS«t‘lct nustin, Texas, ,m acvised
that the subject is not er\?)oved by the Auatin Irdopendent
School lh.,tt‘lct, He stated that it was his caderstanding
that she i employod by the Evcan Opportunitics Cbrpovttzon (e}

in the ltcad Start Program, (1:SP),
On 10/19/70, ALLY. PORTEP, Office of Genoral Counael ‘gf(
{

for Ofiice of Econoric Opportunity (OaO). advised that the
Budject {3 enployecd by the KOC as Director of the #EP, Austin,

’:vbns. AsS iTreet Miery resviesc 3v (2 idmt H&!‘tl\ﬁ\ﬂ‘ .w‘xvﬂ A“‘t)\ﬂ
Jexass., il'7. PORTLR stated that the KOC is a private, nonpt'ofxt
corporution which is fundcd by ODO.

S e s SEEXCary

Do at

AR w qr"*\'?}&# ﬂ' '- ?
e -JWL«.,

This memo, tracing Sell to her new Head Start job, lays the
groundwork for continued harassment.
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COUNTTRINTILLIGZNCE PROGRA /
INTERNAL SECLIITY
- DISRLPTION OF TIS WIW LEFT

»

ReBulet to Altaay, 8/10/63, copies to all officea.

Co the dasis of develornenta to date, it .is anparent
that ¥ew Left orzanizations and activitios in the Phoeniyx
metroyolitan area hkave recelved their inspiration and
leaderohin almaost exclusively from the menders of the Zaculty
in the Department of Philosonhy at Arizona State Univerzity
(ASU), chie{ly Assistant Professor XORPIS J...STARSKY. The
most lozical tarcmts [GrF "‘potential counterintelligeace actiod
locally are therefore pretty obvious.

STARSLY 1n presently the subjirect of active ia-eglt-

gation in tho So> lectim Servlpe catezary, AT wER(R) (7)

T TR —— e - . it e T s VBT (6)
Yackgroune in: n-:.-atmn ’-xc‘a is thU\—ﬂmﬁT‘ﬁ'o -
uzeful for eminceriacellinenne nara‘ic@e '“-_----—'—----3
ad " amgpie P — oy b T T vy
Qs> PP RN

.-5-—.-00 T - 0 '\:\” _' -, ®eg —'ﬁw‘-’-—‘ - .:. [t L S tb) (7) (b) (6

-
e BT, Yo e Tupe frtu —— SN ) <
gﬁ-o~o~.—j--"- o  MAENY S P 4 e S & )

- STARSLY has alrcady rcceived considerahle rublicity
1n Phoenix naoers in concecti?n with g arti.war and noti-
draft act 1v1t1<-<. T “~‘~W’W“"“"""’“"""M*“""“""“’f () (&)
= S Pl i ’ﬂmw— 1 ‘-: ;%ﬂ: md\..'.:.‘:;‘? Mae s b Y
; Yol e dres g ‘Tl 7GR v Thes suyxgoscs an
avenua of countcrin rllivepee apes,nash &% ueu as that olfered
z b

7 roliable and cooperative conzicti A» tha Jews medla,

/ 'g = g = &

ThP ""'\-‘!"’-*“ AR L SN
Al

3 1- SWRETIS Aol $ N0T TONCRED
ho.rin Staraky.

) (N

Pages 171 and 172: Letters from the Phoenix office targeting
Professor Morris Starsky, descridbed as an antiwar activist
and SWP presidential elector, for disruption.
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UN.TED ST.’..'.I.iS GO ANMEXT
Memoranaum

OIEECTOR, FOI (L°7°-=2 (b) (7) 1 10/1/63

3AC, PROZNIX om0 (0 ()

_2 COUNTERINTILLIGENCE PRUGBAN®
INTERXAL SICUAITY
DISRUPTIONY 02 THE K@Y LEPT
" Remylet, 7/1/6B.

1. Potential Coucteriatellizence Action

WRAIS J, STARSEIY, by his actions, bas continued
ta spotlight bhinself as a target for counterintelligeoce
sctioz. He acd his vile sere both niced 33 Presidenttial
olectors hy and for the Soclaliist Yorkers Party when the
STP in Auvgust, 1959, gained a plice on the ballot io Ari-

. 20pDa, Io acdition they aave »igned thumsolvcs as treasussr
.aud secretdry respectively of the Arizond S«P, ¥Professor
STARSRY*s status at Artzona State University =iy be affectod
- by tbo outcove of bis Pending trial oo charges of disturh-
ing the poace. hLe 12 alleged to have used violeot, Abusive
and obscene 138fuirle asainst the Assistaat Xavatiaz Odrector
of Garmage Auditoriua at A3l during renorial scrviecs for
MARTIN LUTITER XIMG last April, Trial is anow scheduled Zor
10/8/68 $n Justice Court, Temps, Arizooa.

