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PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN ACTIVITIES OF 1972
PHASE II: CAMPAIGN PRACTICES

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 1973

U.S. SENATE,
Serect COMMITTEE ON
PresmeNTIAL CAMPAIGN ACTIVITIES,
Washington, D.C.

The Select Committee met, pursuant to recess, at 10 a.m., in room
318. Russell Senate Office Building, Senator Sam J. Ervin, Jr.,
chairman.

Present.: Senators Ervin, Talmadge, Montoya, Baker, and Weicker.
Also present: Samuel Dash, chief counsel and staff director ; Rufus

[.. Edmisten, deputy chief counsel; David M. Dorsen, assistant chief
counsel; Barry Schochet, assistant majority counsel; Howard S.
Liebengood and Robert Silverstein, assistant minority counsels; Jed
Johnson, investigator; Paunline O. Dement, research assistant; Eiler
Ravnholt, office of Senator Inouye; Ron McMahan, assistant to Sen-
ator Baker: A. Searle Field, assistant to Senator Weicker; Ray St

Armand, assistant publications clerk.

Senator Baker [presiding]. The committee will come to order.

The chairman asked me to convene the hearings and commence
in his absence because of necessary prior commitments. He will be here
shortly.

Our first witness this morning is Mr. Clark MacGregor, a former
member of the House of Representatives, and former campaign man-
ager for President Nixon.

Mr. MacGregor, if you would stand and hold up your hand, T will
administer the oath.

Do you solemnly swear that the test imony you are about to give will
he the truth. the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you
God ?

Mr. MacGrecor. I do.

Senator Baxer. Thank you, Mr. MacGregor.

Mr. MacGiregor is not accompanied by counsel.

He is appearing voluntarily before the committee. He is another in a
series of witnesses who have appeared who have dealt directly with
Presidential campaigning and we are happy for his appearance.

Mr. Dash, would you commence the interrogation ¥

Mr. Dasm. Yes.

Mr. Chairman, T would also like to begin by stating to Mr. Mac-
Gregor that we appreciate not only his coming voluntarily but the co-
operation he has given the committee each time the committee has
called upon him to ask him questions, whether in his office or coming

(4897)
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to the committee offices. He has promptly complied at all times and T
do want to have on the record that statement that Mr. Mac( iregor has
completely cooperated with the committee.

TESTIMONY OF CLARK MacGREGOR

Mr., MacGrecor. Thank you, Mr. Dash, for your @enerous
compliment.

Mr. Dasu. Mr. MacGregor will you briefly state for the record your
professional background prior to the time you entered the White
House in an official position ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes; I would be happy to, Mr. Dash. And with
the permission of the vice chairman of this distinguished commit-
tee-

Mr. Dasi. Excuse me; do you have a statement to make?

Mr, MacGregor. I have a very short opening statement, and if 1 may
read that

Mr. Dasu. You may do that.

Mr. MacGrecor. Then T would respond to your questions.

Mr. Dasu. All right.

Mr. MacGrecor. Mr, Vice Chairman and members of the Senate
Select Committee, as one who served in the U.S. House of Representa-
tives with a majority of the members of this distingnished committee,
and as one who has enjoyed a productive relationship with all seven
Senators on the committee, T welcome the opportunity to be of as-
sistance to you.

During the 18 weeks in which T divected President Nixon's reelection
campaign, T was proud of the way more than 1 million Americans,
almost all of them volunteer workers, dedicated themselves to the job
of properly producing a 49-State victory.

Mr. Dash, before my election to the U.S. House of Representatives
in November of 1960, T was a practicing lawyer in the State of Min-
nesota. I praeticed law in Minnesota for some 12 years before my
election to the Congress. T served in the U.S. House of Representatives
from January 3, 1961, until January 3, 1971.

Mr. Dasi. When did you first meet President Nixon—come to work
for him in a political campaign ?

Mr. MacGrecor. The first work that T did was as a block worker
in the 1956 Eisenhower-Nixon reelection campaign, T do not believe
that T worked in the Presidential campaign in 1952. It is my recollec-
tion that I, along with my wife. did some neighbor work for a con-
gressional candidate in the distriet in which we lived in Minnesota. 1
first met Mr. Nixon when he was Senator Nixon, when he spoke in the
city of Minneapolis, either the latter part of 1951 or the early part of
1952, under the auspices of former Minnesota Congressman Walter
Judd.

Mr. Dasu. Now, there came a time when you obtained a White House
position. When was that ?

Mr. MacGrecor. After T was defeated in November of 1970 in a
contest for the seat in the U.S. Senate for Minnesota T had planned to
finish out my fifth term as a U.S, Representative in Congress and then
return to private life. but 2 days following the 1960—correction, 1970
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ceneral election, T was advised the President wanted to talk to me
about a position on the senior White House staff.

Mr. Dasir. And did you obtain that position ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes. On January 3, 1971, when my term in Con-
gress expired, I started work in the White House as counsel to the
President for congressional relations.

Mr. Dasi. Can you briefly tell the committee what your function
was in that position ?

Mr. MacGrecor. To assist in the formulation and presentation in
efforts to gain passage of key legislation of interest to the President.

Mr. Dasu. Did that also include any type of liaison relationship be-
tween the White House and the Congress?

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes.

Mr. Dasi. Would it include liaison relationship, concerning con-
firmation of various persons appearing before the Congress or the
Senate for confirmation?

Mr. MacGrecor. Major appointments: yes.

Mr. Dasu. Did you play a role in the confirmation proceedings of
Mr. Kleindienst for Attorney General?

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes: I did.

Mr. Dasm. By the way, were you aware of the memorandum which
this committee has produced when Mr. Haldeman was testifying—a
memorandum of March 30, 1972, from Mr. Colson to Mr. Haldeman
identifying certain problems concerning that ITT memo. It referred
to you and, initially not concerning those problems, but raised the
question that, apparently, Mr. Haldeman had suggested some other
type of relationship during the confirmation and Mr. Colson was urg-
ing that, because of your long experience with the Congress, that your
role should be continued in a particular way. Were you aware Mr.
(olson had sent such a memo to Mr. Haldeman ?

Mr. MacGrecor. No; T was not, Mr. Dash. My first knowledge of
that memorandum came in the news reports following the hearings of
this distinguished committee at which the memorandum was referred
to.

Mr. Dasi. Now, you did ultimately take over the position that Mr.
John Mitchell had as director of President Nixon’s reelection
campaign?

Mr. MacGrecor. 1 did.

Mr. Dasn. When was that?

Mr. MacGrecor. Officially Saturday, July 1, 1972. For all practical
purposes, because I had to close up my office in the White House, my
first working day as director of the Committee To Re-Elect the Pres-
ident was on Monday, July 3, 1972.

Mr. Dasu. Now, prior to that period of time when you took over this
position. had you any connection with, or knowledge of, the begin-
ning of the Committee To Re-Elect the President?

Mr. MacGrecor. Only such knowledge as one who officed in the west
wing of the White House and attended meetings would be apprised of
because of the comments of others. T had no role to play before July 1,
1972, and specifically no role to play during the calendar year 1971 in
the steps that were taken to set up the campaign organization.

Mr. Dasa. Were you aware that a number of White House person-
nel moved over to the committee during the years of 1971-72%
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Mr. MacGrecor. I was; and, of course, T was interested in the Presi-
dent’s reelection and I think I did follow the newspaper accounts of
the development and progress of the Committee To Re-Elect the Presi-
dent. There was considerable newspaper coverage of it during 1971
and in early 1972. In addition, as I have indicated, being in and around
the White House I naturally heard casual conversation about the
committee.

Mr. Dasu. Did you have a staff working relationship with Mr.
Haldeman ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes. We officed next to one another. T occupied
the office on the first floor of the west wing in the White House between
Henry Kissinger and Bob Haldeman, and T had close working rela-
tionships personally with both of those men and with others in the
White House.

Mr. Dasm. During this time, did you know that Mr. Gordon Strachan
was serving as sort of a liaison person between the Committee To
Re-Elect the President and Mr. Haldeman and others at the White
House concerning matters that were relevant to the White Flouse ?

Mr. MacGreGor. T don’t believe T was made aware of that until after
July 1, 1972.

Mr. Dasu. So while you were in the White House, actually Mr.
Gordon Strachan didn’t disseminate any information to yon from the
Committee To Re-Elect the President ?

MacGrecor. No.

Mr. Dasn. Could you briefly give us the circumstances under which
you 'were appointed to the position of director of President Nixon’s
campaign ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Pursuant to the President’s request, I met with him
in the Oval Office in the west wing of the White Flouse late in the
afternoon of Friday, June 30, of last year. He advised me that, for
compelling family reasons, Mr. Mitchell felt that he could not con-
tinue ; the President asked me if T would take over.

Mr. Dasi. Now, when you took over this position, yon were ob-
viously aware, from newspaper accounts certainly and from accounts
or discussions either at the White House or the committee, of the
break-in at the Watergate of June 17, 19724

Mr. MacGreGor. Yes. During the 2 weeks preceding the start of
my responsibilities in the campaign, I was aware of the news coverage
and, T think, followed it very closely daily in the newspapers, on
radio, and on television.

Mr. Dasu. Would it be true to say this was also a topic of interest—
in fact of intense interest—in the White House while you were there ?

Mr. MacGrecor. During those 2 weeks, yes.

Mr. Dasr. Were you aware at the time you took this position that
certain employees of the Committee To Re-Elect the President had
been identified as being involved in that break-in?

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes T don’t know whether the initial coverage on
Sunday, the next day after the apprehension of the burglars, identified
Mr. McCord as an official of the reelection committee, but if it wasn't
in that first extensive front-page story in the Washington Post, it
occurred shortly thereafter, either in the Post, Star-News, or New York
Times, or other newspapers that I customarily read.
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Then T was familiar with the fact that there was some evidence of
the involvement of somebody named Hunt, and later I think there
was newspaper coverage about the possible involvements of somebody
named Liddy. Yes; I was aware of those, primarily from reading the
newspapers and listening to radio and television. I don’t recall that
I was present at any regular meetings in the White House where the
names of Hunt and Liddy came up but it may have happened.

Mr. Dasir. Did this cause you any concern in taking over a post of
directing this Committee To Re-Elect the President that had now been
identified with this break-in and, if it did, did you make any inquiries
of anybody concerning whether or not this went beyond the particular
persons identified ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Was I concerned ?

Mr. Dasm. Yes.

Mr. MacGrecor. When the President asked me to take the campaign
job on June 30, the answer is “Yes,” Mr. Dash. It was obvious to me
that this would be a negative in the President’s reelection campaign ;
anegative which would be strongly outweighed by the positives result-
ing from the President’s initiatives to control inflation, reduce employ-
ment, open a dialog with the People’s Republic of China, negotiate
a broad range of agreements with the Soviet Union, and bringing the
Southeast Asian war to a close,

There was a second part of your question.

Mr. Dasm. The second part was that the concern you specifically
talked about was not just the question of what might happen in
the campaign, but in your role now as being top man at the Commit-
tee To Re-Elect the President, with a committee that had been iden-
tified with the break-in—whether or not that concern caused you to
seek any assurances or caused you to make any inquiries concerning
whether anybody else at the committee may have been involved in this
eriminal activity.

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes, Mr. Dash. During the first week following
the apprehension of the burglars, I followed very closely the text of
the denials of involvement of Ron Ziegler with respect to anyone then
employed in the White House and the denials of John Mitchell and
others about the involvement of anybody then employed at the Com-
mittee To Re-Elect the President. T was familiar during the 2-week
period between the apprehension of the burglars and the assumption
by me of my campaign duties of the repeated categorical denials of in-
volvement of key White House people and of key campaign people.

Second, Mr. Dash, the concern I spoke of and you asked me about
was somewhat alleviated by the statements made by Justice Depart-
ment officials, by others in the FBI and elsewhere with an official role
to play, that there would be a no-holds-barred investigation—a full-
field investigation of the FBI; that it would be an exhaustive inves-
tigation. I knew that the grand jury had been empaneled shortly before
the apprehension of the burglars, and by the time I took over, I knew
that the grand jury was already hearing evidence or was about to hear
evidence of wrongdoing. So I was satisfied that the normal machinery
of criminal investigation and justice was operating, and T had con-
fidence in that system.
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Mr. Dasu. Did you take any personal steps with regard to any
employees at the committee to assure yourself that none of those
employees that were remaining at the committee were involved ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes; I indicated to the President on the late
afternoon of June 30 that I was familiar with these categorical denials,
that T was informed about the extensive investigation going forward,
but T said the press will ask me whether I have made any individual
inquiry of people who might possibly be involved at the committee.
I will make that inquiry so that I may say to the press that I have not
just relied on the denials of others. I will have asked people to their
face whether those denials of involvement with respect to them were
true and accurate. And I was assured they were.

Mr. Dasu. You categorized that as seeking personal assurances
rather than making an investigation. i

Mr. MacGrecor. Well, I think different people might categorize
it in different ways. Some people might call it a limited investigation
by Clark MacGregor. Others might say it was an inquiry. Still others
might say it was a matter of seeking personal assurances. I think it is
to some degree a matter of semanties. I think there is no doubt about
what I did, what I indicated to the President I would do, and what the
result was.

Mr. Dasm. Did the President ask you to make an investigation ?

Mr. MacGrecor. I do not recall that he did, Mr. Dash. I think 1
told him that I was aware that the Demoerats had filed—that in addi-
tion to the official investigations that were going forward. the Demo-
cratic National Committee and Larry O'Brien, within a matter of,
I think, 72 hours after the apprehension of the burglars, had started
a lawsuit and had begun discovery proceedings. I think I indicated to
him that T would follow those. But I do not recall that he made a
specific inquiry—a specific request, T mean. Fle may have done so, but
it was a matter of general conversation rather than request and
response.

Mr. Dasu. During the early part of your role as director, did you
make any press statements concerning the Watergate matter?

Mr. MacGreGOR. Yes: many. During the 18 weeks that T was director
of the campaign, T met with one or more members of the press on more
than 100 occasions in 24 of our 50 States, plus the District of Columbia.

Mr. Dasm. Were you requested to make any other than those that
you made on your own ?

Mr. MacGrecor. The President indicated to me that he would only
give me a limited amount of suggestions as to how I should direct the
campaign. He said he thought I ought to give first attention to the
development of a precinet-by-precinet organization throughout the
country.

Second, he urged me to meet with the press, not only in Washing-
ton but throughout the key cities and the key States in the country,
and to be readily accessible to the press. Since T was thoroughly
familiar with the President’s legislative role and his accomplish-
ments in the field of foreign policy, T was to speak positively on those
key issues.

Mr. Dasn. Now, I want to show you a news release in the Wash-
ington Post, dated, T think, Wednesday, October 19, 1972. headed
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“Clark MacGregor’s Statement. to the Washington Post,” and ask if
you can identify that.

Mr. MacGrecor. The exhibit handed me appears in all respects to
be an accurate reproduction of a page of the Washington Post, which
correctly quotes a statement which I read before the press on the
afternoon of Wednesday, October 18, 1972,

Mr. Dasn. Could you give us, briefly, the background of your issu-
ing that statement to the press?

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes, Mr. Dash. T do not recall the precise article
in the Washington Post on the morning of Wednesday, October 18.
It is my recollection that it was an article which hit pretty hard at
Mr. Bob Haldeman and suggested some serious criminal activity or
possible eriminal activity on his part. It may be that the committee
has that newspaper of the 18th. but that is my recollection. At the
regular meetings that took place every day at 8:15 in the White
House. considerable outrage was expressed—I do not recall, whether
by Mr. Haldeman himself oi primarily by others—at the article in
the Washington Post.

It was discussed that Ron Ziegler should make a statement. Repub-
lican National Committee Chairman Bob Dole should make a state-
ment. and T should make a statement. During the course of the day,
on October 18, T was advised that Ron Ziegler had, in fact, made a
statement and Senator Bob Dole had made a statement. I indicated
that T thought that probably was an adequnate response.

But during the course of the afternoon, I was importuned to
change my mind—the leading importuner being John Ehrlichman. 1
did change my mind and did read the statement which is reported in
the Washington Post the following day.

Mr. Dasm. That was Mr. Ehrlichman, actually, who was urging you
to make the statement ?

M. MacGrecor. He was the chief urger.

Mr. Dasi. How would you characterize the nature of this urging?
How strong did he put it? Apparently, you were resisting giving this
particular statement,

Mr. MacGrecor. Well, T was resistant to the style of the state:
ment drafted by someone else whom T do not know. T was part icularly
resistant to the idea that T hold a press conference and refuse to answer
questions of the press. because T had never done that before and I
have not done it since.

Mr. Dasir. Did Mr. Ehrlichman explain why he wanted you to issue
the statement and not answer questions of the press?

Mr. MacGrecor. He put it as a matter of the highest personal im-
portance that T do this. He said: “Clark. if you respond to the ques-
tions of the press as you always do. the story coming out of your press
conference will be some aspect of the questions and the answer, and
we want the impact to be the statement itself. The only way to guar-
antee that is to refuse to answer questions.”

Mr. Dasm. T take it the position was you wanted the rhetoric of the
statement to be your news story rather than your own rhetoric?

Mr. MacGrecor. T normally did not prenare statements. T usually
inst met the press and answered auestions. Fle and others said they felt
that it was very important that T issue this statement.
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Mr. Dasua. Without reading it, because this is a lengthy statement,
you would say that this is a very strong statement against Senator
McGovern raising questions concerning various aspects of violence
against President Nixon’s campaign and indicating some unfairness on
the part of the Post in handling news items in regard to that.

Mr. MacGrecor. That is my recollection of the contents. It is some-
thing that Pat Buchanan might call “political hardball.”

Mr. Dasn. Now, I would like to show you a statement issued by
you for immediate release on October 19, 1972, which deals pri-
marily, again, with Mr. MeGovern’s campaign. I ask you first to
look at it and see if, in fact, that is a news release that you did issue.

Mr. MacGrecor. I have not read it verbatim, Mr. Dash. T don’t
recall issuing it, but I wouldn’t contest for one moment the faet that
it was issued, beeause a great many statements were prepared and put
before me. With this one, as with others, I said, “Is it factually sup-
portable?” If it was factually supportable, I decided whether or not
it was helpful or harmful to the campaien, and if it is part of the com-
mittee’s records, I will not contest that it was, in fact, a release
of the committee.

Mr. Dasa. T am not asking you whether you have an actual recol-
tection of the specific language or not.

Who wonld present such a statement ? Tt sayvs here, “Contact Devan
Shumway.” Would it have been Mr., Shumway who would have
prepared and presented that to you?

Mr. MacGregor. T don’t know who would have prepared it: but
usually. during the period when T was directing the campaign, either
Mr. Devan Shumway or Mr. Al Abrams would come up from the press
office of the committee and say, in substance: “Take a look at this if
you would, Mr. MacGregor. We have been requested to ask you to
issue this.” Or, “We have drafted this pursnant to suggestions and
what do you think of it 7

Mr. Dasn. When you say, “We have been requested.” or “pur-
suant to suggestions.” by whom ?

Mr. MacGregor. T am having to guess here a little bit, but T think
the puess is an acceurate one, and probably justified. T think many
of these statements emanated from a unit called the “attack group.”
I never attended any meetings of that attack group. T don’t know
who its members were. We had a representative from the committee
who sat on that attack group., and they seemed to generate—or it
was my understanding that they generated most of the statements that
were put before me of this nature.

Mr. Dasm. This would include White Honse staff personnel, too.
would it not ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Tt is my understanding that the attack group did
include White House staff personnel. but T don’t know who they were.

Mr. Dasu. Again not asking you to recall the specifies of this par-
ticular news release, but that does. in general. deal with allegations
that Mr. McGovern had spies in Mr. Humphrey’s campaign, does it
not.?

Mr. MacGrecor. In one part of it, yes. One part of the news re-
lease appears to quote a Lancaster, Pa., newspaper, the Atlanta Con-
stitution, and then it quotes “a respected newsman” and “a highly re-
liable source” without identifying the individnals referred to.
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Mr. Dasit. So that actually, this being a news release, it would be a
news release indicating that Mr. McGovern was engaging in political
espionage and that he was using that against Mr. Humphrey. We have
now. since this release and before this committee, had testimony that,
in fact, there was a spy in Mr. Humphrey’s campaign; that the spy
was actually employed through the Committee To Re-Elect the Presi-
dent. and that Mr. McMinoway testified before us as Sedan Chair No.
9. and there was the belief at the time when this was oceurring that per-
haps Mr. McGovern was doing this. That was part of the strategy
that has been testified to by others before this committee, to have one
of the candidates identify another one—particularly Mr. MecGovern
was the one who was mostly blamed.

Now. at the time you approved this particular news release, did you
have any knowledge that either the Committee To Re-Elect the Presi-
dent or anybody at the White House were supporting any type of po-
litical espionage from the Republican side into the Democratic pri-
maries

Mr. MacGreGor. None whatever, Mr. Dash.

T might indicate that when the newspaper stories broke about some-
body whose name I was hearing for the first time, Donald Segretti—
it seems to me it was in October of 1972—my wife and T were, as I re-
call. in Texas. T got on the long distance telephone to seek to find the
facts from Mr. Chapin. I did reach Mr. Chapin. He told me Segretti
was hired to do Dick Tuck-type pranks, but nothing illegal. That was
the first information T had. So it isn’t absolutely correct to say that I
had no knowledge whatever at any time. T learned from the news-
papers and then tried to get additional in formation.

Mr. Dass. And actually, the activities that did occur, either by Mr.
Segretti or some of the others, occurred prior to the time that you took
on your post as director of the campaign?

Mr. MacGreGor. You are correct, Mr. Dash. Either in that initial
telephone conversation with Mr. Chapin or in a followup inquiry that I
made. T learned that these tactics had ceased before—and T guess well
before—I had any campaign role.

Mr. Dasi. Mr. Chairman, T would like the particular item which
is the news item of the Washington Post of October 18 and this press
release of October 19 to be identified for the record and introduced
in evidence.

Senator Erviy. They will be received as exhibits in evidence and
appropriately numbered as such.

[The documents referred to were marked exhibit No. 246.%]

Mr. Dasi. Now. during the time, or shortly after you took over as
director, were yon aware that Mr. Mitchell was going to continue to
have some role on the committee ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes: the President indicated to me in the late after-
noon of June 30 that while Mr. Mitchell would not continue for the
reasons that T have stated, he was willing to serve as a consultant and
the President indicated to me that, by virtue of John Mitchell’s long
association with the Governor of New York, with a close personal rela-
tionship with the Governor of California, and with the knowledge
over a long period of time of the Governor of New Jersey and perhaps

*See p. 5019.
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others, that Mr. Mitchell would serve in a consultant role, and the
President asked me to consider using him primarily in key States that
I have mentioned—New York, Califorma, New Jersey. and a few
others. I said I would be happy to do that.

Mr. Dasn. Now, during this time that T am now speaking of, some-
time around July 3 on through even September. Mr. Mardian. Mr.
LaRue, and Mr. Magruder were all working at the committee, were
they not ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes.

Mr. Dasm. Let me say, before I ask you the question—the commit-
tee has had testimony through calendars, charts, and testimony of the
individuals themselves. that these gentlemen—Mr. Mitchell. Mr.
Magruder, Mr. Mardian, Mr. LaRue, and Mr. Dean. who would be
coming over from the White House—met almost daily during the
period of July, August, and September. Part of the discussions of their
meetings had to do with the Watergate matter, had to do with Mr.
Magruder’s problem in the Watergate matter and the testimony that
he would be giving before the grand jury, and that ultimately ended
up with a story being developed which was an untrue story that Mr.
Magruder would give to the grand jury, and that Mr. Dean actually
coached him prior to giving the testimony.

Now. you were director, during that time, of the Committee To Re-
Elect. the President. Were vou aware that these meetings were taking
place?

Mr. MacGrecor. Nos T was not. My first knowledge of the pattern
of these meetings you have deseribed came to me from friends of mine
in the news media sometime in the summer and were confirmed to me
by you yesterday in the staff office. T had no knowledge of this pattern
of meetings from which, apparently, T was excluded.

Mr. Dasi. Were you given any information that Mr. Magruder
may have been involved in the Watergate matter?

Mr. MacGrecor. For the first time at the Republican National Clon-
vention, Mr. Mardian said to me: “The categorical statements that
you are making about no involvement beyond the Watergate seven
may be incorrect. You had better watch out. Others have exposure,”
That was of some surprise to me because T had been meetina with Mr.
Mardian regularly over the period of July and August when T had
been making the same categorical statements, but he never spoke to
me with any kind of a warning or implied warning until the Re-
publican National Convention. That caused rhe to renew my inquiry
of Mr. Magruder, because T felt either Mr. Magruder himself or others.
even thongh they had denied their invélveinent to me. might tell me
something different. But they told me the same thing that they were
telling the grand jury under oath, that they had no knowledge in
advance and no involvement in the Watergaté break-in.

Mr. Dasa. Mr. MacGregor let me read you. a portion of Mr. Mar-
dian’s testimony to the committee on Thursday, July 19, 1973. He
says: “T said,” speaking of a meeting with vou at the convention.
“that you had better take time for this.,” dealing with the question
of your flat statements. T onght to start out—

I was unsuccessful in frying to get to meet with Mr. MaeGregor but he had
made some very flat staatements at the convention. T insisted on geeing him
on that occasion. He saw me in his suite when I walked in and he appeared
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as if he was ready to walk out and he said: “I am in an awful hurry. Bob, and
I do not have much time.” I said: “You had better take time for this. You are
making statements concerning the possible involvement of people in the cam-
paign that I believe to be untrue. There are people involved in the campaign
that have tremendous exposure, Clark, and you had better wateh what state-
ments you make and you had better let me brief you about it.” He got very
upset. He said: “When I took the job I was assured that there was nobody in-
volved in the Watergate still in the campaign. I am relying on that and I do
not want to hear about it.”

I think your statement up to that last statement is consistent with
his statement. Did yon say : “I do not want to hear any more about it”?

Mr. MacGrecor. No: T did not. And might I indicate, Mr. Dash,
for the benefit of the chairman and other members of the committee—
and to emphasize—that T met with Mr. Mardian privately at his
request many times during July and August and at no time during
that period and at no time until immediately before the handing
down of the indictments by the Watergate grand jury did Mr. Mar-
dian speak to me in the way he has testified to and as I have indicated
my recollection showed.

Mr. Das. Now, you took on an assistant, Mr. Reisner, I understand.
Mr. Reisner has testified before the committee that he had knowledge
while working for Mr. Magruder of a Gemstone file, and also that
he kept a diary for Mr. Magruder which, in that dairy, indicated
meetings with former Attorney General Mitchell, Mr. Liddy, Mr.
Magruder, and Mr. Dean. At the time Mr. Reisner started to work for
you, did he inform you of a Gemstone file that Mr. Magruder had
kept or any meetings we have later found were in the Attorney Gen-
eral’s office on January 27 and February 4 where a plan was discussed
concerning the Gemstone project.?

Mr. MacGrecor. No: he did not, Dr. Dash. T was somewhat sur-
prised that he was called as a witness here because T did not know
that he had had a role at the committee which put him in a position
to have any relevant information. He helped me out with some of
the administrative problems that T had.

I was getting more than 60 telephone calls a day during the first 2
weeks of July and he became an assistant to me. T asked for somebody
to help me ont—somebody who was knowledgeable with the campaign
structure that had existed before July 1—and I think it was Mr.
Magruder who suggested Bob Reisner. T did not realize Mr. Reisner
had held the position that he held before July 1 and T did not know
he was possessed of this information which he has given to the
committee.

Mr. Dasir. Mr. Ehrlichman has also informed the committee that
some time in August he had wanted to have a complete statement and
disclosure made of everything that was known about Watergate : that
he had really wanted vou to make the statement. and that you had sort
of scotched the idea. Did Mr. Ehrlichman ever come to you and ask yvou
to make a disclosure as to the new director of the campaign. indicating
no involvement of the persons at the White House or even any further
involvement of persons at the committee?

Mr. MacGrecor. No: Mr. Ehrlichman never came to me reauesting
that T make some disclosure above and bevond what T was making on a
Aaily basis with the nress and radio and television. It is possible that,
during the months of August, Mr. Ehrlichman said. you know, “What
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we ought to do is have some new type of statement issued.” because I
do recall that early in August John Dean and Maurice Stans came
to my office and John Dean opened the discussion by saying: “I have
been asked to prepare a detailed statement”—he may even have said
“disclosure statement—on Watergate and here is a first cut or a rough
draft.”

My recollection is he handed a copy to me and a copy to Mr. Stans.
I read it at my desk; I handed it back to John Dean and said that this
statement was nothing but a compilation of statements previously
issued, and if I were to release this to the press in a press conference the
press would say to me: “Mr. MacGregor, this is nothing but a compila-
tion of statements previously issued. It is of no value,” and I would
have to agree with the press. Perhaps that is the incident Mr, Ehrlich-
man 18 talking about. I did not know Mr. Ehrlichman was involved in
any way in that meeting at my office with Mr. Dean and Mr. Stans.
I might conclude, Mr. Dash, for the committee’s benefit, that Maurice
Stans indicated that he was in substantial agreement with my assess-
ment of the lack of value of that draft and Mr. Dean said he was not
proud of it. He said it was a rough cut.

Then, Mr. Stans said : “Maybe I ought to issue a detailed statement.”
and I indicated to him if he felt that would be helpful to him and
the campaign, I thought it would.

Mr. Dasn. Actually, did you feel at that time that the people who
were asking you to issue the statements were more in possession of the
facts than you were ?

Mr. MacGrecor. It is hard to reconstruct your exact frame of mind
at the time, because events that have come fo light since then ecannot
be excluded from your consciousness.

For example, in July, August, September. and October of last vear.
when T had this campaign responsibility, T knew nothing of the Ells-
berg psychiatrist’s break-in. T knew nothing of the meeting between
Patrick Gray, John Dean, and John Ehrlichman taking place in
Ehrlichman’s office involving eertain papers which came from the
files. T think one of the people has now been convicted. T knew nothing
during the period in which T was director of the campaign about the
meeting. apparently in Mr. Haldeman’s office. involvine Mr. Halde-
man, Mr. Erhlichman, Dick Helms. and General Walters. T knew
nothing last year about the series of meetings Pat Gray had with John
Dean—all of these things T am now reciting occurred when T was
counsel to the President for congressional relations. T had no knowledee
last year that Herb Kalmbach was using funds which purportedly
were contributed to the President’s reelection, directly or indirectly.
for the benefit of the Watergate seven, This is just a small recital of
the list of events of which T was kept ignorant or had no need to be
involved in in any way—that apparently were known, at least many of
them, to Mr. Ehrlichman: and T will just have to sav T do not recall
that he was saying. “We ought to disclose things, Clark, which vou are
now talking abont.”

Mr. Dasn. He never suggested yvou disclose the things yon just
listed ?

Mr. MacGrecor. T never heard of them until they were made public
in the hearings of this committee. T might indicate the following as
well. Tt is my recollection that on August 11 last year. Judge Richey of
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the District Court for the District of Columbia, issued an order—Ilater,
I think, somewhat modified—which warned people abont making pub-
lic statements that might jeopardize the rights of those under investi-
gation by the grand jury: and T was conscious of that court order at
the very time Mr. Ehrlichman was now saying he wanted me to make
some additional disclosures.

Mr. Dasn. Now, recognizing that you had a very important, vital
responsibility in directing the President’s campaign, does it now seem
strange to you that Mr. Ehrlichman or Mr. Dean, especially, would
be coming to you and asking you to make these general statements
which you say were repeated statements that had already been made
about noninvolvement, when. in fact. they had information that indi-
cated some involvement and did not give that information to you? Does
it seem strange to you that they were asking you to be the spokesman
for a statement of the Committee To Re-Elect the President of com-
plete noninvolvement of anybody, either of the committee or of the
White House, in the so-called Watergate matter ?

Mr, MacGrecor. Tt does not make one happy to find, subsequently,
that one has been used.

Mr. Dasi. Because, in addition to being asked to make those state-
ments, you were at the time supposedly being assisted by Mr. Ma-
oruder, Mr. Mardian, Mr. LaRue, and Mr. Mitchell, who have now tes-
tified to what role they have played in what has been called the cover-
up, and it is your testimony you were kept completely ignorant of any
of that involvement ?

Mr. MacGrecor. That is correct, Mr. Dash. T am also familiar with
the testimony as reported in responsible newspapers of Mr. Magruder
and Mr. Dean before this committee. T think it is fair to say Mr. Ma-
arnder testified T was deceived and Mr. Dean said the truth was with-
held from me. Perhaps those paraphrases are not accurate but that
is mv recollection.

Mr. Dasi. Did you know of any money that had been transferred
from the White TTouse—about $350.000—that had been kept in the
White House—that had originally been taken from the funds that had
been raised in the campaign?

Mr. MacGrecor. No; I did not.

Mr. Dasi. And that it was being used as a defense fund for the
defendants in the Watergate case?

Mr. MacGrecor. No; T did not.

Mr. Dasm. Did vou know that either Mr. Parkinson, Mr. O’Brien,
or Mr. LaRue were being involved in the payment of any of the de-
fendants in the so-called defense fund?

Mr. MacGrecor. T did not know until this year. My knowledge of
that came in the public news media this year.

Mr. Dasm. My, Parkinson and Mr. Paul O'Brien held what posi-
tions with the committee while vou were director?

Mr. MacGrecor. Tt is mv recollection. and this again is what T was
told. that the firm of Parkinson and O'Brien—that mav not be the
firm—but the firm that includes those two lawvers. was retained within
79 hours after the Watergate break-in by Mr. John Mitchell. to rep-
resent perhans the finance committee and. if it was a defendant, the
Committee To Re-Elect the President: and certain individuals in
the civil litigation brought by the Demoecratic National Committee,
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Larry O’Brien and perhaps others. T was also advised that that law
firm had had investigatory experience or had personnel attached to it
or available to it with investigatory experience, and that they were
conducting an investigation during the last 10 days of June.

Mr. Dasn. Did they give you any information, since they were
attorneys for the committee, as to what they were learning, concerning
what had occurred and—for example, they did learn that large sums
of cash had been given to Mr. Liddy. Did you know that?

Mr. MaoGrecor. No; I did not. It is a question of what yon mean
by large sums. I inquired as to what Mr. Liddy’s role was. I inquired
when I came over to the committee, T think the first week in July—
Mr. Liddy had been fired during the last week in June. I was told
the reason was that he refused to cooperate with the FBI in the inves-
tigation the FBI was conducting before T came over to the committee.

And I asked why he would not ; what facts and circumstances would
cause him not to cooperate with the FBI? And I was told that he
was the head of an operation which was funded in cash, which tried
to investigate and possibly infiltrate groups of so-called crazies who
were assembling in San Diego.

Mr. Dasa. Who told you that, Mr. MacGregor?

Mr. MacGrecor. Either Mr. Magruder or Mr. Porter, and it may
have been others: but T did ask about Liddy and T was told that he
and his operation was to try and determine the scope of the efforts to
intimidate speakers for the President—the primary in New Hamp-
shire was specifically mentioned to me and looked into. Or to verify
what was being printed in underground newspapers about what the
crazies were going to do with the Republicans at their convention in
San Diego.

Mr. Dasw. Of course, you now know Mr. Magruder has now testified
to what, in fact, he was doing with Mr. Liddy and why he was paying
cash to him?

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes: T followed closely the testimony before this
committee.

Mr. Dasi. So there was no doubt in your mind that he misled you
at that time in giving you that information ?

Mr. MacGreaor. Tt may have been he told me partly—that it was
a partial truth. T don’t know whether what he told me was correct,
but it may have been partially true.

Mr. Dasm. Is it your view now, Mr. MacGregor—1I think you said
that you had been used: that manv of those around you, including
people in high office in the White House, misled you in your role as
director of the campaign and did not give you the information that
would have, perhaps, assisted you in aiding the President in his re-
election much better than you were able to. Of course he was re-
elected. there is no question about that.

Mr. MacGreGor. Mr. Dash. the analogies may not be very good
but if T were to, as T have, accept my wife’s invitation to ‘do the
shopping some morning and, after leaving the Safeway, T found
that the checker had noticed T didn’t pay any attention to the markup
on the cash register and marked up an item T didn’t have or put a
wrong price on it—if T found after leaving a gas station that an at-
tendant, instead of filling the tank and asking me to pay for a full
tank, had only filled it half, T would have felt T had been used. Now
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those analogies may not be very good, but during the course of one's
lifetime one deals in trust with a great many people, even people who
one doesn’t know very well, because you assume that people are honest
and straightforward and candid with you when you are dealing
with them, and I so assumed.

This has been a very sad year for me because I find that that trust
was misplaced.

Mr, Dasi. Well, actually, Mr. MacGregor, isn’t that a very impor-
tant thing in our political life, the American political electoral system,
the job you had of running a major campaign, that you must deal in
trust ; that yon must be able to believe in people you worked with, and
that deceit and fraud actually erode any political process that can be
related to a free society.

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes: that is correct, Mr. Dash. And T think I should
not leave the subject : T am not suggesting that we leave it, but I think
I ought to make it crystal clear that I do not include the President
of the United States in those whom I have categorized as having used
me to some extent, and we have spoken here of fraud and deceit—
dishonesty. I do not in any sense have in mind the President of the
United States. Indeed, his conduct in relationship with me has been
just the reverse. They have been trustworthy; they have been abso-
lutely candid, straightforward. and fair; and I have never found any-
thing that the President of the United States said was so that wasn’t
S0.

Mr. Dasi. None of my questions, Mr. MacGregor, were directed
to that or attempted to infer that.

Mr. MacGreGor, I appreciate that, Mr. Dash, but T just thought
this was an opportunity to express my very strong feelings on this
point.

Mr. Dasir. Did you have a role in the campaign financing—in the
collecting of funds for the campaign?

Mr. MacGrecor. No.

Mr. Dasi. That was kept a separate function for Mr. Stans, I
understand.

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes: the structure was similar to the structure, in
my experience, that has been set up for incumbent Senators seeking
reelection—incumbent Congressmen seeking reelection. You have a
campaign manager and political committee that has to energize and
produce the votes necessary for reelection, and you have a finance
committee that raises the money. The two customarily have a liaison,
obviously, in deciding how the money ought to be spent—how much
money can be raised or should be raised and should be spent.

Mr. Dassr. And you played a role in that?

Mr. MacGreGor. Yes.

Mr. Dasu. Through what committee? There was a budget com-
mittee ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Through a mechanism known as the budget com-
mittee.

Mr. Dasir. At that time the determinations were made as to what
was needed to be spent in the campaign and what was available for
spending ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes. Those meetings were to be held weekly ; they
were held sporadically in July and August for a number of reasons.
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Toward the end of August they did become more regular, Through
September and early October, T think, they were very regularly held
on Wednesday. It was that meeting, for example, that group, which
ratified my decision to eut some $3 million from planned television
advertising for the President because Mr. Stans had asked me to look
for areas where I could cut expenses, And the President had also in-
dicated to me that maybe we ought to put more money into the pre-
cinct organizations and storefronts and less money into political
advertising.

Mr. Dasn. T think the testimony before the committes has already
highlighted the impact of the large amount of money that was avail-
able for the committee and especially cash, although you did not have
a particular role or responsibility in the committee to either raise this
money or in the campaign financing itself. Among the last questions
[ would like to ask you, Mr. MacGregor, is. since you have been in
political life, you have been involved in campaigns and you now know
some of the facts that have come before this committee and have be-
come public; do you have any recommendation to make to the com-
mittee concerning the use of raising funds—how funds could be more
properly raised and controlled so as to prevent abuses in especially
a Presidential campaign ?

Mr. MacGregor. Well, T appreciate your question, Mr. Dash. and T
don’t want to be presumptious because I am no longer a Member of
Congress; but I did interest myself during the 10 years that T served
in the House of Representatives with the question of campaign re-
forms and congressional reforms, and if T were a Member of the U.S.
House of Representatives today I would introduce a bill along the
following lines: No funds may be contributed to any candidate for
President, Vice President, U.S. Senator, or U.S, Representative in
Congress except through the Federal Elections Office which shall be a
transmittal agent for funds contributed for any candidate, either in a
primary or in a general election, to the candidate earmarked by the
donor, and the donor shall on a daily basis be listed in the Federal
Register or in some other publication as to name. address. occupation;
and amount of contribution and identity of candidate to whom ¢ he con-
tribution is going. }

There may become serious flaws in this proposal. T certainly would
like to see the appropriate committee or committees in the U.S. Senate
or House of Representatives consider such a proposal. Obviously, the
present system isn’t good enough, even with the campaign spending
reforms that went into effect April 7, 1972. T can see some pitfalls in
public financing. T don’t know necessa rily that this is the answer to the
problems we obviously have. But the suggestion that T make T would
be delighted to have considered by someone. T have not importuned my
Congressman, Walter Faunt roy, but T am going to do so.

Mr. Dass. T have no further questions at this time.

Mr. Liesexcoon. Mr. Chairman. T have three questions. My initial
question deals with campaign development of Watergate-related mate-
rial. T understand that the McGovern campaign employed Walter
Sheridan to, among other things, keep Frank Mankiewicz abreast of
the ongoing Watergate developments as they appeared in the press
and otherwise. During the period of time that you were constantly
receiving Watergate queries, was there any one person vou turned to
to keep you apprised of developments?
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Mr. MacGrecor. No one person, counsel. When people on the com-
mittee would be called to testify before the grand jury, they honored
my request that if they wished to do so, they would tell me what they
testified to. I was only interested, of course, in anything they might
have testified to contrary to what they had told me earlier.

But to answer your question, I received information about the status
of various investigations and of proceedings in the civil lawsuit from
Mr. Magruder, from attorneys of record in the civil lawsuit repre-
senting the defendants, from Mr. LaRue from time to time, and I
think that probably covers it. I did not, during the course of these
investigations, speak in any sense about the investigations with any
governmental official.

Mr. Liesexcoop. I take it that there was no one in your issues and
research department who had the function of compiling Watergate
data?

Mr. MacGrecor. Not to my knowledge. Mr. LaRue indicated to me
that he was an unpaid volunteer and he would kind of act as liaison
with John Mitchell if that was all right with me. He said he also would
pay some attention to the investigations and the civil litigation.

{ think Mr. Mardian on one occasion indicated to me, when we were
discussing that as a change in status for him, that he would keep his
eye on developments and keep me posted. But there was no one office
or source, to my knowledge, that was to follow Watergate develop-
ments. They were being pretty extensively followed in the daily press.

Mr. Lierexcoop. Thank vou. T am curious as to your professional
political assessment of the impact of the Watergate break-in at the time
you took over as campaign director. At that time, what was your assess-
ment of its impact ?

Mr. MacGrecor. T could not quantify it. T knew, as T have identified
here, that it would be a negative in the campaign. I felt it would be
strongly outweighed, as indeed it was, by the positives of the Presi-
dent’s performance in office, by his intelligence and demonstrated
capacity to deal with the critical issues of peace and prosperity, which
are uppermost in most American’s minds. when they vote for President.
I appeared with Mr. Mankiewicz on a public program at one of the
hotels in downtown Washington 2 days after the election and T indi-
cated at that time that it was largely a guess on my part, but I felt
that Watergate had cost the President upwards of 2 million votes
a million or 2 million votes; expressed in terms of percentage, pretty
close to 2 percent. That is just a guess.

T reached that conclusion at that time because, as I say, I had trav-
eled in 24 States—the big States several times. T felt T was in reason-
ably elose touch with the people who were managing the storefronts
and the volunteer headquarters; we had more than 5.000 of them.

And Watergate hurt. It hurt badly in the campaign. Fully half
of every meeting with the press that I had was devoted to Watergate.
I wanted to talk about the Président’s accomplishment with the
People’s Republic of China. the Soviet Union. and the drawdown of
troops in Vietnam and the prospects for peace in Vietnam. I wanted
to talk about reducing joblessness under the President’s handling of
phase T and phase IT. T wanted to talk about how inflation was being
curbed. Instead, T was being confronted at meeting after meeting with
Watergate questions. That was debilitating to the morale of the cam-
paign and it cost us votes.
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Mr. Liesexcoon. In retrospect, would it be your political opinion
that a coverup was a prerequisite to the reelection of the President ?
In other words, do you feel now that the President’s candidacy could
have withstood an early disclosure by, perhaps, Mr. Magruder, Mr.
Dean, or Mr. Mitchell ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Had there been, in the week following the appre-
hension of the burglars, a disclosure of the facts that have been brought
out by this committee, it would, in my opinion, have been temporarily
but severely damaging to the President’s reelection campaign. Instead
of a 17- to 25-point margin over Senator McGovern in mid-July, my
guess is that that margin would have shrunk to perhaps five points,
It is my opinion that by the time of the election., in light of other events
that transpired, we would have been no worse off, votewise, than we
were.

But the important thing is that the President’s hopes and dreams
that he outlined to me in his office late on the afternoon of June 30
that he hoped to accomplish in his second term, as the country looked
forward to its 200th anniversary, would not have been so severely
damaged as they have been now.

Mr. Lireexeoov. Thank you, Mr. MacGregor. T have no further
questions.

Senator Ervin. Senator Weicker.

Senator Wercker. Mr. MacGregor, let us get into the subject of the
Pat Gray phone call of July 6. T wonder if you would give to this
committee your version of that particular event.

Mr. MacGreGor. To my best recollection, the call was made early
in the morning of July 6 at Washington; was received by me at the
Newporter Inn at Newport Beach, Calif.. shortly before 11 p.m.,
California time, July 5. T have been asked, eould I be mistaken in
my recollection that the call came in just before my wife and I
retired and could it have been shortly after we woke up the next
morning? I suppose it is possible that my recollection is incorrect.
But it is my recollection, Senator, that the call did come to me in
the motel room or suite that my wife and I were occupying at the
Newporter Inn just before we retired on the evening of July 5.

In any event, the call that Mr. Gray made to me was no different
from the calls that I had been receiving at the rate of 50 or 60 or 70
a day during the preceding 5 days from people whom I knew. even
those whom I knew slightly, who were kind enough to call and say.
“Congratulations,” and offer opinions and make recommendations
about the campaign.

My recollection is that Mr. Gray did, very graciously, compliment
me on my being appointed director and that he indicated to me
that he was concerned about the impact on the campaign of the
Watergate matter.

I told him I shared his concern. It is my recollection that he said
it is a serious matter, and I said, “As a lawyer, Pat, T recognize that
it is a serious matter. Breaking and entering is a felony and felonies
are indeed serious matters.”

He said, as T recall, that it will damage the President in the
campaign.

I said, “Yes, it will.”

Then he said, “It will damage him more seriously than you realize.”
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And it is my recollection that at that time, I indicated to him:
“Yes: I know it will damage him. It damaged him in the first press
conference I held earlier today in Washington,” before my wife and
I flew to southern California at the President’s request. But I said to
him : “Pat. I will be back in my home in Washington tomorrow eve-
ning, because my wife and I are coming back on the nonstaff after-
noon flight from Los Angeles to Dulles; we will be at home tomorrow
evening; I will be in my office on Friday morning.”

It is my recollection, Senator, that he spoke exclusively pertaining
to Watergate, as to the campaign, and the extent to which it would
hurt the campaign. It is not my recollection that he talked in any
sense about “wound.” If he had used the word “wound” to me, it
seems to me that that word would stick in my mind and I would
ask him to explain it.

He did not, to my recollection, mention the CIA to me. He did
not mention the FBI. He did not mention General Walters, Dick
Helms. John Ehrlichman, John Dean, or Bob Haldeman. He did indi-
cate ereat concern. There was agitation in his voice. He repeated
himself. And that is the substance of my recollection. I frankly
expected to hear more from him when we returned to Washington
the next night. We did not do so.

Senator Wercker. Did he ask you to convey his thoughts to the
President?

Mr. MacGrecor. No: not according to my recollection. In any
ovent. 1 did not do so. There was nothing about the content of his
call to me: there was nothing unusual at all, except for the hour.
It was similar to a great many other calls that I was receiving from
people in Government, from Governors, Senators. Congressmen,
national committeemen, committeewomen. and State chairmen. He
may have had some complaints about White House aides. There would
not have been anything unusual about that. In my position as coun-
selor to the President for congressional relations, I got daily com-
plaints about White House aides. And he may have made some
complaints to me about White House aides of a general nature.

But he did not request me to call the President—did not request
me to speak to the President. I did not call the President; 1 did not
speak to the President about this. I guess my testimony is about that.

Senator Weicker. That is what I would like to get into. Let us
assume for the minute that your recollection is correct: that it was
very late on the evening of the 5th when you received the call, Would
you normally expect the Director of the ¥ BI to call up the Republican
campaign director in the wee hours of the morning—or the late
evening ?

Mr. MacGrecor. No.

Senator Weicker. Would that not raise a question in your mind
as to why such a call came through then? Let us assume the time
factor that you set forth.

Mr. MacGirecor. It did. But T expected when I next heard from
him. T would learn more about that.

Senator Wercker. Did you have any other communication at all
with Pat Gray during the course of the campaign in this sense of the
word, aside from the normal occurrences of meeting ?
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Mr. MacGreGor. No, Senator; I had no further conversations or
contacts with Mr. Gray.

Senator Wercker., Now, T wonder if you would comment on the
report issued by the House Armed Services Committee on October
23 of this year, T am referring to page 21. In the committee réport,
it states that Mr. Ehrlichman’s testimony indicates that the Presi-
dent called Mr. Gray at the “strong urging” of Mr-. MacGregor because
of Mr. Gray’s concern over the FBI role in the Watergate investiga-
tion, and after the call the President had a “lingering doubt™ that
there was some CTA “exposure,” despite assurances to the contra Iy.
Yet, in his May 22, 1973, public Watergate statement, the Prosident
said, and I now quote the President’s May 22 statement :

On July 6, 1972, I telephoned the Acting Director of the FBI, L, Patrick Gray,
to congratulate him on the successful handling of a hi-jacking of a Pacific South-
west Airlines plane the previous day. During the conversation, Mr. Gray dis-
cussed with me the progress of the Watergate investigation.

The committee report then continues:

Mr. Ehrlichman’s testimony in that regard is pertinent,

I am now quoting from that testimony :

Mr. NEvzL. But the call was prompted by MacGregor's request ?

Mr. EnrricuaMAN, By MacGregor's conveying a request from Gray to the
President.

Mr. Nepz1. Or a call?

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes.

Mr. Nepzr. Are you acquainted with the President's statement which he made
on May 227

Mr. EERLICHMAN, I have read it, yes.

Mr. NEpzr. Does his account square completely with your account of that
conversation?

Mr. ExrricnmAx. I do not believe it does.

Mr. Nepzr. I did not think it did. I was just wondering whether you recognized
that fact.

Mr. EnRLICEMAN. I do. T think the drafter of that statement did not have
the advantage I had of my verbatim notes of the conversations—I say verbatim-

I take substantially verbatim notes of my conversations with the President.

Now, in light of what is Mr. Gray's recollection in his testimony
before this committee of having called you and having given sub-
stantially the same facts which—albeit there might be words left
out, but certainly the import of his message—in light of his testi-
mony before this committee and in light of Mr. Ehrlichman’s testi-
mony before the House Armed Services Committee, are you absolutely
certain that you in no wise were in contract either with the President
or possibly the President’s staff relative to this particular matter?

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes. And may [ say, Senator, that as a lawyer
listening to your reading of the transeript of hearings before a con-
gressional committee, T am impressed once again with the wisdom
and the importance of the ban on hea rsay evidence, because one is, or
would be in a court of law, at the mercy of someone who said. “Jack
told me that Bill said this,” or “Jack told me that Harry did this.”
Once again, we understand the wisdom of our sytsem of justice in
which we ban hearsay testimony as eredible evidence.

Might T say also, because T think it is important, Mr, Chairman
and the members of this committee. T have been advised that the
records of this committee show that there was no telephone call from
Clark MacGregor to President Nixon on the morning of July 6, 1972.
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I am further advised, and T believe you didn’t go into this question
with Mr. Butterfield, that those records of incoming calls to the Presi-
dent and outgoing calls from the President are rigidly accurate.

I think it would be of interest to this committee to know that 3
weeks ago today, the President of the United States said. “Clark,
you did not mention the Pat Gray matter to me o July 6.7

Senator Weicker. Well, what was the nature of that conversa-
tion?” Why would this come across in a conversation between you
and the President?

Mr. MacGrecor. T was, along with others, attending a Presidential
conference on export trade expansion at the White House on Octo-
ber 11. That program was put together primarily by Secretary of
Commerce Fred Dent. with the assistance of Secretary of the Treasury
George Schultz, and other officials of the Government. The Presi-
dent concluded that all-afternoon conference, which was dedicated
to ways in which the Government and business could promote trade
and thus produce more jobs. The President concluded the confer-
ence and then he held a receiving line. He asked people to go through
the receiving line.

T did: and while going through the receiving line, he told me that
T have just testified to.

Senator WEICKER. You mean in going through a receiving line—the
President of the United States turns to you while you are going
through a receiving line and says, “Clark. T didn’t talk to you on July
6.” Ts that the nature of the conversation?

Mr. MacGrecor. Apparently, someone had brought to his atten-
tion—not T—but someone had brought to his attention the Ehrlich-
man assertions or the (Gray assertions. I don’t know what led to this,
Qenator. But the President assured me that my recollection was cor-
rect and squared with his.

Qenator Wercker. Well, how long was this conversation with the
President?

Mr. MacGrecor. What conversation with the President ?

Senator WEICKER. The conversation with the President in the receiv-
ing line. What was the date of that, again?

Mr. MacGrecor. Between 1 or 2 minutes on October 11: 3 weeks ago
today in the late afternoon- covered by the press. T don’t think the
press overheard the President talking to me, but if you are questioning
my veracity. Senator——

Qenator Weicker. No. T am not questioning it at all. T am trying to
get the facts, Mr. Mac(Gregor.

Mr. MacGrecor. T am giving you the facts, Senator.

Senator Weicker. I appreciate that and want you to go ahead and
continue to answer the question.

On October 11. some 2 or 3 months. T guess, after the testimony given
before this committee by Mr. Gray. the President. on his initiative.
merely made the statement to you that he did not call you on July 6.

Mr. MacGrecor. T am not privy to what led the President to intro-
duce that subject and T don’t think it would be helpful for me to
speculate as to why he did.

Senator Wricker. T understand that. A1l T am trying to do is get
the gist of this 1- or 2-minute conversation, which T think both of us
will agree is not hearsay evidence, as you have complained about to this
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committee already—we will get back to that—what the gist of that
conversation was and who raised the subject ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Do you wish me to repeat what T said ?

Senator Wercker. T would.

Mr. MacGrecor. T can’t be any more explicit,

Senator Wercker. To say. “T did not talk to vou on July 6”—that
is neither a conversation nor is it of 2 minutes’ duration. Was there
anything further in that conversation ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Oh. yes; the President asked about my health and
about my wife and children. T did the same to him. I told him I thonght
it had been an excellent conference : that his Cabinet officers and sub-
Cabinet officers and Ambassador Eberle had done an excellent job,
and there was give and take,

Senator Wercker. But that was the only mention made either by
you or by him as to the conversation of July 6. just the simple state-
ment by the President. “T did not talk to vouon.July 6.”

Mr. MacGreaor. T am sure T responded that T had been advised by
the legal staff that the Presidential telephone records confirmed his
recollection and mine. T think that was My response,

May I say, Senator, I have never called the President of the United
States after 10:30 at night or before 6:30 in the morning. The nature
of my work for the President is counselor to the President for con-
gressional relations. The nature of my job from July 3 onward through
the election was that there was no emergency that ever justified my
calling the President at an unusual hour.

Senator Wercker. Well. of conrse, that is not exactly so. Mr. Mac
Gregor. Can you remember when you talked to the President on
June 29, just prior to accepting the job of heading up the Committee
To Re-Elect the President ?

Mr. MacGrecor. He called me. My statement was T have never
called the President after 10 :30 at night.

Senator Weieker. What time did you talk to him on June 297

Mr. MacGrecor. It was within a matter of a half hour after the
conclusion of his television remarks that night. T think it was in the
neighborhood of 11 p.m. He telephoned me,

Senator Wercker. Well. that is another subject for later on.

Now. in Mr. Gray’s testimony, just so we can very carefully define
your definition of “hearsay,” are you indicating to me, then, that the
testimony before this committee by Pat Gray relative to his conver-
sation with you is hearsay ?

Mr. MacGrecor. No: quite obviously, Senator, T am referring to
John Ehrlichman’s testimony before the House committee. as T indi-
cated,

Senator Wercxer. If the testimony is as I have indicated to you and
as appears in the record of the House hearings, would you say, then,
that Mr. Ehrlichman perjured himself?

Mr. MacGrecor. Tt is not for me to pass judgment on any eriminal
conduct. You and T both know that there is a presumption of innocence
until proof of guilt and there is a panoply of procedures that must take
place before someone—maybe the judge———

Senator Wercker. What you are saying, then, is that the testimony
given by Mr. Ehrlichman at those Iouse hearings does not square
with your testimony.
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Mr. MacGrecor. No: it is my experience as a trial lawyer for about
8 years that judges customarily give to jurists an instruction that
goes along the lines of the following: “Ladies and gentlemen of the
jury, don’t assume that every difference in testimony means that some-
body is lying."”

People have different recollections. People see and remember differ-
ent things. The assumption that a discrepancy in testimony auto-
matically means that somebody is lying is an assumption, thank good-
ness. which is not at all consistent. with our administration of justice
in America.

Senator Wercker. T understand that. but all T am saying is that the
testimony that I have read to you states very simply that Mr. Ehrlich-
man says that you conveyed a request from Gray to the President and
you say you did not.

Is that correct?

Mr. MacGrecor. It appears to be correct. Again, I can’t comment
on Mr. Ehrlichman’s testimony. I don’t think it would be helpful to
this committee if I did. T am answering the questions that. you put to
me and I am telling this committee under oath—and 1 take this very
seriously, Senator—I did not speak to President Nixon by telephone or
in person about the Pat Gray telephone call to me.

Senator Wercker. Did you meet with the President on the morning
of July 67

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes.

Senator Wercker. What time did you meet with the President?

Mr. MacGrecor. The first meeting—there was a change in schedule,
In fact. there were considerable telephone calls late on the night of
July 5 and so on into the morning of July 6 abont the change of sched-
ule. But the first meeting with the President took place sometime a fter
10 a.m. on July 6 in his office in San Clemente.

Senator Wercker. And what was the nature of that meefing ?

Mr. MacGrecor. It was a discussion involving primarily the Presi-
dent. John Ehrlichman, Mr. William Timmons, and myself. It was
an assessment of the status of the President’s legislative program at
the end of the fiscal year, which was a few days before, and of the
prospects for passage of the remainder of the unact ed-upon legislation
hefore the adjournment of the 92d Congress. The meeting was a legis-
lative meeting and the President and Mr. Ehrlichman were concerned
with the statnus of domestic legislative items and the attendance of Mr.
Timmons and Mr. MacGregor was occasioned by our roles as assistants
to the President in the congressional relations field. We went down,
item by item, the major pieces of legislation.

Senator Wercker. Of course, are you aware from the testimony given
to the committee that shortly after Pat Gray’s conversation with you
he received a eall from the President ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes: T think there is substantial agreement from
Mr. Gray and from the President to the effect that the President tele-
phoned Mr, Gray at about 8:25 or thereabouts, Pacific time, on July 6,
and that he congratulated the FBI on the job that it had done the day
before in frustrating the attempted skyjacking of a commercial air-
eraft,

There also scems to be agreement between the President’s statement
and Mr. Gray's testimony before this committee that Mr. Gray then
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introduced the question of misuse. or possible misuse, of the FBI or
CTA—his word, “wound.”

Then this very interesting thing occurs, Senator Weicker. There is
a pause, indicating that this matter was a matter of first imnpression to
President Nixon—at least, I think a reasonable person would so
conclude.

Senator Wercker. And none of these matters were raised in Pat
Gray’s telephone conversation with vou?

Mr. MacGrecor. The skyjacking?

Senator Wercker. No; the matters of interference with the FBI.

Mr. MacGrecor, No: if they had been, of conrse, my response would
have been the same as vour response. In my shoes, Senator Weicker,
you would have said: What does your covernmental supervisor. the
Attorney General, say about the e« mplaint you are making? This has
little or nothing to do with the campaign, but it does have to do with
the discharge of your responsibilities as Director of the FBI.

What does your supervisor have to say, Pat Gray. about your com-
plaint of interference with the performance of yvour duties?

Now. if Mr. Gray had said to me what is indicated he said to me,
I would have responded: that has to do with vour governmental re-
sponsibilities. not the campaign. and therefore, you reported it to the
Attorney General: what does he say and what action does he take?

Senator Wercker. Are you aware of the fact from testimony or
statements made by Mr. Gray that he felt that the only way that
he could get the word to the President was throueh you, since he didn’t
feel, were he to go ahead and discuss these matters with either Mr.
Ehrlichman or Mr. Haldeman, that the word would aet to the
President ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Your characterization does not square with my
recollection of Mr. Gray's testimony as printed in the Washington
Post, the Washington Star-News. and the New York Times. T don't
recall that Mr. Gray said to this committee that the only way he
could get to the President was through me. T don't think that is cor
rect, sir.

Senator Weicker. T think it is correct to tell you. Mr. MacGregor,
that he felt that this was the way he could get to the President insofar
as his apprehensions were concerned.

Mr. MacGrecor. Let me say, working for the President as T did.
I never heard of the Director or the Acting Director of the FBI
having difficulty in reaching the President if he had a present matter
to bring to the President’s attention relating to the conduct of his
duties as Director of the FBI. It is very strange to me to have anyone
in the position of head of the FBI contend that he conld not reach
the President except throngh someone who had no relationship what-
soever to the FBT.

Senator Wereker. Do you feel the President is rather isolated from
those around him ?

Mr. MacGrecor. T never had any trouble reaching the President.
I am aware that some Cabinet officers have said they had trouble
reaching him. That was primarily for conferences in his office. T have
heard Senators complain. T haven’t heard members of the President’s
executive family complain about not being able to reach him on the
telephone.
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Senator WEICKER. So there was complete communication between
those around the President and the President ?

Mr. MacGrecor. That doesn’t follow from my testimony, Senator
Weicker. What T have said is. I am not aware of complaints by Cabi-
net officers and other senior people in the President’s executive family
about inability to reach the President by telephone if they felt it was
important to do so.

Senator Weicker. And you had day-to-day contact yourself with
the President with regard to running the campaign?

Mr. MacGrecor. No: it wasn’t necessary. I could have if it was
necessary. But when you take over a campaign and you are leading
by 10 percent in the polls and that steadily expands to a margin of
some 50 percent, it really isn’t necessary to have daily communica-
tion between the campaign director and the candidate.

Senator Wercker. What kind of contact did you have with the
President.?

Mr. MacGrecor. Cordial, friendly, periodic contact. Usually, he
would telephone me. Occasionally, there would be meetings set up
which he and T would discuss the status of the campaign and his own
personal plans to campaign.

Senator Weicker. If you wanted to talk to the President, did you
have to go through Mr. Haldeman first ¢

Mr. MacGrecor. No.

Senator Weicker. 1 have no further questions at this time, Mr.
Chairman,

Senator Ervin. Senator Montoya.

Senator Moxtoya. Mr. MacGregor, during your stay at the New-
porter Inn and subsequent to the time that you received this call from
Mr. Gray, did you communicate any part of the conversation to Mr.
Ehrlichman or to any other aide of the President that night or the
next day?

Mr. MacGrecor. No: I talked only with my wife. She asked me who
that was on the phone, and I told her that night. We discussed it
briefly before we went. to sleep.

Senator Moxtova. Did you tell Mr. Ehrlichman the next day about
the conversation !

Mr. MacGrecor. No.

Senator MoxToya. Did you mention it to anyone

Mr. MacGrecor. In addition to my wife? Not until Mr. Dorsen,
pursuant to a request by Mr. Dash, came to my office and asked me
whether Mr. Gray had telephoned me during my stay at the New-
porter Inn in California.

Senator Moxtoya. Did you ask Mr. Gray why he had called you!?

Mr. MacGrecor. No: he made that clear. My appointment as director
of the campaign, he felt, was a good thing, and he was concerned that
we should have had a successful campaign, and I told him I would do
my best.

Senator Moxtova. Did you not feel it strange for the Director of
the FBI to call you from Washington to California just to congratu-
late you?

Mr. MacGrecor. T thought it somewhat odd, and that is why. Sen-
ator Montoya, I indicated it was a turnaround trip, and I told him
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the fact that we would be in our home in Washington the next evening
and I would be in my office the next morning.

Senator Moxtoya. When were you appointed campaign director?

Mr. MacGrecor. Effective July 1, 1972, The President made a request
to me at about 5 p.m. on June 30,

Senator MonToya. And when was it announced ?

Mr. MacGrecor. July 1, 1972,

Senator Moxtova. Would it not seem very strange that the FBI
Director, if that was his mission, waited 6 days? You had been in
Washington before that, had you not ?

Mr. MacGrecor. No, I did not think it st range. A number of people
called me on July 5 to tell me that they had been away for the Fourth
of July holiday and had not had the opportunity to call me, but wanted
to call and give me best wishes,

Senator Moxtovs. Did he tell you that General Walters was there
with him at the time of the conversation

Mr. MacGrecor. No. He did not mention General Walters' name.

Senator Moxrtova. Let us go to the investigntion which yon con-
ducted after you assumed the helm at the CREP. Did you go into an
investigation in depth to ascertain whether there was any involvement
on the part of personnel there #

Mr. MacGrecor. No. T did not seck to duplicate the efforts of the
FRBI, the district attorney for the District of Columbia, the grand jury
sitting hearing me, the evidence in the Watereate matter, the C'riminal
Justice Division of the Justice Department, the attorneys representing
the Democratic National Committee in civil litigation who were then
conducting discovery procedures: nor in mid July did T seek to com-
pete with the General Accounting Office in their inquiries, T had
neither the time, the training, the experience, nor the personnel to
compete with these official agencies. all of whom were investigating
this matter,

Senator MoxTova. Did you receive any reports from anyone within
the organization at the campaign headquarters with respect to possible
involvement on the part of personnel working there?

Mr. MacGrecor. No: not working there when T arrived. T did
receive information as to the possible involvement and probable indict-
ment of E. Howard Hunt and Gordon Liddy whom T had never met
and had never talked with. L

Senator MoNToyA. They were already discharged at the time. were
they not ?

Mr. MacGrecor. T do not think Mr. Hunt had any role at the com-
mittee. If he did. T am not aware of it.

Senator MoxTova. No, but he was working at the White House about
that time.

Mr. MacGrecor. Mr. Liddy. T was told, had a role at the committee
but had been discharged 3 or 4 days before T stirted working at the
committee.

Senator Moxtoya. Did you, during the course of trying to find out
what was happening. run across any information leading to the unusual
disbursement of funds to Mr. Liddy by Mr. Sloan and by Mr. Stans?

Mr. MacGrrcor. T do not remember that T was told the exact
amount of the Liddy operation which T previously testified T was told
about. But I did learn that some time before June 17 there had been
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funds given to Liddy for purposes of trying to determine the extent
of the planned disruption of the President’s campaign. .

Senator Moxtoya. Did you, after making a few such cursory in-
quiries, proceed with the management of the campaign and then let
everything else go to the FBI for checking? b

M. MacGrecor. My job was to run the campaign. It was similar to
the same job I would have if T were running a senatorial eampaign or
a congressional campaign; it was just larger i scope, and I did the
customary things that a campaign manager does. So the answer to your
question 1s, yes; as I have testified heretofore, I had confidence in the
effectiveness of the investigations which all of us who read the news-
papers knew were underway at the time I took the political job.

Senator MoxToya. When would you say you abandoned your in-
vestigatory interests in whether or not there was any involvement on
the part of personnel in the Watergate affair?

Mr. MacGrecor. I did not.

Senator MonToya. You did not abandon it ?

Mr. MacGrecor. I did not abandon it.

Senator Moxrtoya. Did you conduct any investigation, then?

Mr. MacGreGor. No. The inquiries that I made during the first part
of July, which I repeated at the Republican National Convention at
Miami Beach in August with respect to Mr. Magruder, produced the
same answers that people were giving under oath to the grand jury.
That led me to believe that they were probably accurate and trust-
worthy.

Senator MonToya. Well, the point I want to make, Mr. MacGregor,
unless you have other information—there was really no serious in-
vestigation on your part. You were confining yourself merely to ask-
ing if anybody was involved ?

Mr. MacGrecor. And to insist that there be total cooperation on
the part of everybody under my jurisdiction with the many investiga-
tions by duly constituted Government agencies that were underway ;
plus, cooperation with the lawyers for the Democratic National Com-
mittee in their discovery efforts in the civil litigation. Yes, I tried to
make sure that everybody was cooperating.

Senator Moxtoya. Well, the discovery efforts on the part of the
lawyers for the Democratic National Committee were with respect to
the lawsuit which had been filed by Larry O'Brien and the Democratic
National Committee against your organization: is that not correct?

Mr. MacGrecor. There came to be other lawsuits later, but that is the
primary lawsuit T am referring to.

Senator MoxToya. So, in effect, there was no ongoing investigation
by you personally? Or under your direction?

Mr. MacGrecor. As I indicated in response to Mr. Dash. T had been
advised by the President, and this was public knowledge, that Mr.
Mitchell had hired a firm of attorneys with investigatory experience.
I ascertained when I came over to the committee in early July that that
Jaw firm was, in fact, operating. I said they should continue to operate
in that fashion.

Senator MoxToya. Did they ever give vou a report?

Mr. MacGreGor. From time to time Mr. Parkinson did and. I think,
on one or two occasions Mr. O'Brien.
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Senator Monroya. Was that with respect to the civil suit or trying
to actually find out whether there was any involvement on the part of
personnel ¢

Mr. MacGrecor. Well, it was primarily with respect to the civil suit,
but it also covered other matters—including ongoing eriminal investi-
gations and investigations as to the involvement of anyone else.

Senator MonToya. Then, I will read from the President’s news con-
ference of August 29, 1972, and see how this fits in with what you have
said, and I quote the President :

Before Mr. Mitchell left as campaign chairman he had employed a very good
law firm with investigatory experience to look into the matter. Mr. MacGregor has
continued that investigation and is continuing it now. I will say in that respect
that anyone on the campaign committee, Mr. MacGregor has assured me, who does
not cooperate with the investigation or anyone against whom charges are leveled,
where there is a prima facie case that those charges might indicate involvement,
will be discharged immediately. That, of course, will be true also of anybody in
the Government. I think under these circumstances we are doing everything we
can to take this incident and to investigate it and not to cover it up. What really
hurts in matters of this sort is not the fact that they occur—because overzealous
persons or people in campaigns do things that are wrong—what really hurts is
if you try fo cover it up. I would say that here we are with control of the agencies
of the Government and presumably with control of the investigatory agencies
of the Government—with the exception of the GAO, which is independent. We
have cooperated completely ; we have indicated that we want all the facts brought
out and that as far as any people who are guilty are concerned, they should be
prosecuted. This kind of activity, as I have often indicated, has no place whatever
in our political process. We want the air cleared. We want it cleared as soon as
possible.

Now, was there any talk about this time about coverup of the

Watergate?

Mr. MacGrecor. No. Senator, perhaps, before we go ahead, if you
will permit me to read an earlier part of the answer of the President. a
portion of which you just read—would that be all right ?

Senator MoxToya. Yes; certainly.

Mr. MacGrecor. The President started the answer. a portion of
which you read, to the question put to him by the press on August 29,
1972, by stating as follows, and I quote—the question had to do with
the investigation of the Watergate case :

With regard to who is investigating it now, I think it wonld be well fo know
that the FBI is conducting a full field investigation. The Department of Justice,
of course, is in charge of the prosecution and presenting the matter to the grand
jury. The House Banking and Currency Committee—

The President may have inadvertently made a misstatement saying
“the Senate Banking and Currency”—
the Government Accounting Office, an independent agency, is condueting an
investigation of those aspects which involve the campaign spending law,

Senator, may T respond to your question of a few moments ago?
The portions of the President’s answer that you read and the portions
of the President’s answer that T read. I think, are entirely consistent
with my recollection of the events as of the time of Aueust 29, 1972.
and are entirely consistent with my testimony here before this com-
mittee and my statements elsewhere.

Senator MoxToya. Well, had you told the President that you were
conducting an investigation and continuing to do so before this press
conference ?
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Mr. MacGreaor. T didn’t tell him but he knew it, obviously, because
it was in the news all of the time.

Senator MoxToya. Why would he say in his press conference that
you had assured him ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Well, T told him I would continue it. I knew that
attorneys had been hired.

Senator MoxTova. No, but why would the President go on national
television and say that Mr. MacGregor had assured him, if you had not
talked to the President about this?

Mr. MacGrecor. Well, the totality of the statement, Senator Mon-
toya. has to be considered. T don’t recall giving the President any
assurance. I do recall. as T have testified here, that when we spoke on
June 30 and he asked me to take this job, I told him I expected to
continue the law firm that had been hired by Mr. Mitchell: to do the
job that the President has described in the answer to this question he
cave at a press conference in California.

Senator MoxToya. Why would he mention the fact that before Mr.
Mitchell left as campaign chairman he had employed a very good law
firm with investigatory experience to look into the matter—that was
one statement—and then the next statement was: “Mr. MacGregor
has continued the investigation, and is continuing it now.” In light of
what you have stated, that you were merely inquiring as to any involve-
ment and vou were not conducting an investigation in-depth, would
you say that the President used the word “investigation” against the
wrong facts as they existed at the time ?

Mr. MacGrecor. T don’t think it is particularly helpful for me, Sen-
ator, to speculate about the President’s motivation—and that was your
question of a moment ago—nor do T think it is particularly helpful to
express my opinion as to how this committee should evaluate the evi-
dence given before it.

Senator MonToya. All right.

Now T want to go to something else—the subject of dirty tricks. We
are interested in trying to ascertain whether any dirty tricks were
practiced upon the Republican side of the campaign by the Demo-
cratic candidates. Can you elucidate on that ?

Mr. MacGrecor. No.

Senator MoxToya. Are you aware of any dirty tricks practiced by
the Democrats on the Republicans?

Mr. MacGrecor. Not during the period in which T was the director
of the President’s reelection committee.

Senator MoxToya. All right.

Mr. MacGreor. If there were any. Senator, they surely were not
authorized by me. nor were they done by anybody over whom I could.
possibly exercise direction or control but, may I say, T asked the staff
whether there is any evidence of so-called dirty tricks played during
the period July 3 to November 7, 1972, and the response has been
in the negative.