A rceconmoundation for counmxiuteulgonce }ncfon
-n3 to STAASKY vwill be subaittced by separato letﬁy’ )

The rems inder of this 2 page
communication-does not concern |
Morvis Btsraky. '
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i (b) {7}
A \iirwrnd T

Bureau approval is requested ta wailea capy of the
enclosed anonyaaus letter to each menter of the faculty
cocwlttee which is hearinf the charges against STARSKY. This
caonnittee i3 asrting fn the Iaxw Schoal on the ASU cacpus and
is coupossd of the follawing faculty menbers:

1, Dr. 2083 R. BICE, Chairnan,
2, JOHN A, COCHAAN

'3.. RICTARD W.' EFFLAND

€. JoWN P. DECKER

_5. WALIACE ADAXS, Chairman of the Faculty Agsendly.

Pages 173 and 174: The Phoenix FBI sought and received
permission to send members of a faculty committee an
anonymous letter slandering Starsky.
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ANONVIQUS (STTTR TO MNEURZRS
Ve itte 2Lt LVl lae UN
ACADTLIC FOT 008 AND TEXNGURE
ADNIZONA STATE LSLIVLOSITY

Pear Sir:

It seens appropriate that you should de informed

of one of the aost recent activities of llorris J. Starsky.
Starsky lcarned of a suicids atteoapt by one of his close camous
co-veorkers, 0avid .lurphy, Fecelinz that Xurphy could no lonzTer

bDe trusted as a mesver 0! the campus socialist Broup, Starsky
demanded that Jurphy retiien all literature and other aaterials
Lelonging ta tnn Hocialist Croup, (lucphy refused to Five Starsiv
a nuaotity of socialist litcratui'e in his posscesslon until Stacs.;
would pPay bim a sum slifthtly in rxcess of S50 which was owed for
toleptone calls chargod Ly Starsky to ilui'phy's telephone, llorris
8Starsky was indiznant at jlurphy’'s independent attitude and at
2:00 A, 1, on april $, 1570 he, accormpanied by his wife Parela
‘and tvo younys male assuciates, invadeod luvphy's apartnent and
under threat demanded cctustis ol the socialist Literaturo, $‘hen
Murphy refused unledas Starsiy paird th2 phone Lill, Stirsiy told
. Bia that his two associates would hear ALm unmarcifully, liurph?, -
conralescing ‘froc 2 tccent hosi:tal stay, was under freat fear

ot bodily hara or death and surrendei'cd the literi ture,

X find this eplsade inturestini. Whare did Starsky
learn of the e¢flectivencxs3 of Smosiieug into n pers:an’s hane at
2:00 A. U,? AlsSo, of utilizin:? your Pecr<otic to threl.tci tne
health ovr 1ifn of 3omon?? 13 this an cxnnhln'o{ acadenic
socialisa? Should tho ASH studtni :uJy cnjoy the Cuidancy oI
guch an iastecuctor? It =ecce to re that this tyde of activity
19 agomething that HinsleT or Burit-Coule zren~nht with poiche. a8
gtarsky did not eniloy the preiitice and sdanctulary owl his position
ta would b2 properly punished fur suxit n! totalitarian ventui(.
Dafovrunately, durphy is toa terrifind to testify against Stacguy

T R $5:28 Yandhe Tt reNer e ve al qandests cmgtalse,

/n/ A concsrned ALY aluanus
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Leaving lttle to chance, FBI headquarters directed Phoenix
to “delete caption ‘Anonymous Letter . . ."” before mailing.
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Decar Segator:

: ] am indoed plocased to oote that you aro chairing

a committce to investigatc tho activitica of dissident efements
00 our collepe campuses, 1 tyust that this offort will pot .
become Just snother "study™ but will actually rcsult in concrecte
resulta to rid our univeraities and colicges of the disruptive
activitios of radicals, iaeftists and nihilists. ,

In tbis connection, I have taken upon mysolf a swmall
project rogarding tho background of Professor David tlerreshoff,
of tbe Bnclisb Departsent at Wayne Stato Univoraity.