Senator MoxToya. That is against the——

Mr. Dasw. I think the question, Mr. MacGregor, was not dirty
tricks by the Republicans against Democrats but were you aware of
any dirty tricks by the Democrats against Mr. Nixon’s reelection cam-
paign?
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Mr. MacGrecor. None that were verified. Certain incidents hap-
pened. Senator Montoya, as you know—I know in my Senate race in
1970, and it’s happened before—it’s like a situation in Minnesota
where you and your wife appear at some scheduled event and you are
expecting to see a big crowd and you are hoping the television and
radio will be there and members of the principal media, and the person
sponsoring the event says: “But you called 3 hours ago and said you
could not make it and you were snowbound up in Bemiji,” or some
place else in the State. This is a standard trick, if you will—dirty trick,
probably.

Senator Monrtoya. It hasn't happened in New Mexico. [ Laughter.]

Mr. MacGrecor. Well, I didn’t attribute that to any activity on the
part of my opponent in the 1970 campaign or other campaigns, and
I don’t have any evidence that would link Senator MeGovern or any
of his people to any of the events that did, from time to time, cause
damage to and harassed some of the campaign operations of President
Nixon.

Senator MoxToya. My time is up; thank you Mr. MacGregor.

Senator Ervin. Senator Baker.

Senator Baxer. Mr. Chairman, thank you very much.

Mr. MacGregor, I won’t try to go over the same factual material
that you have covered so far with counsel and Senator Weicker and
Senator Montoya, but I will ask you a few questions about another
matter of a broader scope. The resolution creating this committee
provides that we shall make certain findings, if possible, and make
certain recommendations for legislation. While this committee is a
select committee and not a standing committee, and does not have
reporting authority, we are, under the resolution, directed to make
recommendations for legislation which presumably. at some future
time. will be considered by the standing jurisdictional committees of
the Senate. That is what I would like to talk about a little.

Yesterday, T asked the national campaign director for Senator
Muskie’s primary campaign whether he thought there was a danger
that Presidential campaigning has gotten so glossy, so full of mer-
chandising techniques, and so big that two things have happened:
One, people are finding out “who” the candidate is, but they seldom
find out “what” he is; and two, it is so big and unwieldy that it is
essentially unmanageable. If you would care to comment on either
one of those concerns I would be happy for that, and then if you have
any recommendations on how we ought to reform either the campaign
practices and statutes of the United States or the electoral system. in
the United States, T would be grateful for that.

Mr. MacGreGor. As you know, Senator, it is a big order and it
covers a very, very broad field. Tt is my observation that the electorate
in a congressional, senatorial, or Presidential reelection campaign has
a pretty clear idea of the capabilities and performance record of the
incumbent seeking reelection. You asked in a part of your question
that perhaps our Presidential campaigns have gotten so big that they
might know “who” he is, but do they know “what” he is. T think there
is some validity to that with respect to a candidate who has not been
on the national scene. But T am just thinking out loud: T am thinking
in our own party. Governor Rockefeller is certainly very well known.
I think people know who he is and what he is, and T trust that is true
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with respect to Governor Reagan. T think that it is in anybody’s mind
while that wasn’t true with the revelations this committee has brought
out with respect to the Nixon administration, I just would have to say
to you, I think, that is an exception, rather than the rule. I think gen-
erally we know who our candidates for President are and what they
are. I think that is true of Senator Hubert Humphrey; it may not be
true, entirely, of Senator George McGovern.

Perhaps he didn’t get as well known with respect to who he was
and what he was as Hubert Humphrey, Lyndon B. Johnson, John F.
Kennedy, or Senator Barry Goldwater, but generally speaking, I think
the press that is here and the electronic media representatives who are
here do quite a job; I think some of the McGovern people think they
do too good a job in bringing every weakness of a candidate to the
attention of the American people as well as commenting editorially
on the strengths.

I have indicated to Mr. Dash one proposal, and indicated with some
specificity, if I were a Member of the Congress I would have legisla-
tion for introduction. I know campaigns are too long and too expen-
sive. T am hesitant to suggest by legislation that you gentlemen in
('ongress attempt to shorten them or to limit the expenditures except
in, perhaps, the way you already have in the bill passed by the Senate,
as possibly infringing on first amendment rights and making an
unequal contest where the incumbent has an advantage over the
challenger.

T have studied the question of a national primary—I believe some
Senators have authored bills to provide a number of regional pri-
maries. I think that regional primary idea makes some sense. I think
if we were to standardize on 1 or 2 or 3 or 4 primary days, the number
of times you go to the polls and the people have a chance to vote in
a primary. I think that is probably a helpful step.

But I think that this process of improving the way in which we
finance and the way in which we conduct campaigns at the Presiden-
tial, senatorial. and congressional lavel is a matter in which the Con-
aress and the Executive must give continuing attention and must
constantly stand in readiness to improve existing laws by reforms
that are well thonght out, and hopefully will prove to be effective.

Senator Baxer. What do you think about public-versus-private
financing?

Mr. MacGrecor. T have some reservations about public financing.

Senator Baker. Do you have some reservations about private
financing?

Mr. MacGreGor. Many; that is why T recommended the proposal
which. if you will, is a mix of ideas. It is a public agency—the
Federal Elections Office would act as a conduit and reporting authority
of every dollar contributed to a candidate for Federal office, and T
would make it a eriminal offense. if there were such a statute created—
T would make it a criminal offense to make contributions to candidates.

Senator Baker. What do you think about publicly financing the
Presidential elections? They are really the big money elections: they
are the ones in which enormous sums of money are involved. We
have heard estimates of from 1 to 10 million people. Does that alter
the situation any, or your view of public-versus-private financing—
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the special nature of the Presidential campaign? I am speaking of a
general election campaign, not necessarily the primary.

Mr. MacGrecor. Senator Baker, T think contained in a Senate bill
passed by the Senate, passed several months ago, was a limit to the
expenditures in Presidential and congressional races. In any event,
if T am correct, I think you can look on a Presidential race as a
senatorial race conducted simultaneously in 50 separate States plus
the District of Columbia, because of the electoral system in the Presi-
dential race; and you and I worked together in the 1968 Nixon cam-
paign. We know each State is a separate contest and if you limit the
President to expenditure of money that you limit Senators to on a
State-by-State basis based, as T understand it, on the population of
that State and then perhaps made some additional small limitation for
national television or national network radio advertising, I think
something like that should be explored.

Senator Baxer. What do you think about the electoral college
yourself?

Mr. MacGrecor. I have been a great booster of the constitutional
amendment which passed the House a few years ago. T was pleased
to be a coauthor of a direct popular election constitutional amendment.
I don’t believe it passed the Senate, although the Senate in the past has
adopted, and the House has not adopted, a constitutional amendment
that would alter the way we elect Presidents.

Senator Baxer. What about the selection and the election of a Vice
President ?

Mr. MacGrecor. It has been my strong belief, and T don’t believe
that the trauma of the last couple of months has changed my belief,
that the President and Vice President must be a team and must be
presented to the electorate as a team.

Senator Baker. Well, given that. can you see any way we could
materially improve the selection process? Senator Griffin sugeested, as
I understand it, that you don't vote for the Vice President at all. but
rather rely entirely on the 25th amendment after a President is elected
to confirm or reject the President’s choice for Vice President, pre-
sumably in Janunary of the year following the election.

Mr. MacGrecor. Senator Griffin is a very thoughtful and perceptive
legislator; he was in the House and T am sure he has been in the Senate.
I wouldn't want to go through any period of more than a week or two
following the election for President when we had no Vice President.
I would rather develop better procedures in each political party for
the selection of the Vice Presidential candidate by the party system.
Believe me, I think the 25th amendment is a step forward and, again,
I played a role in the draftmanship when T was a Member of the
House.

Senator Baxer. Mr. MacGregor, T won’t prolong this much longer:
much of what T am discussing with you now for the record, you and
I have discussed when you were a Member of the House and T was a
Member of the Senate, and we were both attracted to the popular
election of the President which didn’t always meet with the approval
of all of my colleagues including. T believe. my distinguished chair-
man; but T lost and he won and that makes it still an issue. I think
I have some idea about how you feel about these things. I could 20
on about the refinements in private financing or the dangers or safe-
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guards of public financing—maybe we can do that in another conversa-
tion another day or maybe you would like to submit your views, if you
have further views, on this subject to the committee for its record.

Mr. MacGrecor. I would certainly like that opportunity, Mr. Vice
Chairman.

Senator Baxer. Mr. Chairman, if there is no objection, I would like
to ask that the witness be permitted to submit his further views about
campaign reform.

Senator Eryvrn. I am sure the committee would be delighted to re-
ceive them.

Mr. MacGrecor. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Might I, before we
leave this, ask Mr. Dash if the staff would be kind enough to provide
me with a verbatim transcript of the Senator’s question so I know
what it is that he has invited me to submit?*

Mr. Dasi. We will provide you with a verbatim transeript of your
full public testimony.

Mr. MacGrecor. Thank you.

Senator Baxer. Two last and final questions: I am really con-
cerned that the Presidential campaign apparatus may be so big and
unmanageable and, by the very nature of it, it may create situations
where people, young and old, are predisposed to act in a way that
might not be expected of them otherwise. The hunger for peer ap-
proval, the “let’s do it for the boss” concept, or “Well, everybody is
doing it; that is politics.” And when you staff up 1 million or 10 mil-
lion people to run a Presidential campaign, would you agree with me
that you know very few of them, as national director, and have very
little control over most of them?

Mr. MacGrecor. That is true.

Senator Baxer. Have you got any ideas on how we can tighten up
on the responsibilities of a campaign ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Most of the evils that have come to light in the
work of this committee and other investigative bodies center on the
question of financing. T know that, according to the press at least, you
are in the so-called dirty tricks phase.

T don’t know, legislatively, how you deal with somebody who prints
a bogus letter or circulates a bogus letter. I think that is against the
law now. and if it isn’t, it should be; to reduce the temptation to do
this, the penalties ought to be increased.

Senator Baxer. Or, to make the point that was made yesterday about
the Stewart Mott letter against Senator Muskie, that was—Mr. Mott,
a Democrat against a Democratic contender, put his name on it but
that didn’t reduce the nature of its scurrilous contents; I don’t know
how yon legislate against that anyway. But if you would include your
thonghts along these lines and others that may occur to you.

Mr. MacGrecor. All right, sir.

Senator Baxer. Even though they may involve changes in statute
law or even in the Constitution, and even though some of them may:
appear to be impossible to deal with legislatively; if you would let us
have your full thoughts, you are one of a very few people in the United
States who has been through a national campaign who has the experi-
ence and the perception to advise us in this respect. and I would be very
grateful for it.

Mr. MacGrecor. Thank you, Senator Baker.

*Not recelved at time of publication,
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Senator Baker. Thank you.

Senator Ervix, Senator Talmadge.

Senator Taraance. Mr. MacGregor., you have testified that you had a
feeling that you had been used and you excluded the President from
that. Who do you think you had been used by?

Mr. MacGreGor. Let’s start with those who testified before this com-
mittee. They either deceived me, if my characterization of Jeb Ma-
gruder’s testimony is correct, or withheld the truth from me, if my
characterization of John Dean is correct.

I would start on the basis of their testimony before this committee,
with Mr. Magruder and Mr. Dean. T have the feeling there are others
who were privy to what Mr. Magruder and Mr. Déan were doing,
and T think the full process of inquiry by this committee, plus the
actions of our eriminal justice system in the judiciary in the prose-
cutorial sense, will give me the facts that enable me to give you a com-
plete answer to your question. Senator.

I think, without knowing that the fact has been established that
others participated in this, it would be unwise and unfair for me to
name others,

Senator Taryance. You wonld limit it only to Magruder and Dean,
asof now?

Mr. MacGrecor. T would do that on the basis of their own testimony
here, as reported in the press, T think—yes, T was used to some extent
by each of these gentlemen, and perhaps by others.

Senator Tararance. Would you include Mr. Ehrlichman inasmuch
as he participated in the Ellsberg break-in without informing yon ?

Mr. MacGrecor. T think if our roles had been reversed, I would have
told him, as the director of the campaign, about the previous activities
that might arise or the information of svhich might arise or the sus-
picion of which might arise during the campaign in which T had
participated.

Now. I say that with full appreciation of the fact that T don’t know
anything about the scope of the national security inquiry that the so-
called Plumbers unit apparently was assigned to carry out. and so T
am hesitant to speak on the basis of incomplete information.

Senator Taraance. Don’t yon think Mr. Mitchell should have in-
formed you also of his involvement with Liddy and others?

Mr. MacGrecor. T think those who had knowledge of the Watergate
break-in and all parties who might have had, as T have used the phrase
“foreknowledge of it,” T think those people should have told me: yes.

Senator Tararavce. Did vou ever sit down at any time with former
Attorney General John Mitchell man to man and ask him if he was
ever involved in any way?

Mr. MacGrecor. Senator. on July 1, 1972, T told him that T was
knowledgeable about his public statement of denials of involvement
and T was taking those at face value. T was accepting those: and he
indicated to me that that was an appropriate attitude for me to take.

Senator Tararapce. That would indicate that vou have been used by
Mr. Mitchell also, would it not 7

Mr. MacGreGor. T think he should have been more candid with me.
I heard him testify before this committee that he took the steps that he
took because he regarded the reelection of the President to be para-
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mount, and he feared that disclosure might result in the President’s
defeat. I do not share that opinion.

Senator Tararapce. After you became the campaign manager on
July 1, 1972, how much influence did Mr. Haldeman have on the cam-
paign decisionmaking ?

Mr. MacGrecor. No more than any other senior White House offi-
cial or Cabinet officer who would make suggestions or recommendations
to me about the conduct of the campaign.

Senator Tararavce. Mr. Ehrlichman ?

Mr. MacGrecor. The same.

Senator Tarmance, Mr. Stans?

Mr. MacGrecor. The same.

Senator Tararance. Mr. Mitchell ?

Mr. MacGrecor. The same, but somewhat less, because there was a
decreasing opportunity for Mr. Mitchell to be in contact with me. 1
think he and his family established residence in New York shortly
before the opening of school last year and T did not see Mr. Mitchell
much after Labor Day last year.

Senator Tararance. By the President?

Mr. MacGrrcor. The President was the candidate. When I was a
candidate. as I have been six times for a seat in the U.S. Congress, I
felt that the campaign manager ought to do what the candidate wants
unless there is strong agreement among the key campaign people that
the candidate is wrong.

The issue never arose between the President and me as to whether
I was doing something that he would not do. He indicated to me—if
he ever did—that things were going well, as indeed, the polls and the
final result showed things were going well in terms of the conduct
of the campaign.

But had the President said to me or given me a direction, I would
have followed it. Senator. I had that understanding with him, but with
no one else, that T have to take directions. But T was always open
to suggestions.

Senator Tarmapce. Mr. Stans testified to this committee that his
activity was limited purely to raising money. Is that correct?

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes, with this one additional proviso. As a mem-
ber of the budget committee, he talked about reducing expenditures.
So, yes. He did not participate in the political decisions that were
made in the political campaign as to what issues to stress, how to ac-
complish a change of personnel in a given State so as to win that State’s
electoral votes. But to the extent that he was concerned about the ex-
penditure of funds. he did have some influence. It was not a major
influence.

Senator Taraance. One thing that is most surprising to me about
his testimony. given his background and competence and experience,
was how hundreds of thousands of dollars could be disbursed in cash
and. according to his testimony, he did not have the vaguest idea
where it was going or for what purpose.

Mr. MacGrecor. T do not remember the exact date that Mr. Stans
left his position in the Department of Commerce and assumed his
responsibilities with the committee. My recollection is it was some-
time in February of 1972. T may be wrong in that, but it is in that
neighborhood. '
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It is also my recollection that Mr. Mitchell did not really move into
his position until April of 1972. I think many of the evils that have
come to light occurred as a result of the process or a set of procedures
that predated the arrival on the scene of either Mr. Stans or Mr.
Mitchell.

Senator Tarmapce. Now, you have testified that Mr. Gray called
you and was concerned about the campaign. Your testimony 1s some-
what different from what Mr. Gray said. He said he was warning you
about it and Gray quoted somewhat stronger language than that.

Mr. Magruder also testified that he told you that he was fearful that
it went beyond Liddy and the others. Did you give their warnings and
testimony any credence, their statement to you?

Mr. MacGrecor. If T may, Senator Talmadge, I mean no disrespect.
You mentioned Magruder, I think perhaps you mean Mr. Mardian.

Senator Taraance. I thought it was Magruder. Did he not warn you
that the affair may well go lw\'mul the or wnm] Watergate Seven ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Mr. Mardian did. Mr. \[.1;:lmlm never did. Magru-
der in fact gave me directly and indirectly, over and over :1;::1i1|. the
firm conviction that the responsibility ended with the original Water-
cate Seven,

The answer to your question, however, is, yes. I was concerned by
those statements and I took action to, again, determine whether or not
what people had been saying was true and they told me it was true.

Senator Tararapce. Did you tell the President of your concern?

Mr. MacGreGor. No, not as a result of the Gray telephone call or
as a result of the Mardian comments to me at the Republican National
Convention,

I might say, Senator, perhaps only these two instances have come to
light in your inquiry, but the matter of Watergate was a daily concern
from and after July 1. When my wife and I would travel thronghout
the country—to Atlanta, for example—the key people in Georgia run-
ning the President’s reelection campaign would express their concern
about Water gate. This was a daily matter. There was not anything par-
ticularly unusual, in my recollection, about the Gray expression of
concern or the Mardian comments about the possible involvement of
others.

For example, at the Republican National Convention, my deputy,
Fred Malek, and T met with a number of delegations; State delega-
tions, the key Republican officers in the politic -al organization in the
State and the key Nixon campaign people. And at many of those meet-
ings, the concern was expressed that some beyond the Watergate Seven
would be indicted. We expected the indietments to come the week after
the convention.

Senator Tararance. Did you believe all those stories that appeared in
the newsmedia at that time?

Mr. MacGrecor. Oh, no. They caused me concern.

Senator T'ararance. 1o you believe them now ?

Mr. MacGrecor. 1 wiil believe that somebody has committed conduet
that is contrary to the law when that has been established in court or
incontrovertibly developed by the Congress, by a committee of the
stature of this committee, but not before, T believe in persumption of
innocence. It has been strained, pretty badly strained, in the past few
months. But as a lawyer, as you are, I still give it credence.
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Senator Tarmance. Thank you, Mr. MacGregor. I want to compli-
ment you on the forthrightness and candor of your testimony.

Senator Ervin. I might state that the contacts I haye had with yon
on conference committees and others during our joint experience
in Congress made me expect the forthrightness of the testimony which
you have given us.

Mr. MacGrecor. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. :

Senator Ervin. You did not conduct an independent investigation
of the Watergate affair, you say?

Mr. MacGrecor. No, sir, other than make the inquiries on a face-
to-face basis with the key people T inherited on that committee.

Senator Ervix. And after you became director of the political Com-
mittee To Re-Elect the President, you issued certain statements deny-
ing any complicity of members of the committee in the Watergate
affair, and that was based upon statements given to you by other
persons on the committee on whom you relied?

Mr. MacGrecor. That is correct, sir.

Senator Erviy. As a matter of fact, with all the duties that de-
volved upon you as chairman of the national campaign committee,
you would not have had time to have conducted an investigation.

Mr. MacGrecor. Not and do the job that the President asked me
to do that customarily would develop; whether it be an incumbent
President, whether it be Senator, President or Congressman.

Senator Ervix. One thing that has intrigued me is ever since this
committee started this investigation, the evidence before this com-
mittee compels the conclusion that within a very brief time after the
break-in on June 17, 1972, it was proclaimed in the news media in a
way in which every person who sought to be informed would under-
stand that prior to the break-in, $114.000 of campaign funds contrib-
uted to the reelection campaign of the President was deposited tem-
porarily in the bank account of Bernard T.. Barker. one of the bur-
glars caught in the Watergate. That 53 $100 bills which came out of
this $114.000 deposit were found in the possession of the five burglars
at the time they were apprehended in the Watergate. What 1 cannot
understand, what mystifies me, is why someone did not suggest to the
President that he should call in his two campaign managers. former
Attorney General Mitchell and former Secretary Stans, and ask them
how it happened that five burglars had been caunght in the head-
quarters of the opposition political party with his campaign funds in
their pockets.

Mr. MacGrrcor. Senator, all T can suggest to you is that the answer
to your question lies, as far as the President is concerned. in one state-
ment. T am quoting from the printed record of the President’s state-
ment of August 15, 1973 : “In the summer of 1972, T had given orders
for the Justice Department and the FBI to conduct a thorough and ag-
oressive investigation of the Watergate break-in and T relied on their
investigation to disclose the facts.”

Now. I know your question perhaps goes broader than that, but it did
occur to me. in response to the inquiry which you just put to me. which,
according to the press, you have put to previous witnesses—it does
seem to me appropriate to call attention to the fact that the Presi-
dent apparently immediately ordered a full field investigation, a no-
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holds-barred investigation by the FBI, and said, let the chips fall
where they may.

Senator Ervin. Well, the President had entrusted the political man-
agement of his campaign to John Mitchell, and he entrusted the finan-
cial management of his campaign—that is, the collection of contribu-
tions—to Maurice Stans. And it is a mystery to me, and why I think
the President owes some obligation—at least, if I had been in his place,
I would have done it—and I cannot understand w hy someone did not
suggest to the President that he call in those two men and ask them
the direct question: How did it happen that five burglars were caught
in the headquarters of the opposition political party with his campaign
funds in their pockets?

If T were a candidate for an office and five burglars were caught in
the headquarters of my opponent with my campaign funds in their
pockets, T would raise pluperfect Cain to find out how that happened.
I would certainly call in my campaign managers.

I think had the President taken that action, and I think it is deeply
regrettable that he did not. I think if he had taken this action, this
matter would have been fully disclosed within a few days and this
country and the President and everybody concerned would have been

saved the travail of going through a great agony.

Of course. hllll.fsa,l_fht is better than for o:-,l;:ht.

Mr. MacGrecor. I find myself—if I may, Senator—I find myself in
substantial agreement with the views you have expressed. T hope you
will not think it disrespectful of me to suggest to you that the best man
to answer your question is the President of the United States. If time
and circumstances have not permitted you the opportunity to put the
question to him, I hope that that would happen and you would have
that opportunity.

Senator Ervin. Well. thank you.

Mr. MacGrecor. Not necessarily in this forum, you understand. Per-
haps when you and Senator Baker are talking with him, if you do
again.

Senator Ervin. Just one further thing. T am opposed to the direct
election of the President. T believe when you convert—T believe it is
185.000 voting precincts in the 50 States—and when you convert all
those, in iﬂ(-(t into 1 precinet, you have raised more problems than
vou have solved. T think we need a reform in the electoral process and
T am an advocate of an amendment along that line. T think if we
abolished the Presidential electors—keep the Presidential electoral
votes, but instead of having to cast them by individuals, just let them
be divided automatically by election officials among the candidates
in proportion to their popular vote, T think it would get rid of many
of the evils of the system and not get us in this fix where we would
have just one big election precinet in 50 States. T do not believe
especially these bills, the House judicial ,nm'mll:wnh providing for
direct election—provided that if nobody got 45 percent of the votes.
we would have to have a rerun of the election. T do not think this
country could stand two Presidential elections within 1 vear.

Mr. MacGrecor. The problem of dealing with a situation where
a eandidate, while winning a plurality. showed up with a minority
of the Presidential electoral votes—I think that is a serious problem
that is recognized by the proponents of direet popular election. Tt is
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mindful of the phrase attributed, I guess, to Winston Churchill, that
democracy is not a very efficient system but it is inordinately better
than anything else devised by the mind of man.

I know that you and I, by virtue of our association, have been ad-
vocates of reform in the way we elect Presidents. We differ a little
bit about what road to take in reaching the same goal.

Senator Ervix. Senator Weicker, do you have more questions?

Senator Wercker. Yes, I do, Mr. Chairman. I would like to add, if I
might, on the point Mr. MacGregor raised—that is, asking the ques-
tion of the President directly.

Would you approve, would you think it a good idea, since T have
written to the chairman of this committee and since this was a matter
which T raised with the committee earlier this week, that the full
committee meet with the President at his convenience at the White
House, not under oath, and have the proceedings made public—in
other words, that there be a full transcript of the proceedings which
would be made public? Do you think that would be a good forum to go
ahead and ask the question ?

Mr. MacGrecor. I think a better forum—the forum T had in mind
when T spoke just a moment ago with the chairman—was the occasion
of the meeting which produced the so-called John Stennis compro-
mise. I agree that that compromise did not live very long, but T would
think it would be generally in the interest of this country if, on an in-
formal basis. there could be, given all of the facts and circumstances,
further opportunities for the distinguished chairman of this com-
mittee, along with the distinguished vice chairman of this commit-
tee. to meet on the problems that arise with the President of the
[United States.

Senator Weicker. Of course, we are not talking about problems.
We are talking about asking questions. Do you think it might be best,
since we have always acted together as a committee, that the full
committee might meet with him—as I say, not under oath—in a setting
of his own choosing, to ask those questions? Quite frankly, questions
which are on matters that are not on any tapes. T realize the preoccu-~
pation people have with tapes, but there are a good many other sub-
jects that have come under the serutiny of this committee. Do you not
think it might be a satisfactory compromise in order to get the truth
to the American people?

Mr. MacGrecor. 1 don’t believe, Senator Weicker, T have an opinion
or comment to make on vour suggestion.

Senator Wricker. Well, the only way that T know T can ask the
President is if T sit face to face with the President. T gather that is
what you indicated, as to who would be the person to direct the ques-
tion toward.

Do you know why we are asking these questions, Mr. MacGregor,
relative to whether or not you conducted an investigation ?

Mr. MacGreaor. Well. T read the Washington Post this morning.
You may have prompted, or they may have prompted you or some-
body may have prompted them.

Senator Wricker. No, T will tell you exactly what prompted me.

Mr. MacGrecor. May T finish my answer to your question?

Senator Weicker. Please do.
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Mr. MacGrecor. You asked me, do T know? The answer is, “No. I
don’t.” But as with any person, and it is true with respect to the Presi-
dent of the United States, an answer he gave to a question at the press
conference—to a question I suspect he didn’t ant icipate—and the care-
fully prepared written statement of the President are at some variance,
which is true. T never tell the same story exactly the same way twice.
An honest man never recites precisely the same set of events with the
same terminology, unless he has memorized it, in my opinion.

So, yes, there is some variance—and the Washington Post pointed
it out in an article this morning—between the President’s statement
at a recent press conference and his statements in response to ques-
tions at the press conference of August 29 last year at San Clemente
and the written statement issued by the White TTouse on August 15 of
this year,

Senator Wercker. Let me be very precise. because this is a line of
questioning T initiated during the course of the summer hearings,
In his statement of April 30, 1973, the President made the following
statement :

.v\.s-' a result, on March 21, I personally assumed the responsibility of coordi-
nating infensive new inquiries into the matter. I personally ordered those
conducting the investigation to get all the facts and to report them directly
to me, right here in this office.

On the basis of that statement, made by the President on April 30,
[ inquired of the following individuals as to whether or not they
conducted an investigation, or had been requested, rather, by the
President on that particular day to conduct the investigation and
report the facts to him: Patrick Gray, head of the FBI, Richard
Kleindienst, head of the Justice Department. and Henry Petersen,
head of the Criminal Division of the Justice Department. All denied
that they had received any order by the President of the United
States on March 21 to conduet an investigation and report the matter
to him in his office. This matter has been pursued since then, and
all sorts of explanations have been made since then, including throw-
ing your name into the pot, not by this committee but by the President.
And still there is no satisfactory answer as to exactly what oceurred
on March 21, at least insofar as the individuals that were charged
with the investigation, or in your particular instance. your situation
which, as T say, was not created by this committee but rather by the
President himself. Do you have any idea who, beyond yourself and
these three individuals, might have conducted this investigation?

Mr. MacGreGor. It appears. Mr, Weicker, at least from your most
recent inquiry, that you are concentrating on the period sometime
between March and April of 1973. T have no knowledge of any of
the events in March or April of 1973. T have been enjoying a private
life since November 8, 1972,

Senator Wercker. All T am trying to say is that the difficulty which
has occurred here is not a matter of fault as far as the committee or
the press is concerned, but rather of fault as far as the President is
concerned in trying to inform us as to his statement of April 30.

Mr. MacGrecor. Let’s make it clear. T don’t think it is my provinee
here to assess fault, and T believe T have heard you say in previous
hearings that you are just trying to get the facts.
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Senator Wercker. I am trying to get the facts, and I would like,
to know who exactly received the order to conduet the investigation
on March 21, and, so far, nobody has answered that question.

Mr. MacGrecor. T can’t help you, Senator, because I have been out
of the Government since November.

Senator Wercker. I understand that, but at least you have estab-
lished the very valuable point that you were not appointed to go
ahead and conduct the investigation. That is the testimony you have
given here.

Mr. MacGrecor. Not in March or April of 1973. I think it is some-
what of a semantic exercise to indicate that—what I indicated to the
President T would do. or did do, was to condunet an investigation in
the exercise of personal assurance.

Senator Weicker. I would like to turn, if T might, to the Pat Gray
phone conversation on July 5 or 6. depending on which version 1s
correct.

Mr. MacGrecor. If my version is correct, it is both. because it was
July 6 in Washington and July 5 in California.

Senator Wercker. All right. You indicated that you did not discuss
that phone conversation with anybody. is that correct?

Mr. MacGrecor. T told my wife about it and we discussed it. Then
we went to sleep. It was not a momentous oceasion.

Senator Wercker. I think you would have a rather hard time selling
that to—in light of what has happened—either to the country or Pat
Gray.

Mr. MacGrecor. T would respectfully disagree with you with respect
to the country. I think that the supporting evidence, which T have
alluded to here and which the committee has in its record. indicates
that this is a difference of recollection between Mr. Gray and myself.
Tt will probably be ultimately decided. if ever,in favor of my recollec-
tion. But I could be wrong, Senator. T could be wrong.

Qenator Wereker. Look. T am not trying to make a point. T agree
with you except for the fact that it is obviously important enough for
the President of the United States to turn to you in the middle of a
receiving line and say, “We didn’t talk on July 6.”

Mr. MacGrecor. Well, this isn’t the only inquiry in town. Senator. T
don’t know what may have transpired. T read Jack Anderson’s columm
the other dav. T don’t know whether that is accurate or whether it isn’t
accurate. T haven't diseussed the Jack Anderson column with anybody.
but, it onght not to be any great mystery to you, or to anybody else. that
the inquiries by this committee are not the only inquiries going on. In-
quiries by others may generate some thinking or activity that youand T
don’t know abont.

Senator Weicker. All right. To get back to your statement, you dis-
cussed, then, the phone call, possibly with your wife and no one else?

Mr. MacGrrcor. Not possibly, T did discuss it with my wife.

Qenator Wercker. In an interview reported Angust 14, 1973, in the
Washineton Post. it says that MacGregor said in the inferview, that
at the time Gray said he talked, MacGregor and his wife. Barbara,
were swimming in the motel swimming pool. You recalled that Herb
Klein. the White House director of communications and Mrs. Klein,
were there also. Mrs. Klein said, through a spokesman this week, he
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remembered talking with the MacGregors at poolside that morning,
and Clark mentioned something about getting a call from Pat Gray
the Erevious night.

The question specifically to you is this: As I understand, also at the
time you received the call, Bill Timmons was in your suite, is that
correct ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes; Bill Timmons and my wife and I were just
about to say good night. Bill was going to leave and go to his hotel
room. My wife and I were going to retire.

Senator Wercker. Is it possible, then, that either Bill Timmons or
Herb Klein communicated your phone conversation with Pat Gray
to the President.?

Mr. MacGregor. It is not my recollection that I mentioned Pat
Gray’s phone call to Bill Timmons when I came back from the sit-
ting room to the bedroom. Bill was standing with his hand on the
doorknob, ready to leave, and we shook hands and he left. It is not
my recollection that I ever talked to Bill Timmons about the Pat Gray
phone call, or that I said, that was Pat Gray on the phone.

It is not my recollection that I mentioned—when I was swimming
the next morning in the motel pool—that I mentioned it to Herb
Klein and his wife. But as I was swimming, working out the next
morning, Mr. and Mrs. Klein did walk from their motel and, of course.
by the checkout area of the desk, and I did discuss with them and 1
did talk to them. T am not sure that I talked about Pat Gray calling
the night before. But it is possible.

Senator WeIcker. In other words, what I am basically saying—
I want to make one think clear here—that having served with you
and known you, T am willing to accept the statement you make before
this committee that you did not go ahead and communicate with the
President. But was it possible that somebody else communicated with
the President the subject matter of your phone call?

Mr. MacGrecor. Well, thank you, Senator. I can only tell you that
I am familiar with the system that operates, at least with the White
House switchboard. T am not familiar with the San Clemente situa-
tion. I have only been there twice in my life, and each time was last
summer or fall. But when a call is made from one Government official
to another former Government official, who was a Government official
a few days previously, through the White House switchboard, it is
not a secret. Nobody tries to keep that secret from anybody. I haven’t
said this before because I can’t really say T have a clear recollection
of it, but I have a recollection that when I arrived at the Newporter
Inn, the girl at the desk said, the White House at San Clemente has
several calls for you, Mr. MacGregor. This would have been about
9:30 p.m., California time, on July 5.

The fact that one person is calling another one when you are staying
at a public place is not a secret from anyone. There could have been
a number of ways in which persons who were not on that telephone
putting in a call to Clark MacGregor—not limiting it to Pat Gray
and me—could have known of the fact that we talked.

Frankly, one of the reasons is because I thought he was concerned
about something that T didn’t fully understand. One of the reasons T
told him about coming back so quickly was T anticipated that he and T
would have a chance to talk where it wouldn’t be as public as through
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the White House switchboard, through a hotel switchboard to the
hotel room. I must confess I was somewhat surprised that I didn’t hear
from him after that. :

Senator Wercker. In other words, what T am trying to resolve is
the coincidence, if you will, of the Presidential phone call back to
Pat Gray after the phone conservation with you. As I said, T accept
your word before this committee. But, somehow, the committee has
to. or I have to—the best way we can—resolve these rather extraordi-
nary coincidences as between when you were notified and the phone
calls of the President.

Mr. MacGrecor. I am sure the Administrator of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration won’t like this, but it may be that Mr. Butter-
field, if recalled as a witness, could add something to this discussion
we are now having.

Senator Wercker. Mr. Chairman, I don’t know what the schedule
of the committee is. I have several more questions of Mr. MacGregor.
Is it the intention of the chairman to continue or would it be the wish
of the chairman——

Senator Ervin. It may well be that we can finish with the hearing
this morning and not come back in the afternoon.

Mr. MacGrecor. I would ask, Senator Weicker, if it won’t cut the
committee short, I would appreciate if we do go ahead to the con-
clusion.

Senator Wrrcker. During the week—getting back to that time
just prior to your accepting the position to be chairman of the com-
paign—during the week following the July 17, 1972, break-in, did
you attend the 8:15 White House staff meeting ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes: I attended the regular daily meetings of
the senior White House staff at 8:15 and T had been doing so, Senator
Weicker, since early 1971.

Senator Wercker. And the composition of those meetings at that
time?

Mr. MacGrecor. The senior White House staff changed during the
period that I was thers but T think the only substantive change was
in the Office of Management and Budget. George Shultz used to attend
the meetings regularly and when he moved to Treasury, Cap Wein-
berger took his place. The regular participants were the senior White
House officials, plus advisers to the President. That would include the
following: Henry Kissinger, Bob Finch, Don Rumsfeld, Bob Halde-
man, John Ehrlichman, Bill Timmons, Peter Flanigan, the Chair-
man of the Council of Economic Advisers, who was first Paul Me-
Cracken and then later Herb Stein, Ron Ziegler, and myself. I may
have left out someone but T think that is about it.

Senator Wercker. All right.

During this time, June 17, the week following June 17, was Water-
gate ever discussed at that meeting ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes, yes. I think it was, probably at each of the
meetings from there on, because there were many daily developments
and news stories, Senator Weicker. By daily T mean starting the
Monday following the arrest of the burglars and then

Senator Weicker. What was the nature of the discussion, merely
a rehash of what was in the papers or what ?
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Mr. MacGrecor. Primarily, individuals saying in agreement with
one another: “That was stupid; it was bizarre; it was idiotic; it was
politically unproductive, of course; it sure comes as a surprise to
me; I had no idea that anything like this was contemplated.” Those
were the statements that were made by people who made them.

Senator Wercker. Now, June 22 about 10:15 a.m., the President
would still be in the meeting with Mr. Haldeman. Was there any
discussion at that time of your replacement of Mitchell as campaign
director?

Mr. MacGrecor. June 22?7 The first discussion I had with the
President about my becoming the director of the campaign was—
with only two of us present—in his office on June 30, 1972.

Senator Wercker. In other words, to try to make the questioning
brief; T have the following instances which seemed certainly to
place Mr. Haldeman—he had no legislative responsibilities. At ‘that
time you were the legislative Ilalson certainly. Why would you meet
with Mr. Haldeman?

Mr. MacGregor. To check with him about the best time to schedule
a meeting with the President and, let us say, the chairman and rank-
ing Rt‘puhlu‘an of a key Senate committee; whether it be Senator
erg and Senator Bennett, dealing with the finance or tax matters
or their counterparts on other committees. I was in touch with Bob
Haldeman every day about developments that affected the President’s
schedule so as to recommend to the President that he meet with cer-
tain Senators or Congressmen or a mixture of both, or that he call
somebody on the telephone. I tried to coordinate my recommendations
to the President regarding congressional relations, with the other
demands upon his schedule, and Bob Haldeman knew about those other
demands.

Senator Wercker. So, in other words, neither at that meeting, nor
the 26th meeting with Ehrlichman, nor with Colson on the 28th—
and you again met with Mr. Haldeman on the 29th—when you met
with Mr. Haldeman, Mr. Colson—at none of those meetings was it
discussed as to your taking over from John Mitchell ?

Mr. MacGrecor. No.

Senator Wercker. Was the matter discussed as to the viability of
Mr. Mitchell as the director of the campaign regardless of who his
successor might be ?

Mr. MacGreGor. Well, when the news broke about what T believe
was referred to by the media as Mrs. John Mitchell’s ultimatum to
her husband to get out of politics or there will be a severance of the
marriage, there was some discussion of that. I do not know how long.
T do not remember just when the news was carried about the so- called
Martha Mitchell ultimatum. It occurs to me, Senator Weicker, it was
somewhere in the last 10 days of June.

Senator Weicker. All right. We move to June 29, you are in town,
the President is in town and obviously you are at his call 24 hours
a day. Why would the President call you at 11:30 in the evening of
the 29th to meet with him in the late afternoon of the 30th? \Vh_\
could that not have waited until the morning of the 30th and say:
“We are going to meet later in the afternoon™ ?

Mr. MacGrecor. It is my recollection that the President and 1
talked for some 20 minutes on that night and, as you recall, he called
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me when my wife and T were enroute home. The call, the hour that
you cite, is a little later than my recollection but it is only a minor
matter. But the President and I discussed a number of things in that
telephone call, including some serious problems, legislative problems
we had that were coming to resolution the next day.

You know. Senator Weicker, every year with the termination of the
fiscal year on June 30 there is a problem of a continuing resolution and
would it contain a Vietnam end-the-war provision or what else would
it contain ? We had that problem and we had a number of other legisla-
tive problems. The President and I talked about those at some length.
But 1t was my experience in dealing with the President that primarily
we talked about the things that were of concern to him and he brought
up this legislative discussion. We had it—it was a fairly lengthy dis-
cussion—and at the conclusion of that discussion he said: “After all of
the legislative problems are out of the way tomorrow, Clark, T hope
you will have time to visit with me on another matter,” or “q personal
matter,” T have forgotten how he put it. I did not think it was going to
be what it turned out to be.

Senator Wercker. On the 30th you met with the President. Could
you give the committee the nature of that conversation and its length?

Mr. MacGreeor. Yes. My recollection is that he and T talked pri-
vately for somewhere between 30 and 45 minutes and that he called in
Mr. Haldeman to take some notes on some of the things that we talked
about. The President and Mr. Haldeman and I continued perhaps for
10. 15, 20 minutes more. The President opened, as I have indicated in
previous testimony here, telling me of John Mitchell’s decision and the
reasons for it and asked me to take over. He and I discussed the fact
that T had never managed a campaign but he said: “You have been a
candidate yourself six times, five times for the House of Representa-
tives and one time for the Senate, and you have seen campaigns man-
aged and mismanaged.” I indicated to him, yes, I thought from a
candidate’s standpoint T knew something about how campaigns should
be run. But I then—we discussed his standing. I think a Gallup or Har-
ris poll or perhaps both had just been issued showing him at 54 per-
cent and I expressed the view that he really didn’t need a campaign;
we talked about the problem of getting people who feel favorably
about you registered and to the polls to vote. He asked me if T was will-
ing to take the job if T concentrated on volunteer organization in the
precincts to get out the vote. He then talked, as T have indicated earlier,
about his hopes and dreams of accomplishments in the second term, a
term which would include America’s celebration of its 200th birthday.
We talked at some length about China, about Russia, about Southeast
Asia, about the economy; we talked about his domestic legislative
initiatives that had not yet been defined by the Congress, how he
hoped T would speak about them in the campaign if T would take the
campaign job.

Further, Senator Weicker, we talked about the political situation
in given States. I told him I had little or no knowledge of the situ-
ation in California. He talked a little bit about California and his own
experiences there, some of them not successful, some successful. He
talked about the situation in other States. We talked about the situa-
tion in Minnesota. With the exception of the 1952 and 1956 campaigns,
when he had been a Vice Presidential candidate, he had not car-
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ried Minnesota. He lost Minnesota in 1960 and again in 1968. We
talked a little bit about the situation in Minnesota, Wisconsin, and
Iowa and in the upper Midwest generally where he knew I had
familiarity. We talked about other things. He talked about Fred
Malek, he said: “You want to read Fred Malek’s management analy-
sis of the campaign structure?” He said: “I haven’t read it but Mr.
Haldeman has talked to me about it. You ought to get a copy from
Mr. Haldeman.” I did. He said : “I had the impression that the cam-
paign is topheavy in Washington and thins out in the precinets, and
that there is a projection that is perhaps too rich.” The President and
I talked about most headquarters having bare tables, old chairs, and
no rugs on the floor and he said : “I am not giving the right impression
by the luxurious surroundings that I understand exist at 1701 Penn-
sylvania Avenue.” I am sure we talked of other things. Senator, but
if you want me to direct my attention to your individual items I wifl.

Senator Wercker. There was nothing specific in mind. How long
did this conversation last ?

Mr. MacGrecor. T didn’t make any notes of it. My recollection is
he and I talked privately for up to 45 minutes but perhaps that was
a little longer than we talked. Then he called Mr. Haldeman in and
Mr. Haldeman and I continued the discussion for perhaps 15 or 20
minutes. It could have been less than 5.

Senator Wercker. From that day. throughout the campaign, did
you have occasion to keep the President apprised as to the progress
of the campaign ?

Mr. MacGreGor. Yes, from time to time, and it didn’t happen very
frequently because, as I say. the margin between President Nixon and
Senator McGovern was growing steadily. It appeared to be settling in
and solidifying. Things were going well so that there was no partic-
ular need for us to communicate with one another.

I got a chance to visit with him before the Republican National
Convention so as to learn his convention plans and to learn something
about when he would arrive, what he would do, and when he would
address the convention. We met periodically in September and Oc-
tober to discuss the status of the campaign, and his own personal plans
for campaigning.

Senator Wercker. So would you consider the President to have been
removed from the campaign or aware of what was going on ?

Mr. MacGreeor. T think he was keenly aware of what was going
on but he didn’t, to my knowledge—T think T would have known it—
participate in any of the decisions that were made except insofar as
he and T discussed it. He did have ideas that he imparted to me on
June 30, some suggestions. I followed those suggestions. They appeared
to work well, so T didn’t have an occasion where he was critical of what
I was doing or made new suggestions to me.

Senator Wercker. All right, moving forward very rapidly. Why
would Mr. Ehrlichman have taped the conversation between you and
himself? You have seen that tape, T believe, or a transcript of that
tape. You have had a chance to look at it.

Mr. MacGreGor. T heard about it, and the answer to your question
is, “I do not know.” T have never taped a phone conversation with
anyone and it just is foreign to my nature, Senator Weicker. T can’t
really look into the head of another man and presume to guess his
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motives, particularly when he is adopting a course of conduct different
from what I would do.

Senator Wercker. On August 14, 1972, you met. with Mr. Mitchell,
Haldeman, and the President. Do you recall the subject matter dis-
cussed at that meeting ?

Mr. MacGrecor. It appears to me that it had to do with the Presi-
dent’s plans regarding the convention. It may well have been that
there were other things discussed about some Presidential appear-
ances following the convention. There was a suggestion that I had a
hand in serubbing; that the President, after the convention. fly to
San Dicgo because there was feared to be some political trouble in San
Diego because the convention had been taken away and moved to
Miami Beach. The President was to go in sort of a torchlight parade
from San Diego to San Clemente following his nomination at the
Republican convention, and I felt that was a very poor idea for a host
of reasons. We may have discussed that.

The President didn’t do the torchlight parade. But that is the sort
of thing that occasionally we did discuss at these meetings. My recol-
lection is that meeting had to do with the status of the campaign,
plans for the convention and particularly the President’s role in the
convention, and some postconvention activities that had been recom-
mended.

Senator Wercker. Earlier today in testimony before the commit-
tee, you indicated as to your October 18 statement—the followup to
Ziegler’s statement on the Segretti matter—October 16—that Mr.
Ehrlichman had requested that you issue a statement.

Mr. MacGrecor. Yes; he did very strongly. I didn’t mean to suggest
that T don’t accept the responsibility forit: I do.

Senator Weicker. I didn’t mean you did—he and others. Who were
the others?

Mr. MacGreaor. T can’t recall. The press officer came up during the
day, whether it was Al Abrams or Devan Shumway or both, and said,
“The White House isn’t happy with your decision not to hold the
press conference.” T don’t remember just who those people were.

Senator Wercker. Did you attend any of the briefings as between
White House personnel and the press officers in which the Segretti mat-
ter was discussed in detail or

Mr. MacGrecor. No.

Senator Wricker [continuing]. How to frame a response, at any of
those meetings?

Mr. MacGrecor. No. T haven’t much time to watch television and
the televised hearings of this committee, but Mr. Moore is a personal
friend of mine and I had the opportunity to watch Mr. Moore’s testi-
mony and I was interested in hearing that for the first time, hearing
about those meetings that you just referred to with Mr. Moore.

Senator Wercker. So those were again conducted without your
knowledge?

Mr. MacGrecor. That is correct.

Senator Wercker. Clark, would you say that as you look over the
events of the campaign of 1972 and what was going on either in the
finance area or the press area or the dirty tricks area or what have
you, would you characterize it—and I don’t mean to be demeaning
to you, as an individual, because quite frankly you have got the class
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to be a campaign director, there is no question about that—but would
you characterize your role in relation to what everybody else was
doing around you, as that of a figurehead ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Oh, no. During the course of my life, T have been
called a number of different things, but none of them would come
under the category of figurehead.

Senator Weicker. I would not either, except for all these events
transpiring without your knowledge.

Mr. MacGrecor. Well, that is something else again.

If you are going about your job of being a U.S. Senator, and some
people on your staff, without your knowledge, are doing something
of which you would disapprove, you are too busy with legislation and
with the interests of the people of Connecticut fo be constantly moni-
toring and cross-examining the people on your staff as to whether
they are following your general directives and in the way you want
vour office operated, whether it be here in Washington or at one or
more offices you may maintain in the State of Connecticut. Of course,
eventually those things tend to come to light, and by that I mean
if somebody on your staff is doing something that is wrong.

But let me give you an example of the ficurehead business. The one
thing that John Ehrlichman was very anxious to do was to take one
or more, and I think he mentioned up to four, of his Domestic Coun-
cil personnel and interpose those people over Fred Malek’s field super-
visors, “so as to report. independently of the campaign and directly
to the White House and John Ehrlichman—and, of course, to you,
Clark—about the status of the campaign in key States such as Michi-
gan, Illinois, Ohio, and California.” 1 said, “What is the reason for
it, John?” And he said: “Well, Malek’s field people are giving yon
and Malek what they think you would like to hear, but the campaign
really is in bad trouble in many of these States. The President is going
to lose them if we don’t get an independent reporting and evaluation
system going.”

Well, Fred Malek opposed this because he said he felt he had good
people and he thought we could rely on them. The public polls con-
ducted in those States by newspaper and television and radio sta-
tions showed we were doing very well indeed, but at the convention
at John Ehrlichman’s insistence, we discussed this at length. By we—
John Ehrlichman, Fred Malek, and myself, Mrs. MacGregor, and
Weisner were there, and John argued forcefully for the Ehrlichman
plan, and Fred Malek said he strongly opposed it, and T said, “No.”

Less than 10 days later T was being importuned to drop the cam-
paign and come to San Clemente to give John Ehrlichman a rehear-
ing on his plan, and T resisted that. T said we considered that there
is no need to give him a rehearing on his plan. Mr. Haldeman asked,
“As a courtesy, would you come up and give him a rehearing?” So
I had to go from Washington to San Clemente on August 29, along
with Fred Malek, and sit down with Fred Malek, Haldeman, and
Ehrlichman, where Ehrlichman was given an opportunity to reargue
the Ehrlichman plan to put people of the Domestic Council over peo-
ple in key States, and T said, “No, John, you have not presented new
arguments. This is not necessary and Fred Malek is opposed to it and
I support Fred Malek,” and Haldeman said, “You have had two
hearings, John, so you had better drop it and Clark is against it.”
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So we dropped it. So my conduct would indicate to you I was not
a figurehead.

Senator Wercker. Well, my concern is based on the record which is
in the press area where—I gather over your objections and certainly
with your reservations—you were is‘;u‘mg statements given to you
on a record which establishes the fact that John Mitchell, even
though he departed on the 30th, was meeting with the personnel in
the Committee To Re-Elect the President, and his logs, which I have
here, are absolute repetitions of his schedules prior to his departure;
they don’t vary at all.

Mr. MacGrecor. The subject matter of discussion, however, may
have changed materially ; correct?

Senator Weicker. In what way ?

Mr. MacGrecor. Well, some events took place on June 17 that in-
truded themselves into the picture. Let me assure you that John
Mitchell was not running the campaign from and after July 3.

Senator WeIcker. So, the matters which he was discussing with
LaRue, Mardian, Colson, and others—I have just cited a July 6
meeting as a typical one. Colson, Mardian, LaRue; Magruder, Halde-
man, LaRue; Mardian, LaRue; Dean, Magruder, LaRue; Mardian,
LaRue—did not relate to the campaign ?

Mr. MacGreGor. No: that has never been brought to my attention.

Senator Wercker. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman.

Senator Ervin. Thank you very much. You are excused now, and
thank you very much.

Mr. ‘MacGrecor. Senator Ervin, thank you and members of the
committee very much.

Senator Ervin. The committee will stand in recess until Tuesday
at 10 o’clock.

[ Whereupon, at 12:55 p.m., the committee recessed, to reconvene
at 10 a.m., Tuesday, November 6, 1973. ]







TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 6, 1973

U.S. SENATE,
SeLect COMMITTEE ON
PresmeENTIAL CAMPAIGN ACTIVITIES,
Washington, D.C.

The Select Committee met, pursuant to recess, at 10:30 a.m., in room
318, Russell Senate Office Building, Senator Sam J. Ervin, Jr. (chair-
man), presiding.

Present: Senators Ervin, Talmadge, Inouye, Montoya, Baker, and
Weicker.

Also present : Samuel Dash, chief counsel and staff director; Fred D.
Thompson, minority counsel; Rufus L. Edmisten, deputy chief coun-
sel ; David M. Dorsen and Terry F. Lenzner, assistant chief counsels;
James C. Moore and Barry Schochet, assistant majority counsels;
Howard S. Liebengood and Robert Silverstein, assistant minority
counsels: Jed Johnson, investigator; Pauline O. Dement, research
assistant ; Eiler Ravnholt, office of Senator Inouye; Bruce Jaques, Jr.,
office of Senator Montoya : Ron McMahan, assistant to Senator Baker:
Michael Flanigan, assistant publications clerk.

Senator Ervin. The committee will come to order.

Counsel will call the first witness.

Mr. Dasr. Mr. Truman Campbell.

Senator Ervin. Mr. Campbell, will you hold up your right hand?
Do you swear that the evidence that you shall give to the Senate
Select Committee on Presidential Campaign Activities shall be the
truth, the whole truth. and nothing but the truth, so help you God?

Mr. Caseeerr. I do.

Mr. Dasa. Will vou take the chair on the right ?

Mr. Chairman, although I want to emphasize for the record that
all witnesses called by this committee are committee witnesses and
there are no majority witnesses or minority witnesses, Mr. Campbell
has been interviewd extensively by Mr. Thompson and his staff, and
I, therefore, would like to waive my opening questioning and ask
Mr. Thompson to initiate the questioning of Mr. Campbell.

Senator Ervix. Mr. Thompson.

Mr. Troymrson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Campbell, what is your present residence ?

TESTIMONY OF TRUMAN F. CAMPBELL

Mr. CaxreeerL. Resident of California.
Mr. Tromeson. And your profession?
My, Caxeeenn. T am an attorney at law.

(4947)




4948

Mr. THOoMPSON. Are you a native of Fresno, Calif.?

Mr. Cameerrr, T am.,

Mr. TrompsoN. How long have you been practicing law ?

Mr. CampeELL. Since January of 1952.

Mr. TrompsoN. And your educational background?

Mr. Camppern. I was educated in the public school system in
Fresno, Calif., University of California at Berkeley, and the Hasting’s
College of Law, which is the law department of the University of
California.

Mr. Trompson. And what is your political background, please?

Mr. Caxrepern. T am a Republican. T have been a member of the
Republican Central Committee of Fresno County for approximately
20 years and have served in almost every capacity and currently am
chairman of that committee. T served on the State of California Repub-
lican Central Committee and in the finance committee for small dona-
tions statewide.

Mr. Tromrson. You are county chairman? How long have you
been county chairman?

Mr. Campeern. Iam in my second term.

Mr. Taomrsox. Were you county chairman during the past year
of the Presidential campaign?

Mr. Cameeerr. That is right.

Mr. Tromresox. Were you present at a rally on October 30, 1972,
by the Committee To Re-Elect the President and, if so, what type
of rally wasthis?

Mr. Cavpperr. This was a rally that was staged by the Re-Elect the
President Committee within the State. Tt was sponsored by the ladies
within the party, and had a name “People to People.” Tt consisted
of a bus which traveled the State starting north and going from north
to south. On the bus were many women of national prestige of the
Republican Party. The object was to conduct and stage rallies. The
rallies were to be staged and conducted in the cities and towns of Cali-
fornia from Sacramento to the south.

Mr. Tromeson. What were your plans on October 30 with regard
to this campaign caravan or bus?

Mr. Camreeerr. Well, let me say this: T was not the reelect the
President chairman for our county. T was the county chairman. Our
chairman for the Re-Elect the President Committee was unable to

- attend or appear at the rally and T was asked to pinch-hit and be master
of ceremonies for the affair. It was to be held in the parking lot of
one of our shopping centers, Fig Garden Village Shopping Center in
Fresno. and the format, as it was explained to me, was that the bus
would arrive and the ladies who were on the bus—I know of three who
were supposed to be on the bus, including Mrs, Banuelos, the Treas-
urer of the United States at the time—and there were entertainers
from Hollywood who were to entertain and our local candidates were
to speak and have an opportunity to present their campaign platforms
and programs,

Mr. TromesoN. So what occurred as the bus arrived, Mr. Campbell?

Mr. CamepeLn. Well. before the bus arrived. people gathered, there
were numerous signs and banners, particularly among the Spanish
American people proclaiming their dislike for President Nixon, pro-
claiming their affinity for the candidate, George McGovern, demon-




4949

strating their opposition to proposition 22, which was a farm labor
initiative on the California ballot last November, indicating that they
did not like Mrs. Banuelos. and generally the crowd was milling
around. When the bus arrived, in a very organized manner these people
proceeded to become unruly and loud to the point where we were pre-
vented from conducting our rally. I might say that we had micro-
phones, we had speakers, we had a dais, and we were unable to be
heard or even continue with the rally at all, and many of the people
who were on the bus——

Mr. Trospsox. Why were you unable to be heard?

Mr. CanmrpeLr. Because of the noise, the close proximity, the jos-
tling, pushing and shoving, many of our people. who had come to hear
the speakers, left both in fear of safety and because the rally was abso-
lutely frustrated. Several of our ladies were, in fact, injured.

Mr. Trompsox. You mentioned in your statement here various in-
dividuals—MTrs. Flora Wise, for example.

Mr. Casrpern. Yes, Mrs. Wise at the present time happens to be
president of one of the women’s federation organizations in Fresno,
and she was struck to the extent that she required medical attention.

Mr. Troaresox. Mrs. Eldora Cooney.

Mr. Cayeeert. Yes, she, similarly, was injured in the jostling that
oceurred. T might add that there were many others who received simi-
lar treatment. A lady who was standing immediately to my left, as T
was on the podium, was jabbed with the handle of one of the placards
or signs that was being carried.

Mr. Troyrsox. You mentioned a Mrs. Betty Blackburn.

Mr. Cameeerr. Yes, T think that in my prior statement T indicated
that she had her wig torn from her head and thrown under a car.

Mr. Trompson. You mentioned verbal and physical abuse. Would
vou be a little more specific: were epithets being shouted ?

Mr. Campienr. There were epithets being shouted, slogans, the ex-
act terminology escapes me at the present time. There were instances
of provocation and, in my opinion as distinguished from faet. it was
apparent that provocation for more violent activity was in progress.
None of the taunts or jeers or physical abuse was returned in kind, and
a confrontation was avoided. The people who were on the bus, as a
matter of fact, very few of them even got off and, as I indicated in my
statement. T don’t believe that Mrs. Banuelos was on the bus at that
time for that reason. In any event, when it became apparent that the
rally was frustrated and could not be conducted because of the noise
and intimidation that was being carried on, the people who were on
the bus boarded the bus and the bus left.

Mr. Troxpsox. You mentioned several names here. Was there any
indication of reticence on anvone’s part in giving you their name in
deseribing what happened to them as individualsthat day ?

Mr. Caappent. Yes, several. When T was contacted by your office
with regard to this matter, T sought to refresh my memory as to those
present, and the events that occurred, and many who were similarly
treated refused to @ive me their names or give me any details and
feared for retaliation so that they did not want to be disclosed.

Mr. Trompesox. Was there one predominant group as far as the dem-
onstrators were concerned ?
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Mr. CampeErr. Oh, yes. The people who were there were the United
Farm Workers people; they identified themselves with a red banner
and a block logo, thunderbird or eagle or something of that kind.
Mr. Tuomrson. Were you able to identify any people you saw there
that day as people whom you had seen before

Mr. CampseLn. I identified—I will choose a better word—I think
that I recognized some from prior demonstrations and prior rallies
that T have attended or had attended at times in other areas in the
State and Fresno.

Mr. Tuomrson. Could you give us an example of a prior demon-
stration where you had observed certain of these individuals?

Mr. CaxeeerL. We had our office—and when I say “we” T mean the
Republican Central Committee—in a 10-story office building in Fresno.
the Helm Building and this building is located on our mall which is
a 4-to-6-block central mall down the middle of Fresno, and on one prior
occasion the entrance to the whole building was blocked and a dem-
onstration was held in front of the building, although we occupied
only two small offices within a 10-story building.

l\gr. TrompsoN. Were people prevented from coming in and going
out ?

Mr. CaypBeLL. Yes. When I say “prevented,” no; people could get in
or get out, but it was made difficult and unpleasant. There was a rally,
actually it was a dinner affair in Visalis that T attended and the same
people were chanting and milling about the entrance at that occasion.
Many people who would have attended turned a way instead of seeking
admittance through the milling group that was chanting and taunting
at the entry to that affair.

Mr. Tuaomreson. Was this also a United Farm Workers demonstra-
tion ?

Mr. Cameeers, That is true.

Mr. Taompson. Did you come across any information which would
indicate the candidate support of that particular organization during
the campaign ¢

Mr. CampeerLr. After the Fig Garden Village Shopping Center rally
that I described, whereat T was master of ceremonies, I received a
communication from, I believe it was Jack Easton and Lynn Nofziger,
who were helping the Committee To Re-Elect the President and they
advised me tEut'they had certain evidence that would support such
a statement, to wit, that the United Farm Workers were being sup-
ported by the McGovern campaign. They furnished me with certified
copies of General Accounting Office records and, to the best of my
memory—I seem to have misplaced those particular affidavits—but
to the best of my memory that was approximately $52,000. The money
went to an organization called El Pueblo Con McGovern and from
that organization to the United Farm Workers as a unit and to sev-
eral of the activist members of that organization.

Mr. Trompson. Were these based upon official GAO reports?

Mr. CameBeLL. Yes.

As T recall these were the reports filed for July or August of 1972.
Again, I am working from memory.

Mr. Troxpson. From whom did the money flow, according to these
reports, or your information ?
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Mr. Casppenn. As I recall, the affidavits showed that the money
was contributed or transferred to the organization called El Pueblo
Con McGovern and from that organization to the United Farm Work-
ors Union, and to named individuals who were members, as I indi-
cated. of the activist groups supporting that union. One of whom, I
believe, was a Richard Chavez, a relative of Cesar Chavez. Another
one was Dolores Huerta, who has been active and identified as a
United Farm Workers supporter.

Mr. Troypson. You say that you saw the official GAO summaries
or reports at that time, but you do not have them at the present time,
is that correct ?

Mr. CasreenL. That is eorrect.

Mr. Troxrson. You mentioned a Ms. Dolores Huerta. As this was
related to us last night, we at the staff level went over the Ms. Huerta
interview. She has been interviewed by the majority and minority
staff. T think copies are being disseminated of certain documents here,
which indicate that as to date, according to a GAO filing, according to
what Ms. Huerta’s statement is and information she has given us, at
that time, $62,500 was received by EI Pueblo Con McGovern by the
McGovern campaign, and $11,200 from the National Democratic
Committee,

Now. Mr. Campbell, you are not saying, as T take it, that this par-
ticular demonstration or any particular demonstration that you are
aware of, as far as your own knowledge is concerned, was financed
directly by the McGovern campaign or the Democratic National Com-
mittee? Is that correct ?

Mr. Caspeers. No; I have no way of saying that and I do not in-
tend that. As a matter of fact, I do not intend anything. The affidavits
I saw simply showed that considerable financial support was given to
the United Farm Workers by the McGovern Campaign.

Mr. Tronmpson. Mr. Campbell, on another subject, you mentioned a
minute ago the fact that you were not head of the Committee To Re-
Elect there locally. Was there a distinction? We have heard some
testimony about a distinction between the Committee to Re-Elect, for
example, and the National Republican Committee on the national level.
Was there a distinction there on the local level between the activities
and organization of the Committee to Re-Elect the President on the
one hand and the local Republican Party on the other hand ?

Mr. Caxrpperr. Oh. absolutely. The two organizations were separate.
The leaders of the Re-Elect the President Committee were outside of
the party.

Mr. Troxeson. By outside of the party, what do you mean? Were
they local people primarily or people who came in from

Mr. Casppers. The chairman was local, but the people who were
moving the campaign along were outsiders and they were, in effect,
superimposed upon our local party structure and were an ad hoc com-
mittee. We supported their efforts, of course, and furnished much of
the leg work to make the campaign successful in Fresno County. As a
matter of fact, we substituted our judgment for theirs toward the end
of the campaign, when it apeared that the interests of the party and
the interests of the Re-Elect the President Committee were at some
difference.
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Mr. Tromrson. Well, could you go into that in a little bit more
detail as to what the difference of opinion was over?

Mr. CamppeLL. Well, one of the glaring differences was that the
Re-Elect the President Committee had instructed that all persons who
could be identified, Democrat or Republican, who would support the
President should be turned out at the polls; in other words, we would
identify a voter regardless of party affiliation who had indicated a
preference for the President. We determined—swhen 1 say we, the
official party in our county—determined that this was not to the ad-
vantage of the Republican Party. Let me give you a little bit of
background.

We have two assembly districts—we have still two assembly districts
after the reapportionment thing in California. But at thaf time. we
had the 32d, which was approximately a 28-percent Republican dis-
trict, and the 33d, which was somewhere around 30 percent. We had
two incumbent Republican assemblymen in those two districts and we
thought that it was to their distinet disadvantage for us to encourage
people who were of the opposite party, who agreed to vote for the
President, to come to the polls, because the history would be that al-
though they supported the President for one reason or another, or were
voting negatively with regard to George McGovern. nevertheless. they
would vote the Democratic Party ticket otherwise. So this was one of
the big differences that we had with the Re-Elect the President Coom-
mittee, aside from the normal day-to-day differences that we had by
reason of their being an ad hoc and separate organization.

Mr. Tromrson. Would you say, then, that they manifested an in-
terest on behalf of one candidate, and that was the President. and
advocated his interests regardless of the consequences of a political
nature to the local Republican candidates or any other Republican
candidates in the area ?

Mr. CaxeeeLr. That is true.

Mr. Taompson. And that was the basis of the one difficulty that you
had there with the Committee To Re-Elect the President, people?

Mr. Cameperr. That is true. Statewide, my counterparts in other
areas indicated similar displeasure. Some of the counties followed the
directives of the Committee To Re-Elect the President to the letter
and were sorry for it afterwards. T believe we lost 11 or 12 assembly
seats statewide.

Mr. Tromeson. Had you ever been involved in other Presidential
campaigns or had any familiarity with the running of the local opera-
tion of the Presidential campaigns?

Mr. Campperr. Yes. I have been active in Republican campaigns
since 1952,

Mr. Tromrsox. Excuse me, go ahead.

Mr. CamepeLn. That is all right. T have been active in each of the
Presidential campaigns since that time.

Mr. Tromresox. How did this particular campaign compare with
other Presidential campaigns with regard to the extent or nature of
direction from on high, so to speak, either from the national campaign
headquarters or from State headquarters?

Mr. Casreeerr. Well, we have always had the direction from either
the State or the national committee, but it has always, in the past, been
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a party affair and not the affair of an ad hoc committee that was super-
imposed or even superior to the party.

Mr. Troyeson. Thank you, Mr. C‘ampbeil.

T have no further questions, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Dasi. Mr. Campbell, was this incident involving the violence,
the demonstration that disrupted the rally, was this reported to the
police ?

Mr. Cayepers. Oh, yes. As a matter of fact, the police were present
at the time, whether by advance notice of a problem or as a matter of
routine. There were several representatives of the sheriff’s office in
attendance.

Mr. Dasi. Were any arrests made at the time?

Mr. Casxererr. I do not believe that any arrests were made. The
rally did not ever materialize. It was something that was attempted
and frustrated.

Mr. Dasm. It was obvious from your testimony that some crimes
were committed here. Not only was there not a demonstration, as you
have testified to, but various persons were assaulted. That is true, is
it not?

Mr. Camrepern. That is true, but the assaults were very sub rosa.
Tt was a very close crowd and the assaults were mainly of the type
that would provoke retaliation, so that perhaps something more serious
could have developed.

Mr. Dasm. In other words, you are saying sub rosa; in such a way
that police or sherifl’s personnel would not be able to see these assaults?

Mr. Caxreerr. That is right. Tt wasa very tight crowd. The people
from the sheriff’s office were on the perimeters and these incidents
occurred in very close proximity.

Mr. Dasm. Therefore, none of the persons who were participating in
this demonstration were interrogated by any police officials or sheriff’s
personnel ?

Mr. CameeerL. Not that T know of.

Mr. Dasu. You say you recognized some of these people as having
participated in other demonstrations, but what is the basis upon which
you identified these demonstrators as being members of the United
Farm Workers?

Mr. Caserern. Their banners, their slogans, or their identification.

Mr. Dasa. You had no statement by any of them that they were
members of the United Farm Workers, did you?

Mr. CaseseLL. Well, when you say statement, you mean after they
had frustrated

Mr. Dast. Do you know as a matter of fact—did you recognize any
one of the demonstrators as being United Farm Workers?

Mr. CampeerL, Asa matterof fact, no.

Mr. Dasir. Now. this committee, Mr. Campbell, has received testi-
mony from Mr. Haldeman and from Mr. Segretti, and from other
memorandums, that it was a part of the strategy, when various rallies
involving the reelection of President Nixon were to be held. demon-
strators were to be brought to the scene and they would masquerade as
various parties. Now, is it possible, therefore, based on your testimony,
that party persons who were not members of the United Farm Workers,
wearing United Farm Worker arm bands and carrying slogans and
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posters, could have done this and not been members of the United Farm
Workers?

Mr. Cameeer. Well, anything is possible, but this is quite an im-
probability. At times prior to the campaign for the reelection of the
President, the same people, people that I recognized without identify-
ing by name, demonstrated, marched, and participated in United
Farm Workers affairs without regard to any political campaign that
was going on.

The United Farm Worker thing has been going on in the valleys of
California for 2 or 3 years.

Mr. Dasn. I know, but you say—what were the other demonstra-
tions? You say United Farm Worker affairs. What kinds of affairs?

Mr. CameeeLL. Marches in the street, rallies in our courthouse park,
demonstrations in the fields, and other incidents of this kind.

Mr. Dasn. With regard to the campaign itself?

Mr. Campeerr. No; unrelated to the campaign and prior to the
campaign.

Mr. Dasn. T think you were shown an exhibit with regard to con-
tributions made by the McGovern campaign to the United Farm
Workers. Is it not your testimony that you have no knowledge that
any of this money that was contributed fo the United Farm Workers
by McGovern—and the money was either given to them for this pur-
pose—for disruptive demonstrations or anything like that; is that
true?

Mr. CameseLL. I can’t say that any particular dollar was earmarked
to disrupt any rally or to participate in the Presidential cam paign.

Mr. Daswi. Do you know why the money was given to the United
Farm Workers?

Mr. Cameeerr. T haven’t the slightest idea. Tt was a general support
thing. A fter the fact, there wasa statement made by the Democrat lead-
ership in the valley that the money was used for registration purposes.

Mr. Dasn. Voter registration, is that right ?

Mr. Camepern. Voter registration purposes. It is hard to identify
dollar for dollar that it was used in that way, either.

Mr. Dasn. Again, though, you have no basis to disprove that, do
you?

Mr. Camererr. T have no more basis to disprove that than T have to
disprove that dollar for dollar, the money was used to disrupt Repub-
lican rallies. ‘

Mr. Dasu. But you have no evidence to present to this committeo
that it was used to disrupt Republican rallies?

Mr. Canmreern. Nor that it wasn’t.

Mr. Dasn. T guess it is hard to prove the negative, isn’t it?

Mr. CamrrerL, That is right.

Mr. Dasn. T have no more questions, Mr. Chairman.

Senator Baxer [presiding]. In the absence of the chairman. T will
proceed with the sequence

Mr. Dasu. May T ask one more question ?

Senator BAKER. Yes, sir.

Mr. Dasn. I wasn’t going to ask you, but we have been asking wit-
nesses like yourself on this activity, what kind of legislation would
you recommend to the committee to prevent this kind of activity from
taking place in campaigns?
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Mr. Cayerens. Well, it is difficult to legislate morality. I think we
are not in an area where legislation would be particularly beneficial.
We have many laws on the books presently which could solve the prob-
lem. I can think of no specific legislation that would be beneficial
except closer supervision, which would involve enforcement of the
le.gisllzltion which we presently have.

Mr. Dasm. As a matter of fact, what happened here, although you
say sub rosa, were assaults and there are laws on the books, I am
sure. in California that would take care of what happened here.

Mr. Caxeperr. That is right, and you cannot legislate against vio-
lations of present laws. You can’t effectively legislate against dirty
tricks in campaigns. We all abhor that kind of activity and we hope
that the lessons that are being learned here in this committee and its
activities will make an awareness that perhaps will solve the problem.

Mr. Dass. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman.

Senator Baker. Thank you, Mr. Dash.

In the absence of the chairman, I will continue in the sequence that
would have been the case otherwise.

Mr. Campbell, I would call your attention to the first paragraph
of Senate Resolution 60, which reads as follows:

To establish a Select Committee of the Senate to conduet an investigation and
study of the extent, if any, to which illegal, improper, or unethical aetivities were
engaged in by any persons, acting individually or in combination with others,
in the presidential election of 1972, or any campaign, canvass, or other activities
related to it.

I have listened to your testimony and I have carefully read the
witness summary supplied by staff. It is my understanding of the
testimony that on the occasion in question, during the campaign of
1962, a person to person bus, so-called, with a number of Republican
ladies campaigning on behalf of the President, was approached by
an unruly crowd and certain physical violence was done to those
women.

Could you estimate for me the number of people involved in that
disruptive effort ?

Mr. CampeeLL. In excess of 100.

Senator Baxer. Could you tell me who they were in terms of their
affinity or relationship to the Republican or Democratic organizations
in that campaign ? i

Mr. Caspeern. 1 can say that they were carrying—when 1 say
“they,” not everyone, but they were variously carrying United Farm
Workers banners and flags.

Senator Baker. If I can interrupt you, Mr. Campbell, T understood
that from your testimony, but the point I am reaching for is this:
I gather from your testimony, elicited by Mr. Thompson and Mr.
Dash, you have no knowledge whether they were employed by or en-
couraged by any political organization. The substance of your informa-
tion is that they were there and they were in fact disrupting a legiti-
mate campaign activity. Is that correct?

Mr. Caaresers. That is a fact.

Senator Baxer. That is why I read the first paragraph of Senate
Resolution 60 to you. I think it is important, as you point out, fo
understand that you cannot legislate that someone will not violate
the law. But a purpose and function of this committee is to identify
those abberations in political conduct, those undesirable aspects of
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political conduct that have no place in the scheme of politics in
America, regardless of who did it, Republicans or Democrats. What
I want to establish is that youn are testifying that 100 or so people did
in fact disrupt and physically abuse a number of women who were
campaigning for Republican candidates.

Is that the burden of your testimony ?

Mr. CampBELL. That 1s correct.

Senator BAxer. As I understand your interview, Mrs. Wise had her
hair pulled and was struck by a fist in her back for which she received
medical attention ; Mrs. Cooney was struck on the top of her head with
a sign ; Mrs. Carter was pushed and shoved ; and Mrs. Blackburn had
her wig pulled off and thrown under a car.

Is that right?

Mr. Cameeerr. That is right.

Senator Baxer. Did that have a deterrent effect on the political
enthusiasm of these ladies?

Mr. CampBELL. It certainly did.

Senator Baker. What happened ? What did they do? Did they go
ahead and make their speech and shake hands with this crowd, did
they get back in the bus, did they disperse? What did happen?

Mr. Cameeern. As I indicated, I was the master of ceremonies for
the event. With microphones, amplifiers, and speakers, we could not
be heard above the chanting of the group and the carrying on.

Senator Baker. Was it a chanting in unison ?