It occurs wme that our colleCe youth, who are
¢oin¢ through a poriod of their lives during which thoy are
206t liberal and idcalistic in thoir attitudes, are beoing
exploited and subverted by certain faculty sembers in our
colioBEcs. Studants by and larce, cxpericncc thcse libertarian
sttitudes, graduato, then pPisa into the socicty and addrcss
themaclvaee to their personal necds and objectives within the
franowvork of our ongfoing society. Very few of thos bacomo,
and fewer yct, remain active in radical or diaruptive activitiea
such 88 campus take overs, However, It is thcsa peculiar
wowbers of faculty who year in and yoar out uso their posttione
to imbue the atudonta with tho Thilosoptier and L228liopivs i,al
provide a continuous streram of cbaotic, silitant incidents
®cross tho nation. v

: Why must the taxpayers of this statc continually
funnel thoir mconoy into institutions which provide finavcial
socurity and a ready made captive audience to profoessorswho
openiy support throuth vord and deed, avowad cnenics of this
country? Their herocs arc the Cho Guovaras, Maoists, Trotskyltes,
Stalinists snd the anti-Christs. IS tbey support any form of
governmant at slr it is at "bast socialistic or gomuaunistic.

Let thcse dostroycera spcw forth their ideas 1n public
halls to tlxso audiences who reek their words, but let us.
deny tbem speakers piatforss in tho clasarooms of our cducational
institutions!

' Prof. Horreshoff is active in political action and
social groups existing.on tho cazya at Wayne State Univorsity.
Mowever, it 1ia rather enlifbtcning to note which groups those
are., He ig the listed faculty sponsor for: the ¥.E.B. DuBois
Ciud; Btudents for a Democratic Society; Student Mobilization
Committee; and, the Younc Socialist Alliance., 1I1'm sure you
recognixe thom "groupe” as the very ouos continually noted

Pages 176 and 177: Beginning and end of an eight-page
phony letter supplying FBI-compiled information on Pro-
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cooperation elth the Sclectlve Scrvice Systcis. A protest
march took plicc next to State flall while the SDOS group

met with vicc-president Janes !lc Coroick. Prof. David
Herreshoff, kEnglish {nstructor, pointed out that the
Arerlcan Civil Libertiecs Union §s prcparing to test the
constitutionality of various aspccts of the draft., including
the ranking of students., °The University has t:ken the
position of coopcrating wilh all public bodies'", said
Herreshor!. **Dur group peinted out that some public bodies
shouldn t be coopcrated with.*

An articlec by David lHerreshoff appcecared ln the
Kay 6, 1968, issue of "The South End'", Wayne Statce University
student publication, captioncd, *"the radical vs. liberal:
® view of social order",

An article appcaring in the "Dctroit News",
October 21, 1967, ¥inal edition, captioncd "Potroiters
Join D.C, Protesters" rcvecaled that whilc petroiters wafited
to board buscs outside lacXcnzic Hallon the wWSU canpus
for the trip to ¥vashington, D.C., to join the anti-war
protesters in 3 march on the Pecntagon, a shert rally was
held on the steps of State Hall, across Cass Aveuus {i:on
Mac¥cnzio Hall. Article continues that scveial gprakers,
fncluding Dr, David lcrrcshoff, a tfayre English professor,
donounced the United States war cffort in victnam, ODr.
Rerrcshoff - a frcquent canmpus critic of United Sf{ates policies,
Baid, “This is not just an Amcrican fiovcment—we 2rc part
of a world movenent”. Ho refcrred to the “gcnocidal burning
of thae pcoble of Vietnam by the people running our countryt,

On April 24, 1563, an open letter to thc student
body was published {n '"The Souih End', vhich reads: Ve,
the undersignced organizations and indivicduals, urge all
students who are againnt the war in Yictnanr to vote on
Tuesday and,t'cdnesdzy in the °‘Choice 'G68* elections for
(1) an fmmediate withdrawal of Amciicae forces fiom Yietuan
and (2) a permanent cessation of the bombing of lorth
Vietusm." Acong the signatures appeircd Dr. David llerrcchoff,
Enclicsh Departmcnt.

I am preparing more inforrition of ‘this typc
soncerning Prof, Hcrreshoff and shall scnd it to you at
a later date,

Yory truly yourc,

A Fad-up Taxpayer!’

fessor David Herreshoff to encourage a witch-hunt by a
state senator investigating student dissent.
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ﬂlﬂl‘lﬂ; D.C.

. 2 A T=iting Thin latter dircotly 40 YR an Bupvristoudant
o2 the 1N.C, 2aivivl Cyetan btoenvea of Cho oceverity 0f the-ascusatione
oticd I -3 raks#* anninat r. tovohor 1o the B, srtne. l-an-well —
arnso ol Your 1i..:ront So tha €1ality of odeocation dn this, tho
Capitod city, =46 ' 1 om ouro that you will teke o msvouibioz attituce
tovard tho fafcrration wiied I zw furaisddng, .

“

. AB a r¢50a0t Of A larpe ariovot buildiog at 1891 20tk
Stxdet, d.v., I ava bedous noor0 of the actlivitios of stother
sesideat. fima Ti=xils wms! o0 2a a ttacter the 13cal olr=yutary
embool-as 1Std 74 8 Utrocule, UA.U. I have 1o that oince Jevaasry
of tbhis yoar, Lici Thite bao beld vooxily wmeetinfiof a socialiet -yontd

wbiu) 18 c4¢%ivo 4in € Vashincton eros. Froo 1ieoratvre fousd
8 our deilvsys, I tave dotoriinad that thuis (3U:) 4e Lnova as the
W Boctaliut 2114nnco avgd xxoo Yorsopnl observation £ have lanrned
Lhat-aproriateoly tvonty 4rdividinlo attond thoco moetinIs cadd

Braday otenicg ct Uios Whisc'o apariaent,

he Litzraturo bLalonging to thie pxogp advocstos sm ovo: throy
of our preoent cyiton of Zosorncamt in a ilar %o the Cubon
rovolatica o I "ul Caetro. Tdoc prindad iey of tde
violexi zotivitics ageiocst ootadlindied m o PRCtict)arly the
08, nNd 00 0ra ghetto and atudcut riating as=Sie-bagigeing of
rvioloat xovoivn:los,

L 4

hammmmocmumtlmlmzm ™e Toang
Soolaiszt, it 13 ow that apyooe (DAMrested-fa—$de-orginixzaeins
8aB-gootnet Ter-ili Dvodtxok at ATOL 10th Btyest, li.V., Aguit=est-818,
T™is 18 npoerestls tho sace individunl xbho has baon 1iving vith liss
Vbite for 29 1:>C 21ve couthp, I At doticod hla o8 MLUrcaEs
00caARiens arkiag Lhasesd Cob ¢2007fe froat of tho aportisut bulldlig,

Pages 178 and 179: This anonymous FBI letter red-baiting
Maude White (Wilkinson) professed to be from “a concerned
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citizen” worried that she would “‘indoctrinate the fertile
minds of grade school children.”
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UNITED STATES G vERNMENXT

Memorandum
w0+ DIPTCTOR, FBY (oowrueiony

BURJECT:

promy igm Nro £ty
KACD™ ADAMS UHITIT
SH.T2

7
(00:wFQ)

{:Q' W Badee, 5/3/69.

WAL AR Intelligence Unit, Metro-

politan Mtcr&p‘fmt—%. ¥eshirgton, D.C. (WDC),
trlcfhenically contscted WPO on £/25/69, concrrning eaptiooed
sud;-et. €T D heu the rraponafbility of contuccing in-
e iaenes—investigsticns wichin the D,C. pudlic school
systca 11¥ wvns mnking lnquirra repardiog WAITT's sctivities
at he divrtian ~f the AV annainted Asaixtant Super.
{neendmt cf Schools in charge of ?eracrwwl. The Lofcormtion

v whic furnished to \Z0 ves the sasr as that contsined -~ ¥
tn BC's countrrintelliigence affort approved by w(wm« "V~
cosmmication, e

24

.”.‘q . . : WVNITY w9 currently
/" cfploysd with Acedatert in uac. eaTning qryrwaimtely $6.00
1per hour. .

]

R0 vas xecoDtgcted 00 7/!/69'
advieed e iawsttattou
vith evgard to FRITF'a sssociation with subvarsive oxgaa-
fratime. L2 vas furtnished (nformtion coneerming
SHIIT's pnmc_acx.muu as a YSA msmbder, ;

 adv t VAITF's salary under
the Readstart program consists of ntH.cr of Fropomic
Opportunity (0M0), funds and 1 C. Goverrment funds.

Since Mradstart 1s mot 1003 funded by OTO, WFO is
not considrring o sccurity of govrITOwnt reployra-casre on - oo

mm' : . . {—' iy SR ¥ . i"

:""‘.._.""""....-..."“".,...‘..',"--*-1
ffr w,si"“,._":? R
U.S. Saviugs Bowls Regsiarly ou the Payrall Suvings Plan ;‘__‘_

This 1969 FBI memo documents the systematic collabora-
tion of the bureau, school administrators, and the local
police red sQuad to hunt down and purge leftist teachers.
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9 The fight to stop Cointelpro
goes before the public

Peter Camejo and Syd Stapleton walked into NBC’s Washing-
ton studios at 6:15 on the morning of March 19, 1975. At 7:00 a.m.
the ‘“Today” show went on the air. A few minutes later millions of
Americans first learmed of the FBI’s conspiracy to destroy the
Socialist Workers party.