Mr. CaxpBeLt. Sometimes chanting and sometime——

Senator Baxer. What T am driving at, was it an organized dis-
ruption?

Mr. Cameper. Yes, it was an organized disruption, in my opinion.

Senator Baxer. Did it effectively prevent you and others from speak-
ing on behalf of the President on that occasion ?

Mr. CampeerL. Very effectively.

Senator Baxer. Did it constitute a disruption of the campaign ?

Mr. CamprELL. Absolutely.

Senator Baxer. Did it, in fact, prevent you from exercising your
right of free speech and the ladies there on political matters?

Mr. CampeeLL. Absolutely.

Senator Baxer. The missing ingredient is you do not know who or-
ganized them or who was responsible, if anyone, for their activity ?

Mr. CampeeLL. That is correct.

Senator Baxer. But you do know it was an effective device?

Mr. CampeeerL. Very effective,

Senator Baxker. Was it a frightening sort of thing?

Mr. CameeerL. Frightening for many of the people that were there.
Many of them did not get off the bus, as a matter of fact, and many of
our people left to avoid what could have been a very bad problem.

Senator Baxer. I am not asking you to testify to matters that you
do not have knowledge of, but T am asking you as it bears on your state
of mind, do you know of other situations in California or elsewhere of
supporters having been shouted down or physically abused so it had a
disruptive effect on the campaign efforts of either Republicans or
Democrats?

Mr. CampeeLL. As a matter of hearsay, yes.
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Senator Baker. Is it part of the common know ledge of the political
community in California that sort of thing did occur in 1972%

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes.

Senator Baxer. What I am driving for here is, Mr. Campbell,
whether or not that pattern of conduct and activity—that is the jeer-
ing, the chanting, the shouting down, the physical abuse of a busload
of ladies—has that, in fact, had a discernible impact on the political
conduct of your organization or your compatriots in California? Has
it had a deterrent effect or do you know, has it had a deterrent effect on
the willingness of people, of women to be involved in politics?

Mr. Canteperr. That is yet to be seen. You see, this rally occurred
about 5 or 6 days before the election and there were no more after
that.

Senator Baxer. Do you think you can get these same ladies back
again on that bus?

Mr. Casererr. I would doubt it very much.

Senator Baker. Do you characterize that as an undesirable or un-
ethical bit of campaigning in the United States?

Mr. CamppenL. Of course.

Senator Baxer. And regardless of who did it—Republicans, Demo-
crats or mugwumps—regardless of who did it, it still had a disrup-
tive, unwholesome effect on the process of elections in the United
States, is that correct?

Mr. Cameeerr. It certainly did.

Senator Baker. Is it your view or judgment as a politician this sort
of thing has been in the ascendency or has been more frequent in re-
cent elections than previous elections?

Mr. CameBeLr. Yes, I think that is true.

Senator Baxer. Would you consider it an appropriate inquiry of
this committee to decide, not only how we can legislate against such
disruption, but how we can identify such disruptions and provide a
deterrent force to their occurring in future elections by anyone, or-
ganized or disorganized ?

Mr. Caappenn. I think that is a very legitimate subject of inquiry.

Senator Baxer. Would you agree with me that one of the most fun-
damental transgressions against free speech is a crowd that jeers or

- chants or engages in physical violence to the extent that it prevents a
candidate or his supporters from stating their point of view? Is that
a basic abridgment of a constitutionally guaranteed right?

Mr. CamppeLn. Of course.

Senator Baxer. Do you have any suggestions about how we can deter
that in the future?

Mr. Caxeeerr. As a matter of fact, T do not. I think that we have
laws within the several States that could be utilized to prevent such
things. But there again you have free speech on both sides and it is
difficult to legislate morality.

Senator Baxer. Just as it is perfectly legal and constitutionally pro-
tected to gather in a public place, even in huge numbers, and to demon-
strate your demands or dissents in demonstration, just as it is appro-
priate and constitutional to do that, so is it not also appropriate and
constitutional for anyone to express singly his demand or dissent from
the stump in a campaign without fear that the police, an unruly mob,




4958

your opposition, or anyone else will stop you from making your views
known ?

Mr. Camreeern. Yes.

Senator Baxer. Would you agree with me that politics will be the
loser if we cannot find a way to permit freedom of speech in that
respect ?

Mr. CampBELL. Yes.

Senator Baxer. Mr. Campbell, T want to make sure that we are
entirely fair in what we are trying to say, so I reiterate my interpreta-
tion of your testimony. You are aware of a serious disruption of a legi-
timate campaign effort in the Presidential campaign of 1972 in Califor-
nia in which there was shouting and jeering and physical abuse to la-
dies involved in the campaign. You are not aware who organized 1t but
you are aware that is was effective and it did, in fact, stop that cam-
paign effort and prevent the expression of points of view, and that
you believe that there are indirect indications vis-a-vis the signs, the
identification, the financing, that would point to other organizations
but you claim to no firsthand knowledge in that respect and finally,
that you conclude that that sort of conduct is destructive to political
process and ought to be stopped either by legislation or by the deterrent
effect of identification ?

Mr. CaneBerr. That is a fair summary.

Senator Baxer. Thank you very much.

Senator Ervin. Senator Inouye.

Senator Inouye. Thank you very much.

Mr. Campbell. T just have one question, sir. As one who has been
involved rather deeply in political campaigning, T would like to get
your opinion as to who benefited from the demonstration of October
30. Do you believe that President Nixon benefited or Senator
MecGovern benefited ?

Mr. Cameperr. Well, it is difficult to say. Frankly, T think that the
President was going to be reelected generally, and in my county
specifically, regardless of what happened at the Fig Garden Village
rally. We elected the President by a good majority of the county, so
what happened at the rally was not. going to be determinative of the
result. Whether it helped or hurt the party as a backlash to this kind
of thing, T think this is maybe what you are getting at, and certainly,
there was that. Nevertheless, for whatever good the people-to-people
rally was designed to accomplish campaignwise, it did not. Tt was
completely frustrated and did not come off.

Now, the side effect, regardless of the reelect the President cam-
paign, was that the local candidates were prevented from speaking.
Now, in Fresno, we had, at the time, two Republican assemblymen but
we also had a Democrat Congressman and a Democrat State senator
who were running at the same time, and these people, particularly the
congressional candidate who was present, were prevented from speak-
ing and making their views known, and to what effect their campaign
was damaged by this event no one can say. In truth and in fact, they
were prevented from giving their message to the assembled crowd.

Senator INovye. Thank you very much.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator Ervin. Senator Montoya.

Senator Mo~xToya. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
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Mr. Campbell, about all you have testified to, as I see it, is that a
aroup of people, supposedly most of them farmworkers, appeared at
this rally and that by inference the McGovern organization contrib-
ated to a Pueblo Con McGovern which was another organization and
that some women were hurt or attacked in some way. Now, I want to
make this thing clear. You are not trying to say that the Mexican peo-
ple there were being subsidized by any political organization to disrupt
the Republican Party of the campaign. are you?

Mr. Caxreeers. No. I think that what T am saying is that, and you
overlooked one link in the chain, money from the McGovern campaign
national into El Pueblo Con McGovern and then to the United Farm
Workers Union and to named individuals within that union, and I am
saying that there was support to the organization. I cannot say that
all of these people belonged to the organization, 1 cannot even say
that they were farmworkers because many of the people who demon-
strated and who have appeared in the demonstrations are not neces-
sarily farmworkers, They are union organizers.

Senator MoxTovyA. You speak of violence and is it not true that
Cesar Chavez and his organization virtually have always advoeated
peaceful means to gain their goals or to reach their goals? Isn’t that
his philosophy?

Mr. Casreeers, T think that everybody advocates that. He is probably
no exception.

Senator MoxToyA. I am asking you about Cesar Chavez.

Mr. Cameperr. I don’t know specifically what he advocates.

Senator MoxToya. You live in that particular area. Don’t you know
what he particularly advocates?

Mr. Cameeers. Yes. T know a lot of the things that he advocates.

Senator Moxtoya. Well, the whole country knows that.

Mr. Caxeeers. I don’t think T have ever seen him specifically advo-
:ate what you have mentioned. \

Senator MoxToya. Have you ever seen an organized workers strike,
a picket line, engaging in violence under his auspices?

Mr. Canmepers, Have Iseen it ? No.

Senator MoNTOYA. Yes.

My, Canreeers. Have T heard about it ? Yes.

Senator MoxTovA. Yes.

Now. as a matter of fact, there were other demonstrations earlier
and tied in with the campaign against Mrs. Banuelos by some Mexican
militant and also against Henry Ramirez who is director of the per-
manent committee, cabinet level committee, for the Spanish speaking
in the San Francisco area. Are you aware of those incidents?

Mr. Camepert. Not specifically; no. Any more than you are from
reading the newspapers.

Senator MoxToya. Are you aware of other incidents on the part of
Mexican militants against this particular group?

Mr. Cayenerr. No, T am not.

Senator MoxTova. Now, proposition 22 was a very important issue
in that particular campaign ; was it not ?

Mr. CaymppeLL. It was.

Senator MoxToya. And it was desioned to curb the powers of the
farmworkers in the farm areas of California; was it not?

Mr. CamepenL. 1 didn’t view it that way.
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Senator MoxToya. Well, how do you view it ?

Mr. Caxrpers. I viewed it as striking some balance in the farm labor
movement and according farm laborers the same rights as other work-
ers have in other industries.

Senator Moxtova. And could this demonstration have been
sponsored by the farmowners to try to create sympathy for proposi-
tion 221%

Mr. CameneLL. It could have been sponsored by even this committee
but T have no idea any more than you do.

Senator Mo~nToya. It could have had the sponsorship of a different
political structure in that campaign other than the McGovern com-
mittee or even the Nixon committee or even CREP; could it not have?

Mr. Camerecr. Certainly it could have.

Senator MoxToya. All right. Now, so I take it that you draw no
inferences that the McGovern committee or the Democratic National
Committee or the local Democratic committee had anything to do with
this particular thing merely from the fact that $52.000 were con-
tributed to the Pueblo Con McGovern Committee there, or from the
fact that these farmworkers, with bands around their arms identify-
ing themselves as such, had participated in the demonstration.

Mr. CayeeeLr. When you say, “I have drawn no inferences,” T don't
think that is exactly correct. I think T draw the inference that cir-
cumstantial evidence would establish it but I can’t say that any
particular dollar was used for any particular purpose, only that there
was general support.

Senator Moxtova. How many people had identification linking
them to the United Farm organization of Cesar Chavez ?

Mr. CampBeLL. At that particular demonstration ?

Senator Mo~tova. Yes.

Mr. Caxeeer. T would say over half of those that were there were
either carrying the red banner or had the armband.

Senator MoxToya. You mentioned a few minutes ago that you had
heard of violent demonstrations by Chavez. Could you name the
instances?

Mr. Caxprerr. Well these are subsequent to the campaign but we had
several confrontations in the fields this past harvest season.

Senator MoxToya. Were they violent ?

Mr. CayeerrL. There were reports of violence, yes.

Senator MoxTova. Do you know of any contributions that were made
by the Committee To Re-Elect the President to Mexican organizations
in California?

Mr. CamererL. No, T do not.

Senator MoxTova. Have you heard of any?

Mr. Caxepere. No, T have not. We made none in Fresno County so
that is the only area that I have direct knowledge of.

Senator MoxTova. Do you know of any contributions made by the
Republican National Committee to any Mexican organizations in the
State of California?

Mr. Campeers. No., T don’t.

Senator MoxToya. To any Mexican political organization ?

Mr. Camererr. No, T don’t.

Senator Moxtoya. Did you, through your Republican committee,
make any contributions to Mexican organizations?
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Mr. Canpeerr. Well, let me put it this way: We have within our
Republican Party in Fresno County a Spanish-speaking Republican
group, and they have general support from the party, and my sec-
retary in the central committee, for example, is a Spanish American
and she is very active in Mexican-American activities, political and
otherwise.

Senator Moxtova. Well, did you make any contributions to any
Mexican organizations from your committee ?

Mr. Canppers. I can’t say that any direct contributions were made
but it is possible that we did support financially these Republican sub-
divisions of the party that would be identified with the Mexican- Amer-
ican community.

Senator MoNTova. And you don’t know whether any recipients of
these contributions took part in this particular demonstration about
which you speak?

Mr. Casinerr. Well, let me say this about that: That to the extent
that we have Mexican-Americans on our central committee and as
members of our ladies organizations and other organizations they
were present and assisted and participated in not only this Republican
rally and affair but Republican politics generally. But there has been
no contribution of dollars other than as you would attend an affair that
was sponsored by any of these organizations.

Senator MoxToYA. My time is up.

Thank, Mr. Chairman.

Senator Ervin. Don’t you think the fact that the first amendment
oives Americans the right of freedom of speech, it contemplates that
other Americans will permit them to exercise that right without
engaging in disturbances to prevent them from so doing?

Mr. CampBELL. Yes, SIT.

Senator Erviy. Don’t you think that when people resort to any
tactics to deny any American the right to be heard that they are demon-
strating their lack of understanding of the American system of gov-
sn;ment and particularly what the first amendment was designed to

of

Mr. Camererr. That is correct. T may disagree with what you say
but T would defend to the death your right to say it.

Senator Ervin. Yes. In other words, the first amendment contem-
plates, at least impliedly, what Voltaire said, “I disagree with every-
thing you say but I will defend to the death your right to say it.”

Mr. CamepeLL. That is right, Senator.

Senator Ervix. And people engaged in a practice which is totally
incompatible with the American system of government when they, by
resorting to any kind of conduct which prevents another American
from saying his piece, whatever that piece may be, as long as he is not
inciting people to riot.

Mr. Campeers. That is right.

Senator Ervin. Thank you very much.

Mr. Thompson.

Mr. Trosesox. I am not sure that T got one point explicitly, Mr.
Campbell. You mentioned the event in Fresno where people who ap-
peared to be nonworkers, engaged in this demonstration and you
mentioned another instance at your Fresno headquarters, I believe,
where United Farm Workers were picketing the Committee To Re-
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Elect or Republican headquarters. were there any other instances of
that, a demonstration or picket directly against the Committee To Re-
Elect the President headquarters or the Republican headquarters?

Mr. CampeeLL. Not in Fresno County. I did mention one event that
I attended in Visalia which is south of Fresno and in Tulare County,
where the same type of activity was carried on, only not to the same
extent, and not to the same effect. That particular event, however,
was held within a building and although the shouting was being car-
ried on outside of the building, nevertheless the speakers could be
heard and the event was not frustrated and terminated.

Mr. Twuompson. Were signs or armbands displayed on that
occasion ?

Mr. CameeeLL. That is true.

Mr. Tromeson. What kind of signs?

Mr. Camepern. The red armbands with the logo of the eagle or
thunderbird and the placards of the same variety.

Mr. TrompsoN. Any political candidate signs or identification ?

Mr. Caseserr. Yes, the same type that I mentioned at the begin-
ning that were present at the Fig Village rally.

Mr. TrompsoN. Pro-McGovern ?

Mr, CamppeLL. Pro-McGovern, anti-Nixon, antiproposition 22. At
that time I don’t recall any Banuelos materials at all.

Mr. Tromeson. Thank you, Mr. Campbell. T have nothing further.

Senator Ervin. Mr. Dash.

Mr. Dasu. Mr. Campbell, did you or any of the sponsors of this
rally

Mr. Camprers. T was not a sponsor. T was a pinchhitter master of
ceremonies.

Mr. Dasn. You were at least a participant or proposed participant
because that really never took place? Did any person who had any-
thing to do with the rally ever raise this very disruptive activity with
officers or responsible people of the United Farm Workers? Did von
make a complaint to the United Farm Workers of what was done here
by people that you recognized as United Farm Worker demonstrators
acting in a very violent way ?

Mr. Campeerr. Did we make the complaint to the union ?

Mr. Dasna. Yes, the union.

Mr. CameBert. No, we did not.

Mr. Dasm. Did you send a letter protesting what took place?

Mr. Caperrr. No, we did not. T did not. Maybe the Re-Elect the
President Committee did and T have no knowledge of that.

Mr. Dasna. You do not know whether any protest was made at all ?

Mr. Cameperr. No, there were protests in the media. but there was
no protest made either formally by me or by the Republican Central
Committee in Fresno.

Mr. Dasu. Do you feel that some should have been ?

Mr. Cayeperi. I think it would have done no good.

Mr. Dasa. Why?

Mr. Campeprrr. Well. T just have that opinion.

Mr. Dasu. Did you feel that they would have justified this sort
of attacks on persons coming to a rally ?

Mr. CamppeLL. I think they would have denied them.

Mr. Dasu. But you did not feel it was worth putting on record ?
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Mr. Casrepern. I think it was made a matter of record as far as
the community was concerned. for whatever good that did.

Mr. Dasi. How was it made a matter of record as far as the com-
munity was concerned ?

Mr. Cameeerr. By the publicity that was given to the fact of the
disruption of the rally in both the newspapers and the radio and
television.

Mr. Dasn. Apparently, not sufficient a matter for a complaint.
There was no investigation by the police or no inquiry of a matter
which really involved crimes.

Mr. Cayepert. I have no idea whether there was an investigation
made by the police.

Mr. Dasu. Do you have it from people coming to testify before this
committee as to inquiry on that at all?

Mr. Caxreerr. No. I do not. I doubt that there were any accusa-
tions filed or prosecutions because the time element would have made
such a matter history by this time.

Mr. Dasi. You mean the inquiry now or at the time?

Mr. Canmrpeern. I beg your pardon.

Mr. Dasm. I do not understand. What would have made it history ?

Mr. Caxeperr. The fact of a trial resulting from an accusation
that occurred a year ago would be history.

Mr. Dasi. T am not asking the question concerning an inquiry
now. T mean as of that time. It strikes me as somewhat strange where
there is something that I think everybody at this table would find
highly objectionable in terms of the activity you deseribed, that this
did not reach an official complaint with the authorities and there was
no authority action or inquiry, even at the community level.

Mr. Camppern. Is that a question?

Mr. Dasn. It is a question. It is a question as well as a statement,
I take it. But I take it your answer is that as far as you know, there
was no inquiry made or official action taken.

Mr. Campeenn. That is correct.

Mr. Dasm. T have no further questions.

Senator Baxer. Mr. Chairman, T have a question.

Are you pretty familiar with politics?

Mr. Carreeent. On a local level, yes.

Senator Baxer. Well, so am L. T am a lawyer and a politician both,
T guess. or at least T used to be a lawyer before I came to the Senate.

1 remember, in my own campaign in 1972 and in 1966, hecklers,
signs. T remember the convention of 1972 at Miami Beach, my car
being rocked back and forth and the windshield wipers turn off. I
remember faces painted white with all sorts of hurled epithets and
threats. T remember signs for my opponent being lifted in my political
oatherings and efforts to shout me down as I spoke. But T do not
remember a single case of ever having complained to my opponent.
T wonder if. as a practicing politician, you might verify my impres-
sion. That is. when there is something of that sort, it is not the rule
that you complain to the opposition but. rather, it would be the
exception if you complained to your opposition. Is that correct?

Mr. Casmeeerr. Oh, yes. T can conceive of very few circumstances
except for gaining some political mileage that any objection would be
made publicly or accusation made officially.
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Senator Baxer. I just want to make the record clear that in the
ordinary. everyday. usual range of polities, there is not a great deal
of communication between you and your opponent or the two orga-
nizations. It is not the norm to complain if something occurs that is
disruptive of your campaign. It is the exception, rather.

Mr. Cameperr. That is right. As a matter of fact, politically speak-
ing, I do not think you would want to make it a matter of knowledge
that it bothered you.

Senator Baxer. I have no further questions.

Senator Ervin. Any further questions? If none, the counsel will
call the next witness.

Mr. Dasa. Mr. Michael Heller.

Senator Ervin. Would you raise your right hand, please?

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence yon shall give to the
Senate Select Committee on Presidential Campaign Activities shall
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help
you God?

Mr. Hecrer. I do affirm.

Senator Ervin. You affirm. You prefer affirm rather than swearing?

Suppose you stand up again. Do I understand you to say you
affirm?

Mr. Hecner. That is right.

Senator ErviN. Do you affirm that the evidence which you shall
give to the Senate Select Committee on Presidential Campaign Activi-
ties shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth?

Mr. Heceer. T do.

Mr. Dasn. Again, T will open up the questions and I think maybe
Mr. Thompson—who, by the way, again through the work of this
staff, developed a substantial part of this testimony—will follow.

Mr. Heller, what is your present occupation ?

TESTIMONY OF MICHAEL HELLER

Mr. Herrer. I am a student.

Mr. Dassa. Where are you a student ?

Mr. Hecier. T am a student at Mount Hood Community College
in Gresham, Oreg.

Mr. Dasn. How old are you?

Mr. Heurer. Nineteen years old.

Mr. Dasa. Where is your home address?

Mr. Hereer. 1025 Northwest Wallula Avenue, Gresham, Oreg.

Mr. Dasa. When did you first became involved in the 1972
Presidential campaign ?

Mr. Herer. I first became involved in the primary in the State
of California in the month of May.

Mr. Dasn. At that time, were you working for the reelection of
President Nixon?

Mr. Hereer. No, T was not.

Mr. Dasa. Would you explain what your role was, how you were
participating in the campaign ?

Mr. Herrer. I was asked by the National Jewish Youth for Hum-
phrey, the chairman, to be the Oregon State chairman for Jewish
Youth for Humphrey. Senator Humphrey did not come to Oregon;
therefore, I did not work for him in Oregon. I was asked to come to
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California and help coordinate some of the organizational matters in
basically just dealing with volunteers. That was my function in the
primary.

Mr. Dasw. Did there come a time when you began to work for the
reelection of President Nixon ?

Mr. HeLier. Pardon ?

Mr. Dass. Did there come a time when you came to work for the
reelection of President Nixon?

Mr. HeLrer. I began to work for Richard Nixon on August 13.

Mr. Dasir. What were the circumstances of your undertaking that
campaign role?

Mr. Herrer. During the Democratic Convention—was it Tuesday ?
I do not recall the date when I found out that Senator Humphrey had
declined from the race. Later on that evening, I phoned up our na-
tional chairman, who was at the convention, and I told him that it
would be impossible for me to not only not support George McGovern,
but going by my conscience, I could do nothing else but support
Richard Nixon actively.

Mr. Dasm. Did you identify with any particular group in your
campaign activities in support of the reclection of President Nixon/

Mr. Herier. Well, the Thursday after that Tuesday, 18 of tlf
Jewish Youth for Humphrey chairmen around the country, all the
chairman, on Thursday presented to the press their statements, all
of them supporting Richard Nixon.

Mr. Dasi. Mr. Heller, I am going to show you a leaflet which has
a bold heading, “Nixon Is Treyf,” and later on has some other refer-
ences to Mr. Nixon, which I will ask you to read.

By the way, before I show you this, for the purpose of the record
and the committee, would you describe the Yiddish word “treyf” and
what it means?

Mr. Herrer. The word “treyf,” the best that I can describe it, first of
all, means not kosher. I do not read Yiddish. People who do speak
Yiddish tell me that the word “treyf” is, so to speak, a much more
hard-core word to the people. You see, the people in the community
with which T was dealing and which the word “treyf” was aimed at,
are people that do not read English. All they understand is Yiddish.
In Yiddish, things can be said that cannot be said in English. So the
best way that I can explain the word “treyf” is to say that it means
not kosher food, and I would say that it is a slimy tactic. That would
describe the word.

Mr. Dasw. But the Yiddish word itself means not kosher food. It
could mean, for instance—shrimp or lobster is not kosher food; it
could also be called treyf, right ?

Mr. HeLLer. Right.

Mr. Dasa. Would you look at this pamphlet, please?

In other words, you say the people that lived in the area, I take it
the pamphlet was addressed to Yiddish voters in the area.

Mr. Herer. The “Nixon Is Treyf” piece?

Mr. Dasm. Yes.

Mr. Herier. The “Nixon Is Treyf” piece was not just addressed to
voters in the area, This piece was to demonstrate against our support
of Nixon in the war. This was to get people to demonstrate. S0 I
would not say it is just voters.
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Mr. Dasu. Not just voters, but I take it the use of the language
“Nixon Is Treyf” and some of the other language——

Mr. Heier. “Nixon brings the ovens to the people, rather than the
people to the ovens.”

Mr. Dasn. Yes, that would be directing itself toward the Jewish
residents of the area, would it not ?

Mr. Heveer. It certainly would. A lot of those people are from the
old country, and personally, T do not think that there was any other
piece of literature put out n this campaign that T know of that could
have gotten any dirtier than that. The response I received from the
people—TI was literally appalled. I just do 10t know what to say about
that statement.

Mr. Dasm. Which statement ?

Mr. Hereer. “Nixon brings the ovens to the people rather than the
people to the ovens.”

Mr. Dasu. That is the bottom of the statement. Would you read
the full statement ?

Mr. HeLrer., Both paragraphs?

Mr. Dasn. Yes, sir.

Mr. Herrer [reading] :

Albert Spiegel, president of the Jewish Federation Council of Greater T.os
Angeles, is also chairman of the California Committee to Re-elect the President.
Spiegel, a multi-millionaire himself, turns his back to the mass slaughter in In-
dochina as well as rampant unemployment and poverty at home. Where is the
social conscience of our people? Where is our memory ? Does it also carry a price
tag? Nixon's support of Jews and Israel is conditioned by his lust for reelection.
Nixon does not represent our interest ! Albert Spiegel does not represent us!

Demonstrate and remember.

Why of course the people don't want war. Why should some poor slob on a
farm want to risk his life in a war when the best he can get out of it is to come
back to his farm in one piece? Naturally, the common people don't want war;
neither in Russia nor in England, nor in America, nor in Germany. That is
understood. But after all, it is the leaders of the country who determine policy,
and it is always a simple matter to drag people along, whether it is a democracy,
or fascist dictatorship, or a parliament or communist dictatorship. Voice or ne
voice, the people can always be brought to the bidding of the leaders. That is
easy. All you have to do is tell them that they are being attacked, and denounce
the Pacifists for lack of patriotism and exposing the country to danger. It works
the same in any counftry.

Mr. Dasr. That last paragraph you just read is attributed to Her-
mann Goering at the Nuremberg trial in this pamphlet, is that true?

Mr. Heeer. That is true.

Mr. Dasrt. Would you finish the reading of that?

Mr. HeLLER [continues reading] :

Senior Air Force Officials also indicated that if Mr. Nixon is reelected withont
a negotiated settlement having been reached, the air war against North Vietnam
would intensify.—LA Times.

Thanks to Modern Technology, Nixon Brings The Ovens To The People Rather
Than The People To The Ovens. Sponsored by the Jewish Campaign to End the
Indochina Holocaust.

Mr. Dasmi. Do you know, is that an authentic organization, the Jew-
ish Campaign to End the Indochina Holocaust? Do you know of it?

Mr. Hereer. To my knowledge, T have never heard of it before this
flier.

Mr. Dasu. Without in any way indicating the language of that last
statement, Nixon brings the ovens to the people rather than the people
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a fair interpretation at least be that it meant—perhaps bad judgment—
to have meant the bombings or the use of napalm to be referred to by
that statement? In other words, the purport of the statement?

Mr. Herier. I don’t know what the purport of the statement is.

Mr. Dasi. All right. Where did you first see this leaflet?

Mr. Heier. I first saw it in my office. Somebody had brought it
into my office and showed it to me.

Mr. Dasir. What did you do about it then? Who brought it into
your office ?

Mr. Hecrer. A volunteer worker.

Mr. Dasu. A volunteer worker for whom?

Mr. Herrer. A volunteer worker who was working in my office.

Mr. Dasu. For the—

Mr. Herier. For the Democrats for Nixon.

Mr. Dass. All right. What did you do when you received the leaflet ?

Mr. Herrer. When I received the leaflet, I didn’t know what to
think and T sent someone down, a volunteer—a volunteer had gone
down to see if this was being handed out by the McGovern volunteers,
and it was.

Mr. Dasa. When you say “it was,” what did you see?

Mr, Hereer. Pardon me?

Mr. Dasi. When you say, “and it was,” that is a conclusion. What
did vou see?

Mr. Herier. In other words, the volunteer came back to me and
said that this piece of literature was being handed out in several places
on the street, up and down the street between our office and the MecGov-
ern office.

Mr. Dasi. And you said by McGovern workers?

Mr. Herrer. By people who my volunteer thought to be McGovern
volunteers.

Mr. Dasi. What did you do when you received that information?

Mr. Herier. I had telephoned the person who was in charge of the
press department for the Committee to Re-Elect. I told him about the
piece of literature and T read him word for word everything on the
literature. He asked me if the McGovern people were handing it out.
I told him that a volunteer had told me that they were.

He told me to double check on it myself, which T did. T walked
down the street. I saw people who I believed to be McGovern volunteer
workers: T also saw this inside their headquarters. I did not go inside
their headquarters, I saw it throngh the window.

It has on the bottom, the Jewish Campaign to End the Indochina
Holocaust and no McGovern identification. That was the end of
my——

Mr. Dasm. You say you saw it through the window ?

Mr. Herier. T saw stacks of it and I saw people inside the head-
quarters carrying it out and I could see what they were carrying
out.

Mr. Dasn. You saw this leaflet being carried out ?

Mr. Heurer. “Nixon is Treyf” in great quantity, probably more
quantity than

Mr, Dasi. Mr. Chairman, T would like to have the leaflet marked
in evidence as an exhibit of the committee and introduced in evidence.
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Senator Ervin. Without objection, the exhibit will be received in
evidence as such and appropriately marked.

[ The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 247.%]

Mr. Dasm. T want to show you about three other exhibits, Mr. FHeller.

Now. will you look at what appears to be a leaflet with the heading
“Who Is Our Candidate For President—November 7, 1972, Elec-
tions?” Tt appears at the end to be sponsored by a group called “Jews
For McGovern-Shriver.” Do you see that ?

Mr. Hevier. Yes, sir.

Mr. Dasn. Now, the address, 7910 Beverly Boulevard, Los Angeles,
Calif. Do you know what exists at that address?

Mr. Hercer. At that address was a McGovern headquarters.

Mr. Dasn. T understand you have supplied this leaflet to the com-
mittee. Is that true?

Mr. Herrer. This leaflet? Yes.

Mr. Dass. How did that come into your possession ?

Mr. Hevrer. This piece of literature was given to me by Harvey
Tannenbaum.

Mr. Dasa. Who?

Mr. Herrer. Harvey Tannenbaum.

Mr. Dasm. And who is he ?

Mr. Hevier. Harvey Tannenbaum was my associate in the eam-
paign. We ran the office together.

Mr. Dasna. Now, is it your understanding that this leaflet also was
distributed in the area, the same area where the prior leaflet was
distributed ?

Mr. Herer. This piece of literature, “Nixon is Treyf”—was handed
all over the city. This piece was concentrated in the area of the Fair-
fax Avenue area, because on one side, it is Yiddish and on the other
side it is English. The people in that area, a great majority of them,
Ithink, only speak and read Yiddish.

Mr. Dasn., Now, without reading the full leaflet—TI think you have
read this leaflet—could you characterize what the message of the
leaflet is?

Mr. Herrer, Well, T would say from the leaflet that the Jews for
McGovern campaign is trying fo tie President Nixon’s policies in
with the holocaust, the murdering of the 6 million Jews.

Mr. Dasm. In fact, there is a reference down toward the bottom
portion of the leaflet which reads,

Nixon’s antibusing program was designed only to gain the vote of the racists.
He thus strengthened the racists in a program for diserimination, and anti-
Semiticism. Jews are aware of snch activity in the genocide of the 6 million
Jews who died in the crematory of Nazi Germa ny.

Is that the reference you make?

Mr. HeLrER. Yes,

Mr. Dasm. Also, there is the reference toward the end right after
that,

Jewish traditions are based on peace, equal rights, and justice for all, and
help for the poor. The Los Angeles Board of Rabbis enthusiastically support Me-
Govern. The Rabbis want a change in Washington.

Now, did you have occasion to learn whether or not that statement
was a truthful statement.?

*See p. 5022,
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Mr. Herrer. Yes; there is a statement, a letter from the Southern
California Board of Rabbis which——

Mr. Dass. I think you have that with you.

Mr. HeLier. That 1s right.

Mr. Dass. Now, this letter, for the record, is addressed to Mr. Albert
A. Spiegel.

o is Mr. Spiegel?

Mr. Herper. Mr. Spiegel was involved with the Committee To Re-
Elect.

Mr. Dasi. Was he a Democrat for Nixon or was he one of the
Committee To Re-Elect the President?

Mr. Herrer. He was a member of the Committee To Re-Elect the
President.

Mr. Dasa. Who was Harry Essrig, who was writing the letter?

Mr. Hecrer. He is the executive vice president of the Board of
Rabbis.

Mr. Dasm. I take it the letter was probably an original inquiry,
Eerhaps, of Mr. Spiegel, asking whether or not the board of Rabbis

ad gone on recorg. Would you read the letter from Mr. Essrig, the
executive vice president of the Board of Rabbis of Southern Cali-

fornia ¢

Mr. Heuier [reading] :

In response to our phone conversation of just a few minutes ago, may I state
categorically that the board of Rabbis of southern California has at no time
taken any action concerning any of the candidates in the Presidential or other
campaigns. The board of Rabbis has never participated in political matters
in the past and certainly we have in no way identified ourselves with any candi-

date this year.
I am surely chagrined that false statements are being made in this regard and I

hope that you will put at ease any concern that might be expressed regarding
the false rumors that are spread about the Board of Rabbis.

Mr. Dasn. And that letter is dated October 13,1972%

Mr. Herer. That is right.

Mr. Dasua. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the leaflet which
is entitled, “Who is our Candidate for President” and also, the letter
from the executive vice president of the Board of Rabbis of Southern
California identified for the record and introduced in evidence.

Senator Ervin. They have been identified by the witness, I think.

Mr. Dasm. Yes; they have been identified.

Senator Ervin. Since they have been identified by the witness,
without objection, they will be received in evidence as exhibits and
appropriately marked as such.

The documents referred to were marked exhibits Nos. 248 and

249.%]

Mr. Dass. Do you also have in front of you certain newspaper
columns from Mr. Anderson ¢

Mr. HeLrer. Yes; I have them in front of me.

Mr. Dasu. Are you familiar with these columns that Mr. Anderson
wrote for the Washington Post, one on Monday, October 25, 1971,
one September 24, 1971, and one on November 10,1971 %

Mr. Herrer. I only have the two.

Mr. Dasu. Which do you have?

*See pp. 5023-5025.




4970

Mr. Hevier. T have “GOP Advised Editor Edited Pro-Nazi Paper”
and “White House Lauds Anti-Jewish Head.”

Mr. Dasn. I will show you the third. What is the heading on that
column ?

Mr. Herrer. “Nixon Appears a Little Soft on Nazis.”

Mr. Dasu. Did you provide copies of these columns to the
committee?

Mr. Herier. Yes, I did.

Mr. Dasu. How did they come into your possession ?

Mr. HeLier. I think I had these pieces from the campaign.

Mr. Dasa. Were these columns distributed in any way by the same
headquarters that you have identified ?

Mr. HevLer. Yes.

Mr. Dasw. This is the McGovern headquarters?

Mr. Herrer. This is the McGovern eadquarters on Beverly and
Fairfax.

Mr. Dasa. Was this to your knowledge information that you
received ?

Mr. Herrer. I saw them handing it out.

Mr. Dasn. You saw who handing it out ?

Mr. Herrer. I saw a person by the name of Zeb A rososky and T saw
people who T believed to be volunteer workers from the headquarters,
or at least people who were in and out of the headquarters handing
out literature on the streets and at rallies in support of George
McGovern.

Mr. Dasm. And basically, again, without going into the content of
the column, they indicate columns which would put President Nixon
in an anti-Jewish posture, is that true?

Mr. HerLer. That is true, yes.

Mr. Dasm. If you want to read any part of it, you may.

Mr. HeLrer. I don’t think it is worth rea ding.

Mr. Dasn. All right. They will go into the record.

In fact, Mr. Chairman, T would like the three columns—the Octo-
ber 25, 1971, September 24, 1971, and the one I have just given you,
my copy—what date is that?

Mr. Herrer. November 10.

Mr. Dasm. T would like those columns of Mr. Jack Anderson to be
identified and introduced in evidence.

Senator ErviN. Without objection, the documents will be received
in evidence and appropriately numbered as such as exhibits.

[The documents referred to were marked exhibits Nos. 250, 251,
and 252*.]

Mr. Dasn. At this time, Mr. Chairman, T have no further questions.

Senator Ervin. Mr. Thompson.

Mr. Tromesow. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Let me back up just a moment, Mr. Heller. As T understand, this was
your first foray into politics, is that right, the 1972 campaign ?

Mr. Herrer, It was my first involvement in a political eampaign.

Mr. TromesoN. And you are a Democrat, is that correct ?

Mr. Herier. T am a registered Democrat.

*See pp. 5026-5029.
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Mr. Trompson. And of course with the organization of National
Jewish Youth for Humphrey as a statewide coordinator, is that
correct, ¢

Mr. Herer. I was the statewide coordinator, yes.

Mr. TuompsonN. Were you a volunteer and organized their
activities?

Mr. Herrer. That was primarily my function to organize the vol-
unteers and just to get out the literature, this was in the primary.

Mr. Troreson. And after the primary I believe you were asked to
work in the southern California Democrats for Nixon campaign?

Mr. Herier. That is correct.

Mr. Troypsox. And you were cochairman of the Los Angeles Demo-
crats for Nixon?

Mr. HeLLER. Yes,

Mr. Tiomeson. Where were your headquarters?

Mr. Herrer. Our main headquarters was on Fairfax Avenue.

Mr. Tioaresox. Is that in the Jewish community?

Mr. Henrer. That is in the heart of the Jewish community.

Mr. Troareson. And what were your duties?

Mr. Herier. We had a couple of offices and T was responsible for
the operation of the offices and primarily all we did in the campaign
was to say President Nixon’s record spoke for itself. When I got into
the campaign, literature was already made up because it came from
magazines like Newsweek and so forth, so really my function was
only to organize getting out the literature, getting people to speaking
engagements, and having rallies. That is all.

Mr. Tronpsox. Was the McGovern headquarters in close proximity
to yours in the Jewish community there?

Mr. HeLrer, The McGovern headquarters was about a block and a
half away, two blocks maybe.

Mr. Troyeson. Were you familiar with the leaders there, the cam-
paign workers there at McGovern headquarters, by sight?

Mr. Herrer. By sight T was, yes.

Mr. Traompsox. And yon have identified three documents which you
say were distributed out of the headquarters there and T believe they
speak for themselves. Mr. Chairman, at this time T have no further
questions.

Senator Ervin. Senator Baker.

Senator Baxer. Mr, Chairman, thank you very much. Mr. Heller,
1 won't take very long. T am not quite sure I understood the burden
of your testimony with respect to the “Nixon is Treyf” characteriza-
tion. T understood Mr. Dash to say that the “Treyf” means not kosher,
T believe you said that, too, and counsel, Mr. Dash, asked if that meant
food as in shrimp and lobster. Ts that the fair intendment of the “Nixon
is Treyf” allegation in the political context in your opinion ?

Mr. Herrer, No. it is not. This piece of literature is not just refer-
ring to food. The word when used in context is referring to food. I
think possibly to give an analogy, a crude one, T could say that to an
orthodox Jew “Treyf” is the same thing as he would abhor eating ham
and that is what it meant to these people.

Senator Baxer. Does it mean abhorrence, unclean in that political
context ?

Mr. Herrer. That is right.
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Mr. Dasu. Actually forbidden.

Senator Baxer. But it does not refer to food in the political
context ?

Mr. HeLLer. No.

Senator Baxer. It is a statement, it is an odious impact, it is char-
acterized to inflame the emotions, is that correct?

Mr. Hereer. That is correct, and it did accomplish that.

Senator Baxer. And the statement that “Nixon brings the ovens to
the people instead of the people to the ovens,” I understood Mr. Dash
to say that it might have reference to the use of napalm in Southeast
Asia; is there anything in the document that m}vm to napalm in
Southeast Asia?

Mr. Herier. Not that I recall reading.

Senator Baxer. Now, reading the document in its four corners and
in its political context and its reference to Hermann Goering and the
statements and the sad history of the Jewish people in Nazi Germany,
would the statement in that document “Nixon brings the ovens to the
people,” in your opinion, be characteristic of our policy in Southeast
Asia or did it have other significance in that document?

Mr. Hevrer. T don’t think it was similar in any way to our policy in
Southeast Asia. I think

Senator Baxer. The only thing I am reaching for, Mr. Heller, is I
am not sure Mr. Dash meant to defend those two statements.

Mr. Dasn. No; I did not by any means, it was a scurrilous leaflet.

Senator Baxer. T am happy to hear that but T really don’t think the
record should be permitted to stand with a rationalization of a state-
ment attributed to Hermann Goering as an analogy to the use of
napalm.

Mr. Dasn. This leaflet does not refer to Goering, it was another
leaflet. This was a group against the holocaust in Southeast Asia.

Senator Baxer. Was that characterized as a justification for the use
of that language?

Mr. Dasu. Oh, no. T don’t think anybody can justify these matters.

Senator Baxer. Can we agree it was an unfair campaign practice?

Mr. Dasn. It was very seurrilous.

Senator Baxer. Would you agree with that, Mr. Heller?

Mr. Herier. I agree with it 100 percent.

Senator Baker. I have no further questions.

Senator Ervin. Senator Montoya.

Senator MoNtoya. When did you produce these documents to the
committee ?

Mr. Herrer. I produced them just a few days ago.

Senator MoxToya. Where did you get them ?

Mr. Herrer. T had some of the documents myself and what T didn’t
](11:1\'9.‘ I got from my associate Harvey Tannenbaum in Los Angeles,

Jalif.

Senator Moxrtova. Do you have a file on these documents in
California ?

Mr. Herrer. No, we didn’t keep files but we did have some of the
literature.

Senator Moxtoya. Which did you have yourself and which did you
get from Mr. Tannenbaum ?
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Mr. Herer. T did not have the “Nixon is Treyf” piece until 1
received that, and also the Nazi pieces. I have the Nazi pieces.

Senator Moxtoya. Did you get together with Nixon before you
appeared before this committee ?

Mr. Herrer. No. I spoke with Harvey Tannenbaum and I also spoke
with our national coordinator, “Jewish Youth for Humphrey.”

Senator MoxToya, That is when you developed the presentation of
these documents after speaking to them ?

Mr. Herrer. No. 1 did not develop a presentation for this at all
with them. I spoke very little with them. All T did, the reason I spoke
with the national coordinator is because I thought it might be pos-
sible, that if there were any other documents, I may have mailed them
to him and he might have had them. That was our only conversation.

Senator Moxtoya. You mentioned a few minutes ago that the
“Treyf” handbill was in the McGovern headquarters on Fairfax Ave-
nue. Did you go in there yourself?

Mr. HeLrer. Throughout the campaign T never stepped inside the
MecGovern headquarters on Beverly and Fairfax. What I did do when
this piece came out—they had big windows, the windows were not
covered completely by posters, as a matter of fact, very little, and 1
could see stacks—it originally was a green sheet, and I could read
“Nixon is Treyf,” it was in big stacks and people were taking them
out, and as the people came out I could also read the flier.

Senator Moxtoya. And the handbill was visible from the window?

Mr. Herrer. It was visible from where I was standing outside the
building.

Senator MoxToys. And you saw in turn other people connected with
the headquarters distribute the same on the streets along Fairfax
Avenue?

Mr. Herrer. That is right.

Senator MoxToya. Did you positively identify these people as being
volunteers out of McGovern headquarters?

Mr. Herrer. The only thing T can say as to positively identifying
them is, from the beginning of the campaign until the end of the
campaign I did not—I was not remaining in an office myself. I was
out on the streets and in the communities as much as possible, and
the faces, many of the faces, of the people who were handing this piece
of literature out T had seen many times handing out literature that
was stamped on the bottom “McGovern-Shriver.”

Senator MoxToya. Would you consider this a dirty trick?

Mr. Herrer. 1 considered this piece of literature to be as low, as
dirty as you can get.

Senator Moxtoya. Did you notify the Democratic National Com-
mittee or the Committee To Re-Elect the President or the Republican
National Committee about the dissemination of this type of literature?

Mr. Herer, Well, as T said, T spoke to somebody who was in charge
of the press department for the Committee To Re-Elect, and T had
told him of the piece and told him my feelings toward it.

Senator MoxTova. The reason I ask you this question is because I
asked Mr. MacGregor the other day if he was aware of any dirty
tricks practiced by the McGovern organization or the Democratic
Campaign Committee or National Committee upon the election effort
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of President Nixon and he stated that he was not aware of any dirty
tricks.

Mr. Hevrer. Well, all T can say is that T contacted somebody from
the committee in Los Angeles, and otherwise I did not talk to anybody.

Senator Mo~xtoya. That is all, Mr. Chairman.

Senator Ervin. Senator Weicker.

Senator Wercker. I have no questions, Mr. Chairman.

Senator Ervin. This literature was an effort on the part of some-
body to poison the minds of Jewish voters in that area against Presi-
dent Nixon, was it not ?

Mr. HeLrer. Yes.

Senator Ervix. Do you know whether there was any counterlitera-
ture eirculated?

Mr. HerLer. Not from my office, and T never saw any from any other
office or organization.

Senator Ervix. Well, it is a very unfortunate thing that many Amer-
icans—not many, but some—resort to rather disreputable methods of
influencing votes in Presidential elections; is that not true?

Mr. Herer. It certainly is.

Senator Ervin. Yes. And it certainly is alien to what our system
of government contemplates in regard to these matters, certainly the
first amendment contemplates there will be a free and fair discussion
of issues. Do you not so construe it ?

Mr. Hevrer. Yes, I do.

Senator Ervin. Yes. sir. Thank you.

Any further questions?

Mr. Trooaeson. I might have just one or two more, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Heller, you are plnh‘lhl\ the youngest witness who has been
before the committee, and you said this was your first time in politics,
and T am sure you have observed the hearings as the Watergate
events unfold. T understand you are active with the Jewish Council
and quite active in student involvement. Do you have any discussions
with your contemporaries with regard to what is going ‘on in Wash-
ington these days?

Mr, HerLier. Yes, T have discussed it a little bit, or they have dis-
cussed it with me.

Mr. Trompson. What seems to be the consensus of thought: what
is your opinion with regard to the state of polities?

Mr. Herrer. Well, T wonld certainly say that from the people who
were involved in Watergate, that it was something that most of the
people that T have talked to were, of course, very upset:; not only
upset but some people that I have talked with. and just recently when
I was in New York and T have talked to thousands since the cam-
paign, T have talked to thousands of Jewish youths, and many of
those Jewish youths, T would simply say to thtm—and this is w.ln\
the only answer I can give them, is that it is a problem and it is
too bad that some pvnplv are in politics that are like the people who
masterminded these dirty tricks and people who were responsible for
break-ins and so forth, but the only solution, T believe, to clean up
politics is to very simply. rather than hide faces and rather than to run
in the other direction, I think that more people, more people than
ever should get involved in politics, and certainly T would find that to
be a solution that would clean it up.
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Mr. Trompsoy. Do you find among many of your friends that they
are thinking about hiding their faces or running in the other direction?

Mr. Herrer. Yes. As a matter of faet, there was a person that I
spoke to just a couple of days ago. who no matter how much I talked
to him, and by the way, he was a McGovern supporter, I talked to him
for hours and hours and hours, and at that point in time, he believes
very strongly that our Government is headed in the direction of
catastrophe, and his answer to that is that when I asked him, “Why
don’t you remain involved, express your feelings?” all he can tell
me is that MeGovern had the most honest people that could have been
and that really that is the only answer, that is the answer that I
received from many people is——

Mr. Troareson, Regardless of party affiliation or whatever, is 1t
the feeling among many of the young people that you talked to, that
the Government is headed toward disaster, the way you describe it ?

Mr. Herner. I think there is a lot of feeling of that by the people
that 1 have spoken with, by the people in my college, who are college
students: even those people, a lot of them were in political science
courses, I really do not think that T will see them involved in politics’
for a time to come.

Mr. Troaresox. What about you? W

Mr. Herrer. Well, I think that I have learned a lot from the
Watergate hearings and from the bad things that were done by other
people, and T personally will hope to be involved in politics as much
as I possibly could. If I did not have school to accomplish first, I would
@o 100 percent right now and try to get involved in politics.

Mr. Tromrsox. Thank you, I have no further questions.

Senator Ervin. Any further questions?

Mr. Dasir. No further questions, Mr. Chairman.

Senator Ervin. Thank you very much.

Mr. Hecrer. Thank you.

Mr. Dass. Mr. Paul Brindze, B-r-i-n-d-z-e, is that correct.t

Mr. Brixnze. Yes, sir.

Senator ErvinN. Do you swear that the evidence you shall give to
the Senate Select Committee on Presidential Campaign Activities
shall be the truth. the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help
you God ?

Mr. Brinpze. I do.

Mr. Dasit. Mr. Brindze, for the record, it is true that you were just
spoken to by members of my stafl’ last evening, and actually, again
this morning, and were given notice that you would be a witness as
recently as this morning, 1s that true?

TESTIMONY OF PAUL BRINDZE

Mr. Brinpze. Yes, that is true.

Mr. Dass. Could you tell the committee what your present position
is

M. Brixpze. T am currently a student at the Law School of UCLA,
Los Angeles, Calif., and T am currently working on a quarter away
program from the law school in Senator Tunnev's office here in
Washington. .




Mr. Dasu. What association, Mr. Brindze. did you have with the
MeGovern campaign in California ?

Mr. Brixoze. During the primary campaign I was responsible for
canvassing operations in the west side area of T.os Angeles. I was also
selected at a local eaucns as a delegate to the national convention. I
attended the national convention as a McGovern delegate. After the
convention I continued mv work in West Los Angeles and eventually 1
was assigned responsibility for three west side areas offices, particu-
larly the offices that dealt with the predominantly Jewish commu-
nities of Beverly Fairfax, and Pico Fairfax.

Mr, Dasu. Was one of those offices 7910 Beverly Boulevard?

Mr. Brinoze. Yes, that is right.

Mr. Dasi. Will yvou take a look at that green leaflet®* which has
already been identified for the record and has the opening statement
“Nixon is Treyf”. Have you seen that leaflet before?

Myr. Brinoze. Yes. T have.

Mzr. Dasm. Could you explain the eircumstances under which you saw

. the leaflet and what responsibility you had at McGovern headquarters
. o= * fpr either the reproduction of that leaflet or its distribution ?
.« Nr. Brixnze. Yes.

MY headquarters at Beverly Fairfax did most of the printing for

the yest side Los Angeles campaign. and we had two mimeograph
_maelfines there at the time, and an electrostencil machine whieh could
+ “iereaty stencils from hard copies. from printed copies.

“A<gentleman came into the office by the name of Conrad Mellilli.
M-e-l-1-i-1-1-i. There may be some mistake in the “I's™ there, T am
not sure of that,

He came into the office and said that he was a member of a radical
Jewish group against the war. He said that they were planning a
demonstration in front of the Jewish Federation Couneil meeting
which was upcoming, and that they had produced 3.000 of these pieces
of literature, and they had run out of them and their group did not
have any money to reproduce them and he wanted me to produce
another 3.000 copies for him.

Mr. Dasn. Did he identify himself as representing the so-called
sponsor group at the bottom of the leaflet, “The Jewish Campaign
to End the Indochina Holocaust™?

Mr. Brinoze. OK. T believe he did. T do not remember that he used
that group name. I do remember he represented himself as repre-
senting a radical Jewish antiwar group.

Mr. Dasn. Did you know him before he came in to see you ?

Mr. Brinpze. No, T did not know him before he came in. You know.
I have seen him around the office, it is possible that he was there.
I do not really remember specifically having seen him.

Mr. Dasi. When he asked you to reproduce additional copies of
this leaflet did you read the leaflet ?

Mr. Brinoze. T glanced at the beginning of the leaflet. basically the
headlines of it, and T didn’t read the body, the typewritten body of
the leaflet.

Mr. Das. Do you understand the Yiddish word “treyf”?

Mr. Brinnze. Yes, I do.

*Exhibit No. 247, see p. 5022,




Mr. Dasn. What did it mean to you “Nixon is Treyf” when you
saw it ? i

Mr. Brinpze. OK, I would like to preface this with a little bit of
statement of my expertise in.Yiddish. I do not currently speak Yiddish,
however. T was raised in the Fairfax area, went to high school at
Fairfax High School. My grandmother spoke fluent Yiddish. Yiddish
was spoken quite a bit in'my home as a child and also I did go to a
Yiddish school after my regular school, up until about the age of 8.
To me “treyf" means first, not kosher; second, it could be interpreted
as unclean. Used in this context “Nixon is treyf” it means basically
Nixon is no good.

Mr. Dasit. Also it could mean forbidden, too. “Treyf” is forbidden.

Mr. Brinpze. It could be forbidden. T would say basically if—in
the context here it means Nixon is no good. In the proverbial or our
Fairfax community Nixon isa nogoodnik.

Mr. Dasi. But you will accept Senator Baker’s expression it was
meant to be an epithet, it was meant to identify him either as abhorrent
or no good ?

Mr. Brinoze. T would say it was meant as identifying him as no
good. The thing T would disagree with this former testimony that
said this would arouse violent emotions in the Jewish community.
Saying that somebody is treyf to a Jew is saying that the person is
no good but it is a common—it is not an unheard of comment. It is
not as we might say, I don’t think that it would constitute, in most of
our community, what is know as fighting words. It would not be the
kind of thing that would stir somebody up so much that he would

Mr. Dasn. Did you read the rest of the leaflet, especially the bottom ?

Mr. Brixpze. I do not remember having looked at the phrases on
the bottom.

Mr. Dasi. Now, what did you do when you were asked by this
person who you met for the first time to reproduce this leaflet ?

Mr. Brinpze. I agreed that T would allow our person who ran the
mimeograph machine to run off additional—I don’t remember if it
was 1.500 or 3.000, it was not more than 3,000—copies of this leaflet
And T told him, however, that—TI told Conrad—that as far as I was
concerned I had been given orders not to partcipate. that the cam-
paign was in no way to participate in demonstrations, this was
shortly after the Century City demonstration in Los Angeles, and that
this decision T was making was not any authorized campaign decision
and that T was doing this on my own because 1 acreed with his aims,
basically the aims of identifying Mr. Nixon with the war and identify-
ing Mr. Spiegel.

Mr. Dasu. Are you saying that you were telling him that you were
not authorized by Senator McGovern or those working for Senator
McGovern in those campaigns to run this off, but you were taking this
as your personal responsibility ?

Mr. Brixoze. T am afraid that is exactly what T was saying.

Mr. Dasi. Did you think such a leaflet would assist Senator
MecGovern in his campaign ?

Mr. Brinpze. Again, without having read the entire body of the
leaflet T felt at the time that it would. I felt more particularly—my
reasons for being involved in the McGovern campaign have a great
deal to do with the war, and I felt that it was important to bring out
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Mr. Nixon’s relationship to the war, and particularly to put pressure
on the Jewish Federation Council to make it clear that Mr. Spiegel
was not speaking for them when he endorsed President Nixon. I
personally felt that those were worthwhile aims.

Mr. Dasu. What about the language at the end “Thanks to modern
technology Nixon brings the ovens to the people rather then the people
to the ovens™ and that is in the context of a quote from Hermann
Goering. Isn’t that really a reference or an attempt to inflame Jewish
residents, reminding them of the Nazi holocaust ?

Mr. Brixpze. 1 would reiterate that I do not remember reading
that part of the body of the statement when I got it, and I wouldn't
defend its rhetoric, I think it is a bit strong.

However, my opinion, and there was a great deal of talk in the
Jewish community during the campaign, there was, you know, in refer-
ence to what was going on in Indochina and there were several people
in the Jewish community who felt that there was a similarity, that
the—that our actions in Indochina did bear a similarity, and partic-
ularly there is a Jewish tradition, shall we say, of life, and the value
of life, it is very important in our community, and I would say it
goes toward that end, toward inflaming that end.

Again I would agree that the language is unfortunate.

Mr. Dasu. Well, before authorizing the reproduction of this on
your own, wouldn’t you have been wise to have read the entire
leaflet ?

Mr. Brinpze. Suitably I would have.

Mr. Dasn. This time not having read the entire leaflet and seeing
what it is, would you have authorized it—that leaflet 2

Mr. Brinpze. I doubt I would have. At the time that it happened
my major concern was that the MeGovern campaign would be identi-
fied, might be identified through this leaflet as participating in a rally,
which is what we were most concerned about, and that is the reason
that I told him that as far as the McGovern campaign was concerned
I was not supposed to be doing this. Yon know I felt that was the
problem but again T hadn’t read the body so I didn’t see the problems in
rhetorie.

Mr. Dasw. After you completed having that reproduced, how many
did you say yon thought were reproduced ?

Mr. Brinpze. There was a maximum of 3,000 that might have been
as low as 1,600, T am not sure.

Mr. Dasi. What did you do with the package ?

Mr. Brinoze. We gave them to Mr. Mellilli and he took them out
of the office. We may have helped him load them in the car. I don't
know.

Mr. Dasi. How long did it take to run this off 7

Mr. Brixoze. Approximately a half hour, T would say.

Mr. Dasn. Did you store any of those around the office ?

Mr. Brinoze. No. I also specifically told him that these were not to
be left at any of my other offices in the area. Distribution, if he was
going to do distribution, it was by his group and not by McGovern
people and T didn’t want to see these in any office.

Mr. Dasn. Did yon direct any of your workers in the office to
distribute any of these leaflets

Mr. Brinoze. No: as I say I may have told some people to help
him carry them out to the car, I don’t remember that.




Mr. Dasn. To your knowledge.

Mr. Brinnze. Specifically T did not tell them to distribute any of
them.

Mr. Dasi. To your knowledge did any of the McGovern workers in
your office distribute them ?

Mr. Brixnze. Not to my knowledge.

Mr. Dasm. Is it possible some of them did ?

Mr. Brinpze. It is certainly but not to my knowledge and not
to my knowledge and direction.

Mr. Dasi. Did you bring these leaflets to any higher authority in
the McGovern campaign ?

Mr. Brinnze. Only after the news broke on it. There was a news
report that came out very shortly after this happened to the effect
that another example of the McGovern campaign participating in
demonstrations had been printed at our office and I did then. There
were inquiries from the southern California campaign as to whether
or not tlhis had been printed at our office and I then informed the
people above me.

Mr. Dasu. Who dig you inform ?

Mr. Brixpze. 1 informed first Mr. Joseph Charney who was the
west. side area coordinator for the campaign, and then he and I both
had a meeting with Mr. Elmer Cooper who was southern California
coordinator.

Mr. Dasi. What was decided should be done as a result of this
incident ?

Mr. Brinoze. All right. There were two decisions. First of all,
Mr. Cooper said that T had placed him in a very bad position, because
they did not approve of this leaflet, and his first inclination was that
I should be removed from the campaign staff. However, the campaign
in the Fairfax area had been going very well and this had been the
first incident of misjudgment on my part, so he didn’t want to do that.
He said. however, that as far as he was concerned we should say that
the person who ran the mimeograph machine was a 16-year-old young
man, was responsible for doing it on his own, that that would be the
public statement. I talked to the 16-year-old man involved and he
said he would be willing——

Mr. Dasn. He would take the rap?

Mr. Brinoze. He would take the rap on this.

Mr. Dasn. Was he fired ?

Mr. Brinoze. He was asked not to come around for a few days
and didn’t come around the office for about a week. He was not on the
staff. He was a volunteer and he didn’t come around for about a week,
and I believe the public pressure was to the effect, the public statement
rather was to the effect that he would be identified as the person
involved who had been dismissed. I would also say on the west side
level, a policy was instituted after, that Mr. Charney’s office would
approve all documents being printed out of our office and from that
time on either Mr. Charney’s signature or Mr. Steve Miller who was
in Mr. Charney’s office had to initial all of the pamphlets that were
produced at our office.

Mr. Dasir. Now, will youn look at the leaflet that is headed “Who
is Our Candidate For President.” I think it may be on the table in front
of you.
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Do you have it ?

Mr. Brinoze. Yes; I do.

Mr. Dasna. That has already been identified in the record as exhibit
248, and appears to have been sponsored by a group “Jews for
McGovern-Shriver” with the address you have just identified as
the McGovern headquarters on Beverly Boulevard.

Was this leaflet also printed at McGovern headquarters?

Mr. Brinoze. Yes; this was. I believe it was fairly early in the
campaign, I am not

Mr. Dasn. Fairly what ?

Mr. Brixpze. 1 believe it was fairly early in the campaign, I am
not sure of the timing on this. There were several pieces that were pro-
duced by this group. They came, and there was an older Jewish
gentleman in the community who organized the “Jews for McGovern”
and they volunteered to pay for the cost of the materials if we would
print their leaflets, which were Yiddish on one side and English on
the other side.

Mr. Dasu. In other words, the organization that is listed as the
alleged sponsor of the “Jews for McGovern-Shriver” was in fact an
organization ?

Mr. Brinoze. As far as I know, they were an organization, al-
though I have only had contact with the one old gentleman.

Mr. Dasa. Were you authorized by your superiors to reproduce
this leaflet ?

Mr. Brinpze. I cannot say that for certain without knowing speecifi-
cally the date; it is very difficult for me at this time with this notice.

Mr. Dasua. Were you the person in charge of that headquarters?

Mr. Brinpze. Yes; I was the person in charge of that headquarters.

The reason that I am questioning whether or not, if I knew the
date, I would say, yes; I approved it on my own, or no; Mr. Charney
had seen it. I think that it is likely that it was earlier and that I
approved this on my own. Again, this was at a stage where I was
not approving everything that was——

Mr. Dasu. Without going into the leaflet, it again attempts to make
a reference to the genocide of 6 million Jews, relating it to Mr. Nixon’s
antibusing program, and also makes a reference to the fact that the
Los Angeles Board of Rabbis enthusiastically support McGovern.
I think we have had introduced into the record a letter from the
board of Rabbis that denied that, which would make this an untruthful
statement. Were you aware at any time that this was an untruthful
leaflet ¢

Mr. Brinpze. I do remember the leaflet now. That was after this
letter came back. That was brought up by the press, I believe someone
at the office said that we should not produce something that was
untruthful, because they had the letter at that time.

As T remember discussing it again, with this Jewish gentleman
who had written the piece—Senator McGovern had appeared shortly
before that before the board of Rabbis at a meeting in downtown
Los Angeles, I believe, or the Biltmore. At that meeting, Rabbi
Nussbaum, who is a member of the executive committee and a very
important Rabbi in Los Angeles, praised Senator McGovern and
fullheartedly endorsed him. It was apparently the impression of the
gentleman who produced this document that, having read the press
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story, there was an actual endorsement given, when in fact, as we
found out, there was not an endorsement given.

Mr. Dasm. I think you will agree, then, that this is a fairly loose
practice of printing. Would you agree that this is a loose practice of
permitting the facilities of your headquarters to print such leaflets
without checking the accuracy of the statements ?

Mr. Brixpze. I would certainly agree with that.

Mr. Dasi. Also, there have been introduced for the record three
columns, written by Jack Anderson—which at least connect President
Nixon with anti-Jewish positions. Were those columns republished
by your headquarters?

Mr. Brixpze. On this, there was. There were several pieces which we
received from higher headquarters—I believe it was national. It
might have come from an office in Chicago that was handling some
Jewish affairs. There were a few boxes that came in. We then repro-
duced several additional copies, because there was a great demand
for this particular article.

Mr. Dasn. Do you recognize these as being among those?

Mr. Brixpze. Yes, I do.

Mr. Dass. Mr. Chairman, I have no further questions.

Senator Ervin. Mr. Thompson.

Mr. Tropsox, As I understand it, you were in charge of three
west side offices ?

Mr. Brinpze. Yes, sir.

Mr. TroxmpsoN. Was this a full-time job?

Mr. Brinnze. Yes, it was.

Mr. TaompsoN. Were you paid a salary ?

Mr. Brinpze. Yes.

Mr. Troapsox. Did you spend most of your time in one of the
three headquarters?

Mr. Brixoze. In one of the three as opposed to the other?

Mr. Tronmpson, In any of the three?

Mr. Brixpze. I would suppose that T spent a good deal of my time,
probably at least 10 hours a day, and as the campaign closed, probably
closer to 18 hours a day, in at least one of the headquarters.

Mr. Troarson. This Conrad Mellilli—I believe you testified at
one point in your testimony that he was a volunteer.

Mr. Brixnze. No, 1 think T said T thought I might have seen him
in one of the offices. It is possible that T had seen him and thought he
was a volunteer. I was not sure. I do remember not knowing specifi-
cally who he was at the time and taking him at face value.

Mr. TroMpson. You did say that at one time, he was told not to
show up for awhile?

Mr. Brixpze. No, that was the volunteer that ran the mimeograph
machine.

Mr. Troxpson. What was his name ?

Mr. Braypze. I do not remember his name.

Mr. TronmrsoN. Maybe we are confused on a point. I have here
the witness summary that states that regarding the alleged seurrilous
leaflet printed up in the McGovern headquarters and desecribing
Nixon as a Nazi, “Brindze admitted unofficially authorizing the print-
ing of material on McGovern equipment. Apparently, a non-Me-
Govern individual named Conrad Mellilli came from McGovern head-
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quarters. At that time, Brindze explained to the latter that he could
not officially authorize the printing of this material, but he would
assist unofficially and allow the materials to be printed on the then
idle McGovern mimeograph machines,” and so on. Are you saying,
then, that Mellilli is not the name of the individual who actually
came in and asked that they be allowed to——

Mr. Brinpze. He is the individual who came in and asked that we
print this. What I am saying is that he was not a volunteer in the
McGovern campaign ; he was not the individual that subsequent reports
had listed as being removed from the office. That was the young man
who was running the mimeograph machine, whose name I do not
remember.

Mr. TrompsoN. Oh, I see. The young man who took the rap, so to
speak.

Mr. Brixpze. Yes,

Mr. TroxesoN. You say you believe you might have recalled seeing
him around the headquarters sometime before, but you did not know
hisname?

Mr. Brinpze. I said T might have. T do not remember specifically
having done this. The reason I say I might have is there is some
question in my mind as to why I took this person at face value, looking
back on it. That may have been the reason. But I do not specifically
remember having seen him before.

Mr. Tromeson. Did you question him as to what that organization,
the “Jewish Campaign to End the Indochina Holocaust,” was or where
the headquarters were ?

Mr. Brinpze. No, he represented himself as a member of the radical
Jewish community. He appeared physically to fit that description. He
was, you know, he had fairly long hair, he had a beard, he was
dressed in army fatigues, an old army fatigue jacket with several
antiwar and anti-Nixon buttons and some radical Jewish buttons,
all over his jacket.

Mr. Trompson. As I understand it, Mr. Brindze, you allowed a man
whom you essentially did not know, to come in and print material
which you essentially did not read, and I believe you said you might
perhaps have assisted him in loading this material after it was printed.
Is that in essence correct.?

Mr. Brinpze. I would say that is a fairly accurate characterization.

Mr. Tuomreson. You stated that you were doing this unofficially
instead of officially. Is not the result of what you were trying to do,
in effect, to cover yourself in case you got caught, so you would have
what has been referred to recently as deniability ?

Mr. Brinpze. What I was doing, again, was specifically—I felt—
I will repeat—I felt that the demonstration that he deseribed to me
and that was mentioned at the beginning of the leaflet was a good
idea personally, and I felt that he should be supported in his work
on that idea. However, I knew that I did not have authority to do
that and I did not want to implicate the McGovern campaign.

Mr. Tromrsox. You did not think you were implicating the
MecGovern campaign or you spoke for the McGovern campaign when
you were in charge of that office. You were in the office at that time.
You were a salaried, paid worker, with full-time job. In your mind
did you feel that by making the statement that this was unofficial
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instead of official, you could disassociate yourself from the McGovern
campaign? !

Mr. Brinpze. T would say I was only expressing what my feelings
were at the time.

Mr. Trospson. And you also permitted the use of the MeGovern
headquarters, did you not? The use of the MecGovern equipment, and
I assume. the use of McGovern paper and materials in this project.?

Mr. BrinpzE. Yes, sir.

Mr. Trompson. Unofficially ?

Mr. Brixnze, Yes, sir, and T might say, if T am guilty of anything
in this matter. it would be very bad judgment and perhaps misappro-
priation of materials in the McGovern campaign, which T might
mention in this particular case, amounted to approximately $15 1n
value and less than a half hour of a volunteer’s time.

I pointed out the value of that only to underscore the smallness of
this incident in my duties regarding the McGovern eampaign and
the McGovern campaign generally in that area. I was responsible for
the expenditure of probably close to $25,000 during the McGovern
campaign, and this was $15 out of that $25,000.

Mr. Trosrsox. In other words, a little bit of misappropriation is
less culpable than a lot of misappropriation ?

Mr. Brixpze. No. sir, I am only trying to put 1t in context as to
what T understood to be the sitnation.

Mr. Troxrson. I am sorry. I misunderstood what you were doing.

Now, you are talking about matters of judgment. You are talking
about matters of rhetoric. If you feel that you want to subscribe to
reference to a Presidential candidate in the same doeument as someone
who is responsible for the genocide of 6 million Jews or someone who
brings the ovens to the people, that is for everybody to determine, I
suppose. But what strikes me about this and what I would like to ask
you about, is what justification you have for imposing upon a young
man there who did nothing more than operate the mimeograph
machine to, in effect, take the rap for what was done? What went
through your mind as you did that? How do you feel about that?

Mr. Brinpze. 1 would say at the time, first of all, I felt very auilty
about it. Second of all. I fold the people when I was asked about it
that I would not do it without talking to him. T went back and talked
to him and explained the situation to him and said, “This is what is
going to happen.”

Mr. Tromresox. What did you tell him was going to happen, that
he was going to take the rap?

Mr. Brinoze. No. I told him that this is what they had proposed
downtown. If T were to admit that T had approved this document, it
would mean that they would have to fire me—this is what they told
me—and that if he agreed that he could take it, it would mean that
he would be out of the office for at least a week and that he would end
up with the blame on this.

Mr. Troampesox. How old was this young man?

Mr. Brixpze. He was approximately 16.

Mr. Tromrson. Approximately 16 yearsold?

Mr. Brinpze. Yes, sir.

Mr. Tromrson. He agreed to do this?

Mr. Brivpze. He agreed to do this.




4084

Mr. Tuoamreson. But presenting this proposal to him or telling him
what the bovs downtown had decided—what was the effect of that?
Was it not that he would not need to be contacted and. in effect. he
was not going to turn around and relate the information to someone
else, was he? Was not the gist of what you were trying to do to get
him to tell anyone who might inquire that it was he who actually
was responsible? Is that what you were trying to get him to do?

Mr. Brixpze. The first time T talked to him, it was not that at all.
The first time T talked to him was before T had even agreed that this
would be the story. I told them downtown that T didn’t want to do this
without talking to him, because I felt bad about it, quite frankly.
I still do. T am perhaps not as vindicated. but T would not feel it was
something that T had a right to do to him for my benefit, without
talking to him about it.

Mr. Tuoarson. In other words, this was not your proposal?

Mr. Brinoze. No. sir.

Mr. Trompson. This was a proposal of Mr. Elmer Cooper and the
press boys downtown ?

Mr. Brinoze. I don’t remember that it was Mr. Cooper himself.
It was in the discussions downtown and he was involved in those
discussions.

Mr. Troaesox. Mr. Elmer Cooper was the coordinator for southern
California?

Mr. Brinoze. Yes, sir.

Mr. Taomreson. Who else was consulted about making this decision?

Mr. Brinpze. The only people T specifically talked to downtown
were Mr. Elmer Cooper, Mr. Joseph Charney, who was not downtown
but in the west side office.

Mr. Taomrson. What was his position ?

Mr. Brixpze. It was Mr. Joseph Charney and he was the west
side coordinator. He was my immediate superior. I consulted with
him about it.

Again, T believe that the press people were talking downtown. T
don’t remember specifically, myvself, talking about decisions on this.
I don’t really know or remember specifically where the idea came
from.

Mr. Troapson. One of the persons participating was the coordinator
of the southern California MeGovern effort—one of the persons
particinating in this decision ?

Mr. Brinoze. Yes, sir.

I should make it clear he did not participate in the decision to
produce this leaflet.

Mr. Tromreson. T am talking about the decision

Mr. Brixpze. The decision to blame the voung man.

Mr. Troxpsoxn. That is what T am talking about.

Mr. Brinpze. Yes. sir.

Mr. Trompesox. And after this decision was reached and after you
spoke to the young man and after he agreed to take the blame for
what you had done. was there a story to put out to that effect ?

Mr. Brixpze. I believe that—again T am not speaking firsthand. T
believe the storv that was put out hv the press neonle was something
to the effect that the person responsible for it had been fired or dis-
missed or was no longer with the campaign.
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Mr. Troapsox. You were that person, were you not.?

Mr. Brixnze. T was, in fact, that person. T don’t know the specifies
of how they related to the

Mr. Troaresox. You were not in fact fired, is that correct?

Mr. Brinoze. I was not.

Mr. Troapsox. You remained in your position at the current salary
you had at the time and the responsibilities that you had?

Mr. Brinoze. Yes, I did.

Mr. Tuosrpsox. And you mentioned other leaflets, I believe, that
were printed there at headquarters: the one Mr. Dash referred to.
“Jews for McGovern-Shriver,” referring to the Los Angeles Board of
Rabbis which they later refuted. How many other types of docu-
ments. leaflets of this nature did vou put out at those headquarters?

Mr. Brinpze. When you say of this nature, what do you mean ?

Mr. Trosesox. I am talking about the nature of comparing Nixon
or his sponsors with genocide of 6 million Jews, T am talking about any
documents or statements purporting to claim the support of people
who vehemently denied it later on—anything of that nature.

Mr. Brixnze. T would say in the categories that you have just re-
ferred to. I do not know of other documents that were produced at our
headquarters. I would say, however, that we printed at various times
several hundred, possibly as many as 500 different documents during
the 2-month or so period. Again, very early in the campaign, the process
of proofreading these was very sloppy and 1 could not state to my cer-
tain knowledge that nothing else was produced. 1 do not know of any-
thing else being produced of that nature.

Mr. TroxpsoN. Why was it so important that McGovern headquar-
ters disassociate itself with this particular document?

Mr. Brixpze. As I mentioned before, this was slightly after the
Century City demonstration where there had been accusations by the
Nixon campaign that the McGovern campaign had somehow instituted
this demonstration.

Mr. Troympsox. Did you hear testimony about the phone bank at
headquarters being used ?

Mr. Brixpze. No, I haven’t.

Mr. Tuosrpson. All right.

Mr. Brixpze. But this was the concern. T might mention again that
none of the press reports or any of the stir that came out of this par-
ticular document was the body, and the references that you are making
that were made in the body, were mentioned at all. It was, again,
strictly aimed at another supposed example that the MeGovern cam-
paign was involved in organizing demonstrations.

Mr. Tromrsox. Are you aware of any other statements released by
the Mc(Govern campaign people in the area that you had responsi-
bility for, in which the responsible people knew that the material re-
leased or statements released were false, other than the one you have
related ?

Mr. Brixpze. No.

M. Trioveesox. Thank vou. sir. I have no further questions.

Senator Ervin. Anything further?

Mr. Dasir. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman.

Senator Ervix. The committee will stand in recess until 2 o'clock.

[ Whereupon, at 12:45 p.m., the committee recessed, to reconvene at
2 p.m., the same day. |
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AFTERNOON SksstoN, Tuespay, NOVEMBER 6, 1973

Senator Ervix. The committee will come to order.

Congressman Carter, please stand and raise your right hand. Do
you swear the evidence you shall give to the Senate Select Committee
on Presidential Campaign Activities shall be the truth, the whole
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ?

Representative Carrer. I do.

Senator Ervin. Mr. Thompson.

Mr. Troxesox. Sir, to identify the witness for the record. this is the
Honorable Tim Lee Carter from Kentucky.

TESTIMONY OF HON. TIM LEE CARTER, A REPRESENTATIVE IN
CONGRESS FROM THE FIFTH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF
KENTUCKY

Representative Carrer. That is correct.

Mr. Tromeson. I appreciate your being here, Congressman Carter.

Representative Carrer. Thank you, sir.

Mr. Tromrsox. T understand that you have a prepared statement.

Representative Carrer. Yes, sir, that is right.

Mr. Tromrsox. Would you please read the statement at this time?

Representative Carrer. All right, sir.

Mr. Chairman. on Sunday night, August 20, 1972, at the start
of the Republican National Convention, my wife and I were invited
to the Fontaineblen Hotel to a large, well-publicized dinner. Many of
the hotels had been picketed for severals days by large groups of
demonstrators,

As we approached the Fontaineblen Hotel, we saw such a large,
raucous crowd in front that we parked at the Eden Roc, just north of
the Fontaineblen. As we approached the Fontainebleu, walking, we
saw hundreds of shouting demonstrators. We had to get through them
to go to the hotel, as others did.

As we made this effort, we were screamed and yelled at: we were
shoved, pushed, and our coats were pulled. A button was pulled off my
coat. These fanatical people yelled, “Murderers! Assassins!” and, ob-
scenities at us.

Since I wore my delegate’s insignia, my wife and I seemed to be a
target for the demonstrators. The group was maniacal. It was difficult
to inch our way through this crowd. They little knew that I even op-
posed our country’s going into the war in Vietnam. One fellow blocked
my way and yelled, “Murderer!” in my face. It was all T could take.
I would have slueged him if it had been my last act on earth. ‘

I gave him a Sunday punch, flush on the jaw, and the last time I
saw him, he was still falling. The crowd closed in on me, flailing with
fists and hands, and screaming to the height of their inhuman ambition.

I made my way through the crowd to a cordon of police, but found
I had lost my wife, Katie, in the melee. I waded back twice into the
mass of whirling dervishes, but T could not find her. Later, I found she
had crawled on her hands and knees into the lobby of the hotel and if
took some time to quiet and ealm her, so I did not see the cordon of
police push the mob back.

On the last day of the convention. Wednesday, August 23, 1972, 1
was in the place of lodging of the Kentucky delegation, being inter-
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viewed by Mr. Schultz, who was employed by a Lexington. Ky.. radio
station, when I heard a loud ruckus on the outside. By the time T got
out there, a mob was leaving. Dr. Harold Barton, from Kentucky. hus-
band of our national committeewoman from Kentucky. was holding
his jaw with one hand and a tooth or so in the other. The American flag
and the Kentucky flag had been torn down.

There were no signs of police. We were advised later by some emis-
sary of the police to go early to convention hall because of the unruly
mobs roaming the streets.

lel")‘ as we were "'[‘tt]]'l"' lf"!d\- to go, a fln l“( ]l'l('.l]) came {]()\\ n th(‘
street in numbers too lmtn' to cope with. They set trashearts on fire
and rolled them into the street; they rolled barrels in the street, they
smashed window lights.

A bus stopped at the street entrance to our hotel. This was the one
which we meant to board, but four or five of the revolutionaries—and
that is what I term them—snatched a panel off the back of the bus,
pulled out the oil line and broke it. It was the work of professionals.
This, of course, disabled the bus. A second bus came up behind. It was
quickly put out of commission.

Mr. Willie Greer, the district chairman from my district in Ken-
tucky, asked if I saw them slashing the tires. I am sure they were
slashed, for the tires went down, but I saw no knives.

Across the street a nice new Cadillac was also put out of commis-
sion. The mob passed on down the street, yelling, screaming, and
breaking out glass windows. We had no police protection nor means
of transportation to the convention center. However, we were deter-
mined, as American citizens, that even if we had to walk, fight, or
both, we were goine to exercise our constitutional rights to vote at
the convention center. But many of the women and some of the older
men decided to stay at the hotel.

The State chairman, John Kerr, and I, with the mayor of More-
head. William H. Lavne, and Bill Rueff. of Morgantown, Ky., led our
group of about 20 a distance of 12 to 15 blocks in a rather circuitous
route to the convention center. Luckily, we met only a few hecklers
and went through a relatively small amount of tear gas. After the
convention, we came back to the hotel the same way we went—on foot.
There was more tear gas, more heckling, but no attacks.

The women were terribly frightened, and were overjoyed natu-
rallv, when we reached our hotel.

Mr. Chairman, I went through combat in World War II in the
Pacific, and the people we faced there were no more fanatical or fierce
than these revolutionaries we faced in Miami. We never dreamed in-
cidents such as this would occur in Ameriea, but they did.

I have with me today a film of an interview made by NR( in con-
vention center which corroborates my statement, and I will submit
it for your perusal if you desire, but I would like to have it back for
my personal records.

If you have questions, Mr. Chairman, I should be happy to attempt
to answer them.

Mr. Tuomeson. Thank you, Congressman Carter. I might relate a
little of your background. I believe you are, in addition to being the
distinguished Congressman from the Fifth District from ]\entur']w
a doctor ,1s that correct ?

Representative CarTer. Yes, sir, I am.
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Mr. Traoareson. And you are a medical doctor?

Representative Carrer. Yes, sir.

Mr. Tromreson. I believe you were in the practice of medicine from
1940 to 1964 ; is that right ?

Representative Carrer. That is right.

Mr. Tuomrson. Congressman, I believe your statement is detailed
and speaks for itself. As I understand the summary, there are basic ally
three instances that you relate. I might, first of all, ask you what your
function was during this particular convention ?

Representative Carrer. I was a delegate to this convention and also
a member of the platform committee at the convention.

Mr. Troyesox. And August 20 was on a Sunday; had you been
there any time previous to this Sunday, August 207

Representative CarTer. Yes, sir, I had been there for approximately
a week to help form a platform.

Mr. Troarson. As you attempted to attend the dinner at the Foun-
tainebleu with your wife, is it your opinion that you were recognized
as a delegate?

Representative Carter. Yes, sir, I feel like T was. However, other
people along with us before us and behind us were treated in the same
manner.

Mr. Troxrson. How many were in your party ?

Representative CarTer. Only the two of us together, but there were
many people who had to get through this mob of, say, 500 to 700
people in front of the Fontainebleu.

Mr. Tuoamrson. Were the police in evidence?

Representative Carrer. Yes, sir. They had formed a line holding
their clubs as they do around the entrance to the hotel, but they stood
stock still at this time.

Mr. Tuosreson. And I believe, according to yvour statement, that you
were undergoing harassment and obscenities and provocation.

Rva.»vnr itive CarTer, Yes, sir, that is quite true.

Mr. Tuomeson. After being called a “murderer” to your face, you
hit the person who made that statement ?

Representative Carrer. Yes. sir, I reached the flashpoint automat-
ically, and I couldn’t help it.

Mr. Tromeson. Did they converge on you at that point ?

Representative CarTer. Yes, sir. they did.

Mr. Tromresox. And I believe you stated you lost Mrs. Carter there
temporarily?

Representative Carrer. Yes, sir. I did.

Mr. Tuomeson. Did you later determine what she had done or had to
do in order to extricate herself?

Representative Carrer. Yes, sir. I found out when T got to the lobby
of the Fontainebleu.

Mr. Taomreson. What condition was she in and what had she done?

Representative Carter. Well, she had crawled, apparently, up sort
of an elevation there.

Mr. Troampsox. On her hands and knees?

Representative CArTeER. On her hands and knees: ves, sir. And into
the lobby of the hotel.

Mr. Tuoymrson. Were you able to finally attend the dinner? Were
all your parties able to arrive there?
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Representative CarTer. Yes, sir: we were able to attend the dinner.
It took a little time to calm and quiet them down.

Mr. Trospsox. On the August 23 incident which was on a Wednes-
day at the Atlantic Hotel, I believe you related you were there pri-
marily for a press interview on that particular occasion, or at least
you were attempting to conduct a press interview.

Representative Carrer. I was there and the press wanted to inter-
view me and we were engaged in that process when I heard all the
noise outside.

Mr. Troxeson. Did you have any police protection there at that
time?

Representative CarTer. No, sir; we did not.

Mr. Trompson. What kind of arrangements were you in? Were you
on the outside of the building ?

Representative Carter. I was on the inside in a room there talking
with Mr. Schultz. In fact he was taking down what I was saying.

Mr. Troaresox. What seemed to spark the people who came in there?
Was it a sudden surge or did they drift in or what?

Representative CarTer. No, sir; they were one of the mobs that were
roaming around through Miami. They just surged right in there, from
what I heard later. I saw them receding—going out. But when I had
gone out there, as I told you, I saw Dr. Barton there and they had
torn the flags down.

Mr. Tuosreson. That is where the Kentucky delegation was staying ?

Representative Carrer. That is right.

Mr. Tuonmpsox. You knew many, if not all, of the members there
quite well ?

Representative Carrer. That is correct.

Mr. Taomresox. Who is Dr. Barton?

Representative Carter. Dr. Barton is a surgeon from Kentucky and
his wife is the national committeewoman from Kentucky.

Mr. Tromeson. What happened to him in that case?

Representative Carrer. Someone struck him in the mouth or had
knocked out two teeth.

Mr. Tuoxreson. On the Tuesday, August 22, 1972, incident, Congress-
man, you mentioned the disabling, I believe, of two buses that had ar-
rived there to take you to the convention.

Representative Carrer. That is right.

Mr. Tromrsox. Was that your ordinary mode of transportation?

Representative Carter. Yes, sir. There were buses that would take
us directly to the convention center.

Mr. Tromreson. You said they were rather expertly dismantled, or
something of that nature. What leads you to that particular conclusion ?

Representative Carrer. Well, I have been familiar with automobiles
a great part of my life, and I would not have known how to take a
panel off the back end of a bus that quickly and break the oil line. It
takes nretty much of an experienced man. I think, to do it.

Mr. Troxeson. About how quickly was it done?

Representative Carter. T would say it didn’t take over 5 minutes, if
that long.

Mr. Troypson. When the second bus arrived, that was disabled
also? .

Representative CARTER. Yes, sir.
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Mr. Taomrson. How far was it from the hotel where you were stay-
ing to the convention site ?

Representative Carrer. It was right at the entrance to the hotel. At
this hotel there is a U-shaped drive which you can come up and circle
back into the street. As it reached the end of the U, that is where the
first bus was disabled and then slightly behind it the other one came up
and was disabled.

Mr. Troxeson. Would you relate to us a little bit of the atmosphere
there? Were these people—who would appear—out of nowhere, or did
you see people continually from time to time roaming around?

Representative Carter. No, sir, this was in a rather large group—
a mob is what it was; that is what they were. Three or four cireling
wouldn’t have caused too much difficulty, or even a half dozen or a
dozen, but yon get 200 or 300 people and it is rather difficult to face
such a mob.

Mr. Tuomrson. Were large groups present on the streets there
throughout the convention period from time to time?

Representative Carter. T saw several of these eroups: ves, sir, T saw
them at the Fentaineblen and T helieve they picketed the Eden Roe, too,
and the Park, and we met—well, of course, on the day we mentioned
there had been a large group that came in, tore down the flaes, hit Dr.
Barton, and then left; and they returned as we got ready to board our
buses. or just before that and disabled those buses.

Mr. Tuomeson. Of course, you related the damage to automobiles
and smashine the windows and so forth ?

Representative CArTeR. Yes, sir.

Mr. TrompsoN. T would like to ask you two basic questions, Con-
gressman, based upon your testimony and your statement. First,
whether or not., in your opinion, people. either delegates or nondele-
gates, who would otherwise have attended the convention, stayed away
because of these activities.

Representative Carrer. T am sure that if they had seen what T did.,
knowing what was going to happen, many of them would have staved
away. Just as many of them didn’t go to the convention center that
night because of fear, after seeing what had happened.

Mr. Tromrson. Second, you have attended other political conven-
tions?

Representative CarTER. Yes, sir.

Mr. Trompsox. About how many other conventions have you at-
tended ?

Representative Carrer, Two others. s,

Mr. Tromeson. How would vou compare the disruptive activities
down in Miami on this occasion with the previous experience of
political conventions? )

Representative Carrer. When T was there in 1968, T saw no difficulty
whatsover and recalled none. T was in Chicago in 1952 T saw no trouble
there at that time.

Mr. THompson. Thank you, sir.

I have no further questions. \

Senator Ervin. You were not in Chicago in 1968 at the Democratic
National Convention, were you ?

Representative Carter. I heard it was a little rough.

Senator Erviy. I was there.
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You are a medical doctor as well as a psychiatrist ?

Representative CarTer. Yes, sir—I am a medical doctor.

Senator Ervin. I always thought a practicing psychiatrist—I would
have asked you as a psychiatrist if you can explain why people that
engage in such conduct as these people on the occasion you have de-
scribed, why they do it; what they think they are accomplishing by it.

Representative CarTer. Well, in this case, it seemed to me that they
wanted to keep us away from the convention. They tore down our
flags, they wanted to terrorize people, and they were very dangerous
people.

Senator Ervin. I have always been unable to comprehend why any
human being wants to engage in conduct of that kind.

Representative Carrer. Mr. Chairman, I fully agree in view of what
happened there. I think this is a small percentage of our people and I
thank God for it. I do not think 4, actually, or 5 or 10 percent, but they
are so active that any time an opportunity presents itself, they show up.

Senator Ervin. And the same people want to deprive other people
of their rights. Certainly, you and Mrs. Carter and the other people
going to this dinner had a legal right to use the streets of Miami, espe-
cially without anybody interferring ; did you not?

Representative CarTer. Yes, sir,

Senator Ervin. I think I trust the first amendment; I think it is
a great part of our Constitution. It recognizes that people have a right
to assemble and petition the Government for the redress of grievances,
but it expressly says this right “is the right peaceably to assemble.”

Representative CArTER. Yes, sir.

Senator Ervin. And a demonstration of this kind where violence is
employed is not only a detriment to our Constitution, it is a detriment
to our system of Government, and it has been illegal for hundreds
and hundreds of years, ever since man emerged from the mists of
savagery.

Representative CarTer. Yes, sir, I agree, sir.

Senator Ervin. Senator Baker.

Senator Baxer. Thank you very much.

Congressman Carter, I am happy to have you here.

Representative Carter. Thank you, sir.

Senator Baker. I have had the privilege of knowing you ever since
you first come to the Congress of the United States. :

Representative CARTER. Yes, sir.

Senator Baker. You represent the district which adjoins my home
area of Tennessee and I am happy to say we share a common unfortified
boundary.

T was in Miami Beach, too, and I can empathize with the description
you give. I recall, as T commented to one previous witness earlier to-
day, that on this same occasion—I believe it was the same occasion—
we were going to convention hall for the balloting of the convention
nomination, that not only were your buses disabled, but I believe the
buses of a great number of delegations were disabled up and down
Miami Beach. Is that correct ?

Representative CARTER. Yes, sir; that is correct.

Senator Baker. I believe a great number of buses—I hesitate to
say the number—but a great number of buses were disabled and a great
number of delegations could not reach the convention hall because of
this vandalism. Our own bus, the Tennessee delegation, not only was
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the engine disabled and the tires slashed, but repair vehicles called
to haul off those buses to make room for others were blocked before
they could reach the hotel to take the delegation.

In my own case, we resorted to a private car to try to reach the
convention hall and found that it had been painted. It had been painted
with slurring remarks along the side and the windshield wipers had
been pulled off. We finally rode to the convention that night in a Ten-
nessee Highway Patrol car provided by the Governor, who was chair-
man of our delegation. We had a car in front and a car behind with
armed policemen. I do not know how we would have gotten there except
for that, except to walk. I think you have already pointed out that
walking through that crowd, which probably was measured by tens
of thousands—at least by thousands—was at best a risky business.

Do you recall, Congressman, the great rows of empty derelict buses
that the Miami Beach police put up as a barricade against these surg-
ing throngs? e

Representative CarTer. Yes, sir.

Senator Baxer. Do you remember seeing the demonstrators who
came into the streets to block cars with their faces painted white?

Representative CarTer. Yes, sir.

Senator Baker. And they rocked cars back and forth and tore off
windshield wipers and opened the doors to pull people out ?

Representative CArTer. Yes, sir.

Senator Baxer. Would you say that was reasonably calculated to
cause fear and trepidation in the hearts of people who were going to
that convention to nominate the President ?

Representative Carrer. I would say heartily, yes.

Senator Baxer. You went and so did I, but it was not a very pleas-
ant thing, was it ?

Representative Carrer. T was determined to go.

Senator Baxer. Well, it may have been pleasant for you. You floored
one of them.

Representative Carter. No, sir, that did not make it pleasant. T did
aot want to. But we were determined to go. It was our constitutional
right and we must be willing to fight for our rights, if necessary.

Senator Baxer. We do, indeed. And vou recall that on that oceasion,
when the President appeared before the convention—or the next day,
I believe—to make his acceptance speech, to avoid that erowd, pre-
sumably, he was brought in and out of that convention hall by heli-
copter?

Representative Carrer. That is my understanding ; yes, sir.

Senator Baker. Tell me, Dr. Carter, T do not want to prolong this.
As the chairman pointed out, at least this much occurred in 1968
against the Democratic National Convention in Chicago. Tt was an
extremely unfortunate situation in both instances—in 1972 and 1968.
There was great violence; there were almost uncontrollable forces at
work.

Representative Carrer. Yes, sir.

Senator Baxer. There was severe and genuine danger to human life
and the danger of injury, to say nothing of the intimidating force that
demonstrations of this sort produce. T pray to God that that has not
become part and parcel of our political process. I hope that is not
what great national parties have to go through in order to have a
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convention and nominate their candidates for President and Vice
President.

T am a little at a loss about what we can do in terms of legislation.
I suppose we can make national conventions a Federal event and make
them subject to Federal jurisdiction with the law enforcement au-
thorities. I suppose we could do that. But there are presently in
being and in place laws and statutes of the municipalities and the
States: and there was, in fact, a Federal presence there with the
Secret Service and, I believe, with National Guard or Regular Army
troops that were held in reserve in case things got really out of hand.

Do you have any way to suggest how we avoid the repetition of what
happened to the Democrats in 1968 and to Republicans in 19727

Representative Carter. I do not think you can legislate how people
can desire to do those things if they want to; but certainly we can
give better protection to the participants at such a convention.

Senator Baxer. To restate and underscore our resolve to function
and perform as a political entity, notwithstanding the best efforts of
those who would disrupt it.?

Representative CarTer. That is right.

Senator Baker. And deprive us of our first amendment rights?

Representative CARTER. Yes, sir.

Senator Baker. I agree with you. I don’t think there is any way
you can legis'ate this. It would be my hope—I hope not my vain hope—
that the identification of these transgressions, the illumination of these
events, calling the public’s attention to this savagery against Demo-
crats in 1968 in Chicago and Repub'icans in 1972 in Miami Beach,
that public attention on these, I believe, unacceptable acts, this spoil-
ing of the stream of American politics—I believe that the identifica-
tion of that and the illumination of it in the public’s eyves will call
attention to the undesirability of it and may serve as a deterrent force
in the future. Would you join me in hoping that is the case?

Representative Carrer. I certainly think so. I think that, actually,
this very effort on the part of certain people has an adverse effect on
the political party which they happen to represent or might represent.
I believe that it does it every time.

Senator Baker. I think both of the great national political parties
oucht to join, through their appropriate spokesmen, in a statement
deploring that sort of conduct as a transgression against the funda-
mental rights of American eitizens in the political arena. T think that
both our national parties ought to state clearly for all to hear that
those who perpetrate such things are disserving any legitimate po-
litieal cause or any purpose to be served by a political party and that
they abhor it. That has been said. T believe, by every responsible politi-
cal officer in the United States in one way or another. But I think we
have to find a wav to underscore and emphasize that so that certain
conduct is off limits; that it is simply not in the best interests of any
candidate or any party to see a repetition of that sort of thing in the
future. And T commend that to our two great national parties, because
they are both great.

Now, Dr. Carter. T won’t go further into this situation except to
say that it is a paradox of sorts that you of all people in the Congress
of the United States would be charged with being a murderer over




4994

the war in Vietnam. I recall at a very, very early date in that conflict,
I believe long before President Nixon was elected. you expressed your
disapproval of American involvement in Vietnam and you called con-
tinuously and constantly for the withdrawal of the American pres-
ence in Southeast Asia and you were in the very vanguard of those
doing it.

Were these your friends there? Were these antiwar protesters that
you were aware of that genuinely sought the cause of peace?

Representative Carrer. I don't feel like they were genuine war pro-
testers at all. I think they were there to disrupt, to cause trouble, and
to prevent people from going to the convention. Certainly, they were
not knowledgeable or they would have known the feelings of some
of us.

Senator Baxer. You didn't stop to explain that to that fellow you
floored, though, did you?

Representative Carrer. No, sir, I had no time for that.

Senator Baxer. T admire you for doing that.

Thank you, Doctor.

Representative Carrer. Thank you.

Senator Ervin. Senator Talmadge.

Senator Taraavce. Congressman Carter, did this mob that you re-
ferred to seem to be organized or spontaneons ?

Representative Carrer. I would think there was some organization
there, Senator, though not in a military manner. But I think that,
evidently. it had been agreed upon for them to meet; there were so
many of them there.

Senator Taryrance. Did you have any idea who organized them?

Representative CarTer. No, sir, I do not.

Senator Tararance. Do you know whether or not they were paid ?

Representative Carter. I do not.

Senator Taraance. Were there any police officers in the area?

Representative Carter. Yes, sir: at the Fontainebleu Hotel there
was a cordon of them around the entrance to the hotel. I would say 100
of them or so.

Senator Tararapce. Did they seem to be trying to control the situa-
tion? '

Representative Carrer. They were standing there holding their night
sticks like this [indicating] to keep this crowd from coming in the
Fontainebleu Hotel. T understand that after I got in the hotel, they
pushed these people back. They were a little late for me.

Senator Taramance. Was it that the mob was too large, beyond the
control of the police officers, or that the police officers didn’t exercise
enough diligence in trying to control them?

Representative Carrer. They didn't do anything at that time. T
understand that later they pushed them back, but evidently there
were not too many for them to control.

Senator Taraance. Did you hear any orders from police officers for
them to disperse?

Representative CarrTer. Not one.

Senator Taraance. Did you see any effort on the part of police
officers to use tear gas to control them?

Representative Carrer. Not at this time. We did go through tear
gas areas, but not when we went in the Fontainebleu.
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Senator Taraance. Of course, this is most abnormal for American
politics. As you know, we have had some disruptions at nearly all the
campaigns, but I know of nothing on a par with the Democratic Con-
vention of 4 years ago and the Republican Convention of last year.
What would vou suogest? Law enforcement is, of course, primarily
the responsibility of the local officers. If the local officers an't con-
trol it. the Government sends in enough National Guardsmen for them
to do so.

Was anv effort made by any of the officials there to induce a more
diligent effort on the part of the police department to control the
situation?

Representative CarTer. I believe that the police department did its
best. They were standing there, as I told you, in military formation,
you might sav, holding these batons. Evidently, they didn’t think there
was enough difficulty going on out in front to intercede. But after we
got into the hotel, they did come throngh.

Senator Tararapce. Did this disrnption continue throughout the
Republican Convention, or was it only the 1 day?

Representative Carrer. Oh, no, sir; this was on the first day, and
later—on the 23d, I believe it was.

Senator Tarmance. The same thing oceurred day after day through-
out the Republican Convention ; is that true?

Representative Carrer. Yes, sir: there were groups—mobs—going
up and down the streets almost every day.

Senator Tararapce. Did anvbody contact Governor Askew to request
the National Guard to control the situation?

Representative Carrer. I think there were troops held out in abey-
ance there to come in.

Senator Tarmance. Were any troops ever there on the scene?

Representative CarTer. I never saw any ; no, sir.

Senator Tarmapce. Thank you, Congressman, T have no further
questions.

Representative Carter. Thank you, sir.

Senator Ervix. Senator Weicker.

Senator Wercker. I have no questions, sir.

Senator Ervin. Senator Montoya.

Senator MonTovA. No questions.

Senator Ervin. Mr. Thompson.

Mr. Trompson. Congressman. T might ask vou on that one point, it
has been widely stated, T believe, that the Miami Police Department
did a magnificent job down there and the county police did a good job
under the cireumstances.

Do you ascribe to that?

Representative Carrer. Well, they certainly had the Fontainebleu
and the Eden Roe pretty well protected. However, down at the smaller
hotel where we were, we had no protection. T don’t say that to belittle
their efforts. By and large, T guess they did.

Mr. Troxrsox. They had quite a large area to cover and they had
quite a few people to cover?

Representative Carrer. Yes, sir; that is right.

Mr. Trompsox. And they did not have to call in the National Guard ?

Representative Carter. Not to my knowledge ; no, sir.

Mr. Tuomeson. Thank you.
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T have no further questions.

Senator Ervin. Thank you very much, Congressman.

Representative Carrer. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Epmisten. Mr. Chairman, the next witness is Mr. Jeremiah P.
Sullivan.

Senator Ervin. Please raise your right hand.

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give to
the Select Committee on Presidential Campaign Activities will be the
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?

Mr. Surrivan. I do.

Senator Ervix. Mr. Thompson.

Mr. TrompsoN. State your full name for the record, please.

TESTIMONY OF JEREMIAH P. SULLIVAN, POLICE
SUPERINTENDENT, CITY OF BOSTON

Mr. SurLivan. Jeremiah P. Sullivan.

Mr. Tuomrson. What is your occupation ?

Mr. Sviuivan. I am a police superintendent, Boston Police
Department.

Mr. Trompson. How long have you been a police officer ?

Mr. Svruivan. Thirty years, with the exception of 3 years in the
armed services.

M. Troarson. Were you on duty on October 31, 19727

Mr. Surriva~. Yes, sir, I was.

Mr. Troxrsox. Will you tell us whether a Republican fundraising
dinner took place that evening in Boston ?

Mr. Surnivan. Yes, sir; it was held at the Commonwealth Avrmory
on Commonwealth Avenue, Boston.

Mr. Troxpson. At the armory in Boston?

Mr. Surrivax, Yes, sir.

Mr. Troaeson. Who was the speaker at that particular event?

Mr. Svrrivan. There were many speakers, Mr. Thompson.

Mr. Troareson. Who would you say the main attraction was?

Mr. SurLrivan. Well, Mr. Nixon.

Myr. Troseson. Mr. Nixon. Would you tell us whether a demonstra-
tion occurred that particular evening?

Mr. SurLivan. Yes, sir, there was.

Mr. Tuomeson. Would you approximate for us about how many
demonstrators gathered outside the armory there?

Mr. Surtivan. Approximately 7,500.

Mz, Trosesox. Would you describe for the committee the march of
the demonstrators along Commonwealth Avenue and what destruction
and damage, if any, rhvm was?

Mr. SvrLivan. Yes, sir; approximately 500 people, mostly young-
sters. gathered in Copley Square in Boston at about 5:10 or 5:30 p.m.
and started marching along Dartmonth Street and out Commonwealth
Avenue. We had some roports of destruction of property on the way
up. As they passed by Boston University more young people were
added to the ecrowd and through a previous arrangement we had re-
quested those who were in (11.11"'1' of the group and who had requested
a street permit to o as far as the Boston University Bridge. to pass
over to the other side of the street, and stay on the opposite side of
the armory. There was some destruction of property, damage to motor
vehicles by those who marched on the way out.




Mr. Tromrsox. What sort of property destruction, Mr. Sullivan?

Mr. Svrravay. Windshield wipers and some windshields were
damaged, gouging of cars, denting of the hoods and the tops of auto-
mobiles by fists apparently being pounded on automobiles. Some win-
dows were broken n some of the buildings on the way out.

Mr. Trospsox. Was there any painting on buildings?

Mr. SvrLLivax. Yes, grafliti—some obscenities were vainted or
sprayed on some of the buildings all the way from (_‘oplle}' Square
Public Library—churches and other buildings on the way out.

Mr. Tuospsox. After the demonstrators arrived at the armory,
what, if anything, did they do to the guests who were entering the
dinner at the armory*

Mr. Surrivay. There were obscenities by many of those who were
restrained on the opposite side of the street. It was Halloween ; it was
a chilly night. Many were dressed in Halloween costumes and there
was an attempt to get near the guests as they entered the armory. There
was a long line of guests waiting because there was a very tight se-
curity check while people were entering. The celebrities, those who
were speaking through a previous request, were permitted by us; we
made arrangements for them to go down Gaffney Street, and some of
the protesters did make an attempt to get near the guests. There was
a lot of sign-carrying: much of it was anti-Vietnam war type signs,
“Sign up now” peace signs, and there were many obscenities: *One
two. three, four,” and then obscenity, “We are against the war”; this
type of thing. There was a chanting by most of the people who were
in attendance across the street from the armory.

Mr. Uroarpson. 1 have photographs here 1 will ask you to identify
in a moment that show the demonstrators. I see one sign here “Nixon
sucks blood™: anti-Nixon signs also among demonstrators there.

Mr. SuLnivan. Yes, sir; there was a wide variety of anti-Nixon
signs.

Mr. Trospsox. Did some demonstrators spit on the people who
were entering the armory then?

Mr. SurLivay. Not while they were entering: no, sir. When some of
the guests were leaving later in the evening, there was spitting.

Mr. Tiompson. You mentioned a rather tight security check. Did
the police department handle that or did the people who organized the
dinner handle that ?

Mr. Suntavan. It was a combination really, an extraordinarily
great coordination between the Secret Service, the Boston Police,
the State Police, the MEC—which is similar to the Park Police here
in Washington, The committee did have private security people in the
armory, and so we did go on the assumption that the President him-
self may arrive, we had a Presidential detail set up.

Mr. Troarsox. Were these ordinary security precautions under the
cireumstances for such an event, or did you expect possible trouble there
sometime in advance?

Mr. Svrrivaxn. They were ordinary in that we expected the possi-
bility of the President arriving or Mrs. Nixon. In anticipation of a
march from Coplev Square we expected that there mayv be difficulties
so we expected that we should have more than the usual number of of-
ficers on the route.

Mr. Troxrpsox. Mr. Sullivan, while the dinner was taking place in
that armory, did the demonstrators ever attempt to move forward or
storm the armory at any point ¢




4998

Mr. SvrLivan. Yes, sir. 1 had explained through a prearranged
agreement with those who led the march—we had asked them to stay
on the other side of the median strip. In the center of Commonwealth
Avenue there is a trolley car line both inbound and outbound and there
is a 5-foot chain-link fence. They remained there pretty much until
about 9 in the evening; there was a chanting of the obscenities and
then there came a point where we had our TPF, tactical patrol
force, lined up immediately in front of the armory. We had the Massa-
chusetts State Police troopers inside the fence between the armory
doors and the fence; we had many additional officers on duty. We had
our canine officers ready ; we had six mounted officers there for crowd
control, and there was a surging of the crowd against the fence. The
fence was knocked down : they started to cross and at that point there
was a newsman’s car which we feel was mistaken for a police car. Some-
body had written the word—sprayed the word—*Pig"” on it; that
was firebombed and it attracted a lot of attention back toward the
direction of the car. Our officers started to repel the crowd back away
from the armory. There was much chanting: “Let’s get in. Let’s go
through the doors. We're going in.”

Fortunately, the explosion incident seemed to separate the crowd.
Our officers took advantage of it, and used as a wedge some of our
TPF and regular officers to move the youngsters up Commonwealth
Avenue and down Commonwealth Avenue. It just about broke the
back of whatever was going to happen in the takeover of the armory,
although many of them, about 1,500 to 2,000, remained in the immedi-
ate vicinity of the armory. The others went back in town toward Cop-
ley Square and the rest headed outbound.

Mr. Tuomrson. Had you not taken precautions, would there have
been a possibility of the armory being taken over by these people?

Mr. SuLLivan. There is no question about it.

Mr. Tuomrson. Did you learn or did you know of any other fire-
bombings of automobiles other than the one of the reporter that you
mentioned ?

Mr. Svruivan. Yes, sir. Shortly after what T have just described
there was a taxicab that was also firebombed. We called for the de-
partment of public works street-cleaning equipment : there was a lot
of glass in the streets, and we had to clean the streets for the guests at
the dinner so they would be able to drive away with their motor
vehicles.

Mr. Trompsox. Were there any injuries to police officers as a result
of their demonstration ?

Mr. SuLrivan. Yes, sir: we had nine police officers who were injured.

Mr. Tromrsox. Would you describe the type of injuries?

Mr. SurLivan. We had some minor injuries. We had one photog-
rapher knocked down—was hit in the face and had a broken nose.
He said it was a spike, but wasn’t sure of the type of missile: his
35-millimeter camera was smashed. We had mounted officers who were
injured ; their ankles and their calves were struck with missiles. We
had reports of sharp implements being stuck into the buttocks of some
of the horses, and the dogs were being taunted. Such events was taking
place.

Mr. Tromesox. Would you describe what happened to the guests as
thev were leaving?

Mr. Suruivan. Yes, sir.
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Some of the guests started to leave early. Apparently they had hea rd
rumors inside that there had been a demonstration outside. The officers
inside and outside were reassuring them that they were safe. By this
time the crowd had subsided quite a bit. There was still some chant-
ing; there were still some of the obscenities. Because of the redeploy-
ment of the officers—I had to redeploy them in both directions up and
down Commonwealth Avenue—some of those costumed, especially the
costumed, Halloween youngsters started to move in close to the guests
and were heaping obscenities and epithets on them and there was some
spitting at some of the guests as they were passing through. Some
of the guests personally requested me and other officers for an escort
to their car, and this was taken care of.

Mr. Trosesox. Did you receive any reports at the scene of the
demonstration from either guests or officers as to the damage or de-
struction of automobiles or other personal property of the guests who
were at the dinner?

Mr. Surnivan. Yes, sir. Some of it was official ; that was brought to
our attention and reports were taken. I have copies of these reports
here. Many of the guests merely indicated that they had reported to
their insurance companies: many of them came back and indicated that
their aerials were ripped off, windshield wipers were ripped off, dented
cars, windshields were damaged. and this kind of damage.

Mr. Tromresox. Reports of slashing of tires?

Mr. Surnivan. Yes, sir, slashing of tires. We had businessmen report
late glass windows were smashed in by demonstrators or those who
1ad been intending to cross the street or leaving the immediate area.

Mr. Trompsos. I will show you three photographs now which I have
shown to counsel, if you would please identify those three photographs,
and you can hold them up to the committee as you refer to them.

Mr. SurLivan. Yes, sir. This, Mr. Thompson, is a photograph of a
Boston police photographer lying on the ground and he is being
protected by three or four of our TPF tactical patrol officers. His
camera is lying in the street; there is a sign at his head—protecting
his head—which says “Sign it now.”

The second photograph would indicate to me—our officers repelled
the crowd when they started to surge across toward the armory doors—
the fear expressed in the faces of some of the people who are trying
to break away. At approximately that time there was the firebombing
of the car.

The third photograph indicates the newsman’s car that had the
word “pig” written on the side of it, and apparently they had mis-
taken the newsman’s aerial for a police aerial. That might have been
the reason for it but that is the newsman’s car on fire a'most directly
across the street from the front of the armory.

Mr. Tromesox. Mr. Chairman, I would move these photographs
be made a part of the record.

Senator Ervin. Let the record show that the photographs will be
received in exidence as exhibits and appropriately numbered as such.

[The documents referred to were marked exhibits Nos. 253, 254, and
255.%]

Mr. Taompesox. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. T have no further ques-
tions. Thank you, Mr. Sullivan.

*See pp. 5031-5033.




Senator Ervin. Mr. Lenzner.

Mr. Lenzxer. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Sullivan, did the department receive any intelligence prior to
this demonstration that indicated there was going to be a plan to dis-
rupt the appearances at the dinner or create disturbances and violence?

Mr. Svrrivan. Yes, sir. There were some intelligence reports in
connection with it. One woman who indicated that she had—a lady of
an ad hoc committee called “A Penny a Plate.” She did come forward
and we cooperated with her in organizing the program as well as we
possibly could. We supplied two motor vehicles to escort the parade
u{) Commonwealth Avenue which made our jobs just a little bit easier,
although we feel that a lot of agitators participated in it, and that
hadn't been planned on.

The People’s Coalition for Peace and Justice, we were told by our
intelligence office, would be in attendance. The Greater Boston Peace
Action Coalition would also be participating: and the Students for a
Democratic Society would also be evidenced at this, There would be
some attempt for guerrilla action and we should anticipate this, which
was exactly the language that came through in our intelligence reports.

Mr, LexzNer. From your occupation and from your observation as
a police officer, was there evidence that the disruptions and violence
that took place were planned—that is, coordinated and planned vio-
lence and disruptions?

Mr. Suvrrivan. The parade itself, or the group that marched cer-
tainly was organized—all except approximately 1,800 who were al-
ready at the armory when they arrived.

Mr. Lexzxer. When the acts of violence took place, did it appear to
be prearranged that people had gotten together and organized them-
selves to conduct this?

Mr. Surrivan. Much of it seemed spontaneous, sir; yes, sir.

Mr. Lenzyer. Can you tell me this: Was there any investigation
afterward—criminal investigation—to determine whether there was
a conspiracy or agreement to create violence and cause damage?

Mr. SvrLivax. Yes; our intelligence office looked into this prior to
and after the Republican dinner and we found no information and no
evidence of a conspiracy in connection with it. There were 10 arrests
made for disorderly persons—drunkenness, assault and battery with
a dangerous weapon, assault of a police officer—but beyond that, we
found no evidence of any coordinated conspiracy on the part of those:
no, sir.

Mr. Lenzyer. T think you testified that had it not been for the one
violent act, the act of firebombing, that your personnel would have had
trouble maintaining appropriate order there. Is that a problem of not
having adequate personnel? In other words, would you have needed
substantially additional numbers to control the situation?

Mr. Surrivay. No.sir. I am confident that we did have sufficient per-
sonnel on hand at that time and if we hadn’t T am afraid we would
have had serious injury and possibly death that night.

Mr. Lexzyer. Well, as a law enforcement official, maybe you can
help us because there has been a concern over the years of public figures
being unable to appear in public and to make speeches and appear at
rallies and other public events without fearing that a demonstration is
either going to make it impossible or cause injury to individuals at
public events,
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Do you have any suggestions or ideas on either law enforcement
or what the Congress can do to insure that these activities don’t con-
tinue in the way they have?

Mr. Surivan. Yes, sir. T recall when John Kennedy appeared at
Boston College, he was a very difficult individual to protect; the Secret
Service men and our own office in the Boston Police Department and
the Newton Police—we had Senator McGovern in Boston on two occa-
sions. That went on almost without incident, although it required a
tremendous number of police officers to protect him and his guests at
that time.

The first rally took place in Post Office Square; we took every pre-
caution on the windows and wherever there might be a vantage point,
and it does require so many extra forces and draining of normal
policing units that we have throughout the city. In this particular case
T am positive that we supplied to the Republican dinner committee
up there every ounce of police protection we did in connection with
any other Presidential candidate or President that ever came into our
cities. It is no easy problem. They must be with the people and deal
with them. Even the crowd of 8,000 who were present that night in the
streets. I am sure that many of them were young curiosity seekers;
they wanted to see their President or the President’s wife. or Vice
President A gnew ; they were probably seeing the President for the first
time. And then, of course, the agitators take advantage of these situa-
tions.

We don't like to have our police officers there with their helmets and
shields on. We would prefer to have them in the same type of uniform
that these officers are in, in this caucus room now. So, I have no easy
solution. but T have a recommendation to make, and that would be—on
this particular occasion when we were planning this event, I personally
suggested that the President, or whoever it was—Mrs. Nixon or Vice
President A gnew—be brought in by helicopter. It would have made our
motorcade coverage so much easier. It would have provided greater
safety for them. They talked about bringing them into the Bedford
Airport. which eventually they did do. Had they broucht them into the
Logan Airport we would have had problems in escorting them across
the city—setting up traffic, including, probably, the newsmen’s buses
who came along, especially. They are the high ride buses. We don’t
have the underpasses to accommodate them and there is some danger
of having the roofs sheared off and losing a number of newsmen.

T am saying these are some of the things that have to go into the
planning, and the recommendation that T have is—since it was Hal-
loween night, most of the officers who were on that particular detail
might have otherwise been detailed throughout the city watching the
little goblins running around tricking or treating from door to door.
So it is a tremendously costly thing for the local government, and 1
would recommend Federal legislation to have the Federal Government
defray the costs in events such as these.

Mr. Lexzxer. I think—and I may be wrong about this—that some
of the funds from the Law Enforcement Assistance Agency have been
made available to local jurisdictions for riot control or crowd control.
Has your department obtained any of these funds?

Mr. Strrivay. Not for personnel costs or overtime costs. Yes, sir, for
riot control and training. We have appreciated that.
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Mr. Lexzyer. But your suggestion would be, for specific events, to
be able to increase your personnel to an adequate level; to have the
Government defray the expenses for that ad hoe situation—the specific
demonstration that you need extra help on ?

Mr. Surrivan. Yes, sir. For the protection of the political figures
that are coming, because so many rumors had spread on who was going
to be the speaker or who was going to arrive, and these youngsters
wanted to see some of the prominent political figures. They just simply
could not get that close. We would not permit them for the sa fety
of the political figures who were going to appear that night.

Mr. Lexzyer. If you had sufficient intelligence prior to the event,
is it feasible to obtain some kind of injunction against the leaders of
the group that you had evidence had an intention to disrupt or provoke
violence ? Isthat feasible ?

Mr. Surrivan. Well, T do not know. T have listened to so many of
these hearings that T am getting the feeling that T know so many of
the board here. T sort of like Senator Ervin’s first amendment descrip-
tion of the right to peaceably assemble. T think we could run into real
problems trying to determine who would not have the right. We
would have almost have to find out exactly what they were going to
do before they did it and I do not think they are going to tell you
this. They are going to come before you and they are going to say:
“This will be a peaceful assembly.” They may be very conscientious and
honest about it when they tell you. We accept their word for it. Street
permits for parades are allowed. Then it gets out of hand, and we
wonder why. I think that would be very diflicult to determine.

Mr. Lenzzer. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. That is all T have,

Senator Ervin. Senator Baker.

Senator Baker. I have no questions.

Senator Ervin. Mr. Sullivan, a situation like that is very difficult for
the police to handle, is it not ?

Mr. Surnivan. Yes; it is.

Senator Ervin. Tn the first place, as you have pointed out, you not
only have in the group, maybe, people who have been disrupting the
occasion, but you also have a groun of other people—law-abiding peo-
ple—who come out of a sense of curiosity.

Mr. SunLivax. Yes, sir.

Senator Ervin. And the disrupters are very frequently mixed up
with the law-abiding people who are there for nothing except for good
purposes.

Mr. SurLivan. They feel they would like to see their leaders.

Senator Ervin. And as you point out very well. the difficulty of deal-
ing with a situation like this is, a lot of times vou do not know that
there is going to be violence; that the demonstration is peaceful until
some candidate or important individual appears on the scene?

Mr. SuLnivan. Yes, sir.

Senator Ervix. Then it suddenly erupts and suddenly starts?

Mr. SurLvan. Yes, sir.

Senator Ervix. In addition to that, the police have to necessarily
delay taking action until the demonstration does become disorderly :
because otherwise, they would be accused of suppressing the right of
peonle to assemble.

Mr. SurLivan. They must exercise restraint.
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Senator Erviy. And the people are anxious to avoid precluding
anybody, including the disrupters; therefore, they cannot use their
most effective weapons, which are firearms.

Mr. Surrivan. Yes.

Senator Ervin. So they have to exercise, as much as possible, re-
straint ; reenforcing their employees, possibly.

Mr. Suruivan. Yes, sir.

Senator Ervix. So you characterize this group in Boston on that
occasion as being a violent and unruly mob—turned into a violent and
unruly mob?

Mr. Strnivax. It was a combination of both, Senator. T think, as I
say, there were youngsters there who simply wanted to see their leader.
They wanted to see the people who were attending this dinner. I am
sure in all of these demonstrations—we have had sometimes 100,000
people walk down Commonwealth Avenue to Boston Common. We
have been able to monitor them: we have met with them, and there
was little or no incident. But the thing that the law enforcement
officer always fears'is the individual, the agitator, who will start
throwing rocks, and the shoving and the pushing, and then we are in
trouble ; because oftentimes the police officer will grab the wrong per-
son. I think the very fact that there was not a single charge of police
brutality against the Boston police, the State police, or any other law
enforcement officer in connection with this is some indication of the
restraint shown by the officers.

Senator Erviy. Were there not indications that a lot of the violence
was agitated and brought about by protest against the Vietnam war?

Mr. SurLivan. Yes, sir.

Senator Ervin. And that has been a great calamity to our country,
has it not: the ease with which people, especially young people, could
be stirred into conduet of the kind you describe on account of the Viet-
nam war?

Mr. SurLivan. Yes, sir.

Senator Ervin. Well, I want to commend you on the action the po-
lice took on this occasion. I do not know a harder job you can have
than for a police officer to try to deal with such a situation as this.

Mr. Suruivan. Thank you.

Senator Ervin. Senator Weicker.

Senator Weicker. Just a few comments, if T might.

Fivst of all, let me say this. As vour neighbor to the west, I have
spent many wonderful times in Massachusetts, and more particularly
the city of Boston. You have a very fine police force.

Mr. Svrivan. Thank you, sir.

Senator Weicker. As you well know, New Englanders are the ones
who expressed themselves long before the Vietnam war, in fact, even
more so——

Mr. Svnravan. They do that sometimes.

Senator Wercker. How many arrests were made on that particular
evening ?

Mr. Svrrivan. There were 10 arrests made in the immediate vicin-
ity of the armory, Senator. Then as the crowd headed back downtown,
there were approximately 10 more arrests in isolated areas—on Bea-
con Street. Newbury Street, Commonwealth Avenue, and other areas—
for vandalism and the breaking of windows.

21-206 O - 74 - pt. 12 ===




5004

Senator Weicker. Would you not say that one of the difficulties
that we have, or rather that the police have in mob situations such as
this is that democracy is a very ineflicient system under which to go
ahead and control a mob?

Mr. SurLivan. Yes, sir, it certainly is.

Senator Wercker. And that is so because we still put a great pre-
mium on the rights of each individual.

Myr. SurnivaN. Yes, sir.

Senator Weicker. And certainly, on the other hand, there is not one
person in this room who does not frown on and condemn violence in the
Pursnit of any goal in this country. No matter how great the goal, it
118 no place and should have no place in our society.

Mr. Surrivan. That is right.

Senator Wercker. So this is the matter that has to be resolved. I
sometimes worry during the course of these hearings, and with the
experience of the late sixties and early seventies in mind, whether
or not the American people will still lay a greater premium on having
a democracy or whether they will lay a greater premium on having
peace and quiet. Because peace and quiet, you know as an enforcement
officer, can be obtained, but at what I think is too stiff a price, if yon
will, for individual liberties. Does not this cross your mind sometimes,
this very precarious balance between your duties and the protection
of the citizenry?

Mr. SurLLivan. Yes, sir.

Senator Wercker. Certainly, I think that both of us would agree
that in no set of circumstances is violence an excuse in any manner,
shape, or form for lawbreaking of any kind.

Mr. SurLrivan. Yes, sir.

Senator Wercker, So the problem is not going to go away as we
continue onr examination. It would seem to me we are always going
to be confronted with trying to insure the rights of every American
and at the same time to insure that lawbreaking will be dealt with
under the law.

Do you know, of these arrests, how many convictions were obtained ?

Mr. Surravan. I do not have the disposition. It was approximately
1 week after these cases were brought. I was hurriedly notified yester-
day to come, Senator. I did not get the notification. Usually, in cases
of this nature, they probably would have been filed in the court.

Senator Weicker. But you would say. would you not, that insofar as
threatening an individual or throwing a firebomb, imposing or threat-
ening physical violence, that the laws are on the books, are they not?

Mr. Suniivaw. Yes, they are.

Senator Wercker. There is not a question in that area of achieving
anything further. In Boston or Miami or wherever in the United
States, these matters of physieal harm and property damage, et cetera,
are well covered by the law.

Mr. Surtivanx. We have sufficient legislation in that area: yes, sir.

Senator Weicker. I would suppose. then, it is up to the leadership
of our communities or our States in this country to go ahead and make
a clear case for the fact that we can all disagree, but we do so within
the bounds of the law and that lawbreaking in any form is not to be
tolerated. That probably would be the greatest help to you as a police
officer, would it not ?

Mr. SurLivax. Yes, sir; it certainly would.
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Senator Wercker. Thank you very much.

Senator Ervin. Senator Montoya.

Senator MoxToya. Mr. Chairman, I just have one or two questions.

Chief Sullivan, you are the first police chief who has appeared be-
fore this committee, and you represent the law enforcement agency of
one of the big cities of the country. How many police did you have
available close to the armory in case anything would happen?

Mr. Svruivax. Either dirvectly or indirectly, we had approximately
400 men in connection with this detail. Senator.

Senator Moxtoya. And if this crowd decided to come through and
accelerate the initial thrust with perhaps assault and violence, would
you have been able to control that erowd with 400 men !

Mr. SurLivan. Yes, sir, we feel that we would.

Senator MoxToya. How would you have controlled them?

Mr. Surnivan. We had sufficient manpower in our well-trained, ex-
ceptionally well trained Boston Police Force tactical unit for crowd
control and the State troopers with their own tactical patrol. There
was a large number of officers inside the armory, both Boston Police
plainclothes officers and State police plainclothes officers and troopers
in uniform, so that the crowd inside was well protected as well as those
outside.

We did anticipate difficulty up at the armory. That was the reason
we had our canine units there. They are very, very helpful. We don’t
like to use them unless we absolutely have to, but in a case like this,
we had them on hand, and when the dogs started barking and snarl-
ing, the crowds started moving back, and the mounted officers are very,
very effective in connection with crowd control.

As I wanted to deseribe before. many of those who were on the other
side of the street probably, we felt, were just simply curiosity seekers.
So we probably would have been able to contain those members of the
crowd that actually did have in mind storming the armory.

Senator Mo~Ttoya. I think you did a fine job. Have you given any
thought to any deterrent measures in this kind of situation, when a
President comes in to visit a citv?

Mr. Strnivan. T almost think, Senator, we would have to follow pre-
cisely the same planning and implementation of our alert mobilization
plan in connection with such an event.

There is one thing that I do wish. that political figures would give
us more advance knowledge, at least to the local police and to the Secret
Service, if possible. T realize the safety of political figures is very im-
portant, but we have to have as much advance information for prepara-
tion as we possibly can to coordinate it. I think one of the things that
could have happened some vears ago was to sit down and meet with
some of the marchers and ask them to cooperate. But this is a new look
in conneetion with mob control, and where we are able to do it—
actually lead them to wherever they are going—this is most helpful.
We need the advance information and intelligence in order to be able
to do these things.

Senator Moxtoya. T am thinking of the uncontrolled erowds or dem-
onstrators in Miami. Thev weren’t controlled by the police there, as
the testimony shows us here this afternoon.

Mr. Surrivaxn, Right. sir.

Senator Moxtova. I am thinkine in terms of the possibility of
violence in San Diego, and this is why the Republican convention site
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was changed. Now, what do you consider as a proper measure of pre
caution and deterrence in the future to protect Presidential candidate;
and also to insure the proper conduct of national conventions? Do you
have anything by way of suggestions along these lines?

Mr. SvnLivan. As to conventions, we have never had a Presidential
national convention in Boston. In my estimation, that would be a very
difficult one to handle. But so far as we in law enforcement are con-
cerned, sir, we need the entire coordination of every single possible law
enforcement agency, Federal, State, and local. The FBI was very help-
ful to us in connection with this. the Secret Service. the State Police,
the Park Police, our own police officers, any police agency whatsoever
in the immediate area. Oftentimes in a city like Boston, we find as
many as 20 or 30 different police departments. We need all the help
and coordination we can get.

It must be headed up by one individual, as it was in Florida. pre-
paring Florida. But there must be the feeder lines from all of those
who are participating, from either side of the aisle, to let us all know
what is going on so we can all be in step in connection with it.

As for motorcades through a ecity, such as the one T deseribed in
connection with Senator McGovern, these are verv. very difficult to
police, because it came after we left the airport. We came along
Kneeland Street and now we are on the main street of Boston, Wash-
ington Street. and they decided to get into an open car. Well, this is the
choice of the political figures themselves and there is always the danger
of individuals being up on the buildings. It happened on another
occasion.

As for the immediate area where the rally is going to take place. we
did, we took extraordinary precautions in the immediate area of the
armory itself where this dinner took place. We went in and we made a
personal survey of every single room in that building. We checked
every single door. We wanted to know what was behind every door. As
political figures were coming in, there was going to be no danger of
somebody stepping out. We made sure that we posted officers at every
single entrance or exit. :

We ringed the building, the railroad tracks and even the State high-
way just beyond, to make sure there was no one who didn’t belong
there.

Boston University has an administration building that is adjacent
to the armory. We placed officers up on the roofs and at various win-
dows, strateoic areas where somebody might find himself.

We placed officers on Gaffney Street where there were windows that
looked into the VIP room where some of the celebrities might be before
they went into the main hall. All of these things were done, but they
had to be done with the coordination of the police officials and the plan-
ning agencies, whoever was connected with it, including private se-
curity agencies, who were most helpful in connection with this.

Senator Montova. And you feel that if you had adequate notice, you
could have hand'ed a Presidential visit more adequately?

Mr. Surnivan. Yes, sir, I think we could have done a much better
job.

Senator Mo~xToya. That is all.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator Ervin. Any further questions?

[No response.]
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Senator Erviy. Thank you very much, Mr. Sullivan.

Mr. SurLivax. It is an honor.

Senator Baxer. Mr. Chairman, I believe this witness completes our
witness roster for today. Since it is only 3:20 in the afternoon and we
have a little time before adjournment for the day, I think it might be
appropriate to bring up a matter that the committee has discussed and
I brought up previously in executive sessions, including the executive
gession this morning.

The committee has continued for some time now to take proof on a
wide range of allegations and charges. I understand our transcript now
exceeds 8 million words. The likelihood that we are going to be able
to finish these hearings and do justice to the mandate required by
Senate Resolution 60 by February 28, at the rate we are going, is small
at the moment.

Now, in the course of this committee’s function, the staff—that is,
the majority and the minority staff—I believe, we'll agree, has worked
together and worked pretty well. We have produced committee wit-
nesses and avoided the temptation to produce Republican or Demo-
cratic witnesses. They have been committee witnesses. I think that
almost without exception, the interrogation of the witnesses has been
remarkably free of partisan flavor,

But we have reached a point now where there is a great body of
proof that has been developed by the staff that will require a great
deal of time to put in the record by oral testimony. I am advised by
the staff that they have sworn interviews of some 40 witnesses dealing
with a wide range of subject matter, but much similar to the testi-
mony we heard today, that is, testimony of acts of violence, of dis-
ruption, of hurled epithets, broken windows, of splattered paint,
slashed tires, and a number of other things.

What the affidavits do not do, in most instances, is lay this to the
feet of a particular person or particular group. But they are acts of dis-
ruption of the most sensitive of all the democratic processes, the elec-
tive system. I think this record would be incomplete without that
information.

The first paragraph of the resolution which created this committee
provides, as I read earlier in today’s hearings, for the establishment of
a select committee of the Senate to conduct an investigation and study
of the extent, if any, to which illegal, improper, or unethical activities
were engaged in by any persons, acting individually or in combination
with others, in the Presidential election of 1972 or any eampaign, can-
vass, or other activities related thereto. I tried to make it very clear
in my examination of at least one and I think other witnesses today, and
I have previously tried to make it very clear when I did not know of
a connection.

I restated to one witness today the burden of his testimony was free
of the allegation that it was caused, orchestrated, or planned by the
Democratic National Committee or the committee to elect Senator
McGovern President or anything else. But the irreducible minimum
fact was that serious disruptions took place and this committee’s juris-
diction certainly extends to that. notwithstanding that in many in-
stances, we cannot prove who planned or undertook those things.

So. rather than offer to the committee 40 witnesses, which would get
us well past the time when the snow flies in this city and probably be-
yond the time when Senate Resolution 60, decrees that we file our final
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report—rather than sit through a great number of witnesses whose
testimony in many instances would be repetitious, in some instances
without 1dentification—I propose, as you know, Mr. Chairman, that
sworn affidavits be submitted for the record and received with the full
understanding that affidavits of a witness not subject to cross-examina-
tion and taken by the staff present a problem of sorts. Committee mem-
bers, I believe in every instance, certainly in most, have not inter-
viewed these witnesses personally. We have depended on stafl to
do that under oath, with the full understanding that if any affiant’s
statement, if any affidavit is called into question or if there is any
further elaboration of points covered by the affidavit, it may be wished
by any member of the committee that that witness might be recalled
for further elaboration or for cross-examination.

So, from the 40 applications, I have winnowed it to 30 affidavits
which I intend to offer for the record today. I will not read those papers.
That would put a considerable burden on the committee’s time and on
this record.

I will offer them, together with a brief description of the subject
matter we deal with. Mr. Chairman, the affidavits I ask be printed
as a part of the record as we will have them duplicated for—they have
already been delivered to members of the committee. They will be
available for anyone who wants them as a public document.

Senator Ervin. T might state that T have read all of the affidavits
and I have consulted with all of the members and they have acreed
with me that it is in the interest of time to receive these affidavits. These
affidavits certainly show that there was a lot of—there were violent
demonstrations during the Presidential election of 1972. It shows that
there were a lot of very reprehensible things done at various political
headquarters. However, there are one or two of the affidavits that T
would say, like the one of Dr. Lundgren, a physician, former physician
of the President, which recounts some burglaries which it seems to me
do not connect with the Presidential election of 1972 except perhaps
by surmise.

There is one affidavit about two or three parties in Manchester, N.H.,
who set off a bomb in police headquarters, who said they belonged
to the Peoples Liberation Army. I don’t believe that is quite connected.

But T will say this. So many of these affidavits show that a lot of
demonstrations occurred, or in which they took part in. were largely
due to dissatisfaction with the Vietnam war. But T want to commend
people who drew the affidavits because the affidavits state the facts and
where they do not state facts, where they state conclusions of the
witness, the people who drew the affidavits took pains to state that
fact. T have never seen a set of affidavits more fairly drawn in that
respect than these affidavits.

I think in the interest of time I might state further that T am glad
to note that there is nothing in any of the affidavits to show that any
of the candidates for President or the Presidential nomination coun-
tenanced any of these events. But these affidavits, with the exception
of the one or two I mentioned, are certainly competent, the evidence
in them is competent under our resolution. I think it is greatly to the
interest of the committee and its work to put them into evidence rather
than bring these witnesses here, because what they recount, as a rule.
is very roughly what we are inquiring into and will save a great deal
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of time. At the same time, by putting them in the record, they will be
available to anybody who wants to study the record.

Senator Baxer. Mr. Chairman, thank you very much.

Now, at the very beginning before I make my brief description—
it is not so brief, it will take about 15 minutes—before I make my
description of the affidavits just for housekeeping purposes, I would
ask that the 30 affidavits that have been delivered to the members
of the committee and which will be delivered to the reporter, be
identified, and received in evidence as exhibits to this record.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Trospson. I might clarify what the Senator said. The packet
which Senator Ervin had before him, I believe, contained 40 affidavits.
I believe Senator Baker has selected 30 of those. If they had all been
examined I would assume we will make all 40 of them part of the
record.

Senator Ervin. You say they deal with only 30 subjects but there
must be 40, maybe 45, so let them all come in.

Senator Baxer. Whatever it is, I want them put in the record,
Mr. Chairman.

Senator Ervin. Without objection and by the consent of the entire
committee, that is so ordered, and they will be appropriately num-
bered for the purposes of the record as before.

[The documents rveferred to were marked exhibits Nos. 256-1
through 256-40.*]

Senator Baxer. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say—if I may—
in the course of our investigation, matters have been brought to our
attention which reflect on the supporters of both major candidates.
Certain other matters have been brought to our attention which indi-
cate that both parties were subjected to improper activities by persons
acting individually or in combination with others, although in some
instances the perpetrators of these activities are not known.

Some of these actions have taken the form of violence against
campaign headquarters. Some have taken the form of violent demon-
strations which in some instances prevented others from exercising
their constitutional rights to assemble and express their political
beliefs.

It is not our purpose to imply a connection between these activities
and any candidate or campaign worker if the facts do not merit such
a conclusion.

Tt seems to me that at this point in our proceedings there are two
primary considerations. First, to make sure that the investigation is
a full one, and that the record is complete with regard to t 118 type
activity; and, second, that we move as expeditiously as possible. I
see no useful purpose in spending several days in calling numerous
witnesses who will provide repetitious testimony in this area.

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, five witnesses have been called today and,
with the committee’s permission, which has now been granted, I
will summarize portions of other evidence which would have taken
many days to present through live testimony. The information which
I will relate is supported by sworn affidavits which T will submit to be
placed in the record. The information covers several categories and
areas of inquiry.

*For description and location of exhibits, see contents pages.
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I will begin with information relating to the FBI, an organization
which has provided this country with the finest law enforcement
agency in the world for these many years. We have heard testimony in
open hearings as well as statements in the press with regard to the
proper function of the FBI, both in the past and at present. Mr. Chair-
man, during our investigation, information has come to this committee
which raises serious questions with regard to the F'BI in its utilization
now or in the past. This information has to do with the use of the FBI
in ways possibly other than contemplated by statute.

But, Mr. Chairman, there are obvious jurisdictional problems we
would have in pursuing these matters, and possibly claims of national
security, to say nothing of the impact that it might have on that fine
law enforcement agency which is the FBI, just as it has been and still,
I trust, is, of a high level of esprit de corps and, therefore, I suggest,
Mr. Chairman, that matters in that category instead of being made
part of this record, be referred to the appropriate jurisdictional
committee of the Senate for their determination according to their
jurisdiction according to the Standing Rules of the Senate.

Mr. Chairman, we have heard testimony concerning the use of
spies or operatives who were placed in the opposing party’s camps
during the 1972 ca mpaign. Of concern to this committee is not only the

nature of this activity but the extent of it, including the extent to
which it is acceptable in a political campaign. It seems that, had it
not been for the last-minute veto of Senator McGovern, Democratic
nominee for the Presidency, such an operative might have been placed
aboard Vice President Agnew’s campaign plane by high McGovern

campaign officials but Senator McGovern, to his credit, did veto that
and 1t did not oceur so far as we know.

It was suggested in the affidavit of Mr. Richard Cohn,* that a Mr.
Van Dyk suggested the project and that a salary was established and
that Mr. Stewart Mott was approached and agreed to finance the en-
deavor. But I reiterate, Senator McGovern vetoed the plan and it was
not carried into effect. The very fact that it became part of political
consideration in a Presidential campaign bears on two important
issues. One, the question of how often this occurs and to what extent
and, two, how things of this sort may occur without reaching the
attention of the candidate or the principal manager of the campaign.
In this case it did. In other cases I suspect it may not.

In Oklahoma, the affidavit of Jim Rodriguez** relates the events
concerning a November 3 demonstration in Tulsa during which the
President was shouted down so that he was unable to continue his
speech. The affidavit also relates that the McGovern coordinator, who
was a leader of the demonstration, told Rodriguez that he, the
McGovern coordinator, had the right to prevent the President from
speaking. Two additional affidavits relate the events surrounding
the November 3 demonstration and describe the McGovern supporters’
activities in ripping down signs and causing various disruptions.
They also relate that this demonstration was highly organized and
planned well in advance with the demonstrators supplied with
professionally made signs.

From Maine, the affidavit of Alexander C. Ray *** describes the

#See exhibit No. 256-37, p. 5182,

**See exhibit No. 256-32, Pp. 5170,
***See exhibit No. 256-14, p. 5084,
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April 28, 1972, demonstration at the Vice President’s appearance in
Augusta. The demonstration featured shouted obscenities, the throw-
ing of plastic bags filled with tomato juice, and the physical attack on
the Vice President’s automobile which was described in the press as
“one of—the Vice President’s—closest calls as far as physical violence
is concerned.”

In New York, five or more demonstrations occurred during the
Presidential campaign. These demonstrations were marked by the
throwing of red paint on Nixon volunteers and the dumping of bags
of cockroaches in the Nixon headquarters.

In West Virginia, during an October 24 demonstration in Morgan-
town, the demonstrators attempted to shout down the speech of
Tricia Nixon Cox.

In Ohio, several demonstrations occurred in Columbus near the
Ohio State campus. During one of the demonstrations, a rock was
hurled at and struck the back window of Vice President Agnew’s
car and guests at the fund-raising dinner at which the Vice President
spoke were spit upon and subjected to shouted obscenities.

According to the affidavit of Miss Toni B. Greenwood,* on October
12, 1972, when she was office manager for the Washington office of
Democrats for Nixon, 75 to 100 people in the office took over the office
and proceeded to tear down Nixon campaign posters. Nixon campaign
material was destroyed, typewriters and other office equipment were
damaged, and office supplies were taken. The demonstrators also
made a number of long distance telephone calls while they were there.
She states she found travel vouchers which indicated that buses or
reimbursement for gasoline had been provided to transport some of
the demonstrators from as far away as Philadelphia and Baltimore.
Approximately 6 hours later, most of the demonstrators departed
the office leaving pro-McGovern literature in the headquarters.
Metronolitan Police arrested 20 demonstrators who remained.

In Wyoming, the November 2 speech of Vice President Agnew
at Cheyenne was continually interrupted by the demonstrators shout-
ing obscenities and the drowning out of the Vice President’s speech
by the use of whistles.

From Atlanta, Ga., three affidavits describe a large organized
demonstration that occurred at the President’s appearance at the
Regency Hyatt House. At this demonstration, the President’s plans
were disrupted and he canceled his plans to make a brief address.

The 1972 Presidential campaign spawned two massive demon-
strations in the city of San Francisco. The first occurred on May 12,
1979, outside the St. Francis Hotel where Governors Reagan and
Rockefeller were addressing the “Victory 72" meeting of the Cali-
fornia Republican Central Committee. This demonstration featured
anti-war and anti-Nixon rhetoric, property damage including the
burning of a police motorcycle, violent police confrontation, and
widespread property damage to local stores, as outlined in the state-
ment of witness Byron James,** dated October 9, 1973, and a copy
of the May 12, 1972, edition of the San Francisco Examiner, both of
which are offered as a part of the presentation today for the record.

*See exhibit No, 256-38, p. 5185.
s*See exhibit No. 256-8, p. 5061.
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The second massive San Francisco demonstration took place on the
occasion of the President’s campaign visit to the Sheraton-Palace
Hotel on September 27, 1972. Previous testimony before this committee
described the Sheraton-Palace as “being in a state of siege”. I would,
at this time, introduce into evidence a series of photographs of the
September 12 demonstration, as certified by Mr. Paul Toland, who
furnished the committee the photographs. I might inquire of counsel
if they have been included in the packet submitted.

Mr. TrompsoN. They are not in the packet but we have them all
here and we will make tﬁem available in the presentation.

Senator Ervin. Let the record show those photographs will be ad-
miftted in evidence.*

Senator Baxer. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The photographs speak
for themselves and show the Sheraton-Palace ringed with a cordon
of helmeted police in full riot attire, both on foot and on horseback,
with riot sticks drawn and, in some instances, shotguns visible. The
photographs show a crowd of tremendous proportions and members
of the crowd stopping traffic and hurling rocks through the plate glass
front of the United California Bank.

This September 27, 1972, demonstration was promoted by various
leaflets which are included in the packet, Mr. Chairman, and attached
to the affidavit of Mr. Dewey Clower.** These leaflets were reportedly
disseminated at the McGovern Berkeley headquarters and urged a
protest march on the Sheraton-Palace.

Mr. Chairman, Mr. Mankiewicz, Senator McGovern’s campaign
manager, and Mr. Bernhard, Senator Muskie’s campaign manager, In
the 1972 Presidential campaign, testified that certain unfair and
improper tactics were employed against their campaigns. Some of the
perpetrators of these activities were never identified. Falling in that
same general category of improper activities carried out in the 1972
Presidential campaign were the violent demonstrations and incidents
of destruction which were directed against the President’s various
campaign headquarters throughout the country. While those re-
sponsible for these actions also cannot be identified in most instances,
we are submitting to the committee sworn affidavits with attached
photographs and newspaper articles which accurately describe and
portray these acts. We have selected representative events related
in these affidavits to discuss here today.

Two CRP headquarters in Phoenix, Ariz., and Austin, Tex., were
completely destroyed by arsonists. In addition, there was an attempted
arson perpetrated against the CRP headquarters in Albuquerque,
N. Mex. Also in Albuquerque, N. Mex., vulgar anti-Nixon slogans
were sprayed across the CRP campaign headquarters with the use of
black spray paint. In addition, the persistent disruptions caused the
lease to be canceled on the CRP headquarters building, forcing the
CRP to move its headquarters in the midst of the campaign.

In New Hampshire. an affidavit of Lieutenant Glennon*** describes
the bombing of the Manchester Police Department. One of the would-
be bombers was injured in the explosion and an accomplice was found
to be in the possession of a press release which bragged that the group

*See exhiblt No. 256-8, p. 5070.
**See exhlbit No. 2564, p. 5055,
***See exhibit No. 256-24, p. 5135,
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had bombed the Nixon headquarters that same evening. Only the
Emmpt police apprehension of the bombers and the confiscation or
estruction of three additional sophisticated bombs from their pos-
session prevented them from carrying out their plan with regard to
the Nixon headquarters. In addition, the two perpetrators of the
bombing were depicted in the newspaper photographs as being in the
forefront of the anti-Nixon demonstrations whic occurred at the
Manchester CRP headquarters only a few days before the bombing. I
have introduced photographs and news stories which depict the bombs
used and damage done to the Manchester Police Departments as
exhibits to that affidavit. ) :

In Ohio, the Dayton headquarters suffered two break-ins which
damaged equipment and records. During the second break-in, Mec-
Govern slogans were painted on the walls and windows of the
headquarters. )

The CRP headquarters in Baltimore City, Md., twice experienced
its plate glass windows being smashed by rocks. On the latter occasion,
a funeral sign was hurled into the headquarters through the broken
window. Also, “Death to Nixon” was painted onto the marble front
of the headquarters building.

In Minnesota, an affidavit describes a break-in of the CRP head-
quarters during which motor oil was poured over boxes containing
about 6,000 pieces of mailing literature.

Gun and rifle shots smashed through the windows at the CRP
headquarters in Springfield, Mass., and Kutztown, Pa.

In Fall River and Sprinﬁﬁeld, Mass., the respective CRP head-
quarters were plagued by individuals who broke the windows in the
headquarters and pasted the storefront with McGovern stickers. On
election night, several young female volunteers were subjected to rock
throwing by demonstrators, requiring the police to be called in to
disperse the crowd.

It should be noted also that on or about September 21, 1972, the
office of President Nixon’s personal physician, Dr. John C. Lungren
of Long Beach, Calif., was broken into. We have an affidavit from
Dr. Lungren which states that during this break-in, a locked closet
was broken into and the President’s files removed from a safe. The
President’s records were discovered on the office floor, outside the
closet, by Dr. Lungren on the morning of September 21, 1972. At that
time, Dr. Lungren observed that the President’s file had been removed
from the manila folder in which it was kept and that the records were
no longer in the chronological order in which they were maintained,
leading Dr. Lungren to suspect that the President’s records had been
tampered with. This crime remains unsolved at the present time.

I would like to introduce Dr. Lungren’s affidavit into the record
along with three photographs furnished by Dr. Lungren.* These
photographs depict the scene discovered by Dr. Lungren on Septem-
ber 21, 1972 the damage to the closet door, and the President’s records
alongside the folders in which they were normally kept.

The overview, with regard to violence perpetrated against the
CRP, is provided by the affidavit of Robert C. Odle, Jr.** He states
the following:

*See exhibit No. 258-7, p. 5OAS.
*#See exhiblit No, 256-39, p. 5188,
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I, Robert C. Odle, Jr., do hereby swear and depose that :

I am employed as Executive Assistant to the Assistant Secretary for Housing
Management at the Department of Housing and Urban Development. I reside
at 309 North Saint Asaph Street, Alexandria, Virginia.

During the 1972 Presidential Campaign, I held the position of Director of
Administration for the Committee for the Reelection of the President. During
the Campaign, the CRP was greatly concerned for the security of its National
Headquarters at 1701 and 1730 Pennsylvania Avenue in Washington, D.C.
This concern was due to acts of violence and destruction which were both
threatened and perpetrated against the headquarters of the CRP headquarters
throughout the Country. In my position as Director of Administration, I often
received information regarding these threats and acts of violence and destruc-
tion, and caused various memoranda to be prepared by me and received by me
from other staff members. These memoranda detailed the measures which were
contemplated and executed by the CRP throughout the Country to protect
ourselves against violence, and against demonstrations which might become
violent.

During the 1972 Campaign, the national CRP headquarters on Pennsylvania
Avenue was the object of numerous bomb threats. In fact, on at least one
occasion, we were forced to evacuate, for several hours, the entire headquarters
building due to a bomb threat. In addition, we received reports, almost on a
daily basis, from CRP headquarters across the Country that had received
bomb threats directed against their buildings. Moreover, at least one CRP
office was completely destroyed by arsonists and a bomb also exploded in the
Alameda County Republican Headquarters in Oakland, California, causing
considerable damage. These bomb threats and actual bombings caused us
intense concern, and necessitated the distribution of a memorandum to all our
State Chairmen recommending procedures o be employed in the event of bomb
threats or other destructive or dangerous incidents or threats thereof. I have
attached to this affidavit a copy of that memorandum dated September 23, 1972,

Another cause of great concern during the 1972 Campaign was the numerous
demonstrations which oceurred throughout the Country including the District
of Columbia. During the 1972 Campaign, many demonstrations oceurred at or
near the National CRP headquarters on Pennsylvania Avenue. On one occasion,
for example, a group of demonstrators chained themselves to the door of the
building at 1730 Pennsylvania Avenue for approximately 24 hours. During this
demonstration, blood was thrown by the demonstrators, both on the buildings
and on Nixon Campaign workers. The headquarters was foreibly shut down for
an entire day. Finally, the CRP headquarters received many threats against
the life of the President, the Vice President, the Campaign Director, and the
wife of the Campaign Director.