Readers of the New York Times who had picked up that day’s
paper when it hit the street the night before were the first to find
out about the story. The main headline was about the CIA’s
multi-million-dollar operation to retrieve a Soviet submarine off
the floor of the Pacific. But also on the front page was an account
of the FBI's Cointelpro plot against the socialists.

Peter Camejo is the SWP’s presidential candidate. Syd
Stapleton is national secretary of the Political Rights Defense
Fund. After their appearance on the “Today” program, they
drove to a news conference. There the PRDF released copies of
the Cointelpro papers and individual FBI files on several SWP
members.

Soon after the Washington news conference, reporters dis-
patched stories about the contents of the FBI files to newspapers
and television and radio stations across the country. That
evening and the next morning millions more learned about the
FBI plot against their democratic rights.

In the following weeks the PRDF amassed some 600 newspaper
clippings on this story. While this hardly compared to the deluge
of publicity surrounding the Watergate scandal, it did represent
an important breakthrough in alerting the American people to
the systematic crimes of the federal spy agencies. The coverage in
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182 COINTELPRO

the major news media, reaching tens of millions of people,
included the following:

¢ A March 19 Associated Press dispatch was carried in 170
daily papers in thirty-seven states. It was front-page news in 30
papers. -

e The New York Times ran a detailed page-one story, plus a
background article on the SWP. The Times story was picked up
by at least twenty-five dailies.

¢ The AP sent out five separate follow-up articles.

¢ United Press International distributed two different stories.

¢ The Washington Post carried a page-one article.

¢ It's more difficult to measure the response on radio and
television, although most Americans rely on them for news. The
“Today” interview was the most significant.

“Every single major paper carried at least one story on the
documents,” said Cathy Perkus of the PRDF national staff. “The
press treated the story very seriously. They saw the FBI behavior
revealed in the documents as clearly illegal. I believe our
assertion that these sorts of things are still going on after the
FBI’s alleged 1971 cut-off date for the program was accepted.”
The charge that Cointelpro continues—whatever it’s now called—
is central to the suit.

The front page of the March 20 Houston Chronicle carried a big
headline about Dan Fein’s FBI file. He had been the SWP’s
candidate for mayor in the previous election.

Newspapers in Minnesota, New dJersey, New York, and
Wisconsin ran stories about illegal FBI activity in their areas.

The Los Angeles Times sent a staff writer to Arizona to report
on what happened to Morris Starsky, the Cointelpro victim who
was fired from his teaching position at Arizona State University.
The reporter called FBI headquarters in Washington to ask why
the FBI had launched this attack on Starsky and the SWP. The
FBI refused to comment. But, interestingly, they did send him a
copy of red-baiting remarks inserted into the Congressional
Record by Representative Larry McDonald, a leading member of
the John Birch Society.

A good many of the files involved attacks on the Black civil
rights movement. Several North Carolina papers printed stories
on an operation in that state. One of the AP stories, which
concerned the North Carolina incident, was featured in papers
throughout the South.

New York City’s major Black paper, the Amsterdam News, ran
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The fight to stop Cointelpro 183

a front-page story on FBI attempts to block collaboration between
the NAACP and socialists. Syndicated Black political commenta
tor Chuck Stone wrote about how the new interest in Marxism
among some Blacks relates to the FBI assault on the SWP.

The Guild Reporter, put out by the Newspaper Guild, described
how the “FBI misused the press.”

The Militant has provided the most thorough coverage by far of
the Cointelpro story—with several news articles and a twelve-
part “Cointelpro Papers” series.

Others reporting the story included important papers in several
different countries, campus papers, Liberation News Service,
Rights magazine, and “alternative newspapers’” in many cities.

Three months later, on June 24, the PRDF turned over to the
news media a new group of files coughed up by the FBI. Again, it
was big news.

The major national news sources—AP, UPI, the New York
Times, the Washington Post—all featured stories. Syd Stapleton
appeared on the network “CBS Morning News.”

The release of the documents rated banner headlines in the
Houston Chronicle, the Cleveland Plain Dealer, and the Washing
ton Star—all papers in cities where FBI dirty work was
uncovered.