Thus, the extreme concern which the CRP had for the security of its staff
and National headquarters was caused by a series of death threats, bomb
threats, threats of demonstrations, demonstrations, threats of violence, and
actual violence, both in Washington and at CRP offices across the Nation—a
kind of harassment which I believe is unparalleled in American political
history.

Ending the affidavit.

This, Mr. Chairman, brings me to the demonstrations and violence
directed toward the Republican Party in the Miami Beach conven-
tion. We have secured from the Florida Department of Military
Affairs a copy of their afteraction report on the Republican National
Convention.

I would at this time introduece into the record the cover letter from
the Florida Department of Military Affairs and part G of the after-
action report, which as the committee will note, contains extracts from
a “revised manual for the Republican Convention.” While the source
of this manual is not identified, snffice it to say that it is a nondelegate
publication which T shall show in a moment was distributed among
dissident elements at their Flamingo Park staging area. While this
is not an affidavit, Mr. Chairman, it is a submission from the Miami
Beach Police Department and I would ask unanimous consent that
it might be received and made part of the record.
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Senator Ervin. Without objection, so ordered.

[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 257.%]

Senator Baxer. This manual, with cover displaying the President
in cartoon with fangs, amounts to a handbook of civil disobedience.
This handbook states at page G-133 that, “Flamingo Park should
be a living, breathing community of revolutionary people . . . dedi-
cated to confront the real enemy Richard Nixon.” Page G-145 refers
to the trial of Richard Nixon on the streets of Miami Beach by the
people. In general, I believe the radical tone of this publication speaks
for itself.

I would now like to introduce into the record, a letter, dated
October 24, 1973, from Rocky Pomerance, Chief of Police in Miami,
Beach. Fla. This letter certifies that an attached “chronological log
of events” was compiled from official Miami Beach Police Department,
records and an accurate reflection of events described. 1 would, Mr.
Chairman, offer that letter and the chronological log of events, as
supplied by the Miami Beach Police Department, as an exhibit for
the record.

Senator Ervin. It will be received in evidence as an exhibit and
appropriately numbered as such.

[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 258.%%]

Senator Baxer. Thank you, sir.

I would draw the committee’s attention to the destructive scope
of vandalism, delegate harassment, and violent disruption perpetrated
between August 20-23, 1972, in and around the Republican’s con-
vention hall in Miami Beach. For example, this report details:

1. The pelting of delegates with eggs and rocks, stopping traffic; slashing
tires: attempts to set buses on fire; stuffing potatoes in exhaust pipes; smashing
vehicles: trashing streets; breaking office windows: throwing ignited papier-
maché bombs into the convention compound; vomiting on vehicle hoods, nudity,
and chants of “kill the pigs."”

2. The report recites incidents where :

(@) Policemen were stoned trying to rescue panicky delegates.

(b) Tear gas grenades were thrown by demonstrators.

(¢) Shots were fired at police officers who were trying to maintain order.

(d) Demonstrators marched on Convention Hall attired with helmets, gas

masks, and night sticks.
(e) The heretofore referenced Revised Manual was distributed in Flamingo

Park.
3. The report indicates the arrest of over 1,200 demonstrators on August 22

and 23 alone.

Mr. Chairman, T might supplement Congressman Tim Lee Carter’s
testimony by introducing into the record the sworn statement of Lyle
R. Graser, detailing extreme violence directed toward the Republican
National Committee press vehicle he was riding in. I would also
like to read a portion of a letter from a South Carolina delegate,
Neal D. Thigpen, concerning the difficulties that he and his wife had
in getting into convention hall. But rather than read it, Mr. Chairman,
T will point out, and T am at the end of my presentation, that there
was not time to receive a signed affidavit from Mr. Thigpen. He gave
the statement to Mr. Howard Liebengood, assistant minority counsel,
who talked to him yesterday by telephone. Mr. Liebengood has offered
his affidavit to the effect that Mr. Thigpen would so testify. Rather than
offer that as an affidavit at this point, I would ask permission that

*See p. 6196,
**See p. 5219.
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the statement might be included in the record, and we can supply a
sworn version of it as a filed exhibit.

Senator Ervin. That will be entirely satisfactory.

[The documents referred to were marked exhibits Nos. 259 and
260.%]

The protestors then very methodically began to put our bus out of commission.
They first sprayed all of the windows with black paint so that it was difficult
for anyone, including the driver, to see through them. We were able, however,
to see the demonstrators using knives and icepicks to slash the bus tires. In
the meantime, our assailants were breaking the windows with bricks, stones,
efc.

While all this was happening, things inside the bus were chaotic. Women and
children were crying. Men shouted back at the attackers and argued what
courses of action were available to us. After much urging, the driver then
afttempted to move the bus forward again. But with the tires flat, it moved
another half a block and came to its final resting place at an intersection.
The demonstrators then opened the bus' rear hood and pulled out the gas lines.
Gasoline spilled onto the street and ran under the bus. When the protestors
began throwing firecrackers under the vehicle, we decided it was time to get
off the bus and take our chances outside.

We tried to stay together but that became impossible. As we were pushed and
shoved, struck by eggs, stones, and fists, and spit on, we found ourselves
separated into twos and threes. They tore clothing and secreamed obsecenities.
The slogans many of them chanted ecalled either for ending the war in
Vietnam or dumping President Nixon. In the confusion, my wife and I were
temporarily separated. I finally was able to rescue her from a doorway where
she was trapped by the mob. Her dress had been torn and she was hysterical.

Mr. Chairman, that completes my sketchy delineation of the matter
set forth in the collection of affidavits. I think these are important and
significant in terms of the evaluation of the state in which politics is
held by at least some elements in our society. I think it is important
to the background consideration of the committee to reiterate the
caveat I stated initially. T am not, by implication or otherwise,
trying to attribute this conduct to anyone unless the affidavit so states.

I am not, by implication or otherwise, trying to involve or implicate
a candidate or a party. I am simply offering these as a part of the
record to establish the political climate which I think must be changed
if this country is going to survive.

Senator Montoya. Mr. Chairman, I have something to introduce
into the record at this point, and I offer it for introduction into the
record. It is an in-house memorandum from E. D. Failor to Jeb S.
Magruder. It is confidential /eyes only, under the letterhead of the
Committee for the Re-Election of the President, dated September 23,
1972. And T would like to read it because it is not very long.

Senator Ervin. Well, before you do, I would like to make some
observations. I want to state that I think the introduction of these
affidavits and the analysis made by Senator Baker constitute a real
service to the committee because it enables us to include in the record
in a relatively short period of time matters which are germane to our
investigation and enables us to save days of work which would be
required if we had to subpena these witnesses to come before the
committee to testifv in person.

Senator Baker. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator MoNTova. This is along the same line, Mr. Chairman, and
I will start reading from the memorandum:

*See pp. 5258-5261.




On Friday, September 15, 1972, you assigned me responsibility for the above
project. Attached is Ken Rietz's report re the above subject matter for the past
week.

In addition to the items in the attached, I have personally endeavored to
create an encounter between Shriver and a busing opponent on the busing issue
for today in Las Vegas. Antibusing people will be used in this encounter and
no Republicans will be surfaced.

Excellent television, radio and print coverage of some of these events has
resulted during the past week. Definite pluses for our campaign have resulted
from the media coverage. It should be pointed out that other Republican types,
undoubtedly, will be copying this week's activities on their own in their
localities. We have no control over the activities we do not program.

We have learned the McGovern organization and/or the Secret Service has
reacted to our activities. The San Gennero Festival in Greenwich Village,
New York, Saturday night was orginally planned as a walking tour of a few
blocks by McGovern. However, as 4 result of the events in Flushing, New York,
on Thursday, September 21st, the street walk was canceled and McGovern
spoke in an area that was barricaded off.

I have, and will, maintain continuing supervision over this project. Ken
Smith is the key guy from YVP and I will contact other resources.

If you have any questions or suggestions on the above project, please advise.

From September 15-22, preparation for our activities in providing sign car-
riers and leafleteers was made in Milwaukee; Chicago; Bergen County, New
Jersey; Columbus, Ohio; Detroit, Lansing, and Flushing, New York. Chicago
and Lansing were dropped because of the closed nature of the candidate’s
sehedule. Busing quotes were distributed in Detroit outside a closed labor
meeting. That was the only activity there due to the lack of public appearances.
We began work on literature, hand-lettered, on Wednesday after conferring
with Ken Khachigian. The following is a city-by-city report:

September 19—Milwaukee : A dozen young people carrying signs questioning
the candidate’s stands and criticizing his remarks about young people—which
end is up?—were at the noon downtown rally. While no press coverage was
generated, we do know we upset the candidate. With cameras zooming in he
asked one of our girls wearing a YVP button “You don’t really support Nixon,
do you?" Her reply was classic: “Yes sir. I've had my head examined and I'm
for Nixon now more than ever!” Photos of that event are attached.

September 20—Columbus: The reception for the candidate at the factory—
Nixon buttons, hats and the debaters—came about much the same way as in
Bergen County, i.e., our people were alerted to check into the schedule and they
assisted the senior committee distributing the Nixon material. However, as
we know from the evening news and morning page 1 newspaper coverage, it
did the job.

September 20-21—Detroit: As noted previously, mimeographed handouts
attacking the candidate’s busing stand were distributed to labor members
entering closed meetings.

September 21—New York—TFlushing subway situation. Again, we had
to seramble for time, but 20 young people turned out with Nixon signs and
buttons—some with “Nixon” in Hebrew. The film coverage of this was excellent
on the OBS morning news—no matter where the camers turned, the signs
were there along with audible chants of “Nixon Now " and “Four more years!”
throughout the report. Reporter Bruce Morton concluded that it was not a very
good stop. We are told an AP wire story reported the presence of young Nixon
supporters.

We have activities planned in Seattle on Monday, Los Angeles on Tuesday.
San Diego on Wednesday, and Toledo on Friday of next week. Specific events
will. of course, depend on the candidate’s schedule.

. That is the end of the memorandum, Mr. Chairman, and T submit
it for entry into the record.

fI%w document referred to was marked committee exhibit No.
261.

*See p. 52635,
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Senator Ervin. Is there anything further by any member of the
committee? If not, we will stand in recess until 10 o’clock in the
morning.

[W llerml]mn at 4 p.m., the hmumg was recessed, to reconvene at
10 a.m., Wednesday, November 7, 1973.]

[Subsequent to the hearings of October 10 and 11, 1973, the Select
Committee received an affidavit from Anthony H. Barash commenting
on the testimony of Messrs. Michael McMinows ay and Frank Mankie-
wicz. The affidavit was received too late for publication in Book 11,
where the testimony appears, and is hereby made part of the record in
this book on page 5267.]




EXHIBITS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD

ExaisiT No. 246
[From the Washington Post, Wednesday, Oct. 18, 1972]

FroM THE COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT, CLARK MAC-
(GREGOR'S STATEMENT ON THE WASHINGTON POST

(Following is the complete text of the statement read to reporters Monday by
Mr. MacGregor)

According to the Gallup, Harris, Sindlinger, and Yankelovich polls, the po-
litical leftist movement known as McGovernism is about to be repudiated over-
whelmingly by the American people. As it should be. But, frustrated, twenty-six
points behind in the polls, with three weeks to go, George MecGovern—and his
confederates—are now engaging in the “politics of desperation”; we are witnes-
sing some of the dirtiest tactics and hearing some of the most offensive language
ever to appear in an American presidential campaign.

Lashing out wildly, George McGovern has compared the President of the United
States to Adolf Hitler, the Republican Party to the Ku Klux Klan, and the United
States Government to the Third Reich of Nazi Germany. His personal assaults
on the President have been characterized by such terms as *“‘most corrupt,”
“murderous,” and “barbaric,” and his running-mate has served as an echo
chamber.

The Washington Post's credibility has today sunk lower than that of George
McGovern.

Using innuendo, third-person hearsay, unsubstantiated charges, anonymous
sources, and huge scare headlines—the Post has maliciously sought to give the
appearance of a direct connection between the White House and the Watergate—
a charge which the Post knows—and half a dozen investigations have found—to
be false.

The hallmark of the Post’s campaign is hypocrisy-—and its celebrated “double
standard” is today visible for all to see.

Unproven charges by McGovern aides, or Senator Muskie, about alleged cam-
paign disruptions that occurred more than six months ago are invariably given
treatment normally accorded declarations of war—while proven facts of opposi-
tion-incited disruptions of the President’s campaign are buried deep inside the
paper. When McGovern headquarters in California was used as a boiler room to
rally hard-core anti-war militants to confront the President—that was appar-
ently of no significance to a newspaper which has dispatched a platoon of report-
ers to investigate charges that somebody sent two hundred pizzas to a Muskie
rally last spring.

Why hasn’t the Washington Post investigated—The Molotov cocktail discovered
on October Sth at the door of the Newhall, California, Nixon Headquarters?

The extensive fire damage suffered September 17th to the Nixon headquarters in
Hollywood, California?

The arson of September 25th which caused more than $100,000 in damage to
the Nixon headquarters in Phoenix, Arizona ?

The extensive window breaking and other trashing this fall at Nixon store-
fronts in New York City: Arlington, Massachusetts, and Los Angeles County?

While the Post itself openly and actively collaborated in the publication of
stolen top secret documents of the Government of the United States sixteen
months ago—today, it is faking shock and outrage at some obvious volunteers
who were allegedly spying on Larry O'Brien.

Like George McGovern, who personally encouraged Daniel Ellsburg to commit
the deed for which he faces a possible 115 years in a Federal Penitentiary—The
Washington Post is a hypocrite. While each crime is reprehensible, which is the
more serious? Stealing top secret documents of the Government of the United
States ; or allegedly stealing Larry O'Brien’s political papers?

(5019)
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The purpose of the Post campaign is clear: To divert publiec and national
attention away from the real issues of this campaign—peace, jobs, foreign policy,
welfare, taxes, defense and national priorities—and onto the phony issues manu-
factured on L Street and in McGovern headquarters.

It is said that this is a dirty campaign, but all the dirt is being thrown by
only one side. The mud slinging, the name calling, the unsubstantiated charges,
the innuendoes, the guilt by association, the character assassination, the second-
hand hearsay are all tactics exclusively employed by the McGovernites and their
apologists. President Nixon will remain on the high road, discussing issues of
real concern to the American people in a fair, forthright, and hard-hitting manner.
The American people will apply a single standard in judging the performance
of Richard Nixon and George McGovern, even though that essential fairness is
not exhibited by The Washington Post and a few others.

[News Release — Oct. 19, 1972]

STATEMENT BY CLARK MACGREGOR, CAMPAIGN DIRECTOR, COMMITTEE FOR THE
RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

In yesterday's editions, the Washington Post has indicated a willingness to
investigate the conduct of the McGovern campaign, a campaign which is so chock
full of irregularities that it cries out for inspection by the press.

I have on previous occasions noted both the violent attacks which have been
made on our headquarters and the scurrilous rhetoric which has been leveled
at the President by the McGovern-Shriver ticket and its henchmen.

The following tactics and techniques reportedly being employed across the
clclmntry by the McGovern forces call for a balanced and impartial inquiry by
the press:

1. An article in the Lancaster, Pa., New Era on October 3, 1972, reported that
the McGovern campaign in Pennsylvania is using official mailing lists stolen
from the Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture to solicit support for the
MeGovern-Shriver ticket. According to the New Era, this is a direct violation
of Federal law and a specific violation of an order issued last February by
Pennsylvania's Governor. I will note, as does the New Era, that the State's:
secretary of agriculture is a McGovern advocate who resigned from a McGovern
:ampaign committee in August to avoid possible prosecution under the Hatch

ct.

2. A report in the Atlanta constitution of August 5, 1972, indicates that a team
of from 15 to 100 spies has been assembled by Senator McGovern to “try to dig
up damaging background information on key members of the Nixon administra-
tion.” According to the Constitution, the head of this spy ring publicly admits
that as many as 100 Nixon supporters and three members of the White House
staff have been targeted for political espionage by this McGovernite erastz CIA.

3. A highly reliable source in the press has told the Committee for the Re-
Election of the President that MecGovern's Press Secretary, Richard Dougherty,
brags about the spies Senator McGovern has planted not only within the Nixon
campaign but who also infiltrated Senator Humphrey’s campaign and, in return
for offers of employment after Senator Humphrey had been effectively sab-
otaged, fed the McGovern primary campaign a steady stream of information
from inside Humphrey headquarters.
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This is the precise exchange illuminating this charge:

A respected newsman covering the McGovern campa
the Committee for the Re-Election of the President of a convers
Richard Dougherty, press secrefary to Senator MeGovern.

In that conversation, Dougherty said that MeGovern's board of strategy
knew everything in advance regarding Senator Hubert Humphrey's primary
campaign because the McGovern team had infiltrated Humphrey's campaign
staff.

“gome of those boys in Humphrey’'s camp have been doing well for us,”
Dougherty said. “In the campaign we'll make it up to them—they’ll have jobs.”

“Phis is not all of it,” the newsman quoted Dougherty as saying. “We get a
lot of information out of that headquarters setup at 1701 Pennsylvania Avenue.”

When Dougherty was asked the nature of the information obtained from
the Committee for the Re-Election of the President, he replied, “Oh, position
papers—all kinds of information.”

4. Although Senator McGovern has publicly branded public opinion polls
“lousy”—one assumes because they show him being rejected by almost every

segment of American society—the McGovern campaign has consistently released

its own “polls” which are so radically at odds with those of respected independent
nda tricks concocted by the Me-

pollsters that they can only be cheap propaga
Govern psywar apparatus in a deliberate attempt to confuse the public.

The most recent example was a McGovern “poll” released Sunday showing
President Nixon only three points ahead of McGovern in California. One day
later, the independent and highly respected Field poll showed President Nixon
with a 14-point lead in California.

In New York, the McGovern apparatus has leaked a constant diet of polls
to the news media—polls which show President Nixon supposedly only a few
points ahead. In fact, independent polls put the President up to 22 points ahead.

Such tacties are reprehensible first because they are a blatant attempt to
use the press to con the American public, and second because they lead workers
and contributors to invest time and money on the basis of false information. At

5 2 Z ] ‘. whiués iubense seratiny from, among
others, a committee of the U.S. Congress, such tactics show a total and irresponsi-
ble disregard for the democratic process.

Every one of these reports demands the same attention the press has lavished
on the MeGovern charges, Now that the Washington Post—which has previously
exhibited extraordinary zeal in its publication of unsubstantiated charges by
unnamed people—has demonstrated a reluctant willingness to explore the
despicable tactics employed by the President’s opposition, I hope others will
follow suit.

Will the Post detail its entire staff of 30 investigative reporters to ingquire
into these questions?

I know of no justifiable double standard which requires American media to
repeat every unsubstantiated charge leveled against the Nixon administration
while simultaneously requiring the media to ignore the psychological warfare and
espionage being practiced by the McGovernites.

ign has told officials at
ation involving
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EXHIBIT NO. 247

NINON IS TREYF

DEMONSTRATE AGAINST
ALBERT SPIEGEL'S SUPPORT OF

NINON AND THE WAR

MONDAY, OCTDB?ETM b: ?O‘IEHE
AT THE ANNUVAL EL NS ©
JEWISH FEDERATION COUNCI]L

AT THE BEVERLY HILTON HOTEL

DEMONS TRATE AND REMEMBER

Albert Splegel, President of the Jewish Federation Council of Greater lLos Angeles, is also
Chalrman of the California Cosmittee to Re-elect the President. Spiegel, a multl-million-
alre himself, turns his back to the mass slaughter in Indochina, as well as rampant unem-
ployment and poverty at home. Where Is the soclal consclence of our people? Where is our
memory? Does it also carry a price tag? Nixon's support of Jews and Israel is cond!tioned
by his lust for re-election. Nixon does not represent our interest! Albert Splegel does

not represent usl DEMONSTRATE AND REMEMBER

"Why of course the people don't want war. Why should some poor slob on a farm want to risk
his life in a war when the best he can get out of It 1s to come back to his farm in one
plece? Naturally the common people don't want war; nelther In Russla, nor In England, nor
in America, nor in Germany. That is understood. Bur after all it 1s the leaders of the
country who determine policy, and It is alvays a simple matter to drag the people along,
vhether It is a democracy, or a fasclst dictatorship, or a parliament, or a communist die=
tatorship. Volce or no volce the people can alvays be brought to the bidding of the leaders.
That Is easy. All you have to do Is to tell them they are belng amttacked, and dencunce

the pacifists tor lack of patriotlsm and exposing the country to danger. It works the same
in any country." =-Hermann Goering, at the Muremberg Trials

"Sanlor Alr Force Officlals also indicated that if Mr. Mixon is re-elected withou: a r\ugo:
tlated settlement having been reached, the alr war against North Vietnam would Intenslify.
==los Angeles Times, September 19, 1972

THANKS TO MODERN TECHNOLOGY,
NIXON BRINGS THE OVENS TO THE PEOPLE RATHER THAN THE PEOPLE TO THE OVENSI

Sponsored by: The Jewish Campalgn to End the Indochina Holocaust 6523457
Post Office Box 20153, Beverly Hills, California 90213
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EXHIBIT NO. 248

mammmnmtmm Only dnring this election year
e, a0 an indw ot for the Jewish vote, His alleged
Mptmmmumtmtwﬂh Senator McGovern was and is a consistent
Rabbd Hex Frsobowm lists McGovern as the best friend

Nixon's political cutlock is o dangercus travesty for tho American peopls, It must not
bs permitted for ansther b years, anuiﬂtbmmﬂthmmin

1968 to got out of this imzoral undsclercd war, and with his further promise to improve

the genersl wolfare, He comtimmos this gomocidal way and he proxised to contimme it in
1973 with furthor escalated barbarous high demsity bombing, killing hundreds of thowsands
of innoscent people, and cracting more Amorican POWs, all under the dubious pretense of

boing "camitted® to save the corrupt bloody dictator Thieu. 79% of the American peopls
demapd o complete withdreral frea the war and bring the POWs home,

STOP THE SERSELESS KILLING dexands MeGovern, FHe is committed to do so on the day after
Wm.mmmummntmmmmm‘authmuml

Nixon's econcaic policies incrossed wnemployment and plsced wnbearable hardships on many
sdnority grouns, More thon 30 Irternotional Umions with a membershdp of 30 milliom people
endorsed the McGovera-Sbriver progran, KeGovern will trim the excessive military budget
and provide the resmlting funds for demostiec roconctruction and general welfare, 00D,

Hixon's wage and p-ien comtrole are decoitful, menﬂﬂammmm
prices for food end heusing bave ricen to staggering propertiens, placing a hardship om
the average citizen. uthasmmmmummmtomzmmm
l!.mntoodhulsmthﬁcmnﬁmtﬂmﬂdﬁdfﬂrbﬂth.“iﬂuﬂgﬂﬂlﬂl—
fare including relinf for tho ared, Ho wants greater appropriations for purpeses of

and destruotion of ccviromsont, and he limits appropriations to meager token swme

Hlling
for the general welfars, lirzon cerves onh,' the millionaires for grester profits,

Hixon was forced to arprove the gicaal r detion for a 20% inerease in sooclal
security benefits, He resisted all sfforts ta, on inersase sbove 6.

m:m'lnbt-buumgm1mdauimdmzytngaintbvwadmmﬂ:\.ttl. He thms
strengthened the racietc in o progran for discrimination and anti-Sewitism, Jews are wware
of ouch activity in the genocids of 6 million Jews who died in the crematoria of Nasi Germany.

Hixon as President promised that he will nominate additional judges for the Supreme Court
who support his philoscphy. This only meeans wltre conservative judges who will further
abrogete civil rights thet affoct overy minority, We must not allow this to happen,

Jewish traditions sre basid on peacs, oqual rights and justioe for all, and help for the
poor, The Los Angeles Board of Rabbis enthusiastisally support MeGovern, The Rabbis wanmt
& changs In Washingtom.

Bixon is boing sponsored by all tlo wealihy and big business.

A vote for MoGovern is a vote for peass and o better Aeerica in which we Jews have hope
for a better 1life for alll

VOTE FOR MeQOVERN*SHERIVER VOTE FF'OR MeQOVERE*SHRIVER VOTE POR MoGOVERN*SHRIVER

Jews for MoGevern-Skriver
7910 Beverly Bivd.
Los Angales, Calif. 90048
Phone 938-3211

Labor Denated
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EXHIBIT NO. 249
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Exnierr No. 250
[From the Washington Post, Monday, Oct. 25, 1971]
WHITE House LAups ANTI-JEWISH EDITOR

(By Jack Anderson)

Both President Nixon and Vice President Agnew have paid high tribute to a
notorious anti-Jewish editor in Pittshurgh.

Their effusive accolades were published by the proud editor, Geno Szebedin-
sky, in the same newspaper where he touted such scandalously antisemitic traets
as the “Protocols of the Elders of Zion” and the “Myth of Six Million.”

On the front page of the Hungarian language newspaper “Magyarsag,” Szebe-
dinsky published a letter from President Nixon declaring: “Your distingunished
career as editor and publisher is well known to me. I am proud to join your friends
and admirers in their tribute to the enviable reputation you have earned, and to
the high standards you have perpetuated . . .”

Nixon praised Szebedinsky for “four decades of . . . unfailing dedication to
the cause of freedom and human dignity and justice” and added that the editor
was “deeply appreciated by countless readers within the Hungarian community
and throughout the country.”

This ringing praise was echoed by Agnew who said Szebedinsky's “hard work
and dedication are fine examples for others to follow." Agnew’'s letter was also
printed on page one.

On page seven, Szebedinsky urged upon his readers an assortment of anti-
Jewish literature, including Henry Ford's venomous ‘“The International Jew,"”
which the old ear maker later repudiated, and three books by the late Lajos
Marschalko, a notorious Nazi who lauded the Nazi butchers of Auschwitz.

INCRIMINATING WORDS

In earlier editions, Szebedinsky printed other anti-Jewish diatribes. A front-
page article on Oct. 31, 1969, for example, charges that Jews “put to death thou-
sands of the best Hungarians or simply murdered them."”

And in the same edition, Szebedinsky’s paper claimed : “The Talmudie way of
thinking reigns with the sign of revenge, celebrating orgies of lies, fraud and
self-deception.”

Last March 26, Szebedinsky advised his readers that antisemitism is really
a result of “Jewry. which is living and gasping unquenchably for revenge.” Any-
one believing the Nazis killed six million Jews, he also printed, is brainwashed.

After Szebedinsky published the Nixon and Agnew letters last May, the World
Federation of Hungarian Jews charged that Szebedinsky once wore the uniform
of the S8 in World War II.

The accusation was contained in stinging letters to President Nixon and to
Sen, Jacob Javits, (R-N.Y.), himself a Jew. The Nixon-Agnew letters, com-
plained the Federation, were “deeply offending to the vietims of Nazi barbarism.”

The Federation told us the President did not reply. We checked the extensive
but incomplete Archives files of SS officers and found no record of Szebedinsky
or a second name he used in Hungary, Janos Hortobagyi.

WHITE HOUSE DENIES ANTI-SEMITISM CHARGE

“President Nixon has never condoned, and does not condone, anti-Semitism in
any form,"” the White House said of a Jack Anderson column appearing today
that eites Mr. Nixon’s praise for Pittsburgh editor Geno Szebedinsky-

“The President frequently sends messages of congratulations to persons being
honored by testimonial dinners,” the White House statement said. In this case,
the statement said, the message was requested by an unnamed “reputable source"”
for a dinner honoring Szebedinsky and organized by the Hungarian clergy of
greater Pittsburgh.

“Nothing in our information about Mr. Szebedinsky or his Hungarian-lan-
guage newspaper indicated other than that he was a reputable publisher of a
paper devoted to the prineciples of freedom.”
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Exuisit No. 251
[From the Washington Post, Friday, Sept. 24, 1871]
GOP ApvisEr EpiTEn Pro-NAzl PAPER

(By Jack Anderson)

A former Nazi editor, who was a leading Hitler propagandist in occupied
Slovakia during the 1940s, is an adviser to the Republican National Committee.

He is Dr. Joseph Pauco, who trumpeted the Nazi line throughout Slovakia
and hailed the Nazi persecution of the Jews. As late as 1957, he defended his
past Nazi activities as “the cause of great and sacred truth.”

Pauco was invited by President Nixon to attend a White House prayer service
on Sept. 12. While no other White House worshipper may have been more in need
of prayer, it is ironical that Pauco should wind up at a Nixon devotional. For
his mentor and mahatma, Joseph Tiso, the puppet dictator of Slovakia, was
hanged as a war criminal.

Hitler ended his bloody conquest of Czechoslovakia by dividing the country
and installing Tiso as the ruler of Slovakia. Pauco was named editor-in-chief
of Tiso's official organ, Slovak, which became the strident voice of the Nazi
regime.

One of Pauco’s close associates was Dr. J. Kirschbaum, who has been accused
by the Jewish Community Council in Prague of sending Slovakian Jews to the
gas chambers of Auschwitz and other murder camps.

Kirschbaum denies the charge. But we have dug out, at least, an old news-
paper picture of Kirschbaum in his Slovak 9 uniform, his hand raised in the
Hitler salute.

Pauco and Kirschbaum escaped Tiso's fate by fleeing to the West. Pauco
reached the United States in 1950; Kirschbaum settled in Toronto.

Eventually, Pauco took over the weekly newspaper, Slovak v. Amerike, in
Middletown, Pa., and named his old friend Kirschbaum as an adviser.

The natty, charming Pauco was brought into the Republican National Com-
mittee as chief Slovak-American adviser by the former chairman, Interior
Secretary Rogers C. B. Morton. Pauco is now comptroller of the committee’s
ethnie council.

Pauco also is serving as a Nixon appointee on the Small Business Adminis-
tration’s advisory council,

Not long ago, Pauco and Kirschbaum helped to establish the Slovak World
Congress, and they held a meeting in Toronto in June. They were showered with
greetings from Sens. John Tower (R-Tex.), Strom Thurmond (R-8.C.), Roman
Hruska (R-Neb.) and others.

Sens. Robert Taft (R-Ohio) and Claiborne Pell (D-R.L) showed up in Toronto
to address the meeting.

From the White House on down, these prominent Americans can be excused
for being unaware of the Nazi backgrounds of Pauco and Kirschbaum. But the
official who is supposed to keep track of former Nazis, Assistant Attorney
General Robert Mardian, the Justice Department’s internal security specialist,
also attended the Toronto affair.

Mardian might have picked up a clue to Pauco’s Nazi past by reading his
biography in Who's Who. For Pauco lists among his accomplishments the editor-
ship of the old Slovak daily. If this was missed by Mardian, it was picked up by
an amateur Nazi hunter and Democratic Party official, Bill Quinn, who identified
the daily as a Nazi mouthpiece.

He tipped us off, and we have now traced Pauco’s past in old Library of
Coneress records, books and newspapers.

“There is only one alliance, and that alliance is with Germany,” wrote Pauco
in a signed editorial on Sept. 17, 1944. Again on Oct, 11, 1944, he printed : “The
great German Reich, led by Fuehrer Adolf Hitler, proved to the Slovaks its
benevolence.”
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In a typical diatribe against the Jews, his newspaper declared on Sept. 3,
1944 : “We all know about their moral decay and their murderous hatred of
the Christian people.”

Is it possible that Pauco, now 57, has changed his views after 25 years? As
late as August, he praised the war eriminal Tiso as a “martyr.”

Footnote : My associate Les Whitten reached Pauco in Middletown. He denied
that his wartime newspaper was a Nazi organ. “I ran a Slovak paper,” he said.
Asked about the paper’s attacks on the Jews, he said at first. “I can't remember,”
then declared, “We were friends of the Jews.” He added heartily: “Anybody
who says we were Nazis is full of baloney.” The Republican National Commit-
tee, he said, would verify his good name. Kirschbaum has an unlisted telephone
in Toronto and couldn’t be reached.
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Exaisir No. 2562
[From the Washington Post, Wednesday, Nov, 10, 1971]
NIXON APPEARS A LITTLE SOFT ON Nazis

(By Jack Anderson)

in politics by attacking the Democrats

President Nixon, who made his name
ing signs himself of a little softness on

for being “soft on Communists,” is show
Nazis.
e invited an ex-Nazi to the White House for a

We recently reported that h
prayer session and that he sent a letter of tribute to a notorious anti-Jewish

editor.

The White House issued a pained public statement protesticg that “Presi-
dent Nixon has never condoned and does not condone anti-Semitism in any
form.” We certainly agree. Mr. Nixon is no more anti-Semitic nor pro-Nazi than
Harry Truman and Dean Acheson were pro-communist.

But men with histories of Nazi sympathies have m
selves to the Nixon administration. Here's the record,

originally reported :

We identified Dr. Joseph Pauco, a prominent GOP adviser and White House
guest, as a pro-Nazi propagandist in Slovakia during World War 11. We cited
recent public statements to show that he still worships the memory of the Nazi
puppet in Slovakia, Joseph Tiso. The Anti-Defamation League confirmed our
charges with additional evidence from their files. The Republican National Com-
mittee quickly accepted Pauco’s resignation. Yet at this writing, five weeks after
our revelations, he is still an official, unsalaried adviser to Small Business
Administrator Tom Kleppe. Pauco makes recommendations on small business
loans and other SBA matters in his home state of Pennsylvania.

We reported that both President Nixon and Vice President Agnew sent warm
tributes to Geno Szebedinsky, editor of the Hungarian-language newspaper
Magyarsag, which foams with anti-Semitism. Although the President wrote
Szebedinsky that his distinguished career . . . is well known to me,” we are
convinced Nixon had absolutely no knowledge of the editor’s anti-Semitic reputa-
tion. Both Nixon and Agnew signed the tributes purely as political routine. Yet
someone familiar with Szebe
House to arrange for him to be honored. And th
assurance that the President doesn’t condone anti-

his letter to Szebedinsky.

President Nixon not only prayed with Pauco at the White House but also
invited another World War II extremist, Ivan Docheff, to the White House.
Docheff acknowledged to us that he was the leader of the National Legion in
his native Bulgaria. This was a youth organization characterized as “fascist” by
the moderate Bulgarian National Committee here. Docheff admitted it was a
right-wing group but said he was “100 per cent anti-communist, not a Nazi.”
Docheff’s picture at the White House with Nixon and Agnew, printed in the
Bulgarian-language paper Borba, raised cries of outrage from moderate Bul-
garian-Americans,

Laszlo Pasztor, the industrious head of the GOP ethnie groups, was never
asked about his wartime activities in Hungary by the four GOP officials who
interviewed him for his job. As it happens, Pasztor belonged to a Hitler-youth-
style group under the notorious Arroweross party until he was 21. Although he
never joined the adult party, he served it as a junior diplomat in Berlin under
the vicious anti-Semitic Szalasi regime. Pasztor insists he never took part in
anti-Semitic activities and says in his GOP Party post, he has tried to weed out
the right-wing extremists from the Republican ethnic groups. He spoke feelingly
of these problems for two hours with my associate Les Whitten. At one point,
Pasztor asked wearily: “What kind of guys did I inherit?”

anaged to endear them-
which is worse than we

dinsky and his views was close enough to the White
e White House, despite its public
Semitism, has yet to repudiate

HEADLINES, FOOTNOTES

s—The Peace Corps hopeful effort to enlist Mexican-American
3 Mexican-Americans trained for service in
elp build potato produc-

Peace Corps Woe
volunteers has largely failed. Of 1
Pern, eight have quit. They had been sent to Peru to h
tion, but a bumper crop made their work superfluous. Peace Corps efforts to keep
them in other programs failed, and the eight disillusioned Chicanos have now left
the Peace Corps. Elsewhere in Peru, volunteers were able to thwart reported
efforts by Director Joe Blatchford to install an old fraternity brother, Doug
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Burck, as country director. A compromise by Blatchford has forestalled resigna-
tion threats of about 100 of the 200 volunteers in Peru. Less than a half-dozen
have actually quit because of the squabble.

Giant Killer—Back in April 1970 we wrote of the David-and-Goliath struggle
between Federal Trade Commission lawyer Daniel Kane and the gigantic
Koppers Co. Kane had accused Koppers of killing competition in resorcinol, a
chemical used in tires, explosives and dyes. While Kane fought the case, his FTC
boss then Rufus (Duke) Wilson, had been meeting privately with Koppers' at-
torney and discussing the case. Wilson has now retired from the FTC, and Kane
recently won a tough consent settlement from Koppers, In it, the firm promises to
void its “exclusive” resorcinol supply contracts, and contracts running more than
a year, give up any plans to buy out resorcinol competitors without an FTC
okay and block price discriminating.

MiaMm1 BeacH, Aug. 18 (JTA)—Laszlo C., Pasztor of Washington, D.C., who
had been identified twice in the past year by syndicated columnist Jack Anderson
as having been a member of a Nazi youth movement in Hungary during World
War 11, is in line for membership on the executive board of the Republican Na-
tional Committee. An official announcement made available to the press here to-
day said that the committee had voted this week to amend the committees bylaws
to “grant ex officio membership on its executive board to the chairman of the
National Republican Heritage Groups (Nationalities) Couneil.

The chairman of the council, the committees announcement said, is Pasztor,
The council was formed in 1971 as an auxiliary to the Republican National Com-
mittee, it reported, and is an all volunteer organization representing ethnic Re-
publican groups in 21 States and among 31 nationality groups. The announcement
stressed the action as a “move respongive to the growing number of ethnic
Americans who are turning to the Republican Party."

The Rules Committees action, if approved by the convention as a whole here
next week “will give official recognition to all ethnie Republiean auxiliary orga-
nizations,” the commititee’s announcement siaid. The National Republican Heri-
tage groups council will then maintain a position in the party similar to the
National Federation of Republican Women and Young Republican National
Federation,

In a column on Nov. 10 widely distributed throughout the United States and
overseas, Anderson reported that Pasztor was “never asked about his wartime
activities in Hungary by four GOP officials who interviewed him for the job"
(as Nationalities Director), “Pasztor belonged to a Hitler youth style group
under the notorious arrow cross party until he was twenfy one. Although he
never joined the adult party, he served as a junior diplomat in Berlin under
the vicious anti-Semitic Szalasy regime.”

“Pasztor insists he never took part in anti-Semitic activities and in his GOP
party post he has tried to weed out the right wing extremists from his GOP
ethnic groups.” Anderson wrote, “He spoke feelingly of those problems for two
hours with my associate Les Whitten."

Last March 13, Anderson’s column reported: “We have uncovered several ex
Nazis who were invited to the White House or were photographed with Presi-
dent Nixon and Vice President Agnew and other GOP dignitaries. The Presi-
dent, of course, did not know about their Nazi background. They should have been
screened by Laszlo Pasztor, the GOP Nationalities Director who himself belonged
to the Nazi Youth Movement in Hungary during World War Two.”

“Instead of reprimanding Pasztor [copy illegible] Nazis through the gate.”
Anderson continued, “the President recently sent him a dear Laszlo letter praising
him. The happy Hungarian quickly duplicated it and mailed out copies to ethnic
leaders.”
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ExHIBIT NO. 253
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EXHIBIT No. 256-1

Thursday,
a warning

erting

That the
ly with that warning

headquarter

5.
of the fire
Phoenix Police

Federal

tigation. Nc 5 ve been made.




equipmer

:longing to individual
also destroyed.
and estab-

,000.00.

ion, which

newspaper clippi

Lona public and the Phoenix

accurate, an

as of Friday

nf/ day of

D AND SWORN TO

L

My Commission Expires:

2R3

21-296 216Y










| mceiven By
3 =

Lo FaLL assiement

=3 Falts

3 sivae . 2 VEMIGLE] ke




5039

F L, 110, 9-1065-72 = = 333 West Indian School Road = = ARSCH BEPOLI - = = =
Seatcmber 29, 1972
Vietim: David H, Murdock

:{;}\()uxxs(xxxvxlxxxxxxxxxxxxx:xxxxxxx YOO OOk

e OGO CID

Report by Robert B. Bivin
hief Investigator
City of Phoenix Fire Departacat
Sepicaber 29, 1972, at 0226 hours, I monitored a call stating the Republican
fesdquarters was on fire at Thirzd Avenue and Indian School Road. I respoaced to
check the crowd and investigate the fire, I arrived on the scene at an early
s the fire and obtained the following license plates of spectators chowing
(undue) of the fire, An Amarican Building Maintanance truck, licease
C.B. 1440, with three young Caucasian males = - - a motorcycle J.J. 87 with
bearded man approximately 24 year old Caucasian male - = and a car, licensc
1912, consisting of a young man and two girls, all Caucasian, I contacted
Licutenant John Fields and informed him to alert his field officers of our

noed for assistance in this type of fire,

Upoa examining the fire sceme, it was noted that the two-story

publican Party downstairs and the Arizona State Property &

e &g

The fire was on the first floor hallway running uorch and goutli &d

=3

o west to east in center of building. This hallway showed a Lurn pattcra
consistent with the splashing of an unknown accellerant, The floor tile siowad
scvere burn pattern along the whole corridors., Low burm pattern on floor,
walls, doors, and all metallic door knobs melted, A desk sitting in middle
of hallway was completely destroyed. Sheetrock walls along corridor from
eni showed an even heat and burn pattern. Offices behind the hallway doors cl
ewtreme heat and smoke conditions consistent to a petroleum-base fire.
appeared to be of short duration but a high intensity heat-type fire. Sol
doors charred to 1/4" but from bottom to top a consistent and even char.

this building stated they had trouble locking the front door and

they left it unlocked (a Mrs. Lois Anderson) - but a cleaning crew

This cleaning crew to be interviewed later,




Republic Committeeman Jim Winemore, 279-5596, stated they had received a
Sceurity warning from Steven B, King - Washington, D.C., 202-3336120 = or
heus Chone 703-360-5642 - stating trouble at Republican offices in San

Paouciseo, two in New York, and one in Texas,

I coozdinated the Fire Department Investigation with the Phoenix Police

» the F,B,I,, and other public officials, Word was reccived that

the timing of this fire was perfect due to two weeks ago nothing of value was

in this building - and one week in the future they would be empty again,

ROBSRT E. BIVIN = Chief Investigator
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CIVISICN EF F..-'. PREVENTION
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CITY OF PHOENIX, ARIZONA
FIRE DEPARTLIENT

RCOERY REFEAT DIVISION OF FIRE PREVENTION TEemos a1
| SUPPLEMENTARY REPORT
|_ue. 9=1055~72 o

DATE BF Tuie surrLCuEn? | LOCAYIDN 0F Fin T mAE P R O BUS. WAL TYer oF misaal

| oy29/72 1333 West Indian School md["‘bavm H. MURDOCK ARSON

9/29/72, at 9 AM, the undersigned investigator was just coming on duty and

responded to the sbove address to continue on with the investigation of a fire

set at above location by person/s unknown, On my arrival, Chief Iavestigator Bivin

| w33 contacted on the scene and I assisted him on his investigation thus far, Uson
|
entering the first story inmterior it was noted that the entire first floor of =

fwo-story commercial building occupied by various offices - and also headquar

the committee offices for re-election of the President, Richard M. Nixon, had

received extensive fire, heat and smoke damage to the first and second floors of

this commercial building., From my observations, it appeared that pemm.s_u:.l:;n-;n_.:

I
| entered the building on the ground floor, probably through the resr south r.m.:._.dc.,_

|
and 2 flawmable accellerant was poured along the main hallway which ran north sod souh

| of the building, MNo evidence of a flammable accellerant was found in the poreh |
lobby entrance, A small hallway running east off the main hallway, and locate:

a2zt Dallyay showed svidence of an accellerant heing poured an ths sase eotvasc =

aide of the danr Eire from this point weored and intsnss hear had warped-—tiao-raral-

Seaning—and-glass doors leading ta the screrinr, Metal dosrs still had the lock— |

intect and evidence of farcihle markings ware found nesr the kew lock —The-sooond

story srea was checked and insnected for snv stons of fires being set = wlth-scsotivel

results However  this second story received heawy smoke damnos o the cntica 24

atinusd-on.-page.-2

1 M. A, Benitez

’I-vl-llln‘n- wmiTing BimgaT
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[From the Arizonia Republie, S8ept. 30, 1972]

Nixoxy Orrices HERE WRECKED BY FLAMES
(By Jack West)

The headquarters of the Committee for the Re-Election of the President suffered
extensive damage in a blaze yesterday that firemen said was deliberately set.

The fire, which firemen said was started with gasoline splashed along hallways
in the two-story building, also damaged the headquarters of Republican state and
county eandidates and offices housing two state agencies,

Damage in the building at 333 W. Indian School was estimated at $100,000.

Sen. Paul Fannin, R-Ariz.,, who had taken the Senate floor Thursday to de-
nounce harassment of Republican campaigners in other locales by militants sup-
porting Democratie presidential nominee George McGovern, expressed shock over
the fire.

“We apparently do not know who is responsible for the destruction of the
re-elect office in Phoenix,” Fannin said, “but this is another act that would seem
to fit in with the pattern of disruption, obstruction and violence being employed
to divert attention from the serious issues the President seeks to discuss.”

James Wymore, executive director of the Republican State Central Committee,
said his office received a memorandum from national party headquarters Thurs-
day warning of possible sabotage to campaign headquarters throughout the
nation.

A copy of the memo, which suggested precautions be taken, was sent to the
Phoenix Police Department, but police had no time to set up speeial precantions,
Wymore said.

Van A. Shumway, press director in Washington of the Committee for the Re-
Election of the President, said the fire was the most serious incident to date
involving President Nixon's re-election campaign.

He said there have been rock-throwing incidents in New Hampshire, California
and Texas, but no other incidents of arson.

The chief fire investigator for the Phoenix fire department, Bob Bivin. said,
“Tt looks like a splash job. Someone splashed gasoline down the hallway that runs
north and south through the ground floor of the building and also in the shorter
east-west hallway in the south end of the building."”

Another fire investigator, Manuel Benitez, said that perhaps five gallons of
gasoline had been used.

“That's a dangerous way to start a fire,” he said. “The first.thing we did
was to check the emergency rooms in the hospitals for burn victims, because it is
so easy for an arsonist to burn himself or even kill himself this way. But we
didn’t find him."”

It took 40 firemen and eight pieces of firefighting equipment nearly an hour
to douse the blaze, firemen said.

In addition to the President's committee headquarters and GOP offices, the
building contained offices of the State Department of Property Valuation and
the Resonrces Information System. The building is owned by the David H.
Murdock Development Co.

Dennis Kemp, Arizona division leasing manager for the development firm,
said the company would pay all moving costs of the fenants and would place
them in other Murdock-owned buildings, in higher priced office space and with
no increase in rents.

Offices of the two state agencies will be set up at 3500 N. Central. Kemp said.
It had not been determined last night where the Republican offices would be
relocated,

Police Sgt. Charles Roberts said it was impossible to determine whether
the arsonist forced his way into the building because the damage was so
extensive.

Fannin, who ealled on MeGovern to disavow harassment of the GOP, =said it
was a serious matter that the arson oceurred in Phoenix just affer the visit of
Mrs. Julie Nixon Eisenhower, the President’s daughter. She was in Phoenix
Thursday for the dedication of the Civie Plaza.

“The arson will only serve to draw the party closer together in a strong,
united effort to win the November election,” said Harry Rosenzweig. Republiean
state chairman. “We must not let violence infringe unon our right to choose for
publie office the candidates we believe to be most gualified.”
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Sam Mardian, chairman of the Arizona Committee for the Re-Election of the
President, ealled the fire “a most reprehensible” act and a gross insult to the
American political system.

sphilogophical differences are normal,” Mardian continued, “but only a sick
mind would resort to arson and property destruction. The mindless act of
burning the Nixon headquarters can only hurt, not help, whatever cause the
perpetrator stood for.

“1 am heartsick at the damage o the building and the loss of valuable office

equipment and records, but more so that such a deliberate and cowardly attack

should be made at all,
“his will not deter the efforts being carried on by wvolunteers on behalf of

President Nixon's campaign, and new headguarters will be opened as soon as

I}I?.“.“II]P.II'."
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EXHIBIT No. 256-2

AFFIDAVIT

I, Richard L. Schultz, Assistant Minority Counsel for the Select
Committee On Presidential Campaign Activities, do hereby affirm that
on September 21, 1973 I interviewed Mr. Jack Easton at his office,
Room 659, Century Plaza Hotel, Los Angeles, California. In further
affirmation, I state that Mr. Easton provided to me the following

information:

During the 1972 presidential campaign, Easton functioned as the
Nixon Communications Director for Southern California, In this capacity
in September, 1972, at about the time President Nixon appeared at the
Century Plaza Hotel, Easton received information concerning the fact
that literature (scurrilous in nature) was being prepared in the McGovern
Headquarters, located at 449 North Fairfax, Los Angeles, California,

which is located in the heart of the Jewish community,

Mr. Easton stated that it was his belief that the scurrilous literature
in question was entitled, "Nixon Is Treyf". The information concerning
this scurrilous literature prompted him to go to the McGovern Headquarters
located at 449 North Fairfax, Los Angeles, California and there, he
along with a witness, Mr. Richard Nahagian, viewed this literature in the
McGovern Headquarters and determined that in their opinion it was

scurrilous in nature toward the President of the United States and it failed




to comply with existing legal requirements in that it failed to reflect

the name of the individual or organization who prepared the literature

for dissemination. Mr. Easton advised that a McGovern spokesman

admitted the printing of the scurrilous literature at the McGovern
Headquarters and the individual, though not identified in order that he

not be embarrassed further, was fired.

I, Richard L. Schultz, Assistant Minority Counsel for the Select
Committee On Presidential Campaign Activities, further affirm that
on September 21, 1973 I contacted Mr. Richa rd Nahagian by telephone
at the State Attorney's office, telephone 870-0131, ext. 396, with a
view toward corroborating the information furnished to me by Mr.
Jack Easton. Mr. Richard Nahagian corroborated the story of Mr.
Easton and stated that he did in fact accompany Mr. Easton to the
McGovern Headquarters, located at 449 North Fairfax, Los Angeles,
California, during September, 1972 and that on this occasion he did note
that there was scurrilous literature in the McGovern Headquarters
pertaining to the President of the United States and though his recollection
is hazy, it is his best judgement and recollection that the material so viewed
was entitled, "Nixon Is Treyf'. Mr. Nahagian also called to my attention

the fact that the materials which he and Mr. Easton viewed in the




McGovern Campaign Headquarters were not properly identified as
k & 1 I 3

to the individuals or organization who prepared same,

Washington, ) AW
District of Columbia )

Dated: [/ )pyhe ﬁza__b;a?_zs__ .. 13

8

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 57_‘;" day of November, 1973.

"

wary P

7??174?/.&:_ \/f(ff nead

My commission expires 10/31/78
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EXHIBIT NoO. 256-3

AFFIDAVIT OF TRUMAN F. CAMPBELL

TRUMAN F. CAMPBELL, being first duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. That he is, and at all times herein mentioned was, the

Chairman of the Fresno County Republican Central Committee, Fresno,

California.

2. That in such capacity he supported the efforts of the
Re-Elect The President Committee in the campaigns of 1972.

3. That on or about the 30th day of October, 1972, he was
called upon by the Re-Elect The President Committee to moderate and
serve as master of ceremonies at a rally at the Fig Garden Village
Shopping Center, Fresno, California, where a "People to People” bus
was to bring several nationally prominent Republican women, including
Pat Hutar, Connie Armitage, and Ramona Banuelos; that the ladies
were to speak and local candidates were to be introduced; and that
entertainment was also to be provided.

4. That affiant appeared at the time and place set for the
rally, along with many supporters of President Nixon, including many
members of the Republican women's organizations in Fresno and the
surrounding Valley counties.

5. That also gathering at the said time and place were
numerous dissidents, some of the Spanish-Mexican race, some carrying
anti-Nixon signs, some carrying pro-McGovern signs, some carrying
anti-Proposition 22 (a California ballot proposition relating to
farm labor) signs, some carrying United Farm Workers Organizing
Committee (UFWOC) signs and banners; all shouting and jeering, using

provocative, abusive, and in many instances, obscene language.
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AFFIDAVIT OF TRUMAN F. CAMPBELL
Page 2.

6. That until the bus arrived the said demonstrators remained
reasonably orderly, but that upon the arrival of the bus the demon-
strators became unruly and uncontrollable, in that they vocally
shouted down all attempts by affiant and the aforementioned potential
speakers and entertainers to exercise their rights of free speech,
and to carry on the rally as planned and organized.

7. That although affiant had a podium, microphone, ampli-
fiers and speakers, he could not be heard above the din of the demon-
strators, nor could any of the others who came to speak and entertain.

B. That there were many instances of provocation which would
have caused serious consequences, but none of the insults, taunts

and: challenges were answered, nor were physical abuses returned.
9. That several of the ladies were pushed, shoved and molested

by the demonstrators, but most decline to speak out for fear of

retaliation. That one, Mrs. Flora Wise, had her hair pulled and was

struck by a fist in her lower back and required medical attention
thereafter; that another, Mrs. Eldora Cooney, was struck on the top
of her head by a sign; that another, Mrs. Linda Carter, was pushed
and shoved, and another, Mrs. Betty Blackburn, had her wig pulled
off and thrown under a car; and, that affiant and all of the above-
named ladies and all of the Nixon supporters were verbally, and
some physically, abused, as aforesaid, by the close physical pre-
sence, by the loud and raucous shouting and jeering, by the insult-
ing remarks and obscene language, and threats on the part of the
demonstrators.

10. That when it became obvious that the rally could not
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AFFIDAVIT OF TRUMAN F. CAMPBELL
Page 3

proceed as planned, the aforesaid personages returned to the bus
and the bus departed.

11. That affiant understands that many who were on the bus
did not come out for fear of their personal safety, and in fact,
affiant is informed and believes that Mrs. Banuelos did not come
to Fresno for the same reason.

12. That affiant recognized several of the participating
demonstrators as those who had demonstrated in other prior demon-
strations, and was informed by the California Re-Elect The President
Committee directors that some of the same demonstrators partici-
pated in similar demonstrations in other areas throughout the day.

13. That the demonstrators in fact identified themselves
and carried signs and banners describing themselves as farm workers

and members of UFWOC; that they shouted, in Spanish and English,

anti-Nixon, anti-Proposition 22, anti-Banuelos, pro-McGovern, pro-

Chavez slogans and comments.

14. That the California Re-Elect The President Committee
furnished affiant with evidence in the form of copies of the United
States General Accounting Office forms which showed that money,
approximately $52,000.00, had been transferred to El Pueblo con
McGovern, and from that organization to certain well known activist
members of UFWOV, and UFWOC itself.

15. That there are many witnesses available, including the
aforementioned ladies, who can support the matters hereinabove

set forth, by affidavit or testimony, but, as indicated, many fear
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AFFIDAVIT OF TRUMAN F. CAMPBELL
Page 4

retaliation by UFWOC members

Subscribed and sworn to before
me this 5th day of October, 1973.

) 22’_(%&4 lo

Notary Public in#Anfl for said State.

S n
HELEN MAZzZEI
NOTARY PUBLIC - CALIFORNIA
PRINCIPAL OFFICE IN
FRESNO COUNTY

ission Expires Morch 11, 1977
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ExHIBIT NO. 256-4

AFFIDAVIT

I W. Dewey Clower, to hereby swear and depose
that the attached leaflets, reportedly disseminated
by the McGovern-Berkley Headquarters, were
utilized in the San Francisco area prior to Sep-
tember 27, 1972, to promote a demonstration
against the President on the occasion of his
campaign visit to that city on the aforementioned
date.

7
.{:.. 4{"7 /J/ﬁl/ﬂv / ..:'.-./

W. Dewey Clower

Sworn to and subscribed before me this
5th day of November, 1973.

lrota ry/ Public

My Commission Expires Moy 31, 1578
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ExHIBIT NO. 256-b

AFFIDAVIT

I, MICHAEL BARRY HELLER, am a Democrat who was once

active in the Humphrey Campaign during the 1972 Presidential primaries. On
or about August 13, 1972, I went to work for the Democrats for Nixon organiza-
tion, as Director of their Fairfax Avenue storefront headquarters in the Los
Angeles, California area. I was active in managing headquarters activity and

in marshaling the area Jewish vote for Nixon.

On the day the Fairfax Avenue Headquarters opened, Mr. James Roosevelt
and Mr. George Jessel were in attendance. The ceremonies were punctuated
with heckling by McGovern supporters in the doorway. After the ceremony,
this heckling continued on the street as Messrs, Roosevelt and Jessel shook

hands and visited with voters on the street.

I slept in the Fairfax Avenue Headquarters and was very much aware of

the hostility directed toward our Campaign. Shortly before the Fairfax Avenue
fire, I moved out of the Headquarters to the Beverly Laurel Hotel in response

to telephone threats and personal threats to the effect that something was going
to happen to our headquarters. Hence, I was extremely suspicious of politically
motivated arson when the Fairfax Avenue fire took place. I have, however, been
advised that the police investigation into this fire revealed no political motiva-

tion.

While it is difficult to assess the scope of involvement of McGovern sup-
porters and leadership in the unfortunate atmosphere of campaign hostility, there
was one particular incident that indicated direct McGovern campaign support of
this atmosphere. I refer to a piece of scurrilous literature captioned '"Nixon is
Treyf, " copy attached. This literature urged a demonstration against Mr.

Albert Spiegel, who was activ.c in the Jewish campaign effort in behalf of the
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IPresidgn:'s re-election, This literature further smeared the President with
the,slogan "Nixon Brings The Ovens To The People Rather Than The People
To The Ovens.'" Ipersonally saw this piece of literature being passed qui .
in the neighborhood community by McGovern workers and saw stacks of it.i-n
McGovern storefront headquarters in West Hollywood, California., I reported
this to Mr. Jack Easton, the Communications Director for California CRP.
Mr. Easton toock a representative of the District Attorney's office to the

McGovern headquarters in West Hollywood and confirmed that the documn ent

was actually being printed in that Headquarters.,

I swear that the aforegoing is true and accurate to the best of my know-

ledge, information, and belief,

Dated this ai day of October, 1973.

5 Mi?hae; B%y aeller { _—

STATE OF OREGON )

COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH ) 55
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 29 day of October, 1973.

té‘f/,ézé S Hsed

NOTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF OREGON
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES AUGUST 16, 1974

. Note,--The piece of literature "Nixon Is Treyf" referred to is published
as exhibit 247,
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ExXHIBIT NO. 256-6

My name is Byron S. James of 6 Croyden Circle, Piedmont, California.
This statement is made by me freely and with any reservations. During
the time period April 1, 1972 through November 15, 1972, I was employed
by the California Committee for the Re-Election of the President. On
May 12-13, 1972 the Republican State Central Committee of California
held its regular quarterly meeting. This meeting was held at the

St. Francis Hotel, San Francisco, California.

On the day of May 12, 1972 Governor Reagan of California and Governor
Rockerfeller of New York were to attend the meeting. Their prominent
positions in the campaign for the Re-Election of President Nixon had
caused a large crowd to gather in Union Square as an act of protest to
the Vietnam War, to President Nixon and to the Republican Party in
general. The protest, and the call for persons to attend, had been
well publicized in the press and media by handbills and by small posters
posted in numerous locations throughout San Francisco and Berkeley.

The California Re-Election Committee had a hospitality suite in the
St. Francis Hotel. The rooms were on about the 10th floor in the front
and located above the intersection of Post and Powell Streets.

I arrived at Union Square sometime prior to noon. I wandered around
Union Square for a while and then went to the hospitality suite. The
crowd was rather large and numerous policemen were there to control
traffic and keep the streets open. Also, policemen were at the normal
street entrances to the Hotel.

I do not recall the exact time the demonstration began. However, the
events, as I observed them from a window in the suite, were generally
as follows:

There were some speeches in Union Square by persons obviously opposed
to the re-election of President Nixon. At a point in time, persons
strategically located in the crowd began the marching around. From
my point of observation it was obvious that these persons, some with
bullhorns and large placards, had been so located as to get the crowd
moving around Union Square in a circular direction. Also, during
this time I observed individuals with spray paint cans to make the
peace symbol on the sidewalks in Union Square. They also painted
anti-Nixon slogans.

Eventually, the crowd surged onto Post Street and began blocking
traffic., Boards and rope from a construction job on Post Street

plus the sheer presence of people were used. A municipal bus was
stopped. About this time, police officers on motorcycles started
clearing the street. Eventually, the crowd began throwing objects

at the police officers. Additionally, the crowd tried to barricade
the street with boards and rope. It was apparent that serious

attempts were made to knock the police officers from their motorcycles.

e gz
!'7 ar % 573
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During this same time period when the street was blocked, small
groups from the crowd of protesters could be seen going in and out
of the shops and stores on Post Street, along Union Square. I also
observed police officers moving these small groups out of the shops
and stores.

While the police officers were trying to keep Post Street clear
(traffic was now halted), one police officer did fall from his
motorcycle. When he tried to right the motorcycle-he and another
officer were driven back by objects hurled frpm the crowd. After
several attempts had been unsuccessful” a’male perssh Trom the

crowd ran forward with lighted paper and set the motorcycle on fire.
Shortly after this, there began an overall effort by the police

to clear Union Square. This was accomplished.

As the crowd was being dispersed, I observed several small groups
again going in and out of the shops. The newspaper reports on the
following day noted that windows of shops and stores had been broken
by the crowd as it was being dispersed.

The above comments present the events of May 12, 1972 to the best of
my recollection.

=Ty L !E?E()M £ /{{Z__S__

Date
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[From the San Francisco Examiner, May 12, 1972]

ANTI-WAR Rior—Fimes, Rocks CLosE STores—3500 IN UNION Sq@. OUTBEREAK
RouTep AFTER CyYCLE UPSET

(By Jane Eshleman Conant)

Downtown San Francisco became a rampaging battlefield this afternoon as
thousands of anti-war demonstrators swept through the shopping district break-
ing windows, setting fires, throwing rocks and fighting police.

They started out peacefully enough at a rally in Union Square.

Then things got rough. A police motorcycle was tipped over and set afire
and the order went out to “clear the square.”

The demonstrators—=3500 to 5000 of them—were swept out by police on foot

and on horseback.
WILD DISORDER

They swarmed away down Powell and Stockton Streets, in wild disorder.
Some—perhaps 500—turned to violence.

Many were hurt. A number of others were arrested.

Some stores were closed by their proprietors.

Cable cars stopped running on Powell Street, Market Street transit was slowed.

Curiously enough, some shoppers and tourists went about their errands as
though nothing was happening. Others were caught in the fray ; one gray-haired
woman was knocked down and stunned.

The rally was timed to coincide with a set of meetings in the St. Francis Hotel,
attended by Republican bigwigs including Governors Reagan and Rockefeller.

LIKE TWO0 WORLDS

It was like two worlds in the Square—referred to by some as the heart of
the City.

Inside, the neatly-dressed Republicans lunched in polite serenity.

Outside, long haired youths and their equally long haired girls listened raptly,
sang, chanted and even danced as speaker after speaker denounced President
Nixon's latest moves in Southeast Asia.

Then—just as Governor Rockefeller concluded his speech to the party faithful
and Governor Reagan came to the podium—the violence began.

Reagan was just telling what he deseribed as a new version of the old “Who
was that lady I saw you with last night?” joke. Instead of “That was no lady,
that was my wife,” he said, the new answer is “That was no lady, that was
my teen-aged son.”

CYCLE IN FLAMES

The Republicans laughed heartily. Outside, on Post Street, all of a sudden
the police motoreyele went up in flames and the war was on.

Demonstrators snatched building materials from a construction job and used
them as makeshift barricades in the street.

One officer was hit in the head with a brick.

A Municipal Railway bus was stalled by the fire. Demonstrators boarded it
and escorted the passengers out.

The police, carrying out a predesigned plan, started their sweep.

Union Square emptied in almost no time. The mounted officers were particularly
effective ; demonstrators appeared unwilling to argue with the big, smart and
well-trained horses.

Some did challenge the officers who were on foot. Some clubbings followed.
One youth was dragged and shoved some 50 feet by a baton-armed policeman,
arguing all the way. Finally he fell to the ground and lay still. When the police
moved on, the youth jumped up and ran.

The demonstrators, now in smaller groups or in rough parade-type file moved
down toward Market Street, breaking windows as they went.

Aecross from the City of Paris, several smashed windows in a police car and
pelted it with rocks. They tried to tip it over but ran when the mounted police
came at them.

Two youths were arrested here. One promptly climbed out of the police car
and fled, but was overtaken and re-arrested.

Windows were smashed in Woolworth’s at Powell and Market, It was closed
for the day.

A big trash fire was lit in a bin on the Emporium side of Market Street across
from Powell.
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KEPT MOVING

Windows were knocked out in Grodin's at Stockton and O'Farrell.

Some passersby were reported cut by flying glass on Post Street.

Rioters sprayed paint on buildings at Ellis and Powell Streets.

Police concentrated on keeping the demonstrators moving, in small groups.

When they observed these fractional elements merging into bigger erowds, they
moved in with more “sweeps.” One of these was ordered about an hour after the
initial breakup when a crowd formed again at Powell and Post, just outside the
St. Francis.

Motoreyele squads were used for mobility.

A police horse fell in the 200 block of Powell Street and was injured. The animal
lay quietly, covered with a blanket. Demonstrators gathered around to rubber-
neck.

BANK CLOSED

The Dar and Night branch of the Bank of America was shut ahead of the
regular clo ‘ing hour,

A splinter group of demonstrators headed for the new Federal Building at 450
Golden Gate Ave, Police told the security guards to prepare for trouble. The
demonstrators disappeared after 10 minutes.

Just before the affair began, a hidden arsenal of rocks and lengths of pipe
was uncovered in the square.

Four big shopping bags of the weapons were filled as officers plucked 6 to 8 inch
pieces of pipe and smooth round rocks from the shrubbery, under trash, and in
the garbage cans.

Reagan was driven here from Sacramento with a military helicopter “flying
shotgun™ over his car along Interstate Route 80, California Highway Patrol cars
rave him ground escort.
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ExXHIBIT NO. 256-7

AFFIDAVIT

I, JOHN C, LUNGREN, M.D,., do hereby certify that the attached

photographs were taken in my professional offices at 2898 Linden Avenue, Long
Beach, California, on September 21, 1972, and that they accurately depict the

scene I found in my secretary's office upon arriving for work that morning.

The photographs show damage to the closet door. This closet was used as
a vault and the door is kept locked. Inside the closet, I maintained an unlocked
safe for the safekeeping of the medical records of the President of the United
States. I had been the President's personal physician before he entered the
White House and have acted as a medical consultant for the President since
then. The President's records, dating back to 1960, were kept in chronological

order in a file folder inside a manila envelope in the aforementioned safe.

A search of my office premises on September 21, 1972, revealed an apparent
break-in. The intruders gained access to the suite of professional offices by
forcing the sliding glass doors in the adjacent office of a colleague, Dr. Buell,
Nothing appeared disturbed in the building on September 21 other than the contents

of the closet safe.

As shown in the photographs, the contents of the safe, including three business
checkbooks, an office ledger book, a payroll record book, and the President's
records were strewn about the floor outside the closet. The President's records
were outside the manila envelope in which they were kept. The petty cash money

bag, containing approximately $50.00, was in the closet undisturbed.

I examined the President's records in the file folder and found them to be
out of the chronological order in which they were maintained. This led me to
speculate that the President's records had been examined and, perhaps, photo-
graphed, although I am aware of nothing of a compromising or embarrassing

nature contained in those records.
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The September 21, 1972, break-in was the second break-in of my offices
during that month. Previously, on Labor Day weekend, entry was gained in
the same manner and the closet door forced open. On that occasion the offices

were ransacked and $27, 00 stolen. The contents of the safe were undisturbed.

The September 21, 1972, break-in was investigated by the Long Beach

Police Department and the FBI. I understand that the crime remains unsolved,

I swear that this statement is true and correct to the best of my knowledge,

information, and belief.

-aﬂf /i/d’;)fd’f&ﬂ

Dated this~ day of Seteber, 1973,

Q // ﬁw@,m// Mb

/Jr:hn(—: Lungren, M.I)

’LB[ N,&:JPm é&f—
Sworn to and subscribed before me thisc.?' day of ©ctebes, 1973.

Motary Putiic Cal, n
7 PRINCIPAL OFFICE IN
- LOS ANGELES COUMTY
My Commission Expires Sept. 28, 1974
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EXHIBIT No. 256-8

J®s Ellis & Associates

Investigations
1221 Madison, Oakland 94612
Telephone 835-2007

BENGOOD
TY COUNSEL
COMMITTEE

CHED PHOTOGRAPHS DEPICT THYE DEVONSTRATION THAT TOOK FPLACE,

VISIT TO SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA ON

EPTEMBER

URING PRESIDENT KRIXON'S

27th, 1972 IN FRONT OF AND ARMND THE SHEARTON-PALACE HOTEL.

PAUL R TOLAND

111 BROADWAY, S'TITE 202
JACK LINDON SQUARE
OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA 94607

SEND ALL REPLIES TO:
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ExHIBIT NO. 2566-9

The Chairman of the Committee to Re-elect the President,
in Hillsborough County, appointed me Chairman of the Agnew
Appearance Day, giving me the highest responsibility to work
with the Vice President's advance team in preparation for his
visit to Tampa on September 29, 1972.

For one full week prior to the Vice President's visit,
I worked day and night on his scheduled appearance and was
fully aware of the activities in the community prior to his
visit. On Wednesday night, 300 to 400 youths met at a rally

on the University of South Florida campus with the avowed

purpose of disrupting the Friday noon visit of the Vice President

of the United States of America.

The advance men reported to me that this was a potentially
dangerous event because many of the young people on our campus
at the rally were using drugs and were obviously affected
thereby. It was my understanding that there were weapons at
the rally, although none were used. Some of the youths did
have small arms on their person. However, the advance team
informed me that the situation was well under control, for both
the Secret Service and the FBI were at the rally and were
making note of certain individuals who obviously had a history
of causing public disturbances.

On Friday, the day of the Vice President's visit, I was
in charge of events inside the hall. I received a report that
there were 200 to 300 demonstrators protesting outside the
Curtis Hixon Convention Hall interfering with the band that
was playing patriotic music in the morning, and hindering
those who wanted to enter the hall. They were carrying placards
and signs in protest to the administration and our involvement
in the war in Southeast Asia, and calling the President and
Vice President of the United States murderers and other terms
equally unjustified.

The meeting proceeded on schedule, however, with tight

security on those entering the hall.
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During the program, I was seated at the head table at
the platform where I had a distinct view of the 6000 people
in the hall who came to hear and see the Vice President. Prior

to his appearance, a group of over 100 young people formed in

the hall. Théy had smuggled in signs and revealed these prior

to the Vice President's appearance, condemning the administra-
tion, the President and Vice President for activities in the
war in Southeast Asia. The signs supported Hanoi, North Vietnam
and, in general, the Communist objectives in that part of the
world. In addition to the over 100 young people who sat
together at the rally, there were some two to three dozen
scattered among those in attendance on the main floor of the
hall. They also carried signs, walked around the hall blocking
the view of those who were seated in the hall, and in general,
caused a disturbance and a most unpleasant atmosphere. Some
of the demonstrators waived Communist flags. A1l of this was
prior to the Vice President's appearance.

The Vice President did appear on schedule in the hall.
When he arrived at the platform to make his address, these
100-plus people began to shout in unison and heckle the
Vice President, calling him a murderer. This, of course,
caused considerable disturbance to those who were in attend-
ance, as well as showing extreme disrespect for the Office of
the Vice President of the United States of America. This
disturbance continued for approximately 15 minutes, the entire
duration of the Vice President's address. The ushers were
unable to contain the disturbance or to escort those who were
causing the disturbance from the hall. However, two or three
young people were escorted out of the hall after they had
gotten into a skirmish with some of the older men and women
in the audience. Several times the shouting was applauded
down by those in attendance, and when the applause overcame
the heckling and vulger shouts, the disrupters would refrain
momentarily. Each time the Vice President began his address,
it would start over again. This continued throughout the

entire address of the Vice President.
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The effectiveness of the FBI and Secret Service, and
all those concerned with the security of the Vice President

did prevent harm from coming to hi

State of Florida )
County of Hillsborough ) ss.

On this the 29th day of October, 1973, before me,
Betty Wargo, the undersigned, personally appeared
Shelton A. Thorne, known to me to be the person whose name
he subscribed to the foregoing statement, and acknowledged
that he executed the same for the purposes therein contained.

In witness whereof, I hereunto set my hand and official

G
o Je f'(;{ _aéfij_‘“___ 5

seal.

Betty Wargo
Notary Public
/7.6 {_GC:/,JIr;/JJIGI?

Cfﬂﬁnri‘7

.;’f/q.r‘,/ "70‘, 9 vs’/
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EXHIBIT NO. 256-10

AFFIDAVIT

I am GEORGE NORMAN BISHOP, JR. of Columbus, Georgia. Iam presently
Southern Regional Director of the Republican National Committee. In 1972 I was

Field Director for the campaign of Fletcher Thompson for the U. S. Senate.

I was in Atlanta for the President's campaign visit on October 12, 1972, and
during the week prior to this visit. I recall seeing leaflets advertising an anti-

Nixon demonstration during that week.

On the day of the President's visit, I was shooting 16 mm. film for potential
commercial television use. This involved meeting the Presidential party at the
airport and accompanying the motorcade to the Regency Hyatt House where the
President was to attend a reception, after making brief comments to a crowd

gathered to welcome him at the Hotel.

There was a huge and enthusiastic turnout for the President along the motor-
cade route. The motorcade moved rapidly without incident to the Regency Hyatt
House. Upon arriving at the Regency, I noticed a very large cluster of protesters
on the south edge of the Hotel driveway. The demonstrators, comprising approx-
imately 35% of the Hotel crowd, had signs--some of which I believe were obscene--
and were chanting and yelling. I was immediately concerned, particularly remem-
bering an apparent attempt to provoke violence by demonstrators at a Senator
Goldwater speaking engagement in Warner Robbins, Georgia one month before.
There was a tremendous crush of people that surged forward as the President
emerged from his vehicle to enter the Hotel. The police moved them back so that

the President could enter the building in safety.

The large crowd lingered outside the Hotel in anticipation of a Presidential

appearance. [ understand that the President did not reappear to make brief comments
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because of the demonstrators, The demonstrators, along with the crowd, dispersed

when it became apparent that there would be no further appearance.

There is another incident that occurred in Georgia during the last month of
the campaign that I believe is deserving of the Select Committee's attention. I
am referring to a large quantity of 4' x 8' plywood signs, professionally painted,
suggesting a Nixon-Nunn ticket. These signs were painted in a paint shop in
Perry, Georgia, and transported to Dublin, Georgia. Thereafter, they were

placed along the highway by personnel not sympathetic to the President.
Dated this ;J_‘Z_d day of October, 1973,

[ / )
SAW )_O-Mm 22 L

¢ Gedrge Nofman Bishop, }r. L4

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 39"{ day of October, 1973.

b R0
¢ /
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ExHIBIT NO. 256-11

AFFIDAVIT

Iam MRS, JOHN HARKINS of Sandy Springs, Georgia. On October 12, 1972,
I accompanied a group of young people from the Sandy Springs High School to a
vantage point near the Regency Hyatt House Hotel in Atlanta to view the President

of the United States, The President was making a campaign visit to Georgia and

was coming to the Regency from the airport via motorcade,

Our group arrived early in the morning, and we were there as a la rge, enthu-
siastic crowd gathered throughout the morning, The crowd was well mannered

and eagerly awaited the arrival of the President with patriotic anticipation,

Approximately one hour before the President arrived, a bus pulled up in front
of the Capitol City Club and approximately 75 demonstrators got off with rolled up
signs. The apparent leaders of this group directed them to the left front of the
Regency. While I did not see all of the signs, I am told by others in attendance
that the signs were basically anti-Nixon and pro-McGovern. I understand that

some of the signs were obscene.

When the President arrived, the mob of demonstrators turned the anticipated
glimpse of the Pregident into a near nightmare. There was an abundance of jeers,
catcalls, abusive language, all accompanied by pushing and shoving by the demon-

ONE oF (M)

strators. Odr group was pushed into the street. I was genuinely fearful for the

President's well being, as the mob scene bordered on violence.

v

The tragic thing about the dem onstration was its impact on the bappy bunch
of beautiful young Americans that I had accompanied to see the President. They

were both embarrassed and disillusioned, and their thrill at seeing the President

was tainted by the offensive acts of the demonstrators. While I am neither a

Republican nor a zealous supporter of Richard Nixon, I think it is a shame that
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candidates for high office, the American public, and the President of the United

States cannot commingle absent foul and provocative demonstration.

Dated this “)_( day of October, 1973,

D Nk Moz
]\t s, John Harkins

e
Sworn to and subscribed before me this ¢ day of October, 1973.

ﬁ{f{{;‘”"r}p ﬁ(z{»{)ﬁh«.‘-—ﬁ —
Jd

e Zpil
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EXHIBIT NoO. 256-12

October 25, 1973

Mr. Fred Thompson, Minority Counsel

Senate Select Committee on Presidential Campaign Activities
Room G-308

Dirksen Office Building

Washington, D, C. 20515

Dear Mr. Thompson:

During the 1972 Presidential Campaign, 1 was s staff member for the
Georgia Committee for the Re-Election of the President. Enclosed is a
sample of flyers that were distributed on the Emory University campus
as well as the downtown area. This particular flyer was handed to me in
the downtown area of Atladta. Many of these flyers were placed directly
above posters announcing the President's visit to Atlanta.

On the day of the President's visit I, along with other members of the
campaign staff, stood near the entrance to the Regency Hyatt House. Seemingly
everyone around us was holding signs favorable to the President. I do
recall seeing a few signs acattered about for McGovern, but nothing to
really atiract my attention. However, when the President's car arrived at
tite hotel, from out of nowhere, demonstrators pushed forward, knocking
down the ropes and other barricades around the driveway. Signs, quite
obviously hidden prior to the President's arrival, suddenly appeared bearing
such words as "Sicky, Sicky Dick", Nixon's War Crimes" and'Nixon is
through in '72".

For approximately 3 to 5 minutes there was mass confusion. There were
continuous chants from the demonstrators of "Sicky, Sicky Dick", but
more disgusting than this was their most abusive and filthy language to those
people standing around them. The President was unablé to go to the VIP
reviewing box located in front of the hotel, as had been previously planned.
Demonstrators completely surrounded the President's car and there was
concern on my part, as well as others standing around me, for the
President's safety.

1 do hope that the above information will be of some use to you.
Sincerely,
. -~ .
s PN teen

Linda Miller
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NIKON 55

THURS. Ty 57
OCTOBER 12 Gef)

DEMONSTRATE AGAINST THE
WARMAKER :

RALLY 10:30

PICKET 12 NUDN

STOP THE BOMBING!
ALL US. FORCES
OUT OF S.E. ASIA NOW!
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EXHIBIT NO. 256-13

AFFIDAVIT

I, Merritt R. Laubenheimer, Jr., have acted on many oc-
casions since 1968 to aid White House advance men, who
have made arrangements for visits of President Nixon and
Vice President Agnew to the Chicago area.

On September 26th of 1972 Vice President Agnew was in
Chicago for a young peoples concert sponored by (Youth
for Nixon) and the following morning went to a rally at
Proviso East High School in Maywood, Illinois. During
this visit the Vice President was greeted with demonstra-
tors when he arrived at the hotel and the following morn-
ing when he was in Maywood. The demonstrators were not
able to provide harrassment at the youth concert as they
were not allowed, by police, to enter the building and
his motorcade entered the building by means of an under-
ground entrance. On October 18th when Mr. Agnew came to
Chicago he was continually disturbed by large groups of
unruly demonstrators who were kept at bay by the police.
Mr. Agnew attended a dinner the night of the 18th at
McCormick Place and was greeted there by a large group

of demonstrators.

President Nixon also came to Chicago on October 18th for
the same dinner, arriving late (approximately 9:30 p.m.)
and joined the Vice President at the speakers table. Dem-
onstrators were present when both departed from the dinner.
President Nixon made a second visit to Chicago on November
3rd in which he addressed a large group (approximately
20,000) at the airport. There were approximately 125
demonstrators, carrying signs, who were allowed to enter
the hangar at O'Hare during this rally. They were quite
unruly and several times interrupted the remarks which

the President and others made.

It is my opinion, from remarks which I heard made by the
Department of Justice undercover people and Secret Service
men, that these were demonstrators whom they had expected
to see during these visits as a result of their under-
cover work. Further these groups would often pass out
flyers in advance stating that they would be there demon—
strating and urging others to join them. Also, whenever

e

Aoty 71 Elrck




with the Vietnam
seen

mild disturb-

on ar-

President Nixon and Vice

ed on January 20, 1969 they

To by best recollec-

strating at
iinantly

£ Agnew

to Cchicago.
of grou
route of each visit,
anti-war demont 1e case of Vice Presidef
£ >s have often :111:11}_;;;:{1'__1 in ex\,'e;e@'
T £i7 "

Jr. of

ps dem

pred

sits
rit was

by Mer Laubenheimer,

BEnce

nois

Winnetka, Illir

and sworn to, by me, this seventh day of October

Subscribed
Illinois.

1973, at Winnetka,

ot o T

Notary Public
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EXHIBIT NO. 256-14

REPUBLICAN STATE COMMITTEE

CEECUTIVE DIRECTON

I hereby affirm that the following information

contalned in this affadavit is accurate and true to the best

___ﬁjamé g_g{(/ =

Alexander C. Ray, Executive Director
DATE: October 26, 1973 Maine Republican State Committee

187 State Street

Augusta, Maine 04330

of my knowledge.

The above named Alexander C. Ray personally appeared before me and
swore that the statements contained herein are true and accurate to
the best of his belief.

Dated: October 26, 1973 é/‘é g‘@

Notary Public

My Commission expires: February, 1974

21-296 22ig

2
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On the 28th and 29th of April, 1972, Maine Republicans held their
biennial State Convention at the State Armory in the City of Augusta, Maine.
Approximately 3,500 Republicans were assembled on April 28 in the Armory to

hear the convention's keynote address by former Vice President Spiro T. Agnew.

State and local police as well as the Vice President's advance men
and the Secret Service were aware through published newspaper accounts that
anti-war protesters were planning on picketing the convention. We made arrangements
with these agencies to cordon off an area in the Ammory parking lot, adjacent to
the Armory, to allow the protesters to conduct a peaceful demonstration so they
would not disrupt the proceedings of the convention and would not inhibit the free

passage of the delegates.

The demonstrators planned a rally in the Capitol Park area at noon and

they were then to proceed to the Armory. Capitol Park is located directly across

the street from the State House and approximately one-half mile from the Armory.

(See clippings marked #s 1 and 2).

The identifiable leaders of the rally and the demonstration were:
RogerTheberge, a member of the Viet Nam Veterans Against the War; Carolyn Dow,
of the United Low Income People; Larry Moskowitz, a member of the Commmist Party
jn Maine; John Hanson, of the Maine State Federated Labor Council; and Everett

Brown Carson, a Democratic candidate for Congress in the First District of Maine.

At this noon rally, the demonstrators were read a telegram from Democratic




The Maine S s e
he Maine State Police took

h ~osecut 1
no prosecutions resulted




Antiwar rally

A rally at Capitol Park Thursday at antiwar protest group then marched to
noontime gathered a diverse crowd of the Armory where Vice President Agnew
demonstrators st the State House. The  was speaking. (KJ Photo by Seideman)




Before the march
Carolyn Dow speaks at Capilal Park, demonsiration starting point.

—KJ Photo by Seldeman




Solid blue-gray line
State Police officers covered all entrances to the GOP ~ an American flag in front of the armory or by hanging
convention at the Armory Friday, courteous but firm. Nixon in efigy. (KJ Pholo by Seideman)
Demonstrators failed to get a reaction by cutting down

M acLedd
Outside
Lookmg In

|

"‘vs—_wr T
| AUGUSTA, “ame {AP) —
Senate President Kemneth P
MacLeod of Brewer found him-
self Jocked out of the Augusta
armory during Vice President
Spiro T. Agnew's speech Friday
to the state Republican con-
vention.

The GOP official sald he had
| gone outside to watch the anti-
|war protestors and couldn’l get

|back into the armory to hear
|Agnew because police closed
|off the entrances,

| MacLeod, who was supposed
to be on the platform with the
'\.wc president and other party
!leaders, said he was spattered
{when the demonsirators threw
| plastic bags full of tomato juice
I*and other guck.”




Protesters’ version
Demonstrators changed a greeting for the vice
president to this and hung the president in effigy. (KJ
Photo by Seideman)
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In protest
Although d d to be cor-  front of the armory. (KJ Pholo by Seideman)
ralled in the parking lot, lhey mrled themselves in
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Pro1EsTERS WERE FEw But Noisy
(By Donald C. Hansen)

Vice President Agnew came here Friday to accept the cheering applause of
Maine Republican conventioneers and left town two hours later with the chants
of Vietnam War protesters ringing in his ears.

Agnew was introduced to Republicans as the vice president of the United States
and “a man who tells it like it is” by Sen. Margaret Chase Smith.

To between 300 and 400 chanting protesters outside the Augnsta Armory he
was a “murderer” and a “faseist.” Several waved Viet Cong flags.

Inside the convention center at the armory, about 2,500 Republican delegates
and alternates applauded when Agnew defended the U.S. conduct of the war
in Southeast Asia. :

Outside the armory protesters threw bread, fruit and tomato juice at the
Vice President’s car as he and his wife left. Two young protesters broke through
a State Police and Secret Service ring around the car and pounded on the
trunk with their fists. 5

“One, two, three, four, we don't want your f——— war,"” they chanted again
and again.

There were no arrests made by police, a fact which bothered some GOI
conventioneers.

The large plastic letters on a National Guard marquee reading “Maine Wel-
comes Mr. and Mrs. Spiro. Agnew” were taken down and destroyed by the
protesters and tomato juice was thrown at the sign. An American flag was also
taken down.

A spokesman for the protesters, Ray Lavasseur of Augusta, a member of Vet-
erans Against the War in Vietnam, said the group would make restitution for any
damage.

There was no direct confrontation between the protesters and Agnew. State
and local police ringed the armory and no protesters were permitted to enter the
building while the Vice President was speaking inside,

Protesters, largely young men and women termed the demonstration “a
sueccess.”

Some GOP delegates called it “shocking,” “disrespectful,” and a “disgrace.”

The demonstrators, led by Veterans Against the Vietnam War, marched about
a mile from a noon rally at Capitol Park to the Armory where they chanted,
shouted obscenities and sang songs outside the main door of the convention
center,

They chanted “Stop The War Now"” over and over again, occasionally shouting
“F—— you, Agnew,” .md finally sitting down on the asphalt to sing a song called
*Gives Peace A Chance.”

The GOP State Committee had turned over a large section of the armory park-
ing lot for use by the demonstrators but they refused to nse it.

Instead, the chanting, placard-waving protesters marched directly to the mar-
quee in front of the armory and ripped down the lettering welcoming Mr. and
Mrs. Agnew. The Agnews were already inside the armory attending a private
reception when the demonstrators arrived.

In place of the lettering they placed signs accusing the vice president of mur
der, hung an effigy of Agnew from the marquee.

About a dozen State Police stood rigid and unmoving in front of the Armory
watching as the lettering was ripped down and a tomato juice concoction re-
sembling blood was thrown at the marquee,

Some convention delegates watching from the front steps of the armory were
angered that police made no move to prevent the demonstrators from ripping
down the lettering.

Paul Austin, a GOP alternate from Brunswick, watched as the lettering was
torn down and said “I ean go along with demonstration, but not with destruction.
They ought to be kicked in the heads. And most of them aren’t even veterans,”
he added.

Members of Veterans Against the Vietnam War, dressed in combat fatigues
and many earrving toy rifles which they symbolically broke, stood in front of the
bulk of the demonstrators and near the file of State Police in front of the armory.

They were stationed there, they said, to prevent physical violence, fights or
confrontations between protesters and conventioneers,




“We're here to prevent trouble,” one of the veterans, Nick Hazlett, of Portland,
told a stony-faced State Police trooper, “If there's any trouble, look to us.,”

“You'd better see the lieutenant about that,” the trooper replied.

A GOP delegate from Bangor, Lawrence LaPointe watched the demonstrators
rip down the marquee lettering and blamed much of the trouble on the press and
television.

“This is a leftist group and I think the press is at fault,” he said. “It's
sensational and the press plays it up. These people are a minority but TV plays
it up."

Some other delegates felt much the same way. When a television photographer
climbed on the trunk of a car to take pictures, one delegate said “It's a good
thing that's not my ear or I'd rip your foot off.”

Delegate Frank Garland of Freeport winced visibly as the demonstrators
chanted “¥F___ you, Agnew,” and said he considered the protest “distasteful, It
shows a lack of respect for the women who are here.”

Garland, who is a member of the Freeport School Committee, said “There’s
too much encouragement for this kind of thing, and some of it comes from our
educational institutions.”

The demonstration, which some thought might attract as many as 2,000 pro-
testers from throughout the state, fell far short of that goal.

They assembled quietly in Capitol Park across the street from the State House,
and heard a variety of speeches before marching to the armory.

Roger Theberge, a former helicopter pilot in Vietnam and a student at the
University of Maine in Augusta, the acting coordinator for the protest, said
Republicans are as deeply to blame for the Vietnam War as Democrats.

Larry Moskowitz of Freeport claimed that President Nixon and Vice President
Agnew were war criminals and murderers. “The gangsters who are now in the
White House make the Mafia look like a bunch of Gardiner Cub Secouts,” he said

The purpose of the protest was supported by Democratic Gov. Kenneth M.
Curtis who sent a telegram to the group which said “I wholeheartedly support
your objectives” to end the war in Vietnam. He declined an invitation from the
protesters to march with them.

One Democratic congressional eandidate—Everett Brown Carson of Bruns-
wick—a member of the Vietnam veterans group, was on hand for the march and
the armory protest.

Other speakers included John Hanson of the Maine State Federated Labor
Couneil who said that “rank and file workers in America are against the war,”
and said that “since 1964 absolutely nothing concerning this war has been
changed.”

Also speaking were representatives from the women's lib movement and a
spokeswoman for United Low Income People.

After the Vice President finished his armory speech his car was driven up to
a side door and was quickly encircled by demonstrators. The Agnews waited
inside the Armory for several minutes while Secret 'Service agents and State
Police cleared a path to the car.

Then the Agnews walked quickly the few steps to the car and entered while
the demonstrators shouted and jeered. The car, surrounded by both police and
protesters moved slowly out of the Armory parking lot to the nearby Angusta
State Airport where the Agnews flew to Portland.

MorEsHEAD Accuses CurTIS OF ROLE IN DEMONSTRATION

AUGUSTA, MAINE (AP).—The chairman of the GOP State Committee said
Tuesday that Democratic Gov. Kenneth M. Curtis “is attempting to cover up
his support for the violent and destructive demonstration which occurred at
the Republican State Convention” last week.

Charles E. Moreshead said Curtis was trying to “shift the blame to Vice Presi-
dent (Spiro T.) Agnew.”

Moreshead added that in a te'egram sent to the protesters (the day before
the demonstrations) Curtis “supported and encouraged their activities, which
included the tearing down of our American flag, the raising of a Viet Cong flag,
the shouting of obscenities at the vice president and the destruction of private
and public property.”
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“It amazes me how Curtis ean rationalize his position by claiming that the
views of Mr. Agnew ¢ as dangerous to the future of democracy as are the
revolutionaries in the street,” said Moreshead.

“Rather than to continue this debate 1 will leave it up to the citizens of Maine
such unlawful demon-

to decide whether democracy and fre
strations,” concluded Moreshead in a st: 1
Agnew criticized Demoeratic presidential ¢ aders for beir
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EXHIBIT NoO. 256-15

MONTGOMERY COUNTY

REPUBLICAN CENTRAL COMMITTEE

7979 OLD GEORGETOWN RODAD, SUITE 900 BETHESDA, MARYLAND 20014

TELEPHONES: HEADQUARTERS - 654-6984
CHAIRMAN - 654-6986

s October 30, 1873

AFFADAVIT
from Joann Rogers Niefeld of 11813 Timber Lane, Rockville, Maryland.
I, Joann Rogers Niefeld, being a resident of Montgomery County,
Maryland and a citizen of the United States of America, do hereby
affirm the following. That on or about 5§ October, 1972, I received
numarous complaints from three or four precincts in the Silver Spring
area concerning the unauthorized collection of funds by person or
persons representing themselves as Republican Party workers. Ed
Cadwallder, Precinet Chairman of 13-17, was also notified and immed-
jate precautions were instituted. These precautions included a
county-wide mailing to all Party leaders along with press releases
to all local papers.
Unfortunately none of the support documents are available except
two newspaper articles, (see attached) because all documents relating
to that period in time are missing from Montgomery County Republican
Headquarters. Our efforts to ascertain as to who might be responsible
for the collection of monies while misrepresenting themselves as
Republican workers, while handing out McGovern literature have proven
to be fruitless. These collections lasted from one to two weeks and
to the best of oup knowledge, discontinued immediately after the
public was made aware of them.

The exact method of these illegal collections were as follows. Per-

son or persons unknown would go to houses in the aboye mentioned
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MONTGOMERY

REPUBLICAN (*““‘“ha\., &’@“\J,\i"“ !

7979 OLD GEORGETOWN ROAD, SUITE 900 B {ESDA, MARYLAND

TELEPHON

STATE OF MARYLAND )
County of ) ss.
Montgomery )

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Publiec in and for
said County, this 30th day of October, 1973.

‘anet M %Lovtns, hotaly Punch
Montgomery County, Maryland
My Commission Expires July 1, 1974.
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EXHIBIT NoO. 256-16
SELECT COMMITTEE ON PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN ACTIVITIES:

AFFIDAVIT

I, Samuel Hopkins, of 4302 Wendover Road, Baltimore, Maryland
21218, of lawful age, being duly sworn, deposes and says as follows:

1) During the 1972 Presidential campaign, I served as Chairman
of the Baltimore City Committee for the Re-Election of the President
with Headguarters at 403 North Charles Street and 3021 West North
Avenue. This Committee was a sub-committee of the Maryland Committee
for the Re-Election of the President located at 7979 Old Georgetown
Road (Suite 600), Bethesda, Maryland 20014. State Senator Edward
P. Thomas, Jr. (Frederick and Carroll Counties) served as Chairman
and David Neideffer, 5807 Greenlawn Drive, Bethesda, Maryland, 20014
served as Executive Director of the Maryland Committee. The Maryland
Re-Elect Committee approved and paid expenses of the Baltimore City
Committee which operated on a very limited budget. The Maryland
Committee for the Re-Election of the President has figures on the
costs incurred from instances of vandalism.

2) This information is submitted in response to an October 12,
1973 verbal request which was confirmed in a letter dated October
12, 1973, which reached me on October 13, for details of certain
incidents which had been called to the attention of Mr. Michael J.
Madigan, Assistant Minority Counsel of the Select Committee by
Mr. David Neideffer, Executive Director of the Maryland Re-Elect
Committee. Mr. Neideffer phoned me on October 10, 1973 to let me
know he had called these incidents to the attention of the Select
Committee and that they would phone me.

3) The two costly incidents of vandalism involving the 403 North
Charles Street Headguarters were:

(a) The large building-wide sign over the entrance dis-
appeared, as I remember, during the night of August 12, 1972
a day or two after it was installed. This was reported to
the Baltimore City Police and, I believe, to the FBI.

(b) We were never able to completely remove the paint.or
chemicals which were used to write anti-Nixon sentiments on
the stone below the plate glass window. Funds were unsuccess-—
fully expended in an effort to remove this writing -- but it
can still be seen. We finally settled this damage to the
building by waiving our rental deposit which, I believe, was
$300.00. The Baltimore City Policy Department knows about this
incident.
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TO THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN ACTIVITIES:
Affidavit of Samuel Hopkins continued.

4) Telephone call. requesting that our 3021 North Avenue Head-
guarters be given up because it would not be tolerated by area
residents who were opposed to the re-election of the President.

Early in September 1972, at about the time we opened our Headquarters
at 3021 West North Avenue, I received this telephone call. Since I
know of no witnesses to this phone call and the fact that the phoner
could well have been an imposter, I will not mention in this affi-
davit more than the nature of the remarks made by the caller.

Ater the usual steps of identification and pleasantries,
this caller proceeded to wvoice lengthy, strong and forceful cbjectiors
to a re-Elect Committee Headquarters at 3021 West North Avenue.

The arguments made were to the effect that you have no business in
my area, the people in the neighborhood will not stand for this
Headquarters, Mr. Nixon has no supporters there, the people all
oppose the President and their feelings should be respected or they
will respond with acts of violence against the Headquarters. You
will not be able to stay.

My reply to my caller was that the opening of this Head-
guarters had been urged by Republican leaders in the area. They
felt that if we did not open this Headquarters it would be used to
support the argument the President was not interested in the peocple
of the area. To them it was essential to have a headquarters . in
the area. They believed the area would give the President a much
improved vote over 1968. Our conversation ended with the phoner
again forcefully insisting the President had no support in the area
and that the presence of a headquarters there would not be tolerated

I reported this phone conversation to Mr. Archie M. Jones,
1607 North Dukeland Street. Mr. Jones was Co-chairman of the
Baltimore City Re-Elect Committee and also Chairman of the Republi-
can City (State Central) Committee of Baltimore City. I also
reported it to David Neideffer, Executive Director of the Maryland
Re-Elect Committee. Mr. Jones, whose home is near the 3021 West
North Avenue Headquarters, directed its operations. He had been a
strong supporter of its opening. Our discussion brought out the
fact that there had been a pattern of other telephone calls to dis-
suade Republican leaders from more than a token campaign. Although
these calls may have been upsetting, the indications were that they
had been ineffective. We agreed things were going well despite the
calls and that it would be difficult, costly and, in fact, im-
practical to take any action to stop or identify the caller in
these situations. As things turned out, a sample of five precincts
near 3021 West North Avenue, shows the Nixon vote rose from 4.0%
in 1968 to 13.2% in 1972.
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TO THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGHN ACTIVITIES:
Affidavit of Samuel Hopkins continued.

5) Uunfortunately, the phone caller's prediction, covered in
Item #4 as to destruction, proved correct. The large plate glass
windows at 3021 West North Avenue Headquarters were broken on two
occasions. The paltimore City Police and I, believe, the FEBEI
investigated these incidents of vandalism. The phoner's prediction

to be

Enclosed is letter from pavid Neideffer pertaining to
nts which occurred in Baltimore Cj

subscribed and sworn to before me this {g Zﬂ _day of October

1973.

ﬁolary Public

My Commission expires:

Mgy




Republican State
Central Committee
of Maryland

Chairman
Edward P. Thomas, Jr.

First Vice Chairman
Mrs. Sylvia Hermann

Second Vice Chairman
James R. Pope

Third Vice Chairman
Gary P. Ponzoll

Treasurer
Archie M. Jones

Secretary
Mrs. Imogene Johnston

National Commitieeman
Richard M. Allen

National Committeewoman
Miss Lovise Gore

October 17, 1973
Mr. Samuel Hopkins
4302 Wendover Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21218

Dear Mr. Hopkins:

A review of our records indicates the following acts
of vandelism were committed against our Baltimore
City Re-elect the President Headquarters. Since
there were 2 Headquarters, I shall deal with each
one separately.

403 North Charles Street Office

l. On or around August 12, 1972 a 15'x §8°'
canvas sign was torn down and stolen. This sign had
be replaced at a cost of 5201.00.

2. During the second week in October, this
office was smeared with anti-Nixon slogans and
its marble front was painted with the slogan
"Deatn to Nixon." We lost our $300.00 deposit
because we were unable to remove this slogan, in
fact, it is still on the front of the building.

3. We were picketed by various anti-war
groups and "peace" organizations. There were several
incidents in which the personnel, including this
writer, had confrontations with various dissidents.

4. The office was constantly bombarded with
various anti-Nixon phone calls, veiled threats

and obscene language.

3021 West North Avenue Office

l. On or about September 29, 1972 this Head-
quarters had all of its plate glass windows smashed.
Replacement cost was $55.00 for temporary boarding
and $366.00 to replace the windows. This particular
office opened on September 15, 1972 and received,

9 WEST HAMILTON STREET / BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201 / PHONE (301) 727-1064 E

to




t A

David
Executive Dire¢
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EXHIBIT NoO. 256-17

AFFIDAVIT

I, George Collins, do hereby swear and depose that:

I am presently employed as the Librarian at the B_‘-‘S_lf-’n_(_-;_l‘jb_?
newspaper, Boston, Massachusetts. I have [r)rwa-rded to the Senate
Select Committee on Presidential Campaign Activities seven photographs
of the demonstration which occurred on October 31, 1972. These photographs
were taken by Donald C. Preston for appearance in the Boston Globe on

November 1, 1972.

Then personally appeared the above mentioned George Collins of
Boston, Massachusetts, and made oath that the foregoing statements are
true to the best of his knowledge and belief, except those based on information,

and as to those he believes the same to be true.

Before me, _QCE&,Q___,ZLE _ __/_27__3_

(o tle L. Fallorsm

Notary Public
Note,--Three of the seven photographs referred to above were
previously entered into the record as exhibits 253, 254, and 255.
-The other four phofographs follow on-next-page.
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EXHIBIT No. 256-18

AFFIDAVIT

I, Daniel M. Durand, do hereby swear and depose that:

I reside at 371 Rochester Street, Fall River, Massachusetts. I am

employed as sales manager for a wholesale appliance distributor in the

state of Massachusetts.

During the year 1972 I served as chairman for the Committee to Re-
elect the President in Fall River, Massachusetts. In the 1972 election
campaign several violent and/or destructive incidents occurred in and
around the Nixon Campaign Headquarters in Fall River, Massachusetts.

On October 14, 1972, during the evening or early morning hours, paint
was thrown all over the building that housed the Nixon Campaign Headquarters
in Fall River. The perpetrators were not apprehended. Two weeks later,
again during the evening or early morning hours, over two-hundred
N{CGL‘J\-’(;I'II) election stickers were pasted on the Nixon Election Headquarters
building in Fall River. Most of these were pa sted over the existing Nixon
posters, signs, etc. These McGovern stickers were being sold two blocks
away at fifty cents each.

Shortly before the election, at the end of October, 1972, a projectile
was thrown through the window at Nixon Campaign Headquarters in Fall
River. The perpetrator was arrested and convicted of destroying property.
A pewspaper article accurately describing the incident is attached hereto

as Exhibit A.




On election night, November 7, 1972, after the early returns indicated
a Nixon landslide, a large group of people demonstrated in front of the
Nixon Headquarters in Fall River, screaming obscenities and throwing
bottles at both male and fernale Nixon volunteers. Many of the bottles
smashed -at the feet of these volunteers. _It was necessary to call the
police and they managed to disperse the unruly crowd.. I recognized
many members of the crowd as McGovern campaign employees or

volunteers.

Then personally appeared the above mentioned Daniel M. Durand of
Fall River, Massachusetts, and made oath. that the foregoing statements
are true to the best of his knowledge and belief, except those based on

information, and as to those he believes the same to be true.

4

S el 777 / (/4.;4!,“144’; .

Before me,

My Commission Expires
June 30, 1976

Pk G B

a Notars Public
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Nixon Quarters
Window Broken,
Man Arrested

Police have charged a man
here with throwing a pumpkin
and some {omatoes through a
plate glass window of the
Nixon campaign headquarters
at 16 North Main St, early to-
day.

Sgt. William Kilroy and Pa-
trolman Henry Kozak said they
heard glass breaking  while
they were standing on North
Main Strect, a short distance
from the Nixon headquarters
about 3 a.m.

Checking the area the men
discovered the broken window.
and inside the office found a
large pumpkin and tomatoes.

Kilroy radioed all sector
cars to watch for a wvehicle
possibly ~ carrying pumpkins
and tomatoes.

A short time laler Patrol-
men Donald McKenzie and Mi-
chael Troia stopped a 1970
mode] car and inside it they
found three large pumpkins
and some tomatoes.

Facing charges of malicious
mischief in District Court to-
day was Joseph Karam, 24, of
500 Sherman St.

Police also charged him
with  operating without a
driver’s license in his posses-
sion, and failing to display a
registration plate on the front
of the vehicle.
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EXHIBIT No. 256-19

AFFIDAVIT

I, Gregory Gallagher, do hereby swear and depose that:

I am presently employed by Donald Dwight, Lieutenant Govenor
of the State of Massachusetts. During the presidential election campaigp
of 1972 I served as Executive Director of the Committee to Re-elect the
President in Massachusetts,

In October, 1972, a man arrived at the Nixon Campaign Headquarters
in Boston and worked there for one day as a volunteer. At approximately
3 p.m. that day, he came into my office and said he was a reporter.
Subsequently, he wrote an article in the newspaper describing President
Nixon and the Nixon volunteers in cbscene language. He also claimed to
have, and my investigation revealed he did in fact, copy telephone numbers
incorrectly while posing as a volunteer, thus disrupting the Nixon
Headquarters' effort to try and urge Massachusetts residents to go out
to the polls and vote. xfnanouirete

mm‘hm -

On October 31, 1972, Mrs. Nixon attended a dinner in Boston at the
Commonwealth Armory. I also attended that dinner and drove there in
a "Nixon Campaign car'. Outside the armory a violent demonstration

of approximately 7, 000 persons occurred, The demonstrators marched

down Commonwealth Avenue in Boston, smashing windows and causing

considerable damage to private property. While the dinner was in progress




the inside of the armory the demonstrators tried to storm the doors

nto the armory, but they were rebuffed by the Boston police.

monstrators burned a press car, smashed car windows,
.
efaced numerous automobiles, and slashed the tires of many automobiles.

At the conclusion of the dinner, while the guests were leaving with

their wives, the demonstrators shouted obscenities at them. I personally

erved this while I was leaving the dinner with my wife. When we returned

to the "Nixon Campaign car! we found that both the front and back

windows had been sm

shed and that "fuck Nixon" had been scratched in

the paint all over the car. In addition, all four tires of the campaign car

shed. Moreover, numerous guests atl the dinner had their automobile

d, particularly those whose automobiles had Nixon stickers

attached to them. Several newspaper.a rticles and photographs acci rately

describing and depicting the disruption and damage

are attached hereto

as Exhibits A through E.

Then personally appeared the above mentioned Gregory Gallagher of

Boston, Massachusetts, and made oath that the foregoing statements are




true to the best of his knowledge and belief, except those based on
information, and as to those he believes the same to be tzue.

Before me, This fifth day of October, 1973

C/OX@A/

x__,*i Gregorykg ;Callaghcr

Notary Public

My commission expires 7/29/79

Nota ry_ Public
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[From the Boston Herald Traveler and Record American, Nov. 1, 1972]
1,500 Porice Guarp Par NixoN DINNER—T,000 PROTESTERS STORM ARMORY

(By Ken Powers, John McGinn, and Ed O'Connor)

Seven thousand screaming anti-war demonstrators stormed Commonwealth
Armory where Mrs. Pat Nixon was guest speaker at a fund-raising Republican
dinner last night but a massive security force of 1500 police kept the waves of
youths from breaking into the building.

Wording on signs carried by the youths and shouted slogans indicated out-
spoken dissatisfaction with the fact that the cease-fire settlement in Vietnam
was not signed yesterday in Paris.

Prior to that time North Vietnam had been insisting on an Oct. 31 signing.

At one point of the riot which erupted about twenty minutes before Mrs. Nixon
arrived by helicopter with other dignitaries, demonstrators penetrated the police
lines in front of the armory on Commonwealth ave. and threatened to turn the
GOP affair into a shambles.

Mounted horsemen, K-9 dogs, and bus loads of Boston, state and Brookline
police were thrown into the fray. A number of persons were injured, including
two policemen. Five were arrested.

An estimated 6500 youths gathered in Copley sq., then marched toward Boston
University Bridge. By the time the crowd reached the armory it had swelled
to 7000.

The armory already was ringed with riot-equipped state police.

All traffic was shut down on Commonwealth ave. as the erowds began their
push. It appeared police officials had underestimated the number of youths who
would take part, for the contingent in the area of the armory as the protestors
arrived appeared almost threadbare in comparison to their opposition.

Bus loads of officers were quickly brought in from all sections of the city. All
available Tactical Patrol Force men and plainclothes detectives were summoned
as well as additional state police,

Armed with placards, spray paint cans and rocks, collected from the roadbed
of the MBTA tracks outside the armory, the attackers swarmed to the front
door as about 1000 guests were in line to get inside.

They went through the ranks of police and the battle to force them back
started. Rocks were hurled. After a 15-minute assault the youths fell back to
a chain-link fence separating the inbound and outbound MBTA tracks.

The protestors ripped up the fence and retreated to the opposite side of Com-
monwealth ave. where they made anti-Nixon speeches,

Those arrested on Commonwealth ave. at the time of the melee were identi-
fied by police as Bruce A. White, 21, of Chester st., Allston; Michael J. Fishbein,
21, also of Chester st., Allston; Bruce E. Cailler, 21, of Commonwealth ave.,
Allston : Robert A. Barbanti, 23, of Greenleaf st., Roxbury, and Jonathan J. Gold-
stein, 18, of Marion, Pa.

They were booked for being disorderly persons at District 14.

The gnests eventually entered the building with comparative safety through
the Gaffney st. entrances.

Minor skirmishes erupted from time to time while Mrs. Nixon spoke, but the
police dogs were the deciding factor in most cases,

Meanwhile auto dealers kept busy boarding up huge plate glass windows for a
half mile on either side of the armory.

Restlessness spread across the entire Back Bay through the night.

At 8:30 a splinter group of 400 left the armory but the main body remained
formulating harassing movements. A stolen car with three men inside, one
ecarrying a rifle sticking out the window, was seen in Kenmore 8q.

Police said the youth fired several shots. At about the same time a fire was
reported at the rear of 920 Commonwealth ave. A fire truck was hit by rocks and
police were needed to get the firefighters in and out of the block where rubbish had
been ignited.

Gangs were roaming the streets carrying bags of rocks and hockey sticks.
Groups moved from the armory to Kenmore sq. damaging parked cars.

Thirty-two police from District 4 were sent to Kenmore sq. to handle that
gang. It was reported that demonstrators had stockpiled bricks, nails, bottles and
gasoline in the vicinity of Kenmore 8q.
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Two youths made it inside the police lines at the armory’s outside walls.

A crowd of more than 6,000 jammed the affair which ineluded appearances by a
number of Hollywood celebrities headed by comedian Bob Hope.

Prior to the dinner students for a Democratic Society had issued a warning they
would attempt to block the door and throughout the day police organized their
huge security force.

Anti-war groups reportedly staged a “penny-a-plate” rally downtown before
starting their trek to the Armory.

The dinner was held in the same location where Sen. George S. MeGovern and
the Democrats hosted a $25-a-plate fund raiser on Oct. 11. That rally drew a
full house of 6000 and raised an estimated $130,000.

Some discontent was voiced within the ranks of the GOP youth movement long
before the First Lady arrived.

Daniel J. Rea, Jr., New England regional director of the Young Americans for
Freedom, said sponsors of the dinner backed on promises to set aside 1000 tickets
for four or five youth groups that had worked for President Nixon in recent
weeks,

He said Warren Chase, youth coordinator at the dinner, had promised seats
would be underwritten by donations and then had withdrawn the promise.

The organizations involved were the YAF, the Young Republicans, Young
Voters for the President, Young Labor for the President and Young Ethnic
Groups for the President.

Rea, said at a meeting last Friday night Chase told 100 representatives the
1,000 figure had been cut to 500, then on the following day all tickets were
canceled.

Rea said Chase told him the invitations to the young people were withdrawn
because of tightened security, the caterer needed more room than expected and
the dinner had been oversold. i

Rea said he believed the latter reason should be accepted as “the honest
excuse.” Chase finally offered 20 tickets to YAF but the group declined say-
ing it felt it would be unfair to the others who had worked for the President's
reelection. He noted that it could not be considered a boycott of the dinner be-
canse the YAF still supports President Nixon.

Meanwhile a spokesman for the McGovern-Shriver campaign office in Boston
announced that the Massachusetts McGovern-Shriver organization did not spon-
sor or support any of the actions of the antiwar mobs that marched on the
Armory.

‘PAT' CaLMm, Poisep Despite Furor

(By George Briggs and Joe McLean)

Undisturbed by several thousands demonstrators outside the building, Mrs.
Richard M. Nixon presented a picture of poise and grace last night as she
ehntered Commonwealth Armory for a fund-raising dinner honoring her President

usband.

However, the nation’s First Lady had not been forced to run the gauntlet of the
angry crowd on her arrival. Instead, in an area behind the Brighton armory
cordoned off by stiate and local police, she landed by helicopter following her flight
from Washington to Hanscom Field in Bedford.

Mrs. Nixon, stunning in a sparkling blue, scoop-necked dress, smiled radiantly
as the nearly 8,000 guests in the armory gave her a standing welcome to the $25-a-
plate Republican dinner.

Uniformed state and local police and obviously unobtrusive Secret Service
agents stood watch on the fringes of the gala gathering. But, contrary to the mood
outside, there was only good will displayed in the vast hall and a secondary dining
room.

Flanked by an imposing array of top Republican Party officials at the head
table, Patricia Nixon chatted at length with fellow guests during a dinner that
featured pilaf-stuffed breasts of chicken with eranberry sauce, Mediterranean
salad, Moussaka (a Mideast dish of lamb and eggplant) and a Bakalava dessert
served with coffee,




Among those sharing the head table with her were Gov. and Mrs. Francis W.
Sargent, Mrs. Edward W. Brooke, U.S. Reps. Margaret M. Heckler and Hastings
Keith, former U.S. Sens. Henry Cabot Lodge and Leverett Saltonstall, Trans-
portation Secretary John A. Volpe, Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare
Elliot L. Richardson, Lt. Gov. Donald Dwight and state Rep. Frank Hatch Jr.

The invocation at the dinner was delivered by the Rt. Rev. Joseph F. McGuire,
Auxiliary Bishop of Boston.

And sharing the limelight with the distinguished guests were popular celeb-
rities of the entertainment field including comedians Bob Hope and Frankie
Fontaine, singers Ethel Merman and Ruta Lee and the ever popular Lionel
Hampton and his band.

21266 0 = T4 = pt. 12 == 15
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ExHIBIT NO. 256-20

AFFIDAVIT

I, Raymond N. Tuller, do hereby swear and depose that:

I reside at 140 Chalmers Street, Springfield, Massachusetts. 1
was President of the Cold Storage Company, Inc. in Springfield,
Massachusetts for twenty-seven years and I am presently employed as
Manager of the Cyr Arena in Springfield, Massachusetts.

During the year 1972, I served afCoordinator of the Committee to
Re-elect the President in Springfield, Massachusetts. During the 1972
election campaign several violent and destructive incidents occurred in
and around the Nixon Campaign Headquarters in Springfield, Massachusetts.

The first such incident occurred on October 13, 1972, when an unknown
person jumped out of a car and threw a large brick through the front
window of the Nixon Campaign Headquarters in Springfield. A number of
people were in the room at the time and the brick narrowly missed my wife's
head. My wife was struck, however, by a fragment of the brick and suffered
a leg cut from the broken glass. She was taken to the hospital thereafter
and examined. A newspaper article describing this incident and a
photograph portraying the damage that occurred therefrom is attached
hereto as Exhibit A.

On October 31, 1972, many Springfield residents who supported the
President attended a dinner in Boston at which Mrs. Nixon spoke. Many
of these persons had Nixon stickers on their automobiles and during a

violent demonstration outside the dinner the tires of these automobiles




were slashed. In particular, Mrs. and Mr. Theodore Banforth and
Mr. and Mrs. Harley Runyon suffered four slashed tires on each of
their respective automobiles. 3

On November 4, 1972, a large demonstration occurred in front of the
Nixon Campaign Headquarters in Springfield. Brochures were passed out
prior to the demonstration. One of these brochures, accusing President
Nixon of "murderously increasing the human costs of the war", is attached
hereto as Exhibit B.

On November 7, 1972 election night, an unknown gunman fired a shot
through the plate glass window of the Nixon Headquarters in Springfield.
Although the room into which the shot was fired was full of people, no
one was injured. A newspaper article and photograph accu rately describing
the incident and depicting the damage caused by the bullet is attached hereto
as Exhibit C.

After the election, probably as a result of a victory photograph of me

that appeared in the newspaper and is attached hereto as Exhibit C, 1

received numerous telephone threats indicating that persons unknown would

get me'for supporting the President.

Then personally appeared the above mentioned Raymond N. Tuller of

Springfield, Massachusetts, and made cath that the foregoing statements




are true to the best of his knowledge and belief, except those based on

information, and as to those he believes the same to be true.
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President

Nixon.

Now more .
thanever. |}

[Unign Phote by Dick  Russelll

A volunteer working for (he relection af Presi-

dent Nixen received a leg cut after i youth fired

a brick at a poster and through a window at Re-

publican Headguariers, 273 State St., Springfield.

Mrs, Raymond N, Tuller of 160 Chalmers Ave.
received leg cuts.

Youth Hurls Brick
T_Ilrlr_ougllfl(;?()l’ HQs

A young white man hurled
a brick  through  the
Republican Party
Headquarters, 2731 State 5t.,
Springfield, vesterday, in-
juring the wife of the
Hampden County coordinator
for President Nixon.

Raymond N. ‘Fuller of 140
Chalmers St., said his wife
received a piece of glass in
the ankle and was nea’ly
struck by a large piece of
brick. A smaller piece struck
her in the leg. he said.

A man parked across State
Street got out of a new yellow
Datsun.and carried the brick
in his hand, he said.

The man smashed the
window, throwing the brick
through Nixon's {ace on a
poster fn  the window, he

said. The man, described as
19 or 20, about 5 feet 10 -
ches tall with a blue denim
jacket, drove off ftowaxd
Main Street, he said.

The incident has been
reported to Boston and
Washington. DG
presidential campaign
headquarters, he said. It is
the 20drd such  incident
across the comntry including
two torch jobs, he said.

“This will be the second
window we will replace,” he
said.

Tuller said his wife was
some 20 feet from the win-
dow and the brick landed 37
feet from the window.

“We we-e kind of shook
up." said Tuller, who took his
wife to the doctor

Guonmar Takes Shot
A\t GOP Heagguarters

While membérs of the
Springlield  Committee  to
Reelect the President were
celebrating  last night, an
unknown gunman fired a shot
through the plate gliss
window of the Nixon cam-
paign headquarters on Stale
Street.

Ruymond Tuller, Nixon's

ampaign manager in
springfield, said he and other
workers were taking it easy
shortly after 11 when a bullet
or pellet hit the window."

We didn't see anyone o
hear a car go by, we just
heurd the shot,” Tuller said
The pellet put a smaill hole
in the plate glass but the
window did not shatter,
Tuller said

Unisa Phofo by Steve Voo Meterd

Dennis  Murphy,  Nixon
campaign worker in
Springfield, Xands behind
the bullet-shattered plate
glass  window at Nixon
campaign headquarters at
723 State St. A lone gun-
man pumped a single shot
through the window
narrowly missing a dozen
persons in the room.
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ExHIBIT NO. 256-21

NIELSEN. STOCK & BLACKBURN, LTD

D, JAMES NIELSEN ATTORNEYS AT LAW
ARTHUR J. BTOCR SEVEN-THIRTY SECOND AVENUE SOUTH
BRUCE W. BLACRBURN MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 554032

TELEPHONE 318-0788

October 30, 1973

Mr. Ronald Riggs

Senate Committee on Presidential
Campaign Activities

Room G308

Dirkson Senate Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Ron:

As requested we enclose original and one executed copy
of Affidavit with respect to campaign irregularities committed
by the McGovern Campaign Committee on election day, 1972.

Prior to the election we regularly received reports
of other opponent activities planned or implemented, but
because of our investigative system of party officials
and Youth for Nixon volunteers, it soon became known that
we were being especially alert to irregularities. During
the campaign we were given time at regional meetings and
the state-wide meetings of the Committee to Re-elect for our
affirmative campaign to educate our volunteers and leaders on
election law do's and don'ts, and to indicate to them our
purpose and objective was to give every eligible voter the
best opportunity possible to vote and to have his vote counted.
Although to some it may sound incredible today, no violation
of Minnesota election law by Nixon Committee to Re-elect the
President were detected by me or reported to me on election
day.

We will be pleased to furnish what further assistance
you may need, if possible.

Yours very truly,

(;;:EIFAM%F§§jT:tLl—

Arthur J. Steck

AJS : 8w
cc: Congressman William Frenzel
Robert Brown, Chairman
Minnesota Republican Party
Mrs. Rhoda Lund, Chairwoman
Minnesota Committee to Re-elect
the President
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BEFORE THE SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE
ON PRESIDENTIAL CAMFAIGN ACTIVITIES

AFFIDAVIT
STATE OF MINNESOTA)

) ss
COUNTY OF HENNEPIN)

ARTHUR J. STOCK, being first duly sworn, deposes and
says as follows:

1. That he is a practicing attorney in the City of
Minneapolis, State of Minnesota, in the firm of Nielsen,
Stock & Blackburn, Ltd; that he graduated from Yale College
in 1954 and Yale Law School in 1959, and has been admitted to
practice before state and federal courts since 1959.

2. That regularly since 1962 he had advised and
consulted various Minnesota Republican Party organizations,
candidates and cdndidaﬁe committees on election law matters;
he has represented said political party and candidates on
numerous occasions in election conteéts and election related
legal proceedings, and is a consultant to members of the
Committee on Elections of both houses of the Minnesota legislature.

3. That in the 1972 general election he was Chairman
of the Ballot Security Program for the Minnesota Republican
Party and the Minnesota Committee to Re-elect the President, as

well as serving as adviser to the Committee on election procedures;

that he organized and operated on election day in November, 1972

a state-wide ballot security headquarters which opened two hours

prior to the opening of the polls and closed two hours after
the polls had closed.

4. That in the course of such activities certain alleged
election irregularities in violation of Minnesota Statutes
§211.15 (which forbids campaigning on election day) were reported

and acted upon, as follows, to-wit:




5122

By 9:00 A.M. on election day You
members on the
Minnesota reported a mas
on campus f the McGovern Volunteer
for volunteers d ale i 2aring work
election day.
Before 10:00 A.M. reports were recei
apol
of organized

activities such as stribution

Before 10:00 A.M. r v 2 received
similar mass cruitment orts on
1ses,

:30 A.M. reports were
Ramsey County (St. Paul)
of similar activity in St.
suburbs.
To verify the reports the Ballot
program had two
respond to the recruit they showed up a
two different McGc rn campaign headgquarters,
received literature, were g instructions and
transported to two different places in the city
to solicit votes for McGovern: complying with our
instructions each went to a home of a known

Republican upon being left by the McGovern

Committee organizer, and called Ballot Security
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headguarters to report their verification.

Having confirmed the original reports as to extent

and activity, the Ballot Security staff then

contacted the Minneapolis City Clerk and Hennepin

County Auditor (who are responsible for conduct
of elections), the Minnesota Attorney General, the
Minnesota Democrat-Farmer-Labor Party, and the
McGovern Committee Headquarters (as well as alerting
the state-wide Ballot Security system); for the
next three-four hours the McGovern leaders denied
the existence of such activities or professed
ignorance; finally, however, the matter was
resolved when Affiant was contacted by two attorneys
representing the McGovern Committee who made assur-
ances that the activity had been terminated.
That such activities, to-wit the soliciation of
votes is prohibited by the Minnesota election law,
to-wit: Minnesota Statute 211.15.
That there were other election irregularities that
came to the Committee's attention before the
election and on election day; however, the foregoing
represents the clearest example of an organized
effort by a campaign committee for a Presidential
candidate to engage in concerted activities clearly
forbidden by law.
5. That he makes this Affidavit for the purpose of
establishing that the events set forth above did occur and occur

in the manner above described, that the foregoing is based upon
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his personal knowledge, information to him and belief and he
does believe the same did occur as above set forth.

Further Affiant sayeth not.

Dated: October 29, 1973. .

¥

STATE OF MINNESOTA)
) ss
COUNTY OF HENNEPIN)

Arthur J. Stock, being first duly sworn, says that he is
the Affiant in the foregoing Affidavit; that he has read said
Affidavit, knows the contents thereof and that the same is true
of his own knowledge, except as to those matters therein stated
upon his information and belief, and that as to those matters he

believes them to be true.

'ks_-#-s"'i,wq%&ﬁ—c}z

Subscribed and sworn to before me

this 29%day of October, 1973.

AT A e

=~ ZE
LA A~y Cen

A d o) o - e Y
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EXHIBIT NO. 256-22
AFFIDAVIT

State of Himnesota
County of Beltrami

Chester A. Oman, County Republican Chairman
512 Beltrami Avenue
Bemidji, Hinnesota 56601

Being duly sworn states that under ocath to wit:

Republican Campaign Headquarters for Beltrami County was
located at the corner of Second Street and Beltraml Avenue and was
under lease from Fr. Roy Wright of Bemidji for period July 1, 1973
to November 30, 1973. The building was urder control of the county
committee and the rent of £240,.00 paid by the county committee.

This location was Campaign Headquarters for the Nixon-Agnew
Committee, Seventh District Congressional candidate Jon Haaven,

U.S. Senate candidate Phil Hansen and the local legislative candidates
Allan Eabedank and Willys Nord.

The break-in was made during the night or morning hours after
headquarters closed on Sunday October 13, 1973. Entry was galined
by forcing the front door open and breaking the lock.

Materials destroyed were primarily the last joint-malling of
literature of all the candidates using this headquarters. Destruction
was done by pouring motor oll over all the envelopes and paper material
including bumper stickers, handouts and signs of esident Nixon and
Agnew. Attached is a copy of news article in the October 14, 1973,
issue of the Bemidji Ploneer which records this effort to disrupt
the GOFP campalgn as an organized Tort throughout the county.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of October 1973.

o Wecorcy

Notary Public Y

BETTY L MURRAY
Notary Public, BELTRAMI CO., MINN.
My Commission Expires JUNE 17, 1978
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[From the Bemidji Pioneer, Oct, 14, 1973]

Vaxpars Hit GOP HEADQUARTERS

In a campaign which has been plagued by acts of vandalism for several weeks,
Allan Habedank today reported a break-in at GOP headquarters at Second Street
and Beltrami Ave.

Police said entry was gained by prying open a front door. About 6,000 pieces
of mail had been destroyed by pouring a light grade of motor oil over the litera-
ture, some of which had been strewn about the floor, both in the main room of
the campaign office and in a storage room at the rear of the building.

Habedank, candidate for state senator from the 4th Distriet, said some 2,000
pieces of mailing literature belonging to Willys Nord, candidate for state repre-
sentative from District 4-A, was included in the vandalism.

He also reported that a crew of volunteers numbering from eight to 10 persons
had worked all day Sunday in preparing the literature for mailing, which had
been scheduled for today.

“I'd like to think it was just a Halloween prank,” the candidate said, *“‘but
we've been dogged by vandalism for the past several weeks, and now, with this
happening so close to election day, well, it's just a little hard to take.”

The GOP headquarters building had been closed at about T p.m. Sunday, the
break-in being discovered this morning when Habedank and fellow-workers
opened the office at 8 a.m. in anticipation of mailing out his own literature along
with that of Nord.

Several days ago Habedank reported theft of several thousand small “stake”
signs from locations throughout the district. Over the past weekend, he noted,
signs had disappeared from Deer River, Remer, Federal Dam, Longville and
other areas.

Police Chief James McDowell said this morning the case is still under investi-
gation,

ARG /- e
material, some of it. belonglng to another candidate,
Is Allan Habedank, right, and Gary Katzenmaler. Willys Nord, who [s runniag for the staie legislature
Habedank, candidate (or state senator fram District 4, from District 4-A. The office was broken (nte sometime
sald abgut 6,000 pleces of mailing lterature had been between 7 pon. Sunday and 8 a.m. today. (Ploneer
totally ruined by motor oil poured over the campaign photo by Frank Bain)
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ExHIBIT NO. 256-23

AFFIDAVIT

1, Arthur C. Egan, Jr., do hereby swear and depose that:

I am the Chief Investigative Reporter for the Manchester Union

Leader which is located at 35 Amherst Street in Manchester, New
Hampshire.

On February 12, 1972, a demonstration occurred in front of the
Nixon Headquarters in Manchester, New Hampshire. Eleven persons
who participated were arrested. Four days later, on February 16, 1972,
the Manchester Police Department was bombed in the early morning
hours. The bombs damaged both the police and fire Idel:bzu"tmm:\ts. In

addition, one bomb went off in the hand of one of the two perpetrators,

Jaan K. Laaman, injuring him. A press release was seized from the

person of the second perpetnator, Kathyrn A. Holt. The press release
stated that they had intended to bomb both the police department and the
Nixon Headquarters that evening.

On February 16 and 17, 1972, the Manchester Union Leader ran front

page stories on the bombing. Asa pai-t of the February 17 story, the

Manchester Union Leader printed photographs of the anti-Nixon demonstration

of February 12, which clearly depicted both Laaman and Holt in the forefront




of the demonstration, carrying a banner and shouting. These stories
and photographs are an accurate description of the bombing February 16
and the demonstration of February 12. They are attached hereto as
Exhibits A and B. W C?@ L

Then personally appeared th;: above mentioned Arthur G{ Egan, Jr.
of Manchester, New Hampshire, and made oath that the foregoing state-
ments are true to the best of his knowledge and belief, except those
based on information, and as to those he believes the same to be true.

Before me, October 4, 1973

- S NA

L3

Notary Public
11/16/76
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[From the Manchester Unlon Leader]
Lerrer PreEproTed BoTH BoMB BLASTS

Manchester Police this morning released a letter that attributes bombing of
Manchester Police and Fire headquarters to the “People's Liberation Army."”
Police Chief John A. Stips said the letter was taken from a suspect detained
shortly after the bombings.

It was learned that copies of the same letter were scheduled to be mailed to
various newspapers, among them the Manchester Union Leader.

A reprint of the full letter from the “People's Liberation Army” follows :

“Qn Sat. Feb. 11, in Manchester, N. H., there was a demonstration of people
from all over N. H. against the opening of Nixon headquarters, the war in 8 E
Asia and the repression in America. Even though Manchester is known as a
center for right wing activity, the people came and demonstrated militantly.
Tho the people refused to be intimidated the pigs viciously attacked them and
after a series of busts the demonstration was broken up. While demonstrations
like this are necessary and good we are not going to get far always fighting on
the pigs terms—fighting unarmed or underarmed openly in the streets.

“Seeing the need to carry the initial attack of the people further the peoples
liberation army in N, H. staged a series of attacks in Manchester on the nite
of Feb. 15. We bombed Nixons headquarters, we simultaneously bombed police
headquarters from three sides—offices, pig lounge area, and garage area. We con-
tinued the same fight on a different level, this time on our terms . .. meaning
moving right under the pigs nose using surprise as our most heaviest weapon,
moving aggressively the pig media has been trying to portray this coming elec-
tion as a traditional quiet affair. Nixon, McCloskey and the rest of the Repub-
licans along with Muskie, Daley and all the Democrats are looking at New
Hamp. and the first primary and hoping this comes true. We've shown them
what to expect—

All power to the imagination
War on our Terms
Peoples Liberation Army”

PossmsLE LINk To CrasH HERE
(By Bill Robinson)

A 21-year-old woman, charged in connection with this morning’'s bombings
at Manchester’s police headquarters and the Central Fire Department, may be
linked with Saturday’s “antiwar” march in Manchester which ended in a clash
between police and protestors.

Police said that Kathryn A. Holt, gave an address of 430 Commonwealth Ave.,
Boston. Deputy Chief Thomas King said, however, a car confiscated by officials
bearing New Hampshire registration plates was registered in Miss Holt's name.
Il)(ing added that the registration certificate lists an address of 32 Hanson St.,

OVer.

A check with the Manchester Highway Department revealed that a parade
permit was issued to the New Hampshire Peace and Anti-war Group under the
name of David Parker of the same address listed on Miss Holt's registration
certificate, 32 Hanson St., Dover.

Saturday’s demonstration was aimed at the opening ceremonies of President
Nixon's Manchester headquarters on Hanover Street. Police arrested 12 demon-
strators during the 20-minute melee, which broke out after the estimated 175
demonstrators violated police orders and crossed from the south side of the
street to the north side and converged on the Nixon headquarters office.

A news release was received at the Manchester Union Leader in today’s mail
from the “Lincoln’s Day Parade Committee.”

The letter concerned Saturday's demonstration in Manchester and stated “for
further ir_lformation: contact Judy Tollins.” It then listed a phone number.

According to the Dover business office of the New England Telephone Company,
It;)he number listed in the news release is listed to David Parker of 32 Hanson 8t.,

OVer.

A call to the name listed in the release, Judy Collins, revealed that she also
lives at that address and is a member of the New Hampshire Peace Action which
she said is a coalition of different groups.
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The release reads in part:

“0On Saturday, February 12, 250 people participated in a demonstration and
march against Richard Nixon's domestic policies and the continuation of the
war in Indochina.

“A spokeswoman for the Lincoln's Day Parade Committee, Valerie Hawkins,
said that, ‘in accordance with the parade permit stipulations, the march
proceeded as planned. When it reached Nixon's campaign headquarters; officially
being opened by HUD Sec. George Romney; a spontaneous demonstration
occurred.’

“For a short time, the marchers chanted slogans, such as: Stop the air war
in Indochina, tax the rich not the poor, drop Nixon not bombs, and others. After
10 minutes, Miss Hawkins said that “The police began forcing people off the
street and onto the south sidewalk. A few demonstrators then crossed the street
to the north sidewalk without police opposition, and continued to chant directly
in front of the headquarters.””

The release continued, “Mrs. Hawkins made it clear that at this time, “There
was no antagonism towards the police." "

Miss Collins said this morning that Miss Hawkins resides at the same address
as she does, 32 Hanson Street.

When asked if Miss Holt also resided at that address she said “I can't answer
that.” She denied that Miss Holt was a member of the New Hampshire Peace
Action group.

She concluded with, “I don't want to answer any questions about that,"
referring to further questions concerning Miss Holt.
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EXHIBIT NO. 256-24

AFFIDAVIT

1, Donald F. Glennon, do hereby swear and depose that:

I am Lieutenant, Manchester Police Department, Manchester, New
Hampshire. During the early morning hours of‘ February 16, 1972, 1 was on
duty in the Manc hester Police Department, Manchester, New Hampshire.

I heard a bomb explode and later observed that several windows near the

police locker room area had been blown out. A photograph accurately

depicting the damage caused by the bomb blast is attached hereto as

Exhibit A. Investigation that night revealed that one Jaan K. Laaman had

placed a bomb under one of the windows of the Police Department. The
bomb went off, prematurely, blowing the window out as well as severaly
damaging Laaman's hand. Further investigation revealed that a second
bomb had been placed under the window of the office of the Chief of the
Manchester Police Department. This bomb did not go off and is accurately
depicted in the photograph attached hereto as Exhibit B. A third bomb
exploded near the fire department, which is located adjacent to the police
department, and damaged the windows and structure of the fire department.
A fourth bomb exploded on the sidewalk near the police department where
it apparently had been dropped by one of the two perpetrators, Jaan K.
Laaman and Kathyrn A. Holt. Both Laaman and Holt were arrested that

same evening and subsequently convicted of the bombing offense.




Upon the arrest of Kathryn Holt, a mimeographed press release,
already enclosed in envelopes addressed to newspaper agencies, was
seized from her person. The press release, attached hereto as Exhibit C,
said that Laaman and Holt, as members of the ""People's Liberation Army',
had bombed the police department from three sides and had bormbed the
Nixon Headquarters in Manchester, New Hampshire. The fourth bomb
apparently was intended for the Nixon Headquarters, had Laaman and
Holt not been arrested. Holt attempted to destroy the press release
subsequent to her arrest but Officer Dwyer of the Manchester Police

Department seized it from her person.

Then personally appeared the above mentioned Donald F. Glennon of
Manchester, New Hampshire, and made oath that the foregoing statements

are true to the best of his knowledge and belief, except those based on

information, and as to those he believes the same to be true.

Before me, Mﬁ,f‘//r/ J %fﬂ 23271 _—"
l ‘.- T LB
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j Netary Rublic ———
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EXHIBIT NoO. 266-25

before me this




files, records anao materials from the office each night and tock tnez bome

with us, I arranged for a security system to be installed,

May 10th, shortly after ncon, three young men dumped a load of debris in
front of the headquarters snd attempted to light it, without success.
They ran away, arcund the building. A person, unknown to me, who said he
was walking by and saw the incident, came into the office and told me that
the three men got into an old white Plymouth, N.M. license #AOT 516 and
drove away. Shortly thereafter, the police department called me on tne
telephone and said that a large grap of demonstrators was marching to

my ofiice with the intention of burning it, A few minutes later, a group
of police officers arrived at the office and told me the same thing. The
officer in charge instructed me to remove all signs, posters, etc., place
most of the furniture in the store room, lock the front door and to leave
the building through the rear exit. The police officers remained in the
building, in the rear store-rcom, out of sight. I went to the front of the
building where I saw a group of several hundred persons come down Central
Ave,, chanting and carrying anti-war signs. When the group arrived in
front of the CRP office, some perscns locked through the windows, tried
the door and yelled to the crowd, "They've moved out," The crowd then
poved on down the street, Within half an hour, I received notice from
the property owner that I would have to move the office bacause he and
other tenantss feared the building would be burned and their offices
would be endangered., We continued to occupy this oifice for several
weeks, as the rent was prepaid and no other suitable office space was
available., The secretary and volunteers were instructed to maintain a
very low profile. No campaign materizls were visible, the telephone

was answered with 'Hello', No information was given over the phome

nor to visitors to the office who were not known to us. ue tried to

give the public appearance of a telephone solicitetion service, Ve

believed this was necessary for the security of the office and the

personal safety of the secretary and volunteers,
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lhalcy

14th, the rnall County Republican hea
Lomas K.E., was defaced with paint. I saw 1TV coverage of this wnich
showed a group of women painting the fromt of the office. They were
arrested on the scene., 1 also read about this in the local newspapers.,
They -had notified the press of their intention to demonstrate at this
office and at the public park across the street, I later’ visited the
readguarters and saw the damage., A friend of mine told me that her
neighbor, Ms, Nancy Nevison, 4432 Ave, Del S0l, (who is also know to me
and whom I know to be active in the Cemocratic Party), stated to her
that she, Ms. Nevison, organized this demonstration, but stayed across

the street in Batsan Park because she did not want to oe errested,

May 16th, I heard that the headquarters at 3420 Lomas had been firebomoed
the night before, I went to see the damaged., The front window had been
broken and a large quantity of election material and printed matter which
had been prepared for delegates to a 3ernallilo “ounty Republican

convention to be held May 20th had been burned, I had seen this material
a day or so before, when I had sent some of my volunteers to help in its

preparation.

On several occasions, groups of protestors in sheets, white faces and
oriental-type straw hats blocked entrace to the office at 3420 Lomaus
and I was told by the staff there that these persons entered the office
and made remarks and gestures which were offensive and threatening,
Similar protestors appesred in front of my office, but to my knowledge
did not prevent anyone from entering nor did they cause disturbance

inside my office,

September 26th, when I was attending a CRP fund raising Evening with

the President dinner at the Four Gseasons Motel, we were advised by the

MC that there were protestors outside, He advised us all to leave with.ow
care, Some persons, bBbout this time, attempted to enter the banguet room
via the outside doors, which were locked. They rattled the doors and
banged on them, When I tried to leave the building, the door was blocked
by people dressed as described above. They carried anti-war and anti-
Nixon signs, accosted guests and blocked the entrance/exit. It was

necessary to leave the building by a rear exit,




Currea guite

telephones, etec,

Although I was out of to 3 hi tim my secretary did tell me that
the locks were changed when we moved in. There were numerous incidents
during the following months of unauthorized entrance to this office,
Confidential materials were disturbed, scme were removed' frcm the files
and later returned, Certain special CRP campsign material items, which
I personslly counted each day, weére remcved during the night when the
office was locked. I had the lock changed esgain September 27th., 1
continued to notice evidence of entry. Vect. 22, I locked my personal
file in the presence of three witnesses and found it open and disturbed
early the following morning., I had tane key in my po sion at all
times. Twice I had to call a repair man to fix the evaporative air
cocler which was on the roof, He told me there was evidence of someone
tampering with it each time. I checked with the building maintenance
people and no one had touched it. This was significant to me because it
is a commonly used mode of entry in this part of the country and also
because another political office (one of Senator Pete Dominici's) was

entered and robbed by this method about this same time.

when We nceded additional telephone service in our office, I had two

private unlisted lines installed, without the call numbers being on the

sets, so that these would be used only for outgoing cells., I was the

only person other than the installer who knew these numbers, There was
mechanical difficulty with my private line the entire time it was in

place, The telephone repair men could not trace or correct the problems.
Although these numbers were supposed to be unavaileble, I received

harassing calls on my private line directed toward the CRP and the President.

I do not know how the callers learned the number.

During the campaign we got many telephone calls of an antagonistic

nature, In the final weeks, the same voices repeatedly called to
"discuss" issues. 1 believed that this was an attempt to tie up our
telephones during the busiest time of the campaign.

This is the extent of my direct knowledge of unusual activities durected

toward the CRP during the 1972 election.
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EXHIBIT NO. 256-26

ST AT
AFFILAVIT

I, Willaerd Lewis, do hereby swear snd cdepose that:

I presently reside at 13C1 Sigma Chi Road, N.E., Albuguercue,

lew Mexico. During the presidential election campaign of 1972 I

served as Campaign Manager for the New Mexico Committee for the
Re-Flection of the President.

During the week of May 8-12, 1972 the State Nixon Campaign
Headguarters was subjected to various acts of vancdalism, harassment,
and disruption which resulted in a severe interruption of the cam-
paign operations. That week was the week of the so-called Haiphong
Harbor mining events. W

Some of the disruptive activities directed at the Nixon cam-
paign operations are noted below:

1. During the night following the President's announcement
of actions against North Vietnam the campaign headquarters was vand-
alized. Black spray paint was used to spray vulgar and obscene
anti-Nixon slogans across the plate glass windows, the glass door,
and metal trim. In addition, a portion of lighted display adver-
tising sign was destroyed.

2. For several subseouent days the headquarters staff was sub-
jected to a number of obscene and harassing anonymous telephone calls.

3. During the week protest demonstrations in Albuquergue in-
tensified. City police intelligence warned me that our headquarters
was a potential target for demonstrators, and suggested that we take
measures to protect life and property.

L. Shortly after noon on Wednesday, May 10, 1972 the City
police dispatcher called to alert us that a large group of demon-

strators who had massed at the gates of Kirtland Air Force Base

21-206 O - T4 - pt, 12 === 17
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were marching toward our headquarters. A few minutes later, in ad-
vance of arrival of the main body of demonstrators, a small group

in an automobile drove into the parking lot, jumped from the vehicle,
and dumped a substantial a8mount of inflammable debris along the
building front and doorway, then sped off. With Lhe‘assistance of
personnel from a neighboring office and a roving police patrol, we
were able to remove the debris before the mass of the demonstrators
arrived. We assumed that the demonstrators intended to burn the
building, and begzan to bring additional Tire extinguishers into the
buildineg. At this time the mobile tactical police unit arrived and

grouped behind the building, a souad of approximately fifty police

officers. Shortly thi;pafter the main body of demonstrators arrived

in front of the building which had been evacuated and locked. T
estimate the number of demonstrators to be approximately three hun-
dred fifty. After chanting for approximately ten minutes the sroup
moved on down Central Avenue toward the University campus. No damage

was sustained and there was no confrontation with police.’

These incidents caused severe interruptions and disruptions
in campaign activities. Some of these are noted below:

1. The month-to-month lease which the Committee held on the
campaign headquarters building was cancelled, recuiring the removal
of the headquarters to another location. The leasor said that other
tenants had insisted upon our removal because they were afraid of
arson and vandalism. Since our location had been widely publicized,
the move caused confusion, particularly for those desiring to volun-

teer as campaign workers.
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2. The forced move was a financial loss to the committee be-
cause of telephone systems which had been installed, stationery
printed with the sddrers, lost paid staff time required to pack
and unpack the office files, supplies, and equipment, and other
expenses related to moving.

3. The impact upon the volunteer staff was severe. The mom-
entum of rezular volunteer schedules was lost in the confusion.
Durine the May 8 week we asked volunteers to stay away because we
feared for their safety. The intimidation of volunteers coupled
with the subsequent forced move resulted in a severe interruption
of planned activities utilizing volunteer services.

k. A careful schedule of publicized events was disrupted.
Publicity had already been released, and invitations printed, for
a "Grand Opening" later in May. The forced move, and concerr about
further potential demonstrations and harassment recuired postpone-
ment of the Grand Opening which finally occurred in mid-July, about
seven weeks later than originally scheduled.

5. Normal office routine was completely disrupted curing the
week of May 8-12, 1972. The staff was required to pack valuable

files, supplies, and equipment each night and remove them from the

building because of fear of destruction. On May 10, 1972 the staff,

with volunteer and police help, had to remove virtually all furnit-
ure, in addition to files, supplies, and equipment because it appear-
ed that destruction by fire was an imminent danger. Time was lost

answering numerous anonymous harassing telephone calls.

CesF0
Then personally appeared the above mentioned Willard Lewis
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of Albuquercue, New Mexico, and

statements are true to the hest of his knowle

Befo
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EXHIBIT No. 256-27

AFFIDAVIT

I, William Kapps of 505 West 55th Street, New York, New York 10019,
swear and affirm that [ have personal knowledge of the following disturban-
ces directed against the Nixon Campaign in New York City during the 1972
campaign:

On August 17, 1972, there was a conference held by Father Daniel
Berrigan and David Dellinger in the Roosevelt Hotel, Room 417, with Craig

Thorn, David Richman, and myself. The subject of the meeting was a plea

by Berrigan and Dellinger to end the war in Vietnam. After the meeting

Berrigan and Dellinger held a news conference attended by approximately
twenty observers and media people outside the Nixon Campaign Headquarters
in the Roosevelt Hotel.

On August 26, 1972, a demonstration took place on the southeast corner
of East 45th Street and Madison Avenue, outside the Nixon Headgquarters in
the Roosevelt Hotel. Approximately 150 people participated. Speeches were
made, accompanied with songs and chanting. Leaflets, speculating an
attendance of 1, 000 people, were distributed approximately two weeks in
advance of the demonstration. The demonstration lasted approximately one
and one-half hours.

On September 6, 1972, twelve to fifteen demonstrators emerged from the

elevators on the fourth floor of the Roosevelt Hotel. They donned masks
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and headgear, proceeded to chant, blow bugles, and dumped bags of live
roaches on the floor. They passed out leaflets concerning the Watergate
bugging and fled. The demonstration lasted less than two minutes.

On October 1, 1972, a similar demonstration occurred at the same loca-
tion, The building was vacant on this Sunday except for security personnel.
The demonstrators again dumped live roaches on the floor and distributed
leaflets.

On October 25, 1972, cans of red paint were thrown on volunteer workers
at the Nixon store front, 520 Madison Avenue.

On the night of October 30-31, 1972, approximately 30 people conducted
an all night sit-in demonstration in front of the Nixon store front at 520
Madison Avenue., The store front windows were covered with anti-Nixon
posters and then broken.

This information was extracted from my diary from the months of

August, September, and October, 1972.

A

Then personally appeared the above mentioned William Kapps of New York,

New York, and made oath that the aforegoing statements are true to the best
of his knowledge and belief, except those based on information, and as to

those he believes the same to be true.

Before me, ;c/i /73 .

MAURICE RUJBING .
Notary Public, State of New (Gé [L‘__‘ ===
No. 31.8592850 ,

Quaiffied in New York Coumty

€ --wesicn Zx, -x March 30, 1974 Notary Public
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EXHIBIT NO. 256-28

AFFIDAVIT
I, ROBERT I, HISLOP, JR., do hereby swear and depose that:

T am presently employed as Detective, Columbus, Ohioc Police Department,

Tntelligence Bureau, and have been with the Department for two and one-half

years, During the month of May, 1972, several demonstrations occurred in
Columbus, Ohio. T was present at the demonstrations occurring on May 9

and May ll,

At the May 9 demonstration, Vice President Agnew spoke at a fund-raising
dinner. As the guests for the dinner arrived, they were physically and
verbally abused. As the Vice President's car arrived, the rear window was
struck with a rock directly behind where the Vice President was seated. In
addition, the demonstrators threw potatoes at the guests and police. The
demonstrators were also shouting obscenities at the guests and were observed

spitting on the guests.