Stories on other local Cointelpro plots unmasked by the files
were featured in newspapers in St. Louis; Milwaukee; Atlanta;
Detroit, Kalamazoo, and Muskegon, Michigan; Indianapolis;
Portland; and Austin. Some of these stories were in turn reprinted
in other cities.

Muhammad Speaks covered an Atlanta PRDF news conference
where it was revealed that the FBI worked with the Atlanta
Constitution to red-bait the YSA and the antiwar movement in
that city in 1968. (The Constitution was the only paper to suggest
the FBI files might be forgeries.)

Perhaps more revealing than the level of news coverage was
the amount and character of editorial comment. The PRDF has
received editorials on the first set of files alone from a total of
thirty-six newspapers.

Several columnists commented in one way or another on the
release of the Cointelpro papers. Included were nationally
syndicated columnists Nicholas Von Hoffinan, Mary McGrory,
Tom Wicker, Arthur Hoppe, and Patrick Owens. James Wechsler,
an editor of the New York Post, devoted two of his daily columns
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to the subject, and Village Voice columnist Nat Hentoff men-
tioned it.

Conservative political commentator James J. Kilpatrick chose
the topic for remarks broadcast nationwide on the CBS radio
network.

Taken together this media response presents an illuminating
picture of the current controversy around the role of the FBI.

The first thing that stands out is that nowhere is there any
attempt at all to defend the Cointelpro conspiracy. On the
contrary, it comes in for scathing criticism: “To the list of
organized crime operations, add the FBI. ... thoroughly
illegal”’—Dayton (Ohio) Daily News. “Tactics ranging from the
bizarre to the despicable”—Des Moines (Iowa) Register. “Fright-
ening, chilling”—Philadelphia Inquirer. “lllegal and unconstitu-
tional”—Niagara Falls (New York) Gazette. “Gutter tactics’—
Ogdensburg, New York, Advance-News. “Gestapo tactics”—St.
Louis Post-Dispatch. “It reads a lot like lies and libel . . . like a
mixture of the late Joseph McCarthy and the worst of Water-
gate.”—Bruce Morton, “CBS Moming News.”

Kilpatrick’s remarks over CBS radio must have articulated the
feelings of many who share his political views: “I hope to remain
a friend of the bureau, but the disclosure of the FBI’s outrageous
and contemptible harassment of the Socialist Workers party is
enough to put a crimp in any friendship.”

Many observers have noted the SWP’s legality: “A legal
American political party.. .. not accused of violating any
laws”—S8t. Paul Pioneer Press. “Views never were shown to be
subversive or in any way endangering freedom in our democra-
cy’—Blade, Toledo, Ohio. “Perfectly lawful American political
party, entitled to exist alongside the Republican party [and] the
Democratic party”—Charleston, West Virginia, Gazette-Mail.
“legal political party’’—Minneapolis Star.

Conspicuously absent for the most part is any tone of old-
fashioned red-baiting. As the Scranton, Pennsylvania, 1imes saw
it, their “sin in the eyes of J. Edgar Hoover [was] believing that a
brand of socialism would be better economically and politically
for the United States than the present system.”

After making points like those, many observers went out of
their way to insert some disparaging remark about the SWP. A
couple of editorials described the SWP as minuscule. “The F.B.1.’s
Appetite For Very Small Potatoes” was the headline on Nicholas
Horrock’s analysis in the Sunday New York 1¥mes.
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On the one hand, these writers think the FBI is urgently in
need of a face-lifting to recapture its authority, and this is their
way of putting the FBI down for what they see as wasting time
and money.

But it isn’t very surprising that the SWP is described in this
way. The party is small by most standards. Certainly, in terms of
American political parties—where the capitalist Democratic and
Republican parties monopolize the scene—the SWP seems
irrelevant to most commentators. Some were no doubt genuinely
confused about why the FBI paid so much attention to the SWP
and YSA. It was a sign of J. Edgar Hoover’s “paranoia,”’
concluded a few.

J. Edgar Hoover, in any case, is not central to the issue. There
is ample evidence that Cointelpro-type operations continue after
his death. But for all his idiosyncracies, he was a devoted servant
of the ruling class. His job was to run a political police force—one
that was cloaked in secrecy—and he did just that for fifty years.
It’s dirty work.

Most people believe that in a democracy there is not really
supposed to be a secret police. Cointelpro, as a matter of fact, was
never meant to be known to the American people. That’s why
Hoover made & big display of canceling the program after it came
to light in 1971.