At the May 11 demonstration, 250-300 demonstrators marched to the ROTC
building on the Ohio State campus, Columbus, Ohio. The ROTC building was
assaulted with rocks, and the fence and gate were damaged by rocks and other

assaults. During this demonstration, the demonstrators blocked traffic and
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destroyed personal property while marching from the Ohio State ROTC
building to Fifteenth and High Streets in Columbus. As the police attempted
to disperse the crowd, rocks were thrown at the police. A full-scale riot
then resulted, causing the destruction of property, the setting of fires, and

numerous arrests, as well as injuries to the police officers.

The attached photographs accurately depict some of the demonstrations
on May 9 and May Il. The attached press release was issued on May 14 by
the demonstrators after the demonstrations were completed, acknowledging
that they "attacked' Vice President Agnew, among others. The attached
flier was distributed prior to the May 11 demonstration by the organizers of
that demonstration. The attached news articles were written concerning

these demonstrations.
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Then personally appeared the above mentioned ROBERT 1. HISLOP. JR.
of Columbus, Ohio, and made oath that the foregoing statements are true

to the best of his knowledge and belief, except those based on information,

and as to those he believes the same to be true.

Suibsiibel wad-sawnform e Dideick ol Ciluihia

Refore me, this a‘f’éay of October, 1973.

ROBERT L

Notary Public
My Commission Expires M, i+, 1978
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ﬂ*’ , STATEMENT 'OF THE INDOCHIMA COALITION

Early Friday morning, 1500 OSU campus comuunity residents opposed to the Indo-
china War were attacked by police under orders from Safety Director Beruard
Chupka and Sheriff Stacy Hall, We sought maximum visibility of our opposition
to the war Nixon has declared on humanity by nonviolently occupying the
intersection at 15th end High, Against the advice and deaires of OSU and

¢ity politicians and the Columbus police, Chupka and Hall, upper-class
Republicens from the suburbs, invaded our community and attempted to

order us to leave or be arrested, The reason the National Liberation Front
and the Vietnsmese people are winuning is because they are fightiog for

control of their own land in the area where they live and work, We, too,

will defend our communities againet aggression and invasioun.

Since Friday, warrents have been fssued for the arrests of at least nipe
well-known community activists, described by police as leaders. Nome of

the four people accused of inciting to riot did, in fact, eocoflrage anything
but a militant yet disciplined, nomviolent demomstration, and several
voeally opposed entering High Streat. Two people, Margaret Sarber and

John Miernik, who left the area two hours before the police attack, are

in jail with a combined bail of nearly one-quarter of a million dollars.

These nine people were selected by the Moody Administrdtion for political
arrest, as part of a nation-wide comspiracy by the Nixon Aduinistration and
the Republican Party to silence opposition to their war of aggression in
Squtheast Asis. Margaret, John, Colin Neiburger and Steve Abbott are
ataff memhers of the Columbus Free Presa, which haes exposed and opposed
the Moody and Nizon administrations and locel, national and {nternatiomal
oppreasion and repression, Margaret and Colin were perhaps the most visible
spokespeople for the Indochina Coalition, which has conducted sustained
antiwar activities since the resumption of the bombing of North Vietnam,
and which, on Tueaday, embarrassed Vice President Agnew and Republican
fat-cats at their $125 a plate blood dimner, Ray Twohig, who was busted
in court, and Mike Schwartzwalder are well-koown movement lawyers, who
. have been deeply involved in the struggle for community control of police,
and who were present at 15th and High ae legal observers; Ray, perhaps
the most visible attormey for Charles Roes, had filed suit agaioet the
police charging brutality., especially during the November 1871 riots.
Jerry Friedman ie well-known as the former president of Undergraduate
Student Government and the figurchead of Community Union, which haes worked
towards cocmunity control of police, Karen Danesi and Chet Dilday are
leaders of SDS, and hsve been active in organising workers and students,
Colin was {nstrumental in organizing Gay Pride Week, and is onme of Columbus'
few publically-admitted homosexuals. Margaret, John, Colin and Steve have
been active in the atruggle againat death drugs in our community, a vital
nepect of the Nixon Administration's ghetto pacification progrem.

Margaret, John, Ray, Mike, Jerry, Steve, Colin, Karen and Chet have publical ly
opposed, attacked and embarrassed such Republican officials as Chupka,.

Hall, Moody, Judges Schull and Fais, and Spiro T. Agnew. Tha charges

against thez seven are no more the result of their actions at 15th and

High than was the FBI interrogation of at least 20 people the result of

the rock or potato that did not break Spiro Agnew's windshield.

The Republican Party power brokers hope to silence opposition to their
purderous policies throughout th e world, from Columbus to Indochina,
through McCarthyesque attacks upon those they percadve to be our leader-
ship. We will not be silenced, In the worde of murdered Black Panther
Fred Hampton: 'When one of us falls, a thousand will rush to take his

place."

=Ah=
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Y-l

War

Rally against

-
The Pecples uprisisgs im South Vietram is winning. Nixons
latest escalation, shows the fallure of Vietmamszation, and the
desperation of the warmakers. .
Simce Momdays speech, by NWixom, the people fromBarkley, Madision,
Alburquerqe, (where two were shot), have met the escalatliom with
INCREASING MILITANCY to end tha war., Here im Columbus we met the
SPIRO T. AGNEW, amd the REFUBLICAN Party with 500 sagry, shoutisg
people, who saw thru the facade of the 5125 dinmera while people
SLERYS > In the next few days our anger will focus om ROTC and Battele
Imstute. ROTC provides 85% of our Secomd officers to the Indechinma
war..Battele resesches and produces projects,as the Chemical
Defollimxtion,Counter Insurgepcy Studies.
Faced with a defest im Vietmam, warmomgers have launched a
fremze{d attack om working people, espascially black amd brows parcle
Frem the wage aad price freecze, inflatiom, welfare cutbacks, and

runsway sheps to the frame ups of political leaders like Amgeles
Davis, smd Ruchel Magee te outright MURDERS like George Jacksem,

and Attica repression s imteasifyimg. But like the people of Imdo-
china, blacks wvemes gays workimg people are fightisg back.
JOIN US., JOIN Us, JOIN US. JOIR US. JOIN US.

TODAY -
1'00 - MAReH To STATEHOUSE FROM
QOODALE PARK. (R R $3 ot
8:00 RALLY-OVAL MARCHTo'ROTC

FRIDAY 3:30 RALLY |5th+ HigH
T MARCH To BATELLE INSTITUTE
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ANTIWAR RALLY SET FOBR TODAY

o Another rally to protest the war in Vietnam will be held today at 1:30 on the
val.

Plans to have the rally and a “guerrilla theatre” were made at an open meet-
ing called by the Indochina Coalition Sunday night at the Wesley Foundation.

The 50 people who attended also discussed ways to protest Vice President Spiro
T. Agnew's visit to the Ohio State Fairgrounds Tuesday. Agnew will be speaking
at a $125-a-plate dinner sponsored by the Ohio Republican Finance Committee,

Colin Nieburger, one of the members of the coalition, said, “I think the word
strike is the most premature action we can conceive of doing. People really
don't want to relive 1967 again.”

Other people at the meeting said it would be “too bad” if people looking for
a riot or having exams cancelled are disappointed.

“As much as possible I think we should work on building something that will
continue, not just end in June,” said an unidentified speaker.

Various forms of civil disobedience were the main actions discussed concern-
ing Agnew’s visit. Handing out free balogna sandwiches and closing off the
fairgrounds entrances with sit-ins were discussed.

The presence of secret servicemen and police was also brought up. “The police
are always ready to change the issues,” said one person. “They would love to
change the issue of the Indochina War to ‘hippies riot.” "

The Indochina Coalition is a recently-formed group opposing the war in Indo-
china, according to some people at the meeting. By a show of hands, less than
half the people at the meeting were students.

Members also discussed ways to involve non-students in the protests. “A lot
of us work and can’t make it to the rallies,” said some,

Another rally is scheduled for 4 :30 p.m. Tuesday.

AGNEW ATTRACTS PROTESTS

(By Renee Kaputkin and Gary Gorman)

About 375 demonstrators protesting President Nixon's blockade of North Viet-
nam marched from the Oval to the Ohio State Fairgrounds’ Lausche Building
Tuesday where Vice President Spiro Agnew spoke at a $125-a-plate Republican
fund raising dinner.

The demonstrators arrived two hours before Agnew and formed a semicircle
around the building. They shouted insults at the dinner guests as they entered,
but there was little violence,

Agnew aides said the rear window of the Vice President’s car was cracked
by a hard object. Agnew was not injured or disturbed, the aides said.

Agnew was ushered through a back entrance that was closely guarded by riot-
equipped Highway Patrolmen.

Col. Robert Chairamonte, head of the Highway Patrol, said that 70 patrolmen
were called out when demonstrators began blocking entrances to the building.
“We're here to protect your right of peaceful assembly,” Chairamonte said.

The march began at a rally on the Oval organized by the Indochina Coalition,
a recently formed group that opposes the war in Indochina.

Coalition member Colin Neiburger, who is not a student, said the group is
“fighting the same thing the Vietnamese are fighting—U.S. imperialism."”

He said the group wants to renew student interest in the war and educate
people about war research on campus.

“The only way to stop the war is for us to march, protest and stop the war
machine,” Neiburger said. “Voting has given us only Kennedy, Johnson and
Nixon.”

About 100 persons joined the original group of marchers before they reached
the fairgrounds.

Some dinner guests responded to the demonstrators’ claim that they were sup-
porting the war by attending the dinner.

“T fought my wars so you people could be here now,” one man said. Another
said, “If we look for promises and performance, Nixon has pulled men out of
Vietnam."

Jeff Coleman, a member of the Indochina Coalition said, “We're trying to show
that the young people of the United States are going to react to the escalation
of the war and that the guiet campus is a myth.”
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DEMONSTRATION ERUPTS
(By Mary Umberger)

The Rod Serling Festival wasn't the only “orgy” on campus late Thursday
night.

While an estimated 4,000 Twilight Zone fans watched the Maydaze ‘‘Movie
Orgy” in French Field House, several hundred persons participated in a demon-
stration that eventually led to a rock throwing and tear gas shooting battle
between police and protestors.

At the end of it all, 72 had been arrested, 31 had been injured, and about $3,000
damage had been done to University property.

Among the injured was David E. Stormer, associate director of campus police,
who was hit in the face with a brick. He suffered a compound fracture of the
nose and facial cuts and bruises. He was treated and released from University
Hospital.,

A police spokesman said he will be back at work today.

Of the 31 injured, including 18 police, none was seriously hurt. All were treated
and released from either University or Mount Carmel hospitals.

Bernard Lachner, vice president for administrative operations, estimates dam-
age to campus police vehicles at $1,000. He said five cruisers were damaged, all
of which were back in operation by Friday afternoon.

Lachner said about $2,000 damage occurred to windows and doors of campus
buildings, primarily in South Campus residence halls.

Campus police arrested four persons, none of whom were students, and of the
68 arrested by Columbus police, 28 were students, Lachner said.

Meanwhile, Saturday night city police Intelligence Bureau officers filed affi-
davits charging about 14 additional persons with offenses related to the
disturbance.

Inecluded in the list was former Undergraduate Student Government President
Jerome Friedman, on a charge of inciting to riot. As of Sunday afternoon, Fried-
man had not been located.

The demonstration began early Thursday evening with a rally by about 100
persons on the Oval. The rally was organized to protest military research at the
University and President Nixon's Indochina policy.

At about 8 :30 the group marched to the ROTC Building, led by Colin Neiburger
and Margaret Miernik, gathering marchers until the crowd size reached about
250, observers said. The group tried to take over the building buf were prevented
by the building's gates and by University policemen on the scene and inside the
building.

The group left the ROTC Building and moved to 15th Avenue and High Street,
where they blocked traffic, smashed windows, overturned trash barrels, and
pulled an old truck into the intersection.

Columbus police stood by for more than two hours without taking action as
Undergraduate Student Government President Mike White and Off Campus
Student Association member David Showalter met with Police Chief Earl Burden
in an effort to get the police to wait before taking action,

At 12:23 Columbus Safety Director Bernard Chupka ordered the crowd to dis-
perse. Demonstrators answered by throwing rocks and bottles.

Then Burden ordered police to move in at the 15th and High intersection,
splitting the crowd into two seetions,

Police dispersed the crowd by shooting wooden knee-knockers, which are one
and a quarter inch pellets. Cruisers patrolled north and south from Ninth to 15th
Avenues, and east to west from North Fourth to High Streets until 2 a.m.

The last reported trouble ocenrred at about 2 a.m., when a group burned some
wooden crates in the street on 11th Avenue.

About 45 campus police were called out during the disturbance, a police official
said. Exact figures on the number of city policemen on the scene were unavailable,
but observers’ estimates ranged from 50 to 80, in addition to an undisclosed
number of city detectives and undercover intelligence officers.

A demonstration and march to Battelle Memorial Institute on King Avenue
planned for 3:830 Friday afternoon failed to materialize, as only about 50 persons
gathered at 15th and High.

The campus remained quiet Saturday and Sunday, although police continued
to patrol the area.
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EXHIBIT NO. 256-29

AFFIDAVIT

I, Ella Carol Jacques, campaign manager for the Montgomery County
Committee to Re-elect the President, 237 N. Main Street, Dayton, Ohio,
swear and affirm that I have personal knowledze of the following disturb-
ances directed against the Nixon Campajgn in the 1972 campaign:

In September of 1972, two break-ins of the Montgomery County Committee
to Re-elect the President headquarters at 237 K. Main Street, occurred.

In the first break-in, office equipment was damaged and computer records
were stolen anydesi.roy F _/([J
0T e ic

In the second bréak-in, computer printed precinct and mailing lists
were stolen. 7Peace slogans and pro-McGovern slogans were painted on-uindows
and walls.

Prior to the Republican telephone campaign in our area, there was

another group calling voiers. The goup identified themselves as an in-

dependent polling organization. If the receiver Bf the calls indicated that

they intended to vote for President Nixon, the callers became abusive in
language and berrated the call receivers' choice.
On October 4, 1972, Sers tor William Brock appeared as surrogate speaker

at the University of Dayton Student Center for the Committee o Re-elect
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the President. Interspersed in the crowd of listeners were approximately

30 hecklers who attempted to prevent Senator Brock from speaking.

/0, /773

Then personally appeared the above mentioned Ella Carol Jacques of
Dayton, Ohio, and made oath that the foregoing statements are true to the
best of her knowledge and belief, except those based on information, and
as to those she beligve

Before me,

F. KIETH DONLEY, Notary Publie -
In and lotllhn?paury County, Ohie
My l‘n.gnuuen _Exzim May, 25, 1972

Notary Publie
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EXHIBIT NO. 256-30

FIDAVIT

DA, of lawful age, being first duly

ber 3, 1972, an airport reception was held

Nixon in a hanger at the Tulsa International Airport.

svent a number of anti Wixon, McGovern sign carrying youths
srupt the President's speech. 1 observed these events
Chairman of the Tulsa Committee

vantage point of being the
the Re-¢ ction of the Preside In this capacity, I was able
to move freely in the area in order to coordinate the various activities
and I could also observe many of the events which occurred that day.

Two people from the president's advance staff, Mr, Buzz Mandel and Mr.
J. David Andrews were also keenly aware of the demonstrators.

The BcGovern-Anti Kixon demonstrators arrived together in the

reception hanger early, about noon, the President was to arrive at 3:15

p.m. They gathered on a platform near the rear of the building, it was

elevated above the general audience and in front of the speakers stand.

They carried official blue and white McGovern-shriver signs which were

about 16X24" i ze and mounted on poles and sticks. They also had hand

made signs which said No More Years, Ban the Bomber, No Mére Bombs

and other anti Nixon, anti war slogans.
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At Mr. Buzz Mandel's urging, 1 sent several young people into the
Eame area to separate the demonstrators or dilute their increasing
chants of No More Years. I was not able to count them in the crowd,
but there were perhaps about 10-15. I heard from some of our people
that they were making themselves guite unpopular.

After the President arrived and he pvgnn.his speech, the
MecGovern sign carrying group began to chant, "No More Years". They
repeated this chanting 8 or 10 times during the President's address.
Those surrounding the Nixon group counntered with a chant of "Four
More Years®, 1in order to drown cout their noise. From my point next
to the spearkers stand, it was difficult to understand what the
President was saying. The sound system was poor and the chanting de-
tracted from the effectiveness of the speech.

I ddi not meet any of the demonstrators and personally could
not identify who they were. The November 4, 1972 Tulsa newspapers men-
tion one name, the Tulsa police may have others. I do know that when
some of our Republican youth urged the demonstrators to leave, the
Secret Service men who had also moved close to the anti group restraine
the pro-Nixon youth from their activities.

One other incident occurred during the grand cpening of the
Nixon headguarters, 1 received a report of several young men who
were bothering some of our teenage Republicans outside of the buildings
but they left before I actually knew of the incident,

Our general policy was to ignore the McGovern campaign,

its activities and headguarters entirely. We conducted our campaign
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EXHIBIT No. 256-31

I, MERRILL R. JACOBS, do swear and affirm the following to be

On November 3, 1972, in Tulsa, Oklahoma, a group of demonstrators
numbering 35 ‘or 40 did appear at a Presidential rally to disrupt & political
gathering. The demonstrators were organized in a manner to gain as much
publicity and create a vocal, visible disturbance.

Said demonstrators destroyed or pulled down Rixon, Bartlett (for
Senate) and Hewgley (for Congress) signs and banners and replaced them
with their own banners bearing obscenties, They also shouted chants in
order to drown out whoever was speaking.

Rumors of such a demonstration had been circulating prior to
the Presidential visit and a demonstration was anticipated. The policy
of the Nixon campaign was not to react to the demonstrators but to ignore
them and hope they would not get out of hand.

After the incident I was inforwed by several persons that the
disturbance was led By a Mr. Lane of Tulsa who was a McGovern youth co-
ordinator in the area. Mr. Lane was detained and questioned by Tulsa
police after the rally.

The demonstration could be described as "semi-violent" in as
much as signs, banners, etc. were destroyed, but to the best of my know-
ledge no physical wviolence occurred.

There can be no doubt that the demonstration was planned well

in advance. The people in question arrived at the rally site early and

staked out their positions. It was not a spontaneous outburst. The

demonstutlnrs were well supplied with McGovern signs and placards, and
their intent was to prevent Nixon from being heard and at the same time
gain press for their candidate, McGovern. The point of the matter being
that the protestors were attempting to prove that President Nixon did not
have solid support at the rally.

Being present at the McDonnell Douglas facility where the rally
and demonstration occurred and observing the event with much interest,
I swear that the above is & true account of the events of that day of

vhich I have personal knowledge.

MERRILL R, J
1972 oklah
Young Voterd for the President
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VERIFICATION BY OATH OR AFFIRMATION

STATE OF OKLAHOMA )
) ss.
COUNTY OF OKLAHOMA )
I, MERRILL R. JACOBS, being duly sworn, s!cp;nse (affirm) and say

that this statement of events is complete, true and correct to the best

of my knowledge.

MERRIDL R.
Subseribed and sworn to (affirmed) before me this 4th day of

October, 1973,

e d =

My comnmission expires June 8, 1976.
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EXHIBIT NO. 256-32

TO THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGNS:
AFFIDAVIT

JIM RODRIGUEZ, of lawful age, being duly sworn, deposes and says
as follows:

(1) During the 1972 Presidential campaign I served as youth co-
ordinator of the Tulsa County Committee of the Re-Election of the President.

(2) I was assigned by Richard Bigda and Paula Unruh, County
Chairmen, to organire and direct the activities of youth at the airport
ralley held in Tulsa on November 3, 1972,

(3) I received information from our Tulsa Office that some type

of disturbance was in the making the worning of the ralley. T was requested

by Dave Andrews, a Seattle attorney who was a member of the President's

advance party, to monitor any disturbance uf:ich ;::tshf develop and to report
back periodically during the day.

(4) I observed a group of college-age youths gathering just west
of the hanger to be used in the ralley. There were several who had signs,
but were making modest attempts to conceal their contents. By 2:00 P.M,
their number had grown to approximately 35 to 45 strong and they were huddled
together in football fashion. By this time it was obvious to me that this
group was planning some type of organized disturbance.

(5) I reported to Dave Andrews my observations and he asked me
to continue to monitor the movements of the group.

(6) It was sometime in the vicinity of 2:00 P.M, when the group
I?egln to move into the building and gathered_in -an sres directly "in~frént of
the speaker's platform about two-thirds back in the crowd. I would estimate
that they were positioned about 100 feet from the speaker's stand. The group
remained rather placid until the arrival of the President.

(7) During the time of the President's walk to the platform, intro-
duction and address there was constant demonstration of disregard for the
President's right to speak to the thousands of people who had gathered to
hear his message. The group caused a distorbance by yelling obscentitias
and chanting slogans derogatory to the President. One in particular that I
remesber was, "One, two, three, four, we don't want your f--king war." The
group of demonstrators stole sign poles belonging to the Re-Elect the Presi-

dent Committee and displayed their signs high over the audience.




(8) Many of the s s which the de strators displayed were
standard McGovern yard signs., There were several rade signs with anti-
Nixon slogans and some with obscentities.

(9) During the disturbance several of the demonstrators were
detained by local police for 20 to 30 minutes. One of these was Richard
Lane, College Co~ordinator for the Eastern Oklahoma McGovern campaign.

will comment again about Mr Lane's involvement in the disturbance.

(10) During the disturbance, a long-haired wale youth activated

& high-pressure fire hose spraying a good number of the crowd. I saw the

police pursuing the youth and do not know if he was apprehended and associ-
ated directly with the group of demonstrators. I believe that he was.

(11) During the demonstration I was requested by Bus Mandel, of
New York City and a member of the President's advance party, to remove the
protesters from the building. The demonstrators said that this was a free
country and did not leave., T did manage to recover some of the stolen sign
poles, but more were taken as the rally progressed,

(12) Tmmediately after the ralley I went to the McGovern Head-
quarters on North Sheridan in Tulsa and spoke with a woman who identified
herself as the County Chairman for the McGovern campaign. 1 spoke quite
frankly with the Chairman describing how I felt about the disturbance. To
the best of my recollection I said that my idea of good campaigning did not
include shouting down a candidate for office at a ralley paid for out of
that candidate's funds. I also stated that it was a sad day for Tulsa when
the President of the United States couldn't come to town without being the
object of a chorus of obscentities. The chairman told me that a group of
young people did stop by her office that morning and pick up some signs, but
that she had no control over their use. She added that no one from the
McGovern Headquarters was involved in the disturbance.

(13) After the meeting at McGovern Headquarters I started down
Sheridan to find a place to eat, I was listening to KRMG, a local radio
station. The station was reporting on the ralley and comnenting on the
demonstration and the subsequent detainment of some of the demonstrators.
The announcer played a statement made by Richard Lane, the McGovern College
Co-ordinator. Lane was one of those detained by the police. To the best

of my recollection, Lane said that he was the leader of the demonstrators,
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and that the police had deprived him and his associates of their freedom of
speech.

(14) Two days later I met Mr. Lane in the lobby of the Twin Towers
Dorm at Oral Roberts University. T asked him if the group of demonstrators
was any of his work. He said yes. I asked Lane, "Is your idea of freedom
of speech the right of an individual to shout down the President of the

United States when he was expressing his right to be heard?" Lane said,

"Yes." 1 said, "That's where we differ."

‘ O_J'
Jors Koy

Subscribed and sworn before me this 4th day of October, 1973.

Notary Public

, My comnission expires June 8, 1976.
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EXHIBIT No. 256-33

AFFIDAVIT

I, Samuel B. _C‘A:ltag!rcme_ 1 » do hereby swear and depose that:

in September and October of 1972, during the election for
President Nixon, it was reported to me and the' police of
Kutztown that bullet: holes appeared in the plate glass
window of one of our store fronts located in Kutztown on
the main street in Berks Co;unty, Fa. on about three
different evenings between the hours of Midnight and five
A.M. On the fourth report, a rock was thrown thru the
window. This was reported to our insurance carrier for the
campaign thru our attorney in Phila., Pa. The glass
window was replaced by Pittsburgh Plate Co., Reading, Pa.
« Attached is a written report of an incident
that occured during the campaign. It is signed by the
two women who witnessed th e demonstration and enclosed
is the newspaper article.

Then personally appeared the above mentioned SAMURL R.
CALTAGIRONE,
of Cityi " Reading -, and made oath that

the foregoing statements are true to the best of his knowledge and belief,
except those based on information, and as to those he believes the same to

be true. _/(?_..-u¢4{//%£?£é?/;{i;""l .()_

Sworn to and subscribed
Before me, this 31st day of October, 4.D. 1973.

s (3 0 ool i

Notary Fublic

Reading, Berks County, Pa.

My Commission Expires

M tamu Eabbe

March 3, 1977.
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EXHIRIT NO. 256-34

-m.n:,'lv lasgt weak

Rural Pennsylvania Commities
larrisburg, P

graph stencil.

twoe envelopes were |

for McGovern

=Shriver.
Pennsylvania Agriculiure Secretary

August of 1972

ThaAn I the

Committee to avoid }---nh'.'ln'.r pProser

On October £, 1972, follc wing a report that M Hale w

ap using his -
mental staff and facilities to aid the political activities of the McGovern-Shriver

Commities, | made an attermnpt to gain access to conference room 2

Department of Agriculture bullding.

According to McHale'"s office
key to the room

ras in the poasession of William Minnick, McHale's adminis-
o
trative officer, who could not be located. It

was later learned that a |
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guard at the building had a key to room 202, but access was still refused by
McHale's office. At 2:30 p.m. on October 2, 1972, three men were observed

entering room 202 and removing cartons of materials. The cartons were

removed from the building, and it was subsequently learned that these cartons

vere burned,

On October 3, 1972, the Lancaster New Era ran a front page story and

photo graphs on this |)ohn< al activity by the Secretary of the State Agriculture

Department. As a part of the story, the front of the two letter envelopes

referred to above were reproduced.

description of the activities described above, and are attached hereto as

o )
Exhibit A. k4 )_l/[,.q,__u,l\ ){/wa\_/(\__

/
Then personally appeared the above mentioned Jack Moore of Lancaster,

Pennsylvania and made oath that the foregoing statements are true to the best

of his knowledge and belief, except those based on information, and as to

those he believes the same to be true.

Before me, Bl sy S T FT e

)%1;/4:/ j)/-?/}((J 64/

Notary Public/”

Marde M. Murphy
Netary Public, Lancaster, Lancaster County
My Commission Expires July 26, 1076

[

Chis story and photographs are an accurate
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EXHIBIT NO. 256-35

To The Senate Select Committee On Campaign Actixities

1, George Willeford, Jr., M. D., was notified by the
Austin Fire Department shortly after noon on April 22, 1972 that the
suite of offices occupied by the Republican Party of Texas on the
third floor of the Littlefield Building in Austin, Texas was on fire.

1 immediately went to the Littlefield Building to inspect
for possible damage. 1 was admitted into the building and allowed to
go to the third floor in the company of a fireman, who was obviously
a supervisor.. After the flames were put out, ceiling and wall panels
torn out and so on, it was obvious that one end of our suite was heavily
damaged and the rest of our office was smoked filled. An official of
the Fire Department inspected the area closely and pointed out a spot
on the floor in front of one of the offices that had suffered extreme
heat. I was told at this time that the evidence around this particular
area indicated arson--further tests and study confirmed his initial
opinion. (A copy of the Marshall's report is attached as evidence.)

To my knowledge, no one has ever been charged with this
arsonist act. The fire took place during the time when anti-war
demonstrations and campus turmoil was prevalent at the University of
Texas and threats were common in other state, federal and political
offices.

The fire forced us because of the damage to relocate in the
Littlefield Building. Later in the year, before the election, we were
warned by responsible Austin authorities that their intelligence indicated
further acts of arson or intrusion were anticipated. Our state head-
quarters was considered a prime target. To head off as best as possible
any further incidents, and acting on the advice of the Austin police,
we hired an armed guard to provide all night in-office service. 1In
addition to this precaution, the management of the building instituted
a sign-in/sign-out procedure for everyone movi 4 _Aafter
6 p.m.

Sworn to before me this

£ ‘?-é—_day of DLk, 1973

7 gt W Rcarter.

Notary Public
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Master Fle No.
FIRE MARSHAL'S OFFICE . AUSTIN, TEXAS
FIRE lNVE_SﬂGA'IION REPORT

Building Fire {:1 Other [Specify].

Date of Fire___ April 22, 1972 Time AM. 2:20 P.M.
Location__ 104 East 6th Street Persons Killed

Injured

Kind of Structurs 9 Story Brick
Heow Occupied._ Office Building L : - - " Made Homeless
ONmer. - Littlefield Building Corporation_ _ [

Occupant__ State Republican Executive Committee, et al

Qccupant.. s . - s —

Couse of Fire_ INCENDIARY

YALUES: INSURANCE CARRIED:
Total Insured

Building: | 1,600,000.00 ¢ 1.520,000.00 41,821.00 . L 41 132_1 .00
Contenh:

Content: _ 60,000.00 __ 55,000.00 3.422.00

Bus. Inter:

_1,645,000.00 45,243.00 45,243.00

Insurance Company & Policy Ne: Amt, Insurance

SEE ATTACHED LIST

Remerks: A fire of incendiary origin gutted about 50 feet of hallway in front of offices
number 327-329 and 331. An incendiary device had been placed in front of 329
and a flammable liquid poured in front of the other doors. The offices were
closed and locked, There was minor fire damage inside the offices. Smoke
damage was heavy in the offices, hallways on the third and fourth floor, and
other offices located on the third floor. The remains of the incendiary de-
vice were removed and retained for evidence. There was a strong odor of gaso-
line in the hallway at the time of the fire, The majority of the offices on
the third floor are occupied by the Papublican Party Election Campaign Head-
quarters. The fire was directed at this organization., However, there is no
apparent motive at this time. This investigation will continue,

Nama of Fire Marshal Leland M. Priest C o
Dete & Tims Invastigation Started: 4-22-72 _4:15 p.m. s D. Loflin '™

Adjurter e 1 Chief Investigator _
240 R [Over Tor further romarks) Hia

5-9-72
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Insurance Information for fire at 104 East 6th Street - Littlefield Building.

INSURED:
AGENT:
POLICY INFORMATION:

Littlefield Building Corporation

C. A. Schutze

Commercial Insurance - F6273588 $450,000.00
Commercial Insurance - F6273592 $550,000.00
Twin City Fire Ins. - 115049 $200,000.00
West American Ins. - 1314433 $200,000.00

(Rent Coverage)Commercial Insurance - F6273586 $190,000.00

INSURED:
AGENT:
POLICY INFORMATION:

INSURED:
AGENT :
POLICY INFORMATION:

INSURED:
AGENT : :
POLICY INFORMATION:

Better Business Bureau - 404 Littlefield Building
Enfield Agency
Aetna - 547931 (contents) $ 15,000.00

B. G. Shelby DBA Shelby Co. - 322 Littlefield Building
Nieman, Hanks, and Puryear
General Accident - 4541217 (contents) $ 25,000.00

State Republican Executive Committe
Employers Ins. of Texas
Employers Casualty Co. - FMCO41362 (contents)$ 15,000.00
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Austin Fire Marshal's Office

FOLLOW-UP INVESTIGATION REPORT

Delsofthlerapert- '~~~ May'9.qaopp W & T — T
[When Werk Started |

susecy:____. - ' FIRE __ at 104 East 6th Street  April 22, 1972
[Fire-Explovion-Complaint] (Location) [Date)

Remarks: On Saturday afternocon, April 22, 1972, a fire was reported on the
third floor of the Littlefield Building. Mr. B. G. Shelby occupies
Suite 322, doing business as Shelby Company. Mr. Shelby specializes
in distinctive printing. Mr. Shelby said he was working in his of-
fice and noticed smoke coming in the office. He said he immediately
called the Fire Department. He then opened the door to the corridor
and it was loaded with smoke. A fire escape was Jjust to the left of
Mr. Shelby's office door and he used the fire escape to leave the
building. The fire was located in a short hallway off the main cor-
ridor. Mr. Shelby said he did not believe he could have got past
the hallway to the elevator due to the heavy smoke and flames. Mr.
Shelby's office and equipment suffered considerable smoke and mois-
ture damage. Mr. Shelby was interviewed at the fire scene and again
on Monday, April 24. He said he did not hear or see anyone in the
hallway since he was concentrating on his work and the first he knew
of the fire was when the smoke started coming into his office.

The hallway in front of offices 327, 329 and 331 was completely gut-
ted by the fire. These offices and several other offices on the
third floor are occupied by the State Republican Executive Committee.
The offices are used for campaign headquarters, printing offices,

and other services for the Republican Party. The fire did not acutal-
ly get into any of the offices. There was extensive smoke and some
water damage to the contents of the rooms served by the hallway that
Was gutted. Some of the printing supplies and materials stored along
the walls of the office next to the fire area were damaged by fire
when the glass in the doors and windows broke out. The heaviest
damage was to the wiring and telephone lines in the ceiling of the
hallway. The remainder of the hallway and offices on the third floor
suffered heavy smoke damage. There were varying degrees of smoke
damage on the fourth floor. The stairway from the third to the
fourth floor was open and there was nothing to stop the flow of smoke
up the stairway.

Fire Inspector R. E. Brune was on duty at the time of the fire and
made the preliminary investigation. Fire officers on the scene be-
lieved the fire had originated in wiring in the ceiling of the hall-
way. Inspector Brune was able to determine that the fire was of in-
cendiary origin and recovered the remains of an incendiary device that
had been placed in front of the door to office number 329. It ap-
peared that a flammable liquid had also been poured in front of the
doors to the other offices in this hallway.

21-206 O - 74 - pt, 12 --- 18




Page 2

The remains of the incendiary device appeared to be two plastic con-
tainers in a brown paper bag of the size and type used in grocery
stores. There was also a white powder residue around the plastic
containers. There was a strong odor of gasoline in the hallway at
the time of the fire. The remains of the incendiary device also
smelled strongly of gasoline.

Jim Kane and Cyndi Taylor, employees of the Republican Party, said
that employees had been working in the offices until around 1:00 P.M.
A clock in the office had stopped at 2:20 P.M. and this was also the
time the fire alarm was received.

Noble Lytle of Leander was the security guard on duty. He said he
had made the rounds and was in the hallways and corridors of the
third floor around 1:45 p.m. He said the halls were clear and no one
around at that time.

Mrs. Olivia Smith works at the Better Business Bureau office on the
fourth floor. She said that she had entered the building about 1:45 P.M.
and got on one of the elevators. She said she noticed a young man
around 30 years old had entered the foyer behind her but did not get

on the elevator. He just stood around the foyer. She said the eleva-
tor did not move and she changed to the other elevator and the man
still did not get on the elevator. She said they exchanged a few words
about the elevator and that he stayed in the foyer when the elevator
started up. Mrs. Smith described the man as a Johnny Carson type, with
light hair, clean shaven, normal haircut, and wearing a sport shirt.

He was not wearing glasses. Mrs. Smith said he was carrying a bundle
under his arm wrapped in a light colored denim material. The size of
the package she described would have been about the size of the incen-
diary device recovered by Inspector Brune before it burned. Mrs. Smith
said the man did not have any distinctive accent or speech defect, and
appeared to be about 5 foot 10 inches tall and weighed about 160 pounds.
Employees of the Republican Party offices did not know of anyone fitting
this description, and no one knew of any threats or motive for the fire.
A few days prior to the fire there had been so called anti-war demon-
strations and riots at the University of Texas and several of the
employees thought this incident might have been related to these riots.

This investigation will continue.

2% N
Zrorcir 4 1 -.—’_{/'::.;?: =
James D. LofTin, Chief #nvestigator




5181

EXHIBIT No. 256-36

AFFIDAVIT

The undersigned being first duly sworn, deposes
and states:

(1) That he served during the last Presidential
campaign as an advance aide to President Richard M. Nixon
and to members of the First Family.

(2) That on October 24, 1972, he was the advanceman
for Tricia Nixon Cox in connection with her participation in a
dedication ceremony for the Department of Transportation
Personal Rapid Transit System in Morgantown, West Virginia.

(3) That preceding and during the dedication
ceremonies, a number of student demonstrators, estimated to
be approximately 100 in number, attempted to disrupt the
ceremony through chanting and catcalling during the progress
of various speeches.

() That the organization sponsoring the demon-
stration was identified as the Coalition to Stop the Re-Elec-
tion of President Nixon. An article announcing the demonstra-
tion appeared in the University of West Virginia Campus news-

paper the day preceding the dedication. See attached.

Subscribed and sworn to,before me ;
this day of C'Zc% 5 1L973, ;
Notary “Public in apd fpr the S¢ete

ey T — : .

= =

Demonstration set My commission expires 9“1,‘ 2% 12257

at PRT ceremony

The “Coalition to stop the
Re.election of President
Nixon™ is sponsoring a demon-
stration at the PRT dedication
on Tuesday, Oct. 24,

Those who wish to partici-
pate are asked to meet in front
of the Engineering Building on
the Evansdale Campus J0

Tutsgj_n according 10
- Stephans, spokesman
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EXHIBIT NoO. 256-37

AFYrIDAKVYIT

I, Richard M, Cohen, do hereby swear and depose that:

I presently reside at 647 East Capitol Street, Washington, D.C. and
am presently employed at The American Broadcasting Company. In August 1972,
I decided that I would join the McGovern for President campaign in early
September 1972. In August 1972, 1 had a meeting with Ted Van Dyk with regard
to a possible position in the McGovern campaign. At that meeting, Van Dyk
suggested that I might undertake a project involving traveling on the President's
or Vice President's campaign planes so that I might have ready access to all events
oceuring on or off the planes, The primary purpose of the project was to convey
information from public statements rapidly to McGovern Headquarters, and a secondary
function would be to relate embarassing incidents which might occur on the planes,
Van Tyk further explained that there were other things that I might do for the
campaign, such as field organizing or speech research., I agreed to do the project
because I saw it as an opportunity to combine an active committment to the McGovern

candidacy with a chance to publish some articles about the campaign. 1 had a back-

round of writing a column for The New Democrat, a reform-minded magazine of Democratic

politics, Van Dyk and I tentatively agreed on a salary of $150 per week plus ex-
penses, hopefully to be paid by somebody independently of the campaign. We projected
the cost of the project at $10,000. That figure, however, was a rough estimate,
and the project was never carried far enough to refine that figure.

Tt was clear from the beginning that I was to seek legitimate credentials on
my own, and T would be free to write anything and for anybody that I saw fit. At
no time did we even discuss using phony credentials or a false cover story to

gain access to the Nixon and Agnew campaign planes.
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Van Dyk and I discussed the project on several occasions, and I also dis-
man. Van Dyk was in favor of the project, and I was

informed that Frank Mankiewicz, too, gave his approval. Of that, I have no
first-hand knowledge. Kimelman was opposed primarily because he felt that it
represented a waste of McGovern campalgn funds. At one meeting, Van Dyk told me
that one of the reasons for undertaking the project was that the Humphrey people
had done it successfully against Nixon in 1968,

After my meetings with Van Dyk, I independently sought to obtain legitimate
press credentials. I met with a senior editor of a large publishing house and
was told that my book proposal was an interesting one and that he would welcome

a manmuscript, but that no "advance" would be possible. I then went to see Gloria

Steinem, editor of Ms, magazine, I suggested to her a number of topics for articles

and she indicated her interest. I was issued a letter stating that I was authorized
to cover the Nixon-Agnew campaigns on behalf of Ms. I would like to state that

at no time, to my knowledge, did Ms, Steinem have any knowledge of the McGovern
connection, I later filed the credential with the appropriate press officers at
the White House and the Executive Office Puilding.

During that approximate time, I visited with Stewart Mott to discuss his pos-
sible role in finaneing this operation. Mott indicated that he was skeptical about
it, but stated that he would fund it if it were important to Mankiewicz, Van Dyk
and Kimelman., He did add, though, that he would subtract the expenditure from
his total contribution to the McGowvern campaign., I believe that he discussed this
with Henry Kimelman by telephone on more than one occasion, The whole idea was

quashed long before the resolution of financial arrangements,
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The entire time-span of consideration of this project was approximately two
or three weeks. I was informed in wery early September by Ted Van Iyk that Senator
George McOovern had been consulted and disapproved the project, and that after

some discussion, all concerned agreed that we should not pursue it. I then went

to work for Citizens for McGovern-Shriver, where I enjoyed a short, but respectable,
career as an organizer,
To my knowledge, nobody served my originally plarmed function, nor any similar

function, at any time during the campaign of George Mclovern.

Then personally appeared the above mentioned Richard M. Cohen of Washington,
D.C. and made oath that the foregoing staterents are true to
ledge and belief, except those based on information, and a
the same to be true,

JRiciHar 3

A -_{_A_, ™ L ¢ C :

Before-may— [{ .zf: _'(('--1»-- pi B s 4 5
oalsmtiid i paorins Tz FSfri e o P ,{.,(,,_‘:‘ >

P f (’_-{M-..(aw PSS SR Lasy

rrLine

-7.‘__{-:&4_. e & L T Lot

- - ! = ———
',.,/ (& lF~ 27 77 s // .9 7

Nutnry Publil:
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EXHIBIT NO. 256-38

AFFIDAVIT

1, Toni B. Greenwood, do hereby swear and depose that;

On October 12, 1972 1 was office manager for’'the Washington office
of Democrats for Nixon located at 1010 16th Street, N. W., Washington, D. C.
At approximately 11:00 A.M. on October 12, 1972, 75 to 100 people entered
the office. They identified themselves as a "poor people's lobbying group"
against pending welfare legislation. I found travel vouchers which indicated
that buses or reimbursement for gasoline had been provided to transport some
of the demonstrators from as far away as Philadelphia and Baltimore. The
group took over the office and proceeded to tear down our Nixon campaign
posters. Nixon campaign material was destroyed by the demonstrators and
pro-McGovern literature was left in the headquarters. Typewriters and other
office equipment were damaged by the demonstrators. Office supplies such
as staplers and soft drinks kept on hand for our volunteer workers were stolen.
Typewriter Wite-Out was poured on the carpet staining it permanently. A
number of long distance telephone calls were made by the demonstrators on
our telephones, At 4:30 P,M, I told the demonstrators they would have to

leave or face arrest. At 5:00 P.M. the demonstrators vacated the office,

except approximately 20 people who volunteered to remain. Those that remainet

were arrested by the Metropolitan Police.
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Attached as Exhibit A is an article appearing in the Washington Post

on October 13, 1972. This article accurately describes the demeonstration.

Then personally appeared the above mentioned Toni B. Greenwood of
Washington, D. C. and made oath that the foregoing statements are true to the
best of her knowledge and belief, except those based on information, and as

to those she believes the same to be true.

Before me,

Notary Public
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[From the Washington Post, Oct. 13, 1972]
WELFARE ACTIVISTS ARRESTED AT PRO-NIXON OFFICE

(By Jon Katz)

Twenty persons, including six children, were arrested last night a fter a day-
long takeover by more than 75 welfare rights protesters of a Washington office
of Democrats for Nixon.

The demonstrators, from Washington, New York City, Baltimore and Phila-
delphia, oceupied an office of the campaign group at 1010 16th St. NW shortly
after 11 a.m. and converted it into a “poor people’s lobbying group” against
pending welfare legislation.

They were permitted to remain inside the storefront office until 4:30 p.m.
when office manager Toni Greenwood told them they had to leave or face arrest.

The bulk of the demonstrators left shortly before 5 p.m., but the 20, including
George Wiley and Audrey Colom, both officials of the National Welfare Rights
Organization (NWRO), refused to leave and were escorted out by police.

Shortly after they entered the office, the demonstrators destroyed all Nixon
campaign literature in sight. They ripped posters off of the walls and windows
and replaced them with welfare rights literature and signs,

Throughout the day uniformed metropolitan police stood outside, but acceded
to requests by Democrats for Nixon officials that the demonstrators be permitted
to remain.

Despite the destruction of the literature, Wiley and Roxanne Jones of the
Phi'adelphia WRO repeatedly urged the demonstrators not to bother the cam-
paign workers, several of whom bantered and exchanged food with the protesters.

The demonstrators burst into cheers and chants when Wiley told them at
1 p.m. that they could remain. “We official'y declare this place the poor people’s
campaign against HR-1 (welfare legislation) before Congress,” said Wiley.

There were no injuries or incidents during the arrests. Police said all 20
were charged with unlawful entry. The men were taken fo the second district
police station, the women were taken to the Women's Detention Center, and the
juveniles were taken to the youth division holding center in Georgetown, said
police,

The welfare rights official said the takeover was prompted by telewision ads
sponsored by Democrats for Nixon warning that the election of Democratic
nominee George McGovern would result in an inerease in the number of welfare
recipients.

The demonstrators, Wiley said, were also protesting and lobbying against
provisions of the Social Security Bill (HR-1) which went to conference
Wednesday. Welfare organizations charge that some provisions are “raeist and
repressive.”

The bill, said Wiley, would strip the poor of legal protection and force some
welfare recipients and their children to live far below minimum subsistence
levels.

Provisions of the bill attacked by NWRO include :

Authorizations of $400 million for tests of various welfare provisions the
NWRO says lack safeguards for the poor.

Permiskion for states to eunt back Medicaid programs for the poor and to
charge the poor for part of the services.

Requirements that Social Security numbers be assigned to children of welfare
recipients to check cheating; barring added payments to welfare women who
are pregnant; creating a federal system to track down deserting fathers; re-
establishing residency requirements ; and softening confidentiality rules for wel-
fare case records. .

Democrats for Nixon is headed by former Treasury Secretary John Connally,
who was campaigning on Mr. Nixon's behalf yesterday and was unavailable for
comment.

A spokesman for the group, which is headquartered in the Madison Office
Building at 15th and M Streets NW, said the demonstrators were permitted
to remain during the day “because they didn't bother anyone and were dem-
onstrating for something they believe in. There's no reason to evict them.”

Wiley said if the provisions were not eliminated, the group would continue
itg occupation of the Democrats for Nixon storefront as a lobbying center against
the bill.




5188

EXHIBIT NoO. 256-39

AFFIDAVIT

I, ROBERT C. ODLE, JR., do hereby swear and depose that:

I am employed as Executive Assistant to the Assistant Secretary
for Housing Management at the Department of Housing and

Urban Development. I reside at 309 North Saint Asaph Street,
Alexandria, Virginia.

During the 1972 Presidential Campaign, I held the position
of Director of Administration for the Committee for the
Re-election of the President. During the campaign the CRP
was greatly concerned for the security of its National
Headquarters at 1701 and 1730 Pennsylvania Avenue in
Washington, D.C. This concern was due to acts of violence

and déstruction which were both threatened and perpetrated

against the headquarters of the CRP in Washington, as well

as the state and local CRP headquarters throughout the
country. In my position as Director of Administration, I
often received information regarding these threats, and acts
of violence and destruction, and caused various memoranda

to be prepared by me and received by me from other staff
members. These memoranda detailed the measures which were
contemplated and executed by the CRP throughout the country
to protect ourselves against violence, and against

demonstrations whicl might become violent.
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During the 1972 campaign the national CRP headguarters on

Pennsylvania Avenue was the object of numerous bomb threats.

In fact, on at least one occasion, we were forced to evacuate,
for several hours, the entire headguarters building due to a
bomb threat. 1In addition, we received reports, almost on a
daily basis, from CRP headquarters across the country that
had received bomb threats directed against their buildings.
Moreover, at least one CRP office was completely destroyed by
arsonists and a bomb also exploded in the Alameda County
Republican headguarters in Oakland, California, causing
considerable damage. These bomb threats and actual bombings
caused us intense concern, and necessitated the distribution
of a memorandum to all our state chairmen recommending
procedures to be employed in the event of bomb threats or
other destructive or dangerous incidents or threats thereof.
I have attached to this affidavit a copy of that memorandum
dated September 25, 1972.

Another cause of great concern during the 1972 campaign was

the numerous demonstrations which occurred throughout the country

including the District of Columbia. During the 1972 campaign,
many demonstrations occurred at or near the national CRP
headquarters on Pennsylvania Avenue. On one occasion, for

example, a group of demonstrators chained themselves to the
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door of the building at 1730 Pennsylvania Avenue for
approximately 24 hours. During this demonstration, blood
was thrown by the demonstrators, both on the buildings and
on Nixon campaign workers. The headquarters was forcibly
shut down for an entire day. Finally, the CRP headquarters
received many threats against the life of the President,
the Vice President, the Campaign Director, and the wife of
the Campaign Director.

Thus, the extreme concern which the CRP had for the

security of its staff and National headquarters was caused

by a series of death threats, bomb threats, threats of

demonstrations, demonstrations, threats of violence, and
actual violence, both in Washington and at CRP offices
across the Nation -- a kind of harassment which I believe

is unparalled in American political history.
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Then personally appeared the above mentioned
ROBERT C. ODLE, JR., 'of Alexandria, Virginia, and made
oath that the foregoing statements are true to the best
of his knowledge and belief, except those based on informa-
tion, and as to those he believes the same.to be true.

[

Before me, this day of November, 1973

Xw—@ M(c 'd‘t .

ROBERT C. ODLE, Jr.

Sk T P/

Notary Public
My Commission Explres June 30, 1578
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Committee for the Re-election of the President

MEMORANDUM
September 25, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR STATE CHAIRMEN

FROM:, ROBERT C. ODLE, JR. ¢[‘, 0 -

SUBJECT: Security Measures

As you may have read, a campaign facility in California was

the recent victim of an arsonist. It is possible that some
storefronts in your state will also become-targets for
demonstrations or incidents similar to California's experience.

While it is almost impossible to predict or prevent a spontanecus
incident, the following precautions are suggested:

1) * Require positive identification (e.g., a driver's license)
of all unknown persons who volunteer to work. A guest register
is also helpful.

2) Local police (including cempus police when appropriate)
should be notified of the existence of a storefront and its
hours. The police should also be given the name and the

phone number of the person(s) to be contacted. Soméone should
be designated as responsible on a.24-hour basis. Close liaison
with local police should be developed. The police should also
be asked to provide information regarding their recommended
procedures for bomb threats and suspicious packages.

3) Call collect Stephen B. King, Director of Security for the
National Committee, immediately upon learning of any incident,
actual or potential. His office number is 202/ 333-6120.
Steve's home number is 703/ 360-5642.

4) Consideration should be given to contingencies in the instance
of petitioning demonstrators, a confrontation inside the facility,
etc. Who will meet with demonstrators, receive petitions, etc.?
One or two demonstrators could be permitted in a facility if they
demand it and it seems appropriate. Police, of course, should
handle any serious problem within their jurisdiction (street,
sidewalk). Careful planning could avoid incidents or complaints
to the police.
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5) None of the above should preclude you or any office
manager from making arrangements on an individual need basis;
e.g., providing guards at night and/or day, installation of
alarm systems, etc. The expense, of course, must be borne
locally. The Wackenhut Corporation, a private security firm,
has offered to provide guards, etc., at discounted costs.
Further information may be obtained by calling Steve King.

Please contact Steve King if you have any questions or if
he can be of assistance.
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EXHIBIT NO. 256-40

AFFIDAVIT

State of Wyoming )

County of Sheridan)

I, DAVID B. KENNEDY, being first duly sworn upon
cath do depose and say:

d

That during the year 1972 T was Chairman of the
Republican State Central Committee of Wyoming.

2.

- That on Thnursday, Novamber 2, 1972, then Vice
President, Spiro T. Agnew came to Cheyerme, Wyoming to give a
campaign speech at a political rally.

3;

That a great deal of interest and enthusiasm in
Wyaming over this much publicized speech resulted in an over-flow
crowd of more than 5,000 people at Storey gymasium in Cheyerme.

L.

That I was present at the rally and sat on the
speaker's platform during the entire rally, including the Vice
President's speech..

Ds

That there was no demonstration of any kind dimring
remarks by any of the preliminary speakers, but shortly after
the Vice President began his speech a group of more than 10 but
apparently fewer than 20 individuals created a major disnuptance.

6.

That same of the demonstrators shouted not only
i;:;liti slogans but obscenities as well. Most of the disruption,
» was caused by the demonstrators blowing whistles which
was done so constantly that I found it impossible to hear more
than isolated phrases of the Vice President's speech for a major
portion of the speech.

s

That subsequent reports in the press and an inves-
tigation into the incident have shown that the demonstrators were
nearly all from Wyaning and had been recruited for the express
purpose of creating just such a disruption.




8.

That one of the participants in the demonstration
recently bragged publicly that the demonstration was indeed
"organized".

9. <

That by virtue of the sad performance of a hand-
ful of disruptive people, the Vice President of the United States
and some 5,000 Wyoming citizens who came to hear him were deprived
of their First Amendment rights. o

DATED at Sheridan, Wyoming this 29th day of
October, 1973. [

The foregoing affidavit was acknowledged befpr€
me by David B. Kemmedy this 29th day of October, 1973.

LA 32

(SEAL) Zry Public Z
ST =
My conmission expires: %ngé /;‘7}[
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EXHIBIT No. 257

,l
@@5}!{ X
STATE ARSENAL, 5T. AUGUSTINE
32084

M3CA 11 October 1973

SUBJECT: Transmittal of After Action Report - OPERATION DADE

Mr. Robert Silverstein

Assistant Minority Counsel

Select Committee on President's Campaign Activities
United States Senate

Room G-308, New Senate Office Building

Washington, D, C, 20510

Transmitted herewith is one (1) copy of After Action Report - OPERATION
DADE per your request to Mr. Robert T. Mounts, Assistant General Counsel,
Office of the Governor, State of Florida.

e @w

1 Inecl FRANK PANZARINO
After Action Report LTC, GS, FlaARNG
Asst. Director, MSCA

FOR THE ADJUTANT GENERAL:

CF: Mr., Mounts
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HERE WE GO , . . .

This is the revised edition of The Manual for the Reépublican Conven-
tion. It was published to- htlj; you better understand the scenario, pro-
grams, and services; of this action. d
. This manual should answer most of your basic questions about life and
services on the land, survival in the streets, and how the scenario was de-
veloped.

At you read, through this manual, you'll notice the strong emphasis we
place on Viet Nam and the Vietnamese. We do so, not only because that
country is the main target of Nixon's geno:id:] game plan, but because
there is much that we can learn from the Vietnamese revolution. The
people in Viet Nam have demonstrated to the world that the spirit and de-
termination of the people can spell victory. : :

They have also taught us what organization and revolutionary discipline
can mean for any struggle, Thisz manual ieeks to develop our skills im or-
ganization and discipline by 'déf.i'nlng our actions and our meeds.

For the next few>days, all power to the people.

= Hoa Binh, (im peace)
The Red Buffalo Press

LETTER FROM THE VIETNAMESE

Dear American friends in Miami,

First of all, allow us to extend our best greetings to all of you, citizens
of Miami and people who come from various states to Miami on this occasion.
We are the Vietnamese who have never come to the U. S., like most of
you have never visited our homeland Vietnam. Out two countries are separated
by ep ocean. However, we are both concerned about a common problem.
This is the problem of ending the war, the sooner the better. This war has
beén a catastrophe for our two peoples.

In the 1968 election camplign‘, Mr. Nixon promised that he would end
the war. And he was elected. Four years have elapsed, his term is going to
end and the war is neither ended yet nmor winding sown. The war hai been
extended to the whole of Indochina. Early this year, Mr. Nixon tried to make
the war not visible, "but the war is still in the headlines of the media.

In fact, Mr. Nixon has withdrawn a part of U'S' ground troops in South
Vietnam but he intensified the dispatch of air-naval forces, B.52's included,
to carry genocidal bombing raids against North ‘and South of Vietnam. He 'is
by far surpassing his predecessor in.the 'bombing.

Meanwhile we Vietnamese people only wish to live in Independence and
Freedom to build our country, like every people in this world. We do not
threat the security of the U, $., we haven't done any harm to the sound
sleep of the American people.
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Qur dikes, hospitals, schools, cities have been targets for "smart
bombs" which the Pentagon is often boasting about their precision .

Qur civilian population have been targets for anti-personel bombs the
pellets or darts of which are improved by U. S. modern technology and
made of plastic so that X ray cannot detect them.

You do know that one of the most precious and great legacy our
forefathers left us is 2000 miles of dikes. This system of dikes have pro-
tected our lives on the plain throughout thousands ot years in our history
against natural calamities.

In his statement madé on April 30, 1972 Mr. Nixon indicated that
dikes were "strategic targets and indirectly military targets". 173 air-raids
have been systematically and deliberately launched against the dikes,
thereby posing a serious threat against the lives of millions of out people.

In Mr. Nixon's eyes, out country is merely a no man's land and our
people are not human beings.

Mr. Nixon acknowledged however that he had good will, that he
wanted to negolate seriously a solution' to the Vietnam problem. This is
purely ironical and impudent indeed! Mr. Nixon only wants to win a posi-
tion of strength so as to force the Vietnamese people to accept peace on
his terms.

He is often boasting about U. S. power. He can wipe the dikes out
within a2 week. He can finish off the North Vietnamese in an afternoon.
He believes that brutal force can help him decide the fate of the Vietnam-
ese people. He has miscalculated. The American and world people will
not permit him to do as he likes. The Vietnamese people, like other
peoples, are self-respecting, self-relying and undomitable people. The
Vietnamese people will never submit to brutal force. Previously, with
more than half a million troops in the South and waging over four years
of airwar against the North, the U, S. could not bring our people to our
knees, At present, our people have gathered more experiences in the war.
Then, Nixon Administration will never achieve the aims that its predecessor
has failed to achieve. On the contrary, the longer it continues the war,
the more hatred it will inspire to our people for the aggressor and the more
it will strengthen our determination and solidarity to fight for the defense
of our beautiful native land, our independence and freedom, our human
dignity and our life.

Dear American friends, we are fully aware that the majority of the
American people are against the prolongation of war. They want an early
end to the war to let the Vietnamese people settle their own affairs, and
not to wast more U, 5. money and lives in Vietnam. They want to solve
their own domestic problems.

They have come to Miami, together with the clitixens of Miami, they
will act to make pressure on Nixon Administration and to demand that it
stop the war, stop the U. S. involvement and stop backing Thieu.

With our best wishes of success. Hoping we will meet you someday,
in Miami or in our Halong bay when the war ends.
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* NGUYEN MAI
Secretary of the Vietnamese Committee
for Solidarity with the American People

-“---'t‘-tt“‘.i“*“"-i"l-‘l..l‘

S CENARIO

SUNDAY, AUGUST 20, 1972
Vietnamese Cultural Event
TIME: 7 PM

PLACE: Flamingo Park

At 7 PM on Monday evening, August 21, on the Flamingo Park land
site, Vietnamese living in the United States will present a pageantry of
their history, a Cultural Event.

Many of us who have been demonstrating over the past several years,
in order to help the Vietnamese in their struggle for freedom and inde-
pendence, have heard of their legendary indominable spirit. But, to under-
stand a revolution, we must understand the people.

The Cultural Event is a rare opportunity for us to see the Vietnamese
portray their culture through sond, dance, theater and poetry. The 4,000
year Vietnamese legacy of resistance and independence will be explained,
demonstrating why Viet Nam is for the Vietnamese. In addition, Madame
Nguyen Thi Binh, foreign minister of the Provisional Revolutionary Govern-
ment of South Viet Nam will address the assembly via transcontinental
telephone to make a proposal to end the war.

We in America who protest the war, act out of our anger, but we also
act out of love. Let's learn about those we love; let's learn about the
Vietmamese and their beautiful way of life.

MONDAY AND TUESDAY, AUGUST 21-22, 1972

Youth and Senior Citizen

Panel Investigation

TIME: 9:30 AM - 5 PM, both days

PLACE: Jewish Cultural Center (429 Lenox Avenue, Miami Beach)

On August 21 and 22 at the Jewish Cultural Center (5th and Lenox
Avenues, Miami Beach), beginning at 9:30 AM, a jury of young and old
citizens will investigate un-American activities that were carried out by
the Nixon Administration.

Among those who will testify and answer questions will be Jane Fonda,
William Kuntsler, Bobby Seale, Allen Ginsberg and representatives of native
Americans, Chicanos, Vietnamese and other groups with grievances against

the state.
On Wednesday morning the jurors will present their findings to the
Republican National Committee.




MONDAY, AUGUST 21, 1972

Women in Revold

TIME: 4 PM - Flamingo Park

5:30 - 8 PM - Convention Hall Rally

Richard Nixon is carrying out a genocidal war against the people of
Viet Nam, and especially against Vietnamese women - forcing them into
prostitution, causing them to breath chemicals and deliver deformed babies,
destroying the family fabric of the society. We demand an immediate and
total withdrawal of all U. S. troops, planes, battleships and money from
South East Asia, and an end of U. S. support of the Thieu dictatorship.

The opening day of the Republican Convention will be a day of
Women' protest.

In the morning of Monday, August 21, several women's guerrilla theatre
actions will copfront the Republicans at their fotels. On Monday, workshops
on Lesbianism and Women and the Law will be held.

At 4 PM Monday afternoon, women will join together in a militant
march from our tent in Flamingo Park to the Convention site. During the
march we will carry symbols of the oppression of women, and we will build
a sculpture of those symbols when we arrive at the Convention Hall.

Among those who will participate in WOMEN IN REVOLT will be: Jane
Fonda, Diane di Prima (a women's poet), Barbara Dane (afolksinger), Mary
Ann Scoblick (a2 former nun and one of the Harrisburg Defendants), Rita Mae
Brown (poet and writer for the Furies, a radical feminist-lesbian monthly),
Tran Thanh Tuyet (a -woman from South Viet Nam), Rachel Stone (an 82
year-old woman from the Miami community) and Ericka Huggins (poet and
member of the Black Panther Party).

During the Tuesday and Wednesday demonstrations, women's affinity
groups will participate in mobile non-violent civil disobedience, and sit-in
tactics.

MONDAY, AUGUST 21, 1972
Goerge Jackson Memorial Event
TIME: B8:00 PM
PLACE: In front of Convention Hall,
"After the killing is done, the ruling class goes on about
the business of making the profits as usual.®
-George Jackson

August 21, 1972 the night the Republicans open their convention to
renominate Richard Nixon, also marks the first anniversary of the assasina-
tion of Brother George Jackson. At 8 PM that night, thousands of people
will rally outside Convention Hall to tell our unmacceptance with the police
state terror of today.

The people speaking at the rally will include John Thorne, George
Jackson's friend and lawyer; spokespeople from the Republic of New Africa
and the Malcolm X United Liberation Front; William Kuntsler, defending
attorney for H. Rap Brown, the Harlem Four and the Tombs Seven; the law-
yer for Billy Dean Smith, a black active-duty GI accused of killing his
superior officer; and a brother who survived Rockefeller's massacre at Attica.




TUESDAY, AUGUST 22, 1972
Street Without Joy - - March Againmst Murder
TIME AND PLACE: Eden Roc and Fountsinbleau Hotel: 6:30 - 7:30 PM
Cauntlet of Shame - :
Procession to Conventlan Hall: 7:30 - 8 PM )
March Against Murder -
Washington Avenue side of Convention Hall: 8:30 - 10 PM

&

STREET WITHOUT JOY

The Street Without Joy, followed by the March and Rally Against Mur-
der, gives us our often missed opportunity to vlnuily"and verbally present
our anti-imperialist and anti-war pelitics. As Dan Berrigan wrote in his
letter of invitation to this day, "We will show them for their crimes.. To
‘make the Street Without Joy s GAUNTLET OF SHAME®, £y nrbe
: 1 . / " ; L

#t'.ttt.l"—.l-tl'l.Ot'.il‘-t.t_-‘t..l.

THE THIRD DAY

L 0

WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 23, 1972

‘Day’'of Unacceptance

“TIME: ‘Delegation Arrives at Doral Hotel: 11 AM
“Rally at Flamingo Park: 4:30 PM -~
! March I'n:l:cllcl Conventfon: 5-6 PM
" Rally and Dike Bullding: 6:30 PM
‘Civil Disobedience (Approx.): ' 6 PM
End of Convention Session 3

' August 23, Diy of Unacceptance f

On the morning of the 23rd of August, a delegation headed by ‘lecal
tenior citizens will arrive at the Doral Hotel, Headquarters for Nixom n:?
the Republican National Committee. The delegation will present the find-
ing of their panel investigation into the crimes of the Nixon administration.
Central to thier demands will be a GOP acceptance of the Seven-point peace
proposal initiated by the Provisional Revolutiomary Government of the Re-
public of Viet Nam and of the Poor Peoplets Platform, put forward by the
National Welfare Rights Organization. A Republican failure to respond
positively to these two basie demands will signal the beglaning of our re-
sponse on the third day of the Repoblicsm Convention: A Day of Unaccep-
tance. Vi h e :

Our responde will be disciplined, angry, and nonvicleat. We will use
three “tactics: i 3

1). Dike-building in front of the Convention Hall.

2). Statiomary Civil Disobedience; and

3).  Mobile Civil Disobedience to encircle the Convention Hall. We
hope to'be able to malntain an angry presence around the convention com-
plex while the delegates are inside.

All participating organizations fe'el that mass arrests will help convey
our message ‘to'the *American people. With large numbers of arrests of nom-
violent people who surround the Convention Hall, our message of anger and
militance will become clear.

5 % B % 8 2 4 % B K E S kB S SRS S S SRS e
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STATIONARY CIVIL DISOBEDIENCE

(See Map Page G-132)

The ‘object of stationary civil disobedience will be to encircle the Con-
vention Hall ‘of Meridian Avenue and 17th Street. This will be accomplished
by getting people =5 near to the access roads and gates on these two roads
and sitting down and allowing themselves to be arrested (a process which is
definitely obstructive and time consuming).

It is anticipated that people may encounter police lines which will
preven. them- from directly sitting down om Meridian or 17th Avenues. In
that event, people should move to those points where the police lines end
and. place themselves in front of those police lines and attempt to deny access
to the Convention-Hall. The mobility needed in order to help people situate
themselves in st:lte';ie locations should not be confused with the mobile civil
disobedience that will be used above Dade Blvd. The people undertaking sit-
ins on Meridian and 17th Avenues will allow themselves to be arrested or re-
moved by police, this obstructing those key acces and gate entrances.

MOBILE CIVIL DISOBEDIENCE

People who engage in mobile civil disobedience complement the efforts
of those engaged in the sit-down. Whiel the sit-downs will be aimed at the
streets West and South of the Convention Hall, mobile civil disobedience will
occur only North and North East of the Convention.

The tactical.objective of mobile civil disobedience is to flood the north-
ern approaches to the Convention Hall, To make this happen, there are fouur
general areas:we will operate in .and a key intersection in each area. Please
refer to the map for each area:

AREA 4: 21st St. to Dade Blvd., looking north and south respectively.
From east to west, from Bay Rd. to No. Michigan; .Key intersection: Dade
and Alton Roads. . il 2l L A5

AREA 5: W, 23rd Street to Dade dind from North Meridian to Ppairie
Drive. Key Intersection: - N":u_th Meridian and Dade Blvd.

AREA 6;: West 24th Street to 22nd Street and from Pine Tree Drive to
Flamingo. Key jntel.lectiom 23rd Street and Dade Blvd.

AREA 7: . 29th Street to- 24th Street and from Indian Creek Drive to
. Collins Avenue. Key'lnte“ectlom_ 26th Street and Indian Creek Drive and
" Collins Avenue. : (

The basic idea i3"tgo flood each of the four areas with hundreds of
people and by our very presence to disrupt the flow of delegate buses and

vehicles. Of course, we will'be moving around in the area but delegate
traffic should not be allowed to pass through the key intersectioms. As a
last resort, we recommend that people sit down and not move to prevent
buses from making it through any of the key intersections.

; If our efforts in mobile civil disobedience are frustrated in one way or
another, affinity groups should fall back to the ares immediately around the
Codvention Hall and either join in the stationary sit-ins or the dike-building.
Clusters of -affinity groups organized into larger regional groups will be as-
signed to each of the four areas during the days of August 20 and 21,
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LAND LOGISTICS

By the time this manual is completed, Flamingo Park should be a liv-
ing, breathing community of revolutionary people. It is of the utmost im-
portance that we gather together dedicated to confront the real enemy
Richard Nixon, and hisz gang of Republican accomplices. Although the temp-
tation to draw differences among us and engage in petty squabbles is easy,
we must resist and put aside those divisions that seperate us.

If we are truly revolutionary people, we must show our eagerness to be
united and strong. It is only in our strength and our struggle that we will
be able to beat the pig system. It is only when we are divided and frag-
mented that we will be defeated. To gquote the famous Indian Chief Miami
Turtle, "If we fight as single fingers, we will be easily divided and killed;
but if we form into a clenched fist, no enemy will be able to defeat us",

The land has been divided to provide the ‘most space for camping and
services. As you walk in the Meridian entrance there will be people at the
gate to answer any questions and give out logistical material. To the left
of the entrance is the office tent. There will be a table from every con-
stituency group and service located there, To the right of the entrance is
Expose '72. Within Expose will be an extensive multi-media exhibition of
Asian, Latin and Nrrth American life under American rule. Also located in
that area will be the major sound system. The chalked lane called Ho Chi
Minh Trail will be lined by the information tents of Unicorn News and UPI,
and the medical tent staffed by the acid rescue people; at the end of the
trail will be the food facilities of the Coconut Co-op, and the major medical
tent. The Ho Chi Menh Trail will be the lifeline of this campsite, and we
ask you to use the trail and not to walk through the peoples' living areas.

There are few rules on the campsite and we ask you to honor them for
the sake of everybody on the land. There will be no cars allowed on the
campsite; if you must make a delivery, you can drive down the trail until
you arrive at the closest possible point to your site. Please, please, unload
quickly and leave so as to avoid hassling your neighbors. For those with
campers and buses, there will be a special parking lot just adjacent to the
campsite, We will not tolerate any death drugs on the land. We will ask
anyone pushing death drugs to leave and not to return until they pledge to
stop. The security people are here to help.

The swimming is free and open 20 hours a day, but it represents a
special problem. The pool, during the Democratic Convention, had to be
drained because the filter system broks down. To insure that this won't
happen again, we are asking people to take showers before swimming, and
that people not go to the bathroom while in the pool (that really fucks up
the filter system). The county has said that if there .is wide-spread nude
swimming, the pool will have to be drained. Please help us keep the pool
open - - ft's hot out there folks.

We hope to have a land program every day. As part of the program,
speakers such ag Jane Fonda and Bobby Seale will be on the land. The
land program will also include a wide range of political and skill workshope.
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SURVIVAL INFORMATION

During the demonstrations at the Democratic Convention in Miami, it
became apparent that there is a need for people to learn how to survive at
demonstrations in general, and im Miami in pn‘tfc_\lllr. S : :

Added to the general problems of what to wear at a demonstration, how
to protect against riot-control weapons, how to communicate necessary infor-
mation to the medics and how to remember the lawyer's phone number were the
incredible heat and the strong sun of Miami. :

Survival is eﬁcryone'a business; it can't all be left to the medics. Some
information in this article may sound like what your mother has been trying to
cram down your throat for years. It takes on new importance if you realize
that even a sunburnm can keep you from being effective. What is worse, it can
make you a burden on others and put a lot of people out of action.

You should wear the same things to a demo in Miami as to any other
demo, that is: two shir;i, the outer onme with long sleeves. The long sleeves
will serve as p'ro_tect!ol‘l against gas and mace as well as the sun. They will
serve to protect you against getting foo-cut up by clubs. The purpose of two
shirts is that if you are gassed, the outer shirt will be co_nl'.aminnl’.zd_llnd must
be removed. For the same reasons long pants are necessary. You should wear
boots, shoes, or sneakers with ‘sox. It is hard and damgerous to run inm sam-
dals, thongs, or clogs and you will need to protect your feet from being
trampled. t5 :

You should NOT wear contact lenses if there is any danger nf_'beipg
gassed or maced. The lenses can trap gas on the eye causing eye burns or
even blindness. People with pierced ears should not ‘wear earrings which can
be pulled resulting in painful ear injuries. People should not wear chains,
which can be used to choke you. The bei_: i)tottcl:lon against riot centrol
weapons is to avoid i-iots._ .This may not be possible if the pigs insist on
committing violent acts. In this event you should wear a helmet any time
the pigs are armed with clubs. Choice of helmet will depend on taste and
money, but cheap helmet liners cam crack under direct blows and are unsafe.
Any helmet should be equipped with either an "anti-choke" strap or be
fastened with two light paper clips which will serve the purpose of releasing
if the helmet is grabbed from behind, thereby preventing strangulation. The
helmet should also fit over the gas mask if you are planning to use one.

The best protection against g‘i: and mace is to have your skin covered
with clothing and to wear a good gas mask. If you are getting a mask, be
sure that the cannister is upused and is dated after 1957. Cannisters before
that date are ineffective against CS, which is the most common_agent now
in use.. ‘Also be sure that you know how to clear, fit, and put on the mask.
You should NEVER use vaseline or.oil, or make-up with an oil base if there
is danger of gas or mace. The grease or oil will dissolve the gas/mace
trapping it on the skin and causing severe burns. First aid for gas or mace
injuries is in the outline below.

Anyone who is taking any medication regularly ‘such as insulin, anti-
epilepsy drugs, antibiotics -or anti-alergy drugs should write that information
on his or her arm in magic marker. People who are allergic to anything
should write that on am arm. You should also write needed phone numbers,
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such as the lawyer's phone number and the number of a friend in Miami.
It is easy to forget a2 phone number in the stress of an arrest or injury.
The reason for writing on an arm is that arm is less likely to be lost than
a shirt or slip of paper.

To prevent heatstroke and sunstroke you will need to increase your in-
take of liquids. Fruit juices or Gatorade, which was made for quick absorp-
tion by the body. If there is no medical reason for you to avoid salt, you
should take salt tablets four times a day. Many people drink wine or beer
to quench thirst, but in the heat any alcoholic drink will serve to draw
liquids out of your body (you piss a lot). In this way, if you are drinking
alcohol in the sun, you are even more likely to keel over.

As far as dope went, we saw no smack, but Miami is famous as a
downer city, and there were a lot of those. We saw reds (Seconal), Yellow-
jackets (Nembutal), and many Quaaludes. There were several problems other
than that - - as a group - - downer freaks don't get much done.

Alcohol is also a down, and they cam combine with any other to cause
an OD. .

The acid in the city was free of poisonous impurities, but a lot of it
is either very stromg or speedy. You should be careful of acid here though,
as it is easy to bum out if you don't drink enough or are near heatstroke.

People who are going to Miami in August should remember that this
is no place for pets - - many were injured in July.

Everyone should be familiar with the basic first aid outlined below, as
not all doctors and medics in Miami know anything and the knowledge can
protect you and your friends.