The Cointelpro papers and the other files reveal some stupid
FBI! blunders and misestimates. The total picture, however, is of
cool, calculating technicians, not crazed paranoids, going about
the business of secretly combating people who are challenging
the rule of the rich. That’s the FBI’s job.

The American ruling class is very farsighted. Although
socialism is still relatively uninfluential in the political life of this
country, that 18 not true on a world scale. The rulers realize this.
They foresee a potential socialist challenge here. They study the
history of past American radicalizations in which socialists have
been prominent. They can also see—more clearly than many
media commentators—that socialists have had some role in
current social struggles.

In an interview with Newsday, Peter Camejo put it this way:
‘“Hoover realized you can’t judge a movement only by numbers.
He realized that the party was a catalyst in the anti-war
movement. Break us and you’ve broken the back of the anti-war
movement, is the way he reasoned it.”

All the big newspapers and television and radio networks are
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(EDITORIAL, FRIDAY, OCTOBER 10, 1975]

Enough Is Enough

The official position of the Federal Bureai: of Investi-
gation and the Department of Justice on the buresu's
counterintelligence program {Cointelpro) is that it was
foolish. misguided and sometines illegal and that it was
ended in April, 1971i. Yet, according to F.B.1. documents
recenily obtained Ly the Socialist Workers' party in a
lawsuit against the bureau, some Cointelpro techniques
were being employed at least as late as December, 1973.

The documents show that after April. 1971, the bureau
continued to contact members of the Socialist Workers'
party and its youth affiliate to inforin them of the
bureau’s knowledge of their political activities and then
to seek more inforniation about those activities. The
bureau aiso continued to contact members of the organi-
Zation by telephone to gain personal information about
them under the pretext of doing a juiy duty survey.
Such methods were used on at least 34 occasions
after the program was supposedly ended.

The Socialist Workers’ party is a legal American polit-
ical organization. Although it has been the subject of
wiretap surveillance for thirty years, no indictments and
no convictions have been obtained by the Government.
The only conceivable purpose of the continuation of the
Cointelpro techniques is harassment and disruption of
legitimate political activity.

Attorney General Levi has recently expressed his high
regard for the F.B.I. and has characterized some recent
criticism of the organization as unfounded. The criticism
might fade more quickly if it were clear to the bureau
that disruption of legitimate political activity is not part
of its mandate and if it could be demonstrated to the
American peopie thal when the Government says it has
terminated a course of improper conduct, it actually
has done so.

® 1975 by The New York Times Company.
Reprinted by pernussion.
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owned by wealthy capitalists. They have an interest in how the
dispute over the FBI and CIA is resolved. Commentary in the
news media 18 a reflection of a discussion now going on in ruling
circles.

There i8 wide agreement that both the FBI and CIA need a new
coat of paint. That is the goal of the current investigations. The
New York Times has urged “the slumbering F.B.I. oversight
committees in Congress . . . to develop some clear new rules of
conduct for the bureau.”

Writing in the Saturday Review, former CIA official Tom
Braden predicted, ‘“Various committees now investigating the
agency will doubtless find error. They will recommend change;
they will reshuffle. But they will leave the monster intact.”

At the same time the investigations carry a certain overhead.
They can lead to uncovering new scandals that compound the
problem of restoring credibility to the institutions. That’s what is
now happening with the new discoveries of CIA assassinations
and FBI burglaries.

New FBI Director Clarence Kelley has already taken steps to
improve the agency’'s image. He has given frequent news
conferences and interviews, something Hoover shied away from.
Local FBI offices, which have always refused to talk to the
media, have been sending agents for special training in public
relations.

The socialist suit raises more substantial questions than the
FBI's image. It calls for a halt not only to Cointelpro-style
harassment but to political surveillance. A short-lived victory
was won in December 1974 when a federal judge banned FBI
spying at the YSA’s annual convention. The temporary ruling
was later substantially weakened by Supreme Court Justice
Thurgood Marshall.

“No responsible Government official now advocates a total ban
on electronic surveillance,” the New York Times’s Horrock wrote.
That remains true.

None of the editorials came out and squarely condemned
spying. A couple of papers explicitly endorsed it. The problem
was that the FBI “went beyond keeping an eye on the group”—
Atlanta Journal,

In an article on the Congressional investigations into the FBI,
Horrock found that “the F.B.I. has been far less criticized for
investigations leading to prosecutions than it was for its so-called
‘counterintelligence program.’”
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Attorney General Edward Levi offered a rather half-hearted
criticism of Cointelpro. He labeled the operation “foolish because
fit] doesn’t work very well” and “outrageous because I think
there’s enough dishonesty and lack of candor and incivility in our
society as it 18.”

FBI Director Kelley hasn’t even gone that far. In fact, he
openly defended Cointelpro at a news conference. It was meant
“to do something that would ultimately . . . benefit the nation,”
he said.

A retired FBI official, former assistant director William A.
Sullivan, was even more forthright in his endorsement of the
conspiracy. On July 6, 1975, he appeared—with Kelley’s
blessings—on CBS-TV's “Face the Nation.” A reporter asked
about the anti-SWP Cointelpro. Sullivan was forced to admit that
the SWP had done nothing illegal. “We have no evidence to this
date that I know of that they’ve ever been involved in any violent
activities,” he said.

Then why is the FBI so interested in the SWP? “This group
advocates the overthrow of the United States government by
force and violence.” That is patently false. The SWP has replied
to that slanderous allegation in answers to government questions
submitted to the court in conjunction with the suit.

Sullivan endorsed sending letters to employers to get SWP
members fired. ‘“The only mistake that I think that we make in
an instance like that was sending an anonymous letter and not
gsigning J. Edgar Hoover's name to it. I think we owe the
American people this type of information.”

In an earlier interview with the campus newspaper of the
University of California at Los Angeles, Sullivan was asked if
there 18 “any law that allows the FBI to expose Communists.”” He
said he knew of none. But, he added, “there is not any that I
know of that say that we should not do this either.”

Sullivan also told the UCLA paper that ‘“Communists’ are not
entitled to equal protection under the law and are not entitled
under the First Amendment to have private political associations.

An indication of the government’s likely defense for its assault
on the SWP can be seen in Larry McDonald’s red-baiting tirades
in the Congressional Record. McDonald unsuccessfully tries to
link the SWP with foreign terrorist groups. The Birchite claims
his information comes from his own personal research, but it has
all the earmarks of FBI intelligence.
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What Has Been Accomplished

What are the gains of the suit todate? In the first place, there is
no reason to think that the information on FBI and CIA illegal
activity made public so far would have ever seen the light of day
without the initiative of the suit. For example, CIA files released
through the suit show the agency spied on the SWP since 1950,
while the official Rockefeller commission report said CIA
domestic surveillance began only in the late sixties.

These revelations have helped educate the American people
about the antidemocratic way the employing class maintains its
rule. The resulting public outrage has helped put the FBI and the
CIA on the defensive. Exposure of their operations, and potential
exposure, in the current political climate makes the dirty work of
these agencies much harder.

The socialist legal action has pushed Cointelpro to the center of
the debate around the FBI. Under this pressure top government
officials today insist that Cointelpro is over and done with. They
say J. Edgar Hoover ended it on April 28, 1971. The date is
significant. April 6, 1971, was the day that news reports of a
break-in at the FBI’s office in Media, Pennsylvania, shattered the
secrecy surrounding the operation.

All available evidence argues convincingly that Cointelpro
style disruption and harassment continue.

Even the FBI memos that ostensibly discontinued Cointelpro
are unmistakably worded to allow the agency to engage in future
disruption. (These files are reprinted in the introduction to this
book.)

Evidence in the socialists’ suit includes scores of post-1971
Cointelpro-style incidents. This evidence indicates that the FBI
got socialists fired from their jobs and thrown out of their
apartments, tried to disrupt their personal lives, and attempted to
pressure them into being informers.

The purpose of the suit 18 to defend the democratic rights of
socialists and all working people. Already the exposures of these
illegal actions and the response have begun to do that.

There is more to the story than what the FBI has admitted thus
far. Cointelpro itself, massive as it is, 18 only part of the FBI’s
secret war on the SWP and the YSA and on others trying to
change society. There are indications that the FBI undertook
disruption actions before 1956 when Cointelpro began. Even
during its so-called Cointelpro years the agency engaged in
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similar actions outside of that program and instead called them
“investigative activity” or ‘racial matter” or ‘‘subversive mat-
ter.”

The Cointelpro papers are still rigidly censored. The FBI
maintains a right to keep secret information that the agency says
might blow the cover of informers or “investigative methods.”
Even the Congressional committees investigating the FBI have
had difficulty getting access to agency material. As Time
magazine has said, “It seems unlikely that courts will force
agencies to release information that would compromise . . . FBI
methods.”

But the efforts of the Socialist Workers party, the Young
Socialist Alliance, and others continue. We can expect further

progress in the battle to get out the full story and to put a stop to
the FBI's crimes.
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