GAS AND MACE FIRST AID

A. There are two basic chemicals of tear gas, CN and CS. These can
.be dispersed in different ways: From fog machines, grenades or cannisters,
ete. ¥
B. MACE is CS in concentrated serosol form.
C. The difference in action is that CN is a "weak" gas and effects
the eyes and throat. There is tearing and choking.
D. CS is stronger and effectsiieyes, breathing tubes, and skin.
E. The first aid for both is the same:
1. If the victim is wearing contact lenses, remove them immed-
fately.
2. Flush eyes and skin with lots of water.
3. Flush eyes with boric acid solution and/or eye drops.
4. Wash all effected with mineral oil, followed immediately
with alcohol. :
5. Do not leave mineral oil on the skin as severe burns will
resulte,
6. Reassure the victim before you start treatment as to the fact
that the water will hurt and sting the skin but this disappears in a few
minutes.
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F. The best protection for an imminent gas attack is a gas mask but you
can use wet gauze over your mouth for a minute or two. You should have as
much skin as possible covered by clothing (including sox and shoes).

G. Remember to grab hold of amother person at this increases balance
and decreases panic. Walk, do not rum, out of gas.

MASS ARREST

While the prime political purpose in coming to the GOP Convention is
not necessarily to get arrested, the possibility of mass arrest does exist,
The government has spent much time and effort in bringing people from across
the country to Miami to help the Dade County officials develop a response to
the actions of demonstrators, The plan that has been developed is one that
has been experimented with in several mass arrest situations in Washington,
D. C., in the last year.

If the police decide to make mass arrests, a warning is usually given
over a loud speaker or bullhorn. People should not take the warning lightly
if they feel there may be a warrant out for them or if they are out om bond,
et cetera. After the warning and the "grace period" is over, the police
buses will come into the area with special police squads to perform the
arrests. The police who are on the streets or surrounding the demonstration
will not leave their assigned posts unless something unusual occurs, The
police who arrive on the arrest buses will take people one by one, photo-
graph them on the scene with their "arresting Officer”, fill out a field arrest
form with basic information (name, age, sex, address, etc.), and place them
on the bus to be transported to the detention facility.

Women (up to 500) will be taken to the City of Miami jail, 1145 N'W’
11th Street, in Miami. The first 2,500 men will be taken to the Dade
County Stockade, 6950 N.W. 41st Street, Miami. The overflow will be sent
to the Youth Fair Building, 10901 S.W. 24th Street, Miami (can hold between
1,000 and 1,500 people). When the Youth Fair Building is full, any other
arrested people will be taken to military staging areas in Miami. Nobody
will be jailed in Miami Beach, everyone will be taken to Miami. The
police will use county statutes to arrest people in order to justify the use
of facilities in Miami, angd also to keep people away from the solidarity of
their comrades who will still be in the street.

The criminal court dockets for all the courts in Miami bave been cleared
for the week of the convention. The courts will operate on a 24 hour per
day basis during a mass arrest situation,

When you are taken before the judge, the following things will happen:

A. You will be advised of your rights.

B. You will be assigned an attorney if you do not have one and

cannot "afford" to hire one.
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3 A bond will be set, or in the case of Dade County residents,
personal recognizance may be granted.

D. If you do not have money for bail, you will be returned to the
detention facility until trial.

As you can see, the government has developed a basic machine to
grind out Amerikkan Justice, Whether you cooperate or not is entirely
your decision, and not the legal people's.

BAIL

It is not anticipated that the political organizations staging this
action will be able to provide bail -in a _mass arrest situation. We urge
pecple who feel that they may be arrested at sometime during their stay
in Miami to make prior arrangements for bail money. County offoicials
have informed us that in misdemeanor ca‘seL money will not be taken from
prisoners before the bail hearing is heald. This is beiug done so that, {f,
at the time of the bail hearing, you have enough money on you to post
bail, you may bail yourself out of jail. In the event that you do not have
enough money when you appear at the bail hearing, you will be returned to
jail, and your money, 2: well well as any other possessions not previously
taken from you, will be removed and held until you are released. It
iz not possible to predict what the bail for the mass arrest charges will be.
It would be good to carry between $10 and $25 with you. We discourage
people from carrying larger amounts, as this may be an temptation for
rip-offs by unscrupulous officials.

Bail forms will be available at the administrative tent on the land,
or from your regional organizer. We urge everyone to get one of these
forms, fill it out and return it to the administrative tent or your regional
organizer. The information contained will be extremely useful in com-
tacting family, friends, or others for bail money, if you are unable to
bail yourself out.

Although it is not known how long pwople will remain in jail following
their arrest, you should be prepared two spend at least 24 hours, and in un-
favorable circumstances, it would be wise to anticipate spending as long as
two or three days as a guest of the state.

Solidarity in confinement is crucial. There is strength in unit, and
a unified group of people in jJail can do mueh to turn a potentially un-
comfortable experience into a good collective experience. Stick with
your sisters and brothers,

Some of us who will be arrested will be classified as juveniles by the
State. A juvenile under Florida law is 17 years old or under, Juveniles
arrested will be "counseled” by a Dade County Juvenile Authority worker
and provisions will be made to send the person home. Brothers and Sisters
under 17 may want to consider this before being arrested.
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LEGAL OFFICE

The legal office, The Miami Convention Legal Collective, staffed
by movement lawyers and legal workers will be located at 1951 Park Avenue
Apartments 9 and 10. The telephone number is (305) 538-0305. This
office will answer questions, provide legal assistance and coordipate what-

ever bail money is available,

DRUG LAWS

Basically, possession of any type of drug without a prescription is
illegal. Possession’ of 5 grams or less or marijuana is considered a mis-
demeanor and the case will be heard im a Municipal or Metropolitan Court.

Possession of anything more than 5 grams is considered a felony, and
the case will go to Criminal Court. Sale of any drug is a felony. Drug
felonies carry 2 maximum 5 year sentence.

CLOTHING

Under Miami Beach laws, "skinny-dipping" is illegal. It is also
illegal to change ¢lothes in public, or wear bathing suits on the street.
Recently, a court action overturned local laws that made the wearing of
women's clothing by men an ellegal act.

STOP AND FRISK -

The Stop and Frist Law in Florida has been made stronger by a recent
Supreme Court ruling that the police may search a suspect on the basis of
information supplied by an informer, and is not restricted to acting only
on his own observations. This, of course, refers to the stopping and
frisking of suspects on the streets for dangerous weapons.

The law of Florida is that whenever a cop encounters a person under
circumstances which reasonably indicate that a person has committed, is
committing, or is about to commit a crime, he may temporarily detain
the person for the purpose of ascertaining the suspect's identity and cir-
cumstances surrounding her or his presence. This is the "stop™ section of

the law.

The "frisk™ section of the law is that whenever the cop authorized
to temporarily detain a person has probably cause to believe that the
person is armed with a deadly weapon.




Brothers,;

Greetings from the New York Attica

erialist, student based crganization united around
three principles
- that the 7 Poiot P

ion Front/Frovisioral Revolutionary Govern-
f South Vietnam st

¢ put forth as the only way to bring a settlesment to the war
m.

any tactical decisiorns we o

We want to talk with people about the 7 Foint Peace Pla

%

1 and about imperialism - to explai
that the war in Vi

ake, that Richard Nixon and his ad tion are not

ate attempt to keep down people whe dare to

Rights movement to stn
campuses and building an antiwar movement -

=nti-i list politics - ¥ e whenever pe

In order to do this, we believe we
the 7 Poiot Peace Plan, sttacks i s of Nizxon
ad ation as policies representing a ruling class and corporations which thrive on exploitaticn and
misery of working and poor pecple everywhere, and which supports the struggles of all people against
U, 5. imperialism.

We invite you to join us in planning this action, which will be
Tuesday evening.

We will held a meetiog to uss snore about it SUNDAY AFTERNOON in FLAMINGO PARK at
the NEW YORK REGIONAL AREA - look for us there,

e r; Vi )
.

18 " 3
PE \'-.7 '

MEANS F

SUPPORT THE 7 POINT PEACE PROGRAM !

Here is a summary of the two main points:

1. The U. 5. must set a terminal date for withdrawal from South Vietnam of all U, §. forces. The
Vietnamese gusrantee safety of withdrawal cperations. Both sides to release all captured military
personpel and civilians. s

2. The U. S. must stop all aid to the Thieuregime. The new government in Saigon will set up a broad
3-part Government of National Concord to hold and organize Geperal Flections, with continued ceasefire,

Bo reprisals, civil liberties ensured, all political prisoners freed and disolution of all concentration camps,
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On August 20-23 Yn Miami Beach, Richard N
his fellow conpliators come to town for the R

lican Convention, * Thoasands

the country will be there in eety 1o greet them
snd 10 show the Ametican pecple that a vote for Nixon
is & vote for murder, Throughout hix adminstration,
Nixon sought to project an Image that he wa pacifying
the war in Vietnam and the population at home. More
cfien than not, the American peaple have let them=
se lves be ed by these lles, New thatit is cleas
that Nixon only intended to cover up the war rather
than wind it down, and tFat there can he no peace

ne until tne war is over, we should launch a

fullsc ale effensive against Nison's reeiection.

For information, posters, or literature, contact:
The Miami Conventions Coalition
1718 Alton Road, Miami Beach. Florida 33139
Telephone: 305/672-0122

Youth International Party
1674 Meridian Avenue, Miami Beach, Flonda 33139
Telephone: 305/531-8895

ugust 20-234,)
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EXHIBIT No. 258

FLORI DA

T ——— ———— AR TIONLAND U

Mr. Robert Silv

ft%Sl‘hnt &

United St : £

Select Co 2e on Presidential
Campaign iti

Washington,

Dear Mr. Silverstein:

I certify that the attached is a copy of the ?ITU1Pd1 "“Chronolc
Log of Events" of the 1972 convention week

Republican Nationa

After Act ) t the inforr

obtained from t fficia r»Lordr of

and that they

reports.

/1{/ r/. cAO~LC

ROCKY POME

Chief of Pol

City of Miami

120 Meridian Avenue

Miami Beach, Florida 233139

RP:md
Encl.

“NOTZ Rz ‘}"L.I‘}[ I
October 24, 1973
MOTARY FUBLIC STATE OF RLOTIDA AT LAFGE
MY COM SN FEPIRES MARL 14, 1977 I
PONDED THRY GEINIZAL INSUTANCE UNCEEWRITERS
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Saturday, 19 August, 1972
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taking @ short cut
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the first of the
1'-05'!1.10!’!. They were platoons 19 var

Juditorivm.. At 11 A. M., the other Fi U'Irr.n,‘

were in their staging areas: Platoons 21, 22 and 23 at St.
3700 Feridian Avenue; and platoons 24,25 and 26 in the Vete
Club, House, 650.West Avenue.

sornel were still

ion Conplex
locked.

At"19:56 A. M., the Mobile Comm Post re ed that it wa
in front of the Convention Hall

At 10:55 A. M., Public Saf r 1z s 2, 3,
staging area inside_the ! ditoriug

platoon #1 reported that it 5 staging vithin
platoons 10 and 11 were sta 1 F

scheduled to work a 12-hour S

a )2-hour night shift. However, both pla

At 11 A. M., persannel of ¢
-at their positions on the Conventi Complex gates by I
returred to their quarters.

the auditor
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were gis:
and after
waiting
Flaminc

Between 6:0(
non-delegat
4441 Collin
teking place
were aswked b
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L
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they were to assist
prisoner vans were
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continu
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ithe pris
Avenue wa

By 8:40 P. M.
25 and 20 S
oresent ¢
the Convent
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By 9:0a P. r*.,, 5 P W i he k and all F.H.P. pla
returnad to & . taging 235 he atoons secured from th:
positions at 9 15

At 9:20 P. M., 15 of the arrived at th

reading “Flush Integration’ ¢ were in unif

cwastikas, They [Mc.uﬂy onstrated there 1nt1'l 10:40 F
marching south to 41 Street and Pine Tree Drive where Lhey r,.,d
cars. F

A group of appr 2

merbers of various gay groups who marched with 1lig

stration Area and stated that they planned to ‘_..._y un

small groups walked near the Convention Complex, but .‘fLLr a short
toward Flamingo Park.

At 10:45 P. M., G and Fresh Water Fish Coi el arrived and rel
the Miami Beach S Of n the gates. All Florida Hig trol iblic Sa
Depart=ent and M i Police Department platoon 2 Secl At
10:50 2. M., P.5.D. platcon 11 secured frof » Fontainebleau Hotel, due back
at 9 A. K. to relieve platoon 10.

Officers from the P.5.D. Bom ad arrived at 11:13 P. M. to conduct a cor
sweep of the Convention Hall which they completed at 12:55 A. M. HNothing
suspicious was located.
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It began to sprinkle at 7:15 P, M.; and. by 7:30 P, M., it ues
raining. The Cuban denonstration ceme fo an end and the lcaders
led the marchers back the way they had come. At 7:37 P. M., a
group of 500 - 600 feft the Flamingo Park czmpsite and headed for
the South Demonstration Arca to join the group alreacy there

for a mammoth George Jackson Memorial Rally. As the last of the
Cuban members reached 17 Streset and Washington Avenue on Their
way back to Burdine's parking let, the large group from the
Flamingo Park campsite approached the same Intersection. A group
of men wlth orange "Ombudsmen" armbands formed a line across tha
east side of Washlington Avenue at 17 Street and held ‘back the lasi
portion of the Cuban marchers in order to aveld a conflict b
twecon the fwo groups, The marchers from the park crossed 17

and entered the South Demonstration Area. The Cubans then proce
on |7 Street and dlsbanded at Meridlian Avenue.

At 7:52 P. M., there were a2n estimated 2500 people in front of
the Convention Complex for the planned rally. Because of rumors
that the S.D.5. wers golng to try to incite the crowd to storm
the fence, numerous precautions were takan by police inside the
Complex. All gates were locked except Gates 2X, 6X, 9%, 11X and
12X, Pepper foggers were brought to the Mobile Con

Jackia Gleason Drive and lssued to Mlaml Beach plaic

there, Mlami platoons 12, 13, 14 and |18 were along

perimeter, and Miami platoons 15, 16 and |7 were call=d

Complex from thelir Miam] staging area. P.5.D. plaiocns
'S5 were positioned from Gate 11X to the Garden Center,

B and 9 were along the south perlmater and platoons 6

on buses In front of the auditorium. F.H.P. platcons 19

26 were placed on stand by, and Ga ond Fresh Water Fish

were called to the Complex from their off-duty hotel quarter

and positloned along the west side of the complex, Prisoner
control was alerted, MHlami platoons 15, 16 and I7 arrived
Complex at 8:30 P. M, and were positloned along the east perime

At B:32 P, M., the evening session of the Republican National
Convention commenced., There were several incidents of delegates
being harassed verbally as they entered the Complex, but most
entered unmolested, ?

Numerous speakers addressed the non-dalegates. Some of the more
noteworthy were attorney William Kunsler, Black Panther Bobby
Seale, actress Jane Fonda, George Jackson's former attorney John
Thorne, attorney Luke McKissleck who represents an Iimprisoned
G.1., and a member of the |.R.A., Sean Keane, :

At 9:25 P, M., there were only about BOO people remaining in
front of t+he Complex. lost of the drowd was drifting slowly
back toward Flezmingo Park. At 11:05 F, M,, the rally endad &no
the crowd was askod by somcone on the stage to clean up their
litter. lMost of the non-delegates di¢ pick up the trash in the
arca and then threw it over the fence at the officers. 5

eggs were also thrown at offlcers near fhe South Demoniiyt
Area, - - 3
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At 10:02 A. M., a group of about

Flamingo Park. T ¥y marched e Street to
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ueséay, 22 August, 1572 (contlr

At 11:05 A, M,, 905 requested F.H.P, platoons 21, 22 snd 23

report to the Fontainebleau Hotel, anc F,H.P, platcors 24, 25 znd

26 positloned the Ives at 44 Sir¢ and Collins Avesue. Al

F1z13 A, M., 905 asked the F.H.P. troupers to wove thz demonstraiors
back from the froat of the hotel. F.H.P. tr rs meved them

south about half a block, opening up 3 north driveway of the

hotel and one northbound lane on Collins Avenue. The demonstreiors
regrouped at their new location, : after a short meeting,
started moving south on Collins Ave reportedly bound for

the Saxony Hotel at 3201 Collins A 2, headquarters hotel for
delegates from Puverto Rico, South Carolina and West Virginia,

At 11:08 A. M., Miami Beach platoon #l| reported in service at
their staging area, and 11:30 A, M., Mi Platoons 12, 13 and

4 reported on Conmplex. Platoun I8 was sti pnroute and reported
a few mlpnutes | ar. There was no non-daleqg fvity evident
around the Coavenilon Complex other than ts carrying
signs at Gatae |2X.

After the non-delegates withdrew n 1 arca of

bleau, 905 requested that the F.H ind movg from

to the Municipal Parking Lot at Sire to await

developments. -

At 11:31 A. M., a3 group'of demonstrator
Hotel, 6701 Collins Ave dquar
Delegatlon. They mille

antl=-war slo blocki

to leave., M )ars Mizmi

contlngent wa to assist

The 5.D.S. demonsirators arrived at the

and gathered In front on the Collins Avenue
delegates walked around the ocutside of the hotel
another way In,and a rumor clirculated through the
there was an opening on the south side. 905 requ
several F.H.P, troopers ba positioned inside 1%
keep the demonstrators out,

decided they were not getting

again, back to the park. At

units and the prisoner vans that they could return
staging arecas. .

The 5.D.S. marchers had ice-picked tires on several
thelr trip south from the Fontainebleau Hotel. They
windows in a bank at 2397 Collins Avenue and whe

22 Streat and Collins Avenue, a faw of them

decoratiy pool in front of the public J

south, the demonstrators zmashed sevara at 2004 Colllins
Avenue anc br the flagpoie in front 55 Collins Avenue
while stealing the fla At 1:04 P, M., 905 requestes F.H.P.
platoons 21 rough 26 respond to 16 Street and Collins Avapua
¢nd make sppropriate arrestis, Four prisoner vans wulgfzwx:\




ey e

requestod at i location. Shortly éiter thece reguLusis were
the domons s dlscontinued vandalizing and marchedd traight
btack to Flamingo Park. At 1:08 P. M., 905 cancelled rhe equests
for F.H,P. troopers and prisoner vans,

mace,

At 12:45 P, M., asout 175 Zippies left Flamingo Park &#nd marched
north on Merjdian Avenue. P.5.D. plaicon 2 was deplcyed aleng

the perimeter between Gates 9X and 10X and platoon 5 was moved
onto its bus. The Zippies marched down the center of rridian
Avenue, blocking all traffic lanes. When they reached the Lincoln
Road #all, they turned east and marched over 1o Washington

Avenue. Turning north on Washington Avenue, the group continued
until they were in front of the Convention Complex. Miami blatouon
12 had been deployed along the east perimeter adjacent to the
North Demonstration Area, and P.S.D. platoons 2 and 5 were returnad
to their staglng area since there was no activity alonqg 17 Street
at this time.

Meanwhile, demonstrators had been drifting back to the FonTain-
ebleauv Hotel. . At 1:10 P. M., there were over 100 in front of

the hotel who were beglinning to interfere with Collins Avenue
traffic and vehicles entering and exiting the hotel. At 1:12

P. M., 905 requested that 3 prisoner vans be dispatchad the.fron-
of the Fontainebleau, and a minute later requesied that F.H.P.
platoons 21 through 26 respond to the hotel and move *he ('
demonstrators back as they had done earllier. The crcwd was moved
without difficiulty and no arrests were made, The F.H.P, platoons
remalned In the area of the hotel and did not return %o their
staging areas,

The afternoon convention session begar at |:13 P. M.

The 175 Zipples were all in the North D nstration Area’at
1220 P. M. When they arrived in the are sbout half ithe group
had gone Into the Demonstration Area and the other half had
continued north to 20 Street where they blocked Traffic., Affer

a short time, they moved back to join the first half of the group.

At 1:28 P. M., the entire group moved over to 20 Street and
completely blocked Gate 2X. They sgain blocked trafiic on
Washington Avenue and several Zippies were seen vomiting on hoods
of cars they had forced to slow down., They jumped on top of
cars parked along Washington Avenue and rocked them back and
forth. One female demonstrator removed her blouse and paraded
around topless, her body painted several different colors.

Miami platoon |4 was posted along the perimeter from Gate IX to
Gate 3X, and platoon |8 was.put on its bus and sent to Cate 2X
to stand-by. At 1:30 P. M., 905 requested that platonns 19 and
20 be sent to the Fontalnebloau to relieve F.H.P. platoons 24,

25 and 26 at +theilr positions. F.H.P. platoons 24, E&ﬂang 26 were




*o core to 23 Streel &nd Dade Doulevard to meet wiih 905,
prisoner vans wco ~equested at 3 Street and Defe Boulevard,

At 1535 P ¥, Z i demor rators hed left 20 St - and

r
k g

Washington Avenuo a v & in the North Demcnstra Ares
whera they were climbing the light poles, pulling off
red, white and blue buntirg and setti ; 4 = Bl i At =57 P

a line of F,H.,P. squad cars pulled de the

The troocpers exitec ihelr cars formed a solid |line around

the denc s, seall of he 2 closed in
around the.demonstrators unt ¥ in a compact group surrounded
by a8 3-deep layer of trooper The p oner vans were moved up

along sjide the squad cars, ab 2 tr :rs were formed into arrest
teams, and arrest procedures were The demonsirators

d1d not resist and In an hour and five minutes, the entire group

of 212 demonsirators had been processed and loaded aboard 6 prisoner

cecorative

1
vans.,

At 1:25 P. M,, about 500 V.V.A.W. had leit Flamingo Park bound for
the Fontainebleau Hotel, and arrests were still being made in front
of the Complex when they came marching up 17 Street and turned onto
Washingion Avenue. P.5.0. Ipi.‘;'ir,\t:r!s 3 and were moved cut onto
Washington Avenue just north of 19 Street be se it was not known
what reaction the V.V.A.W. marchers might have when they saw the
arrasts being made. The V.V.A. W, group remained orderly and marched
cast on 19 Street to Collins Avenue and continued toward the
Fontainebleau Hotel. At 2:08 P, M., P.5.D. platoons 3 and 4 returrnsd
to their staglng area,

The demcnstrators who had beén ~om in front
Hotel at 1:13 P. M. by F.H.P. troopars continue
movament, Encountering a bear § 44 Straeft, Y
it and helped the Ives to n 1 i ¥
air out of the tires of some cars | i same viclnity.
and Colllns Avenue, they met f group enroute
Fontainesbleau and Jjoined with

At 2:55 P. M., the V.V.A,W. group reached the Fontaineblesu Hotel
and were met by about 100 dsmonstrators waiting for them. Estimaied
at 'slightly over 800 peopls, part of the group blocked off the
hotel's main entrance drilveway and the rest sat down in the street.
A source within the group stated they planned on being arrested

here and that is why they avoided a confrontation with police In
front of the Convention Complex. 905 ordered Collins Avenue fraffic
be detoured at 41 Street and 63 Street; and requested 5 prisoner
vans to the Fontalnebleau Hotel.

At 3:21'Ps M., advlsed that the main driveway to the notel had
been cleared, F trooners were posted at the driveways and alcng
the ifront of + 2 on.the sidewalk, but the daomonsirarors>yera
S

orderly.
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stee08Y, 22 Augusy, 191. inoniieued)

At 4 P, M., a group of aboutf 40 blacks arrived at the Fontaine-
blniu Hotel carrying pro-Nixon and anti-McCovern sign:. They
as-embled about 50 yards north of the VY.V.A.W. sit-in, passed
out literature and listened to speeches. The V.V.A.W, group
ignored them for. the most part.

Canditions were relatlively quiet arourd the Complex., Thirty
Saminole Indians arrivad at Gate 11X at 2:15 P. M. Carrying
siyns and marching to the beat of a drum, they made tSeir way to
Wa~hington Avenue and assemblad !n +he North Demonstration Ares.
They remained there for approximately an hour and a_half and
then returned to Gate |IX and their waiting vehicles.

At 4:30 P, M., about half of the V.V.A.W. group sitting on
Calllns Avenue in front of the Fontainebleau Hotel got up and
started walking back to Flamingo Park. A few minutes later, 3
V.V.A.W. members in wheelchalrs were sssisted into the hotel lobby
by police, A report of a bomb ‘in the lobby men's restrcom had
beven recelved at 4:30 P, M. and most of the lohby was cordoned
ofi, but the veterans delivered a lefter to.a man who promised
to delivar it to the President In person, The veterans thsn
Ileft the hotel and rejoined the group out front, At ihis *ince,
90 announced to the group that they had 3 minutes to leave

th=> area or they would be arrested for disorderly conduct. The
arcup arose and started back toward Flamingo Park. The bomb
thicat in the Fontalnebleau men's restroomyas a false alarm.

A vylinder was found taped to a door, but examination revealed

it was not a bomb,

At 1:47 P. M., 905.advised the prisoner vans to return fo their
; + 5

staglng area. F.H.P. platoons |9 through 23 were alsa re.urn?d

t~ their staging areas and Collins Aveaue was opened 10 traffic.

At %5:45 P, M., an estimated 1500 to 2000 domonatra%of; left p:
f1amingo Park headad for the Convention Complex. T?.n large grouj
wus composed of smaller groups representing the various
orgyanizatlons In the compsite; but all were marching ?Lget?er'

ic symbollize +their united desire to end the War. The evening )
cemonsiration had been-entitled "Sireet without Joy." Many of i
nén-delngates wore costumes and had their faces painied fo
resemble death masks; and their parade contained several floats
an? was led by a llve elephant pulling a coffin. When the

araup reached 16 Sireot and Meridian Avenuc: they msr and were
joined by the V.V.A.W, demonstrators returning from The
IF'mntainebleau Hotel,

At 5:57 P, M., P.5.D, platoons 3 and 4 were loaded on thelr buses
and positloned by Gate 11X; 2nd Miami platoons 12, 13 and 14
wera posltioned along the east perimeter. At 6:04 P H.: P.5.0,
platoon 2 was posifloned between Gates 9X and 10X; ?-4 at 6:'0(
platoon i8 was in stand-ty position behiac fhe east
forcas. P.S.0. platoon 5 wss ordered Yo assenble,af

bus. at 6:17 P. M.
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{lcontinued)

At 7:13 P, M., 905 requested that Game and Fresh Water Fish per-
sonnel be alerted at thelr hotel and asked to come to *he Complex,
At 7:16 P. M., 905 requosted that F.H.”, platoons 21, 22 and 23
come from the 46 Strcet Municipal Parking Lot to the :.zrking

lot of Miami Beach High School. F.H.P. platoons 19 a:d 20 were
sent to assist P.5.D. platoons on Gates |1X and 12X a5 demon-
strators blocked vehicular traffic from entering the gates by
laying down in the street. a1

At 7:38 P, ‘M., the tri-agency communications tie-in failed and
P.5.D,, Mlami and Miaml Beach switched to their alternate channcls,

At 7:39 P, M., demonstrators had all gates blocked excep?t for
11X, and demonstrators were beginning to lay down in front

of that gate again. The evening session of the convention was
scheduled 1o begin at 8:30 P. M., &nd delegates were starting
to arrive. At 7:43 P, M., 905 requested F.H.P. platoons 21,

22 and 23 report to Dade Boulevard and Meridian Avenue and sweep
Meridian Avenue clear of demonstrators to |17 Street. They were
told It had to be completed In 12 minutes., Three prisoner vans
wera sent to Dade Boulevard and Merlidian Avenue to back up the
F.H.P. sweep. F.H.P. platoons 24, 25 and 26 were placed on
alert In their staging area. Traffic escorts for delegates buses
.were advised to bring them through Gate 11X, which would be open
by the time the buses arrived.

When F.H.P. troopers began their sweep of Meridian Avenue, one
of the demonstrators threw a tear gas grenade at them, but the
I Meridizn

troopers continued their sweep without responding unti
Avenue was clearced up to 17 Street. Gates |I1X and X
opened to delegata traffic and F.H.P. troopers ran

o keep the gates opened.

The demonstrators who were cleared from Meridlan Avenue joined
the demonstrators on 17 Street and assisted in the harassment of
delegates attempting +o enter the Complex through Gate 9X. At

8 P. M. a large number of non-delegates on Washington Avenue began
Yo move south toward 17 Street and gather in the intersection.
Miami platoons 15, 16 and |17 had just arrived at the Complex
after belng called from thelr staging area in Miami. They were
asked by 905 to go out throogh Gates 8X and9X and clear the
non-delegates from those arecas. Game and Fresh Water Fish per-
sonnel had arrived at the Complex and were assigned to tha area
of Gate |0X to do the szme. The demonstrators were rmoved away
from the gates, but they went into the street and began har-
assing vehicular traffic by breaking windows and letting air

out of tires. Some Miaomi ofiicers ware sent %o assist, but at
B:08 P. M., 9205 requestea thatv F.H.P. plaiocons 24, 2L and 26
come 1o |7 Street and Meridian Avenue and pusih. the dtf};5i99’0'5
east onto Washington Avenue, ;
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The third and flnal day of the Republicezn HNational Conve=ntion and +h.
day the non-delegates had chosen to cloca down the Convantion Hall,

Al datalleo senario had bezen published In their "Revised *hanual for
the Republican Convention" and distributed throughout the Flamingo
Park campsite. In it thay (Drlu‘ for demonstrators iill key
intersections around and north of the Convention Com

vent the arrival of delegates In +ime for President

acceptance speech, The object was to dramatize the

their movement by forcing the President to either dela

9 P, M, start of his nationally teievised speech, or deliver

an armed camp surrounded by Natiopal Guard and military, or deliver
it to a Comvention Hall devoid of delegates. The senario outlined
7 dumonstratlion areas: 3 at the Convention Complex, and 4 in be-
twnen the delegates hotels and the Convention Hall. I+ also sug-
qented delaylng fechniques to be used by the demonsirators dgainst
tha delegates and the police. - ;

Avarn for several weeks that the non-deleg 1‘I.s were going

tey close down the Convention with such 13ct1c,, plans had

and partlally implemented prior to the Convention 1o deal

thart possibility. Rather than attempting to keep all gates

at all +times, planners concentrated on maintaining two gates:
11X at 18 Street and Meridian Avenue and 12X at 19 Street and
Meridian Awenue, To avoid physical confrontations at these points,
it was decided to extend the existing perimater to include all of
Meridian Avenue from |7 Street to Dade Boulevard. Forty-five
derslict buses had been rented prior to the Convention from as
away as Palm Beach, Florida, and stored on the north end of The
Complex. Early *his morning 33 of those buses had been tcowed
position, bumper o bum ong the de of Meridian A

from |7 Street to - Dade Boulevard. 2 more buses would

to close off Maridian Avenue at |7 reet, forming a solid barricac<
arcound Gates 11X and 12X, To prevent ron— jelegates from going
north of the Complex to interfere with de legates, buses were used
block northbound traffic at Dade Boulevard and Alton Road, Dade
Boulevard and Washington Avenue, and Dade Boulevard and 23 Sireef,
leaving Collins Avenue unobstructed. Threa platoons of Florida
Highway Patrol Troopers were assigned to keep traffic arteries
open between Dade Boulevard and 41 Street, especially along Pine
Tree Drive and Prairie Avenue., Two other F.H.P. platoons were
assigned to Collins Avenue north of 41 Street to make sure
demonsirators could not delay the delegates by blocking hotel
entrances and exits. The'3 remaining platoons of F.H.P. troopers
were staged in the parking lot of the Miami Beach High School at
Dade Boulevard and Prairie Avenue where they would be readily
available.

In addition, the followlng adjusiments In perso
were made to compensate for the axpectad change
~* the demonstrations.. Twelve 4-man Miaml units




the sreca designated in +h d rgate arfio as sector
prevent itrashing ano tecp southbo d / Road open for
delecates trying 4 the Conventio n from ti
direction. Fifty D= sounty Public Saf I

in marked cars and .D. moiormen wecre

Limcoln Road Mall to prevent vandalism by demonstrat

ané from Flamingo P The Florida and Fres

persannel will be czlled in at 2 P. . 8nd devi

squads of about 2 :n each., One squad will be

bu= barricades of ihree locations: Dade

Allon Rcad, ‘Dade Boulevard and Washington Avenue, and
Boulavard and 2 Stre 3 G and Fresh V% er Fish personnel
secured the 3 2strian bridged into the arca.

.Respunsibllity for perimeter integrity was also changed somewhat,
Mlami P.D. was assigned 1o the fence from Gate I1X up to, but not
includling, Gate SX, S.D. will take om Ga 9X to where the
fence reache “idian Avenue, and Miami P,D. will pick up the
lemngth of Meridian Avenue, behlnd the bus barricade, to Collins
Canai. Miami B h P.D. retained responsibility for the north
perimeter along Collins Canal.

Such was the police strategy for the last day of the Convention
with continued emphasis on arbitration and flexability.

At 6:45 A, 3 wreckern began to move the derelict buses into
place 2long o wesl curb of Meridian Avanue. All 33 buses were
position at 8: . M., and it was not long before news of this
deployment made ts way tTo the Flan jo Park campsite, causing
greal confusion and s The non-del stes previous
were now thwarted and ew meetings would

siratedy. An |l A, 255 Me [ was

and Attica Brigade represente sug

made in secret cause of .possible pol infiltrators.

i
Demonsirstions had been unofficially schoeduted for the front of

Kew York Governor Rockefeller's headquarters hotel, the Desuville,
6701 Collins Avenue, Miami Beach. Consequently, at 10:30 A. M.,
Florida Highway rol platoon 23 was pre-positioned within tThe
*hotel. However, the demonstration failed to materialize as plannad
and at 12:15 P. M, the troopers returned to their staging aresa
within the Complex.

Florida Highway Patrol platoons 19, 20, 2|, 22, 24, 25 and 26
were all within the Complex and ready by 10:40 A, M., and 5 minutcs
later Dade County P.S5.D. platoons 2, 3, 4 and 5 reported ready

for duty. 1 | Beach P.D. personnel ieved Florida Game and

Fresh Water Fi personnel at the perimeter g and »t 11:09
A. M., Hizml 8o3ch platoon #1 reported they were resdy. #iami P.D.
platoons 12, 13 14 and I8 arrived on the Complex at 1l:c5A M.
after rendezvousing In Miami,




A meeting |
Post office for ra
The aiorementioned
suggested by 1}

He swuggested that e

Avenue be shing io just

and additi bae used to block off 20

Washington Court at shington Avenue. Thi would e \\

perimeter force in that arca 1o

Avanue op ard to Gate 2X, providing cate
for the de 2 ditional es were obtaine and

this sugge corporated into t overall plan. I was
decided that all men and buses should be in pesition at 2 P, M, )
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Florida Game and Fresh Water Flsh personnel were roused at
hotel and called back to the Ccmplex aiter only 3 hours = ‘_‘K.
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By 2:15 P. M., F.H.P, {roopers were in position. Platouns 19 and
20 had the assignment of keeping the hotel entrances clzar, while
platoons 21, 22 and 23 undertook to keep ocpen the routes i
hotel row to the Convention Complex, Platoons 24, 25

were held in reserve at the Miami Beech High School parking lot

At 2:30 P.-M., 3 derelict buses were towed into position across
Washington Avenue at 20 Street and northbound traffic was detoured
at 17 Street, leaving from |7 to 20 Strcets. clear of trafiic for
the ncn-delegates,

At 2:51 P. M., one of the scouts reported that about 100 non-
delegates had siraggled out of Flamingo Park in groups of two's
and three's, some wearlng back-packs. The other scouts were asked
to waitch for any build-up of non-delegates around intersections.
Up to this time, the only officers on the perimeter were the
Miami Beach officers assigned to each gate, but becat

I
S

delegates were beginning fto stir, Miami and P.S5.D. e

3
small number of men out to the fence as a precaution,

Flami P.D. platoons were assigned as follows: #18, from Dade
Boulevard to Gate 2X in the street behind the buses; #£14, inzid
the perimeter fence, from Gate 2X to Gate 3X; # 13, from Gate 3

X
to Gate 5X; and platoon |2 from Gate 5X up to Gate 9X. Platoon '6
w2s on Merldian Avenue behind the bus barricade, platoan 15 was
zssigned to fluld patrol In seciion 4, and platoon 17 was used as

reserve for platoons 12, 13 and 14. At 3 P. M., P.S.D
and 5 were reporied In position aleng the perimeter
and Meridian Avenue. P.5.D. platoons 2 and 3 had assu
along the Lincoln Road Mall, platoon 2, cast of M
and platoon 3 west of Meridian enue, , and 27
remained in posltion along the Mall up 1o the conmznd
ficer of each agency with perimeter responsibiliiy 1o delermine
many of his men were deployed along the fence at any cne tinme.
The previously listed plafoon responsibilltles were for initial
deployment. ) A

platoons 4
en Gata

~idar Avenue

At 3:32 P. M., non-delegates were seen checking the buses along
Meridian Avenue, and officers at Dade and Alton reported seeing a
sizeable group of non-delegates in thelr area. About noon, a scec
had seen V.V.A.W. members bringing 6 bundles of burlap bags inio
park, and now several people wera ssen leaving the park with thess
bags apparently full of sand. Reports were also received that
some of ihe non-delegates had bolt cutters, apd offlcers on the
Cenmplex parimeter wore alerted. Saveral scouts reported scelng
non-delegates with a2 red panel wagon moving around bet n the

and the Ccmplex, distributing nightsticks to othar non ggates.

A

xd positicas
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O+her demonstrators were secn walking toward the Complex carrying
gas masks and wearing protective helmats,

Non-delegates were continuing to straggie out of Flamirio Park

in small groups. A numbter of these groups were walkinz around
on the Lincoln Road Mall while othear greups were circliag the Comy!
_some of their members .aunt:ng 2nd cursing at officers on the

gates, There had also been a steady flow of non-delegites into
the North Demonstration Area, where some of them were :een
checking the tires on the buses blocking Washington Avenue.

At 4:18 P, "H,, a group of 50 left Flamingo Park togeiher 2nd hoaded
north toward the Complex. One scout walked through the park and
aestimated that there were only between 700 and 1000 non-delegates
lett In the campsite at this time.

Word was received at 4:30 P. M. that about 150 members of the ¥.V.&
were not golng to participate in tenight's demonstrations, but
were going to leave for Gainesville at 5:30 P, M, in orcer to
support their indicted leaders who would be standing trial there.

Several small groups of non-delegates had gathered at 17 Street
and Meridian Avenue until now there werc about 50 people there.
At 4:34 P, M, the group started moving north on Meridian Avenue,

behind the buses, toward Dade Boulevard. One of the group iried
to locosen the cap on the fire hydrant at |18 Street and Meridian
Avenue. The group moved down 18 Street to Jefferson Avenve and
then north on Jefferson Avenue to the canal. - Several of the group
entered the water and attempted to swim along the canal
fence of the Complex, but they were seen by officers as
the bridge at Dade Boulevard and Meridian Avenue and were d
from the area.

Hore non-delegates had gathered at 17 Street and Meridian Avenus,
one appeared to be iripping out and was causing a disturbance,
while several others were using paper soaked in gasoline in an
attempt to set fire to the buses blocking the avenue until
dispersed by officers. A fire unit responded, but damage was
negligible.

*Group leaders apparently still had not been able to formulate
satisfactory new plans, Meetlngs had been going on all day and
were still in progress at 4:42 P. M. Small groups carrying nap-

sacks and wearing protective clothing continued to leave the park
and drift toward the Convention Complex. Up to this time ihe noa-
delegates had, for the most part, limited themselves to verbal
abuse of the officers stationed on the Complex perimeter, but af
4:43 P, M. the tempo changed and incidents bcran to occur which
required rapid police response., Many_of these incidents were
hand1ed by a nof previously mantioned contingent of i .Beach
officers zaslgnod to off-slte_crowd conirol, and by officers on
‘routine city pairol and not assigned 1o COﬂVJnllon-rclc-PW\der ils.

21-206 O - 74 - pt, 12 --- 23
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Several non-delegates had made their way %o the roof of the hotel

a1 1975 Washington Avenue and were throwing things off into the
street below., At 4:45 P, M,, a hipple type individual wearing a
V.V.A.W, shirt assaulted severzl people on |7 Street ard ran norvh
on Jefferson Avenue. Non-delecate pedesirian traffic kad increased
in the creca of 23 Street and Coli:ns Avenue and some of them were
throwing rocks and trash between 23 and 24 Streets. Several rnon-
dclegates put a barracacde out on 23 Struet at Park Averuve, and 6 or
2 others nushed and pulled park hanches intg 'tha street at 22 Sirecet
and Collins Avenue. Another group attempted to get around the bus
blmcrade at Dade Boulevard and Alton Road by swimming across
Coullins Canal, but they were seen and dispersed from The water and
area, At 23 Street and Collins Avenue, non-delegates approached
cars stopped for the traffic light and let the air out of tires,

At 4:52 P. M., a group that had been standing by Gate 2X moved over
to Dade Boulevard and began to harass motorists. - A large group of
300 to 400 left Flamingo Park and headed ard the Complex at

this Time. A group on 21 Street east of Washington Avenue tried

ta nverturn an autormobile, but failed, They then turned over a
l.:cge "dumpster™ garbage container in the middle of the street.
Asnother group was seen letting air out of automeobile tires at 22
Street and Park Avenue. At 4:54 P. M. a second'group of from 250

tn 300 people leit the park and marched east on |4 Street, To
discourage non-delegates from their continual attempts 1o get north, .-
of Dade Boulevard, +he Miami Beach Tactical Commander requested (
+that half of the F.H.P. troopers staged at Miami Beach High School
be put on foot patrol along Dade Boulevard from Alton Road o Z3
Street., The other half of this F.H.P. task force was ployed into
the area around 20 Street and Park Avenue to assist Miami Beach
routine patrol officers with the rash of problems baing caused oYy
the non-dolegates, s

Various groups of-them were-using news stands, benches, garbage

cans, atc,, Iofobs?rucf traffic,on Collins Avenue from 16 Street norf
1o about 24 Street, and int&lligence reports-indicated they intended
to go as far north as the Doral Beach Hotel at 48 Streev.

had infiltrated over to Pine Tree Drive where disturbances were
‘reported until F.H.P. was dispatched to alleviate them. D
Wwere advised .to traverse the Prairie Avenue route south fr
their hotels to the Complex.

At 5:03 P, M., 3 more large groups came out of the campsite. They
Stretched from Lincoln Road and Washington Avenue almosi back to
The park,which was now empty. .

Al though buses were used to block certain streets around the Complax
ordinary wooden barracades were used to block other streets such as
those side streats leading into the North Demonstratior. Area.

At 5:05 P. M., it was found that some non-delegates hav removed the
barricades at |19 Street and Washington Avenue and were airecting (.
unsuspacTing motorists onto Washington Avenue where the cars would
be surrounded and beat upon by other non-delegates. Groups continucd
+2 Nzrass tha officers assigned to the Complex fence,mustly with
varbal abuse but several empty coke cans wene thrown a;ﬁjﬁ?vcral

S
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were seen picking up rocks at |7 Sireet and Meridian Avinue,

Other groups kept wp their disruptive tactics along Col!ins Avenue
primarily from 16 1o 23 Streets. Vandalizing cars and *hrowing
objects into the strcet, they dispersed when a police cinr appecared
only to reappear as soon as the car wa znt elsewhere.

At 5:07 P, M., a P.5.D, motorcycle was pushed over 20 Street
near FPark Avenuas oand two motormen «“ere reported to be surrounded
by “emonstrators. A squad from Miami platoon I8 responded and
assisted the officers. One motorman had been injured and was
transported to the hospital for Treaiment.

A1 21 Street and Collins Avenue, a Metro bus was given a flat and
had $o be assisted through traffic. A group of non-delegates made
ih=2ir way to the foot bridge at 24 Street and Collins Avenue leading
over to Pine Tree Drive, only to find it had been guarded by ( e
and Fresh Water Fish perscnnel, as were all three 'foot bridges

in the area. .

As lhe non-delegates continued their tactics along James, Park and
Collins Avenues from 19 to 23 Streets, a prisoner van was sent to
that area to be at the disposal of the F.H.P. personnel patroling
there, A

At 5:15 P, M., a large number of non-delegates were reported on the

second deck of the Municipal Parking Lot opposite the Complex on

17 Street. ' They were reportedly bothering the police scouis stationed

there, and throwing things at the officers on the Complex,
F.5.0. platoon 27 was dispatched tc the parking lot znd fthey
the area clear of demonstrators. Demgnsirators continuad
r disruptive tactics along Collins Av ] At 5:200.P. My, toa
-P. troopers on patrol along Boul rd were put back in
their cars and sent to a t the other half that Task Force
in clearing up Collins Avenue. The one prisoner van sent earlier
was now full and 2 additional vans were sent to the area. Several
priscner vans were also sent to Pine Tree Drive around 28 Street
where F.H.P. platoons 21, 22 and 23 had rounded up a number of +he
fon-celegates who had been blocking traffic and harassing motorists
along Pine Tree Drive.

The Hational Guard had been monitoring the police tactical frequency
and because of the large number of trashing incidents and the

wide area over which they were occurring, at 5:21 . M. they placed
Infantry Unit 2/124 op "red"alert and their 1/116 and 2/116
Artillery units on "Yellow" alert. ("Red" alert indicating a 15 .
minute response time and "Yellow" alert indicating a 30 minute -~ -
response time). > = C;,fo

e N —
At 5:24 P. M., the deuonstrators erected their ‘own _blocvage’

Across Washington Avenue just south of 20 Street. The “éveral

~ hundred who had been gathered in the North Demonstratior Arew

moved out onto the Avenue and lined up ihe burlap bags 'ull of sand
until They exivended from curb 1o curb, The non-delegates thun
took up positions on +the south side of thejr barricacs, +any us2




throwing things at the police behind the fence.
9 3 P

At T:26 P. M., 40 or 50 demonsiratiors entered the canal at Mi
igar Avenue and eftempied 1o make their way up to the narth

i s+ fence, but they were discouraged 5y a couple of all
Ybz-~bali" teargas arenades, At 5:28 P. M., 2 nore

woere sent to 20 Street and Park Avenue 2t The requ

freopers in that arca. An es ted 300 to 500 d

han “wnvaed out of this arca and were goinj north on Col

to 2%a Fontalinebleau Hotel, vancalizing <ars as they w

heli wpter wos asked fo go to 26 Street and Collins

repi' b on the movements of this group as it had .Jp,.;.--n1 ¥
splii up, some going up Indlan Creek Drive and some going up Collin:
Bvcnin. F.H.P, platoons |9 and 20 were sent to 36 and ”ollius
"owu-# these groups south, When the F.H.P. units arrived th
grens of demonstrators on Indian Creek Drive ran over fto Fcllung
Averue to join the larger group. Usi gas and making arrssts
thev zould, the F.h.P. troopers pushed The demonstrators
tow..1d 23 and Collins. At 30 Straet and Collins Ave

of =»cmonstrators broke up and many ran toward the beac

hotois to fry to evade the troopers, but a number were

and .4 van was dispatched to pick up the prisoners. At

%3 mra prisoner vans were sent 2s arrests continued.

wot, sent at 6:02 P. M., making six in ail,

Al %:%9 P. M., a large group tried to crash Gate 6X. Gas w2

' + squad from Miami plateoon 12 was sent as relnforcement.
del ;ites, again on the second deck of the Municlipal Parking
bowm'-srded the officers with stones and other objects. Paaa i
pl- "an 27 cléared the lot of demonstrators for the sacond fis
A ot 5:51 P, M, the gate was recpened,

Finding themselves unabl to go nortih te ithe hotel area,

demunstrators continued to set up road blocks 2nd vandalize
araund 20 and 21 Streets and Park Avenue. Using ice picks and
kni-ns, they punchtured and slashed tired on numerous cars. A
delsaate bus was stopped and its tires were flattened. Several
demonstrators |ifted the door to the engine compartment and tried
to -eot fire to the engine after dulling out some of the wiring.

Of tivers who attempted to ald th: delegates were pelied with rocks
and were pompelled to use mace +! disperse the demonstrators.

One pollce motorcycle was temporilly disabled when a demonsiraior
di~connected its spark plug wirgs, and a 6-year old child requirad
medical attention after being 5IrUCk by one of the rocks. :

Densnstrators continued to hara:s delegates irying Vo
complex, shouting obsenitles at(them, throwing rock
soaked in red dye, and physically restraining them,

2 =quads of officers ware sent clhiside Gete 4X to ass
through the non-delegates. .

At 5:52 P. M., 6 non-delegates yere arrested at 2142 }
after be|ng cought running fhrcfigh “he arca throwing 7~




Other demonstrators at Dade and Alton wore approaching <ars siopped
for the traffic lights and forcing potaios up their exhtzust pipes
in an attempt to stall the cars and block traffic.

The non-delegates along Collins Avenue continued to be a problem
and at 6:16 P. M., the Tactical Commander requested that all
F.H.P, personnel not assisting with tho arrests belng rade begin
fluid patrol from 2| to 23 Sireeis in the area of Collins Avenue.
Sevaral prisoner vans were also requestnd. At 6:24 P. M., the
Tactical Commander requested that Miami's mobile platoon 15 '
also patrol-the arca of 2| Street and Collins Avenuve. The sit-
vation there wos improving, but the demonstrators were trashing as
they left the area and at 21 Street and Park Avenue had turned ove
a8 "dumpster" and set It on fire.

5till monitoring our tactlical frequency, at 6:25 P. M,,ths
National Guard had changed the status of theilr I'/116 and 2/116
Artillery units from "Yellow" 1o "red" alert. :

By 6=38 P, M.,the areca of 23 ithrough 2| Streets on Collins Avence
had been cleared of demonsirators, and an emergency vehlicle whicth
had been disabled and surrounded by non-delegates at 24 Z-rest 2-12
Cnilins had been assisted. Most of the demonstratours had run zouth
and west. Many had been arrested, but still the vandalizing &nd
harassment contifnued. A group at 18 Street and Collins Avenue

was apprehended itrashing cars and they were arrested. While
waiting for the prisoner van, reports were received thet another
qroup had- trffic stopped at 17 Street near James Avenue and was
trashing a car there. As the troopers nmoved down to tzke care ol
that protlem the trashing began again boetween 23 and 25 S5treets on
Coltlins Avenue., And so it continued. The dozens of small groups
with thzir hit and run technigques kept the officers on The move.

At Lincoln Road and Colllns Avenue, a group of abéut 50
demonstrators were marching in the street and blocking traffic.
Turning right, they marched west on Lincoln Road towarc the ¥all.
When officers from P.S.D. platoon 2 moved forward 1o clazar them cuT
of the street, one of the non-delegates threw a2 gas grenade at the
officers.

f

At 6:54 P, M., Collins Avenue was clear of demonstrators north of
18 Street and the Miami cars of platoon #16 were asked by the
Tactical Commander to concentrate thelr patrol south of 18 Street.
F.H.P., continued to made arrests on Plne Tree Drive and,prisoner
vans were requested at 35 and 28 Streets.

As Collins Avanue was swept clear, problems increased in intensity
around the Complex, About 500 demonstrators converged at 17 Streetv

and James Avenue and marched down 17 Sireet, bringing traffic to a
halt. At 7:05 P. M., the crowd completely surrounded 2 bus loads
-* of delegates attampting Yo get lnto the Complex at Gate 9X.




P.5.D. platoon 4 was sent out into wtreet to surround th

buses and assist tho delegates into the Complex, They

with rocks while helping the delegates nd cne officer

+aken to the hospital for treatment., Two arrests were

il Gate 9X, about |50 demonstrotors wero sitiing in irc

6X and blocking it completely. A 7axi, attempting To tring deleczies
ta an open gate,-slowly made its way through 1he crowd, The
driver apparently became unnerved by fthe yelling of ihe demon-
strators and their banging on his car, lecause he ran into ?averal
of them and injured them slightly. At 7:18 P. M., the Tactical
Commander requested that half of P.5.D. plaftoon 27 swaep |7 Sirest
to clear the gates.

Meanwhile, a large crowd estimated at aboui{:rigg:kcmons:rerors had
gathéred on Collins Avenue between 19 and 21 %5Treets. A sound
; ick set up by the demonstrators in the North C onstration Ares
had been urging the non-delegates fo begin "direct acti=un" now aro
telling them to go to Collins Avenue "where the action is".

F.H.P. units 21, 22 and 23 were assigned to sweep the csmonstrzicrs
south to I8 Street. Platoons |9 and 20 vwere still engaged in

mass arrests procedures at 30 Street and Collins Avenue and
. ruquested 2 more prisoner vans,

Ar 7:42 P. M., smoke was seen coming from the direction of D3ade
Bouwlevard and Meridian Avenue, Someone had set fire toc a shade-
providing structure on the southwest corner of Bayshore Golf
Courze. The Fire Department was notified and the fire weas
quickly extinghuished. .
At 7:24 P. D. piatoon 27 be
F.H.P. was i and dispatched

an Its swoeep of
eral units to

e

S
Washington Avenue., .As the non-del&gates were swept

intersection by the P.5.D. deputies, the troopers pished the growd
south down Washingicn Avenue. When 17 Street had been «<leared, 2
line of officers remalned across it on the west side of Washington
Avenue to keep the demonstrators from filling it vp 2again. Sane
of the demonstrators climbed to the upper level of the Municisal
Parking Lot and started damaging vehicles parked there. A gas
launcher was used to fire tear gas projectiles onto the lot and
vhe demonstrators were dispersed.

At 7:40 P. M., the final session of the Republican National Cun-
vention was called to order, only 10 minutes behind the posted
schedule in spite of the non-delegates efforts to close it down.

Several hundred non-delegates were gathered around a sound truck in

+he North Demonstration Area, listening tTo speechnes. A large

group had attempted to turn over one of the buses at 20 Sitreet and

had been repulsed through the use of maca. Now thay li-tenec to

-David Dellinger, one of the Chicago 7, as he tried to gut them %o
~join their fellow demonsirators at 20 Street and Collin: _tugnue.




Small bands of non-delecates were all aiong Washington Ffvenue from
17 to 19 Streets. Staying out of range of the Mark-7 ruace can-
isters, they threw curses, rocks, sticks, potatoces, M-E) fire-
crackers, pleces of plpe and othar assorted items at th: police
behind the perimeter fence. Occosicnally a car would crive Sy ard
diyert thalr attention to it for a few minutes. They wauld szlk
in'front of it, climb on i hood, curse the driver ard occuban~s,
bang on it, and flatien n tempt to flatten its tires. When 5re
car passed, their harassn *he officers, would continue.

] an to fill 17 Street and Washington Avenue Vs
again'(‘\ scking traf: =and throwing things ot the officers on |7
Street ano-wiihin the Complex, F.H.P. platoons 19 and 20 were
renqui:sted by the Tactical Commander to sweap the intersection and
push the demonstrators south on Washington Avenue, not letting
them go east to Collins Avenue, The troopers pushed the demon-
strators continued south from There. >
The <ound fruck in fhe. North Demonstration Area had been calling
to the demonsirators, telling them to come into the area if they did
not want to be gassed or arrested, and reminding them that these
arecas were put there for them to demonstrate .in. At 8 P. M., thereo
ware about 300 people there, and the sound truck was attracting
morn, Father Groppi addressed the assembly, telling them that
they were in charge, not the police, and they would call the
shots tonight.

A build-up of non-delegates was reported at |7 Street znd Meridizn
Avenue, and reports were regceived of cars beling trashed and delegai
being harassed. Also, Collins Avenue was again experiencing
problems, Lincoln Road and Collins Avenue were reportedly compleiziy
blocked with people and vehicles, and demonstrators were causing
a.disturbance in a hotel at 20 Sitreet and Collins Avenue. F.H.P.
platcons 21, 22 and 23 were asked to respond to -the Collins Avenu:
problens, and P,5.0. platoons B and 9, which had been standing by

at Miami International Airport in case of problems there, were

asked to come to the Convention Complex te assist hera.

'{\f 8:07 P. M., a report was received by the F.B.l. that there was
a white Ford parked in the rear of the Convention Complex with a
bomb in it set to go off at B:15 P. M. Another call was ceived
at £:20 P. M. by the Florida Department of Law Enforcemne that
there was a bomb in the north end of the Convenfion site set to go
off at 9:15 P. M, Extensive searches were conducted, but both
calls were apparantly false alarms. :

Prior to the arrival of P.S.D. platoons B and 9, a

police partially cleared the intersection of 17 Street X

Idian Avenue, freeing the delegates being detained there and

the demonstraiors south and west, The damonstrators pu.hed
»*west regrouped at 17 Street and Washington Avenue 2nd hnazded

The Lincoln Road Mall, When they recached +the Mall, +thew _wace

n
ga
st
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conf.anted by P,.5.D. deputies stationed there and prevented from
entering. Oeputies reported that this group had tear c2s equip-
meni1 which they used sgainst the officers as they passed through
the all going south on Jefferson Aveuue, Turning rightr on |6
Stfnnt, they went to Lenox Avenue where they broke the windows
of! the Southern Bell Telephone Company cftice znd then ran south
towaird 15 Street.

The ¥ lamingo Park campsite was quiet. Thera. were about 200
non-Jduleqgates inside, listening 1o various speakers.

Once. 9n Collins Avenue, the group blocking its intersection with
Lintoln Road had been dispersed. The E.H.P. troopers had started
Their sweep a2t |17 Street and pushed the demonstrators south to

IG Sireet, There, the Miami P.D. units picked up the sweep znd
moved the group down to |15 Street and off Collins Avenue, hoping
the non-delegates would return to Flamjngo Park.,

Game and Fresh Wataer Fish personnel had arrested perso
at i%e footbridge on 27 Street and two at the 24 Stree
and 2 prisoner van was dispatched to pick up the priso

P.s.', platoons 8 and 9 had arrived on the Beach at 8:39

wer = now engaqed in clearlng |7 Streét ond Meridian Aveauve,

of tha dqmonﬂ?ra?ori wont up 17 Street inte the Municip-:1 Parking (
Lol where thay threw objects at the officers and let aiv out of tires

of cars parked thero. Tear gas was used to clear the

arrets were made at Lincoln Road and Meridian Avenue

Street and Meridian Avenue. Prisoner vans were

pick up those prisoners.

At #:40 P. M., 2nothar group of 50 or 60 d rators lefit

Flamingo Park and started harassing notori ‘eridian Avenue.
Several in this group carried long sticks n bundles. They
would use the stokcks to beat on cars. Several other smaller
groups also left the park and Miami squad 153 was sent to survey
the situvation, When the group saw the officers, several refreated

- back into the park.
Setween |17 Street and Lincoln Road on Collins Avenue, a group of
abaut 50 demonstrators disabled a bus by pulling some wires loose
in its engine compartmaent, They beat on the bus and were attempting
to turn it over when on-duty patrol units responded to +he call.
for help. The demonstrators surrounded the patrol units and
F.H.P. troopers had to be called to disperse the creowd.

At B:48 P. M., there were about 500 non-delegates in The North
Demonstration Area. Dave Dallinger had bcan addressing tham frem
the sound truck, urglng a march fto the Doral besch Hote:, 4B33
Collins Avaenue. MHe proposed a peaceful march, wlthout

on the sicewzlk so as not to interfere wiih traffic.

march 4 abreast up Collins Avenue 1o the hotel and ass

of it on the sidevalk., At 9:02 P. M., the group now

,2bout BOO0 began to move east on 20 Street led by Dave




and' Father Groppi, 7he Police Tactical Coumimencer requested that
certain task force units drop what they were doing and take the
follewing positions: F.H.P. platoons 24, 25 and 76 werz 1o
patro) Collins Avenue from 23 to 44 Streets 1o prevent ~restin
and Miami platoon |5 was to patrol Collins Avenue from 5 o
Streets, also to prevent trashing.

F.H.P. platoons 19 and 20 had been using tear gas in thair

eflorts io clear Collins Avenue and the Miami units on the per-
Imeter fence between |7 and 18 Streets had also been using tear
gas to chase away rock throwlng demonstrators. An easterly breeze
had carried some of the gas up to the Convention Hall itslef znd
a1 B:55 P. M,, the Interior Security Commander ordered that al|
doors on the east side of the Hall be closed. At 9:06 P. M.,

more gas had 1o be used to disperse a large crowd trylng to crash
Gate 6X and this necessitated keeping the doors closed a while
longer.

The marchers enroute to the Coral were at 26 S5treét and Collins
Avenue by 9:20 P. M., moving In an orderly fashion as *hay had
promised. Vandalism continued at other locations, however, with
groups at 20 Street and Park Avenuve, the 1600 block of Coellins
Avenue, the 300 block of Lincoln Road, ‘he 1600 1hrough 1900
blocks of Washington Avenue, along |17 Sireet from Collins Avenue

to Washington Avenuo, Dade Boulevard and Alton Road, and 1500 Bay
Road causing the major police problems at this time. Alseo, at

14 Street and Meridian Avenue, scouts reported about 200 non-
delegates in the street, completely blocking Meridian Avenuve, and on
18 S5iraet Just east of Washington Avenun, demonstrators had pulled
@8 high pressure fire hose out of a hotel and were turning it off zno
on in the street. These and other problems were belng handled

by F.H.P. platoons 19 and 20, Miami platcon 15, P.5.D. platocns

B, 9 and 27, and the Miami Beach off-site crowd control coatingcert.
At 9:40 P. M., roughly 800 marching demonstrators enroute to the
Doral Beach Hotel were approaching 30 Street and Collins Avernue,
The Police Tactical Commander had been in touch with tha leaders
of t+he march and certain agreements had been reached. The leaders
agreed not fo permit trashing or other disruptive conduct,

and to kecp the marchers on the sidewalk where they would not
interfere with traffic. The police agreed not to use gas and to
pe€rmit the march to continue as long a&s It remalned non-violent,
The leaders also stated that most of the marchers wished to be
arrested as part of their demonstiration, buf stressed their in-
tention to be completely non-violent and to submit peacefully
“to the arrests, The Tactlical Commandar acknowledged this and said
that an order to disperse wouldbe given and anyone who wished io
avoid being arrested would be allowed to leavae the areca. With
this understanding tha march continued toward the Doral Beach
Hotel,

Anticipating having 10 arrest over 300 p2ople, the Tactical Tom-
mander requested that all 8 platoons of F.H.P. troopers go to the
Doral Beach Hotel and stand-by. At 9:42 P, M., he requisted that
5 prisoner vans be dispatched to Collins Avenue south ci-Tha-Doral
Beach Hotel, laier changing the number fo 10 vans.




Meanwhile, problems continued &t the Complex. ; e

at 19 Strcet and Washingtion Avenue were blocking c #nd shooting
objects at police with slingshotis, Four squads re celled zut

of the Complex to sweep the arza.

At 9:55 P. M., the marchkers hat reac 2 and Collins

"Avenue, Picking up stragglers 2s it mous ere wWere now
F -

estimated between B00 to 1000 jacple in The ] A motorcycle
oificer was sent to 63 Street and ! @ i o block oft
southbound traffic leading to Collins Avenue. 3

Also at 9:55 P. M., President Nixon arrive he Cenvention
Complex. To limit the necessity of using gas,
entire task force "C", platoons 12, 13, 2 moved out
onto the west side of Washington 10 e demonsiraiors
ware still causing proeblems and throwing ) 3t of on
¥ashington Avenue at |7 Street,and these people were pushed south
on Washington Avenus by Mlami platoon 15, away from the C plex.

Miami's

Ry arge group marching to the Doral Beach Hotel
had 55 8 4 S and Collins Avenue motorcycle units were
nos ¢ at Collins Avenue a ndian Creek Orive

12 divert northbound traffic.. ldentification equipment and
puriuonnel to process 900 to 1000 arrestees were requested at the
Buach Hotel by the Tactical Commander.

c

At 10:10 M., a black male fired several

gun at Miami police officers and fled north

17 Street in a Chevrolet convartab

tali, early Z0's, afro haircut,

paa‘ts, a man rai g his discripv v [

Rnad and Washin Avenue. ran souf shington

when apprcachad by 3 P.5.D. d ru.‘i'-’x and 2 Mlami® Beach offic
During +he chase, he pulled a chrome plated revolver and pointed it
at the officers chasing him. Although he avoided capiure, this
gun was recovered by police after the subject dropped it while
fleeing. 3

Avanue between |9 and 20 Streets and were trash and vandal=
izing 3 tax cab. Miami platoon 15 had fin s sweep of 17
Street and Washington and was asked by ihe ic actical Com-
mander to go to 19 Street and Collins Avenue to clear that

They did os, aking several arrests in the process. Anot

group was trashing cers along Lincoln Road between Collin

James Avenues. Members of P.5.0. platoon 2 and several Miami

Beach officers pushed the demonstrators back to Lincoln and Callins,
but the non-delegates vastly ouinumberad the officers and pelied
them with rocks., Two squads from P.S.D. platoon 27 had 1o be

sent to assist thaom, =

At 10:12 P, M,, a group of about 150 demonsirators blocked Collins
i




At 10:27 P. M., a group of about 200 norn-delegates leit Flemingo
Park. reportedly carrying clubs and in an angry mood, 3n inforrant
stated they were going to ftrash the Doral Beach Hotel. Yarching

4 'abreast, they moved north on Washingtcn Avenue and i1 looked acs
though they wero hcaded for the Complex; but a2t Lincoln Road, they
turned east. Scme going north on Jemes Avenue and the rest going
North on Collins Avenue, they met again at I8 Street and Collins
Avenue, and continued north, picking up stragglers along the way.
At ihe Doral Beach Hotel, Collins Avenue was completely blocked

by the demonsirators. AT 10:44 P. M., an order 1o disperse was
given and most of the demonsirators elected to leave. About

250 chose to be arrested, the rest moved south on Collins Avenue
toward the park, The F,H.,P. crowd control vehicle was called for
positioned on the bridge beiween Indian Creek Drive and Pine Tree
Drive on 41 Street to prevent the demonstrators from crossing the
bridge and being in a position to either trash the 41 Street
business district or, block the delegates return traffic routes
from the Complex to the major hotels. ¥

At 11:05 P. M, the other referred to angry mob heading north for 1ha
Doral Beach Hotel had reached 23 Street and Collins Avenue, In

as nuch as all of the F.H.P. platoons were involved in the arresis
taking plece in front of the Doral Beach Hotel, The Police Tactic:
Commander inquired of the commanders of the P.5.D. and Miam
platcons what units they had avialable to deal with this impe
problem. P.S5.D. platoons 8 and 9, from within the Complex,

Miami platoon 15 wera volunteered by their respective commanders
2nd the Police Tactical Commander requested they meei at 44

and Collins Avenuve to Intercept the group before it

Dorol Beasch Hotel.

At 11:10 P, M., the convention session concludaed and
prepared to lecave the Complex. Those with cars were able
“the charter bus drivers were reluctant to drive thelr buses
fear of being trapped by demonstrators once ocutside the Ccmplex
and risking damage to their buses and possible injury to them-
selvas and their passengers. Because of this situation and the
Presicent and Vice Presldent personally greeting and shaking hancs
" @ith aumerous delegates, few persons left the Convention Complex
aon time. =
At 11:11 P, M., Collins Avenue was still closed to traffic from
41 Street to 63 Sitreet as the arrests contlnued In front of the
Doral Beach Hotel. The 500 to 600 domonstrators who had chosen
not to be arrested were moving slowly south at zbout 46 Street.
When the demonstrators rcached 41 Street and Indlan Creek Drive,
they were disturbed to find the F.H,P, Crowd Control wvehicle and
its rotorcycle cscort blocking The bridge., They milled arcund in
the intarsection throwlng rocks and boittles at the offizers,
and ona offlcer was struck by a 9/11th wrench thrown at him,
» Ai about |1:30 P, M., the group comling rorth reached 41 Street anrd
the 2 groups merged and together unsuccessfully dried ta _force
their way over the bridge, :




"

By 11:32 P. M., delegates in c were leaving the Convention
Complex. The Police Tactical O advised that Collins Avenue
was still blocked off and the delegates should be north on Alton
Road or Pine Trece COrive to 63 St an¢ come south on Zollins
Avenue from thore,.if there hot were in that area.

At 11:35 P, M,, P.5.0, platoons 8 and 9 and Miami platcon 15
began to clear 41 Sireet and Indian Creek Drive by pushing the
demonsirators south on Indlan Creek Drive, and slowly 1t

began to move. Some arrests were made there and a vian

plck up the prisoners. Arrosts ware still being made

Beach Hotel, but some F.H.P. troopers were released fr

and nent to 41 Sireet and Colllns Avenue to help push the group
south, Some trashlng began as the group headed south and rocks
boitles ware thrown at the trocpers.

The group continued moving south wit i @ urging frem officers.
At 35 Streat, the group stopped sh time then continued
again, small groups began breaking off the main body of demonsiraics
and spreading out,

At 11:46 P. M., a group of about 75 demonstrators, repzriedly
members of the Attica B8rigade,—tef+ the park and marched north
on ridlan Avenue, 5houtlngf’"!(i|| the pigs." Thirty F.5.0,
motormen ware sent to check the group and when fthe demcastrators
saw ithe motors coming, they ran back inside Flamingo Park.

At » few minutes to midnight the charter bus drivers zgreed o
their buses and began to shutftle delegat back to their hoiels,
Host of he non-delagates had left the arca of the Complex al-
fhongh Gate 6X hea to ba closed for a short time at 11:46

20 demonsfrato ktempted +to break Inito the Complex z2nd w

harassing dele [ attempting to lecave.

At midnight, Game and Fresh Water Fish personnel at 24 Sireet and
Collins Avenue made an arrest and a prisoner van was dispaiched fo
them. Also, reports of a group trashing on the west end of the
Lincoln Road Mall were received and P.5.D. platoon 3 was asked 7o
investigate.

At 12:03 A. M., the last prisoner was removed from In front of the
Doral Beach Hotel and Collins Avenue was opened 1o northbound
trafflc. The Police Tactical Commander requestad that F.H.P.
platoons 24, 25 and 26 patrol Collins Avenue in the area of 25
Streat and requasted that F.H.P. platoons 21, 22, and 23 assist wivh
demonstrators on Colllns Avenue beftwcen 18 and 20 Straets. All
units wore directod to pse taar gas as & last resort ornly.

At 12:07 A. M., Miaml uniis requestoed a prlsoner van at 1611
Meridian Avenuve, Arresis were also belerg mada at 18 Sirmat and
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Collins Avenue and a prisconer van was riquested there. Small

¥ 1
groups of |10 or |5 non-delegates were scen in various 2reas, nost
headed back to Flamingo Park.

At 12:13 A. M., about |0 de

driveway .0f the Doral "Beach

was contacted and 2 zone cars war N i & 5
were made and prisoner confroi

prisoners. .

By 12:13 A. M., 18 Sireet and Collins Avenue had been cleared znd
F.H.P. platoons .19 and 20 were sent back to their staging ar=a,
The Police Tactical Commander asked F.H.P. platoons 21 through 26
to acsume fluid patrol along Collins Avenue and Indian Creek Orive
to prevent the demonstrators from regrouping.

At 12:16 A, M., P.5.D. platoon 3 requested 2 prisoner vans:
Lincoln Road and Washington Avenue and another to Lincoln R
Pennsylvania Avenue.

Il non-delegates off Lincoln
eet to 41 Street was also

Sy 12:19 A, M., P.5.0. had cleared a
Road, and Collins Avenuve froem 21 Str
clear of demonsiraiors.

At 12:25 A. M., operator 22 at the Fontainebleau Hotel re
that there was a bomb in the hotel set to go off at 12:40 A.
F.B.l. and Secret Service were notified and a search

with negative resulis, The call was classifled as a

AT 12:30 A. M. F P. platocons 24, 25 and 26 were returned
their stagling area, a minutes later, F.H.P. plaioons 21,
and 23 returned to their staging area. !
By 12:35 A, M, there was no non-delegate activity in the area of
the Compiex. Almost all non-delegates were back in the park and
police units were asked 1o stay away from the campsite anticipating
that it would settle down. ny of the campers had alrezdy

packed up and left and more continued to do the same.

At 12:37 A. M., Game and Fresh Water Fish personnel. were relieved
from their positions and asked .to return to thelr staging area.

At 12:45 A, M., P.S platoons 4 and 5 wera T

sl leved from their
positions along ence and staged in the audi

forium.

At | A, 2 gates were locked e t Gates 2X and l1X. Persc
assignod 1@ gates were told to r« in there until rzlieved,
P.5.D, plat 2 and 3 reported no activity on'the Mal:!, and
were advissd to return to their staging area, P.S.D. piaioon 27
returnaed - s staglng area in Miami, ’

At 1:45 A. M., Gane and Fresh Water Fish personnel werge—+
Mizmi Beach parsonnel on their perimeter pesitions. ///l




At 2:05 A. M., P.5.0, platoons 2,3,4 ane 5 were securec

AT 2:15 A. M., Miami Beach platcon #1 wus secured.

At 2:30 A. M., platoons 8 and 9 of P.5.0., which
in case of activity In the park were secured an

Convention Complex. I
0"
ot
\J’

National Guard units mon
Republican conventi
incidents involving
have proven to be rumors, but ‘
coatributéd to the tensions at the time.

the

1:25 P.M. it for car b

rifle

3:31 P.M.

9:17 P.M. White van, tag
occupants armed

noving south h1st & Colli
sposedly out to kill Nixen.

11:00 P.M. Van is stopped by Secret Service, occupants

¥McCormar
17th & James,
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Thursday, 24 Augus

next morning, the only non-delegate activity w: in the area
3 5 1

go Park many prepared to ve the ci
At the Cc comp le me anc Fresh Water Fish personrel

were relicved T B: y Miaml Beach rsonnel and police

security on a gate isc inued., SevVer uniform sq

patrolled ihe smp le 1)1 € from e And Fraln
securlty ser at the on o

and 11X, At noo h dy Frain personrs secured and th
unilform squad cars 2 he only security force checking

City Councll's authorizatlon for non-delegates to use Flami

as a campslte pired at noon. e ware still the at noonti
but it was evidant that 21l of ) remalnlng wk i the process
of packlng thelr belonging ded to give them more
time and take no actlon to move them out unless it appeared 1

they had no intentlons of leavin By nightfall, all campers

had left 1@ park and all security forces other than that of the
City of M mi Beach had been secured from Convention details and
the communlty relaxed.
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ExXHIBIT No. 259

October 5, 1973

Mr. Robert Silverstein

Select Committee on Presidential
‘Campaign Activities

Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Silverstein:

In response to your letter which I received on October 1, 1973, the
following is an account of my experience in Miami Beach. Considering the amount
of time that has elapsed since then, I will try to give a general account with
attention to detail vhen and if it comes to mind.

I arrived in Miami Beach late in the evening on Saturday, August 19, 1572.
The following day I looked up my friend, Mr. Gene Ingold, who had been placed in
charge of the R.N.C, Press Headquarters located in the basement of the Fontainebleau
Hotel. Mr. Ingold assigned me various duties relsting to the general operatisg/
of the Press Room. That first day was spent getting acquainted with other workers
and generally getting to know my way around.

The following day, Monday, August 22, T reported to Mr. Ingold and was
assigned the task of making deliveries of press materials to the convention center.
I was provided with an official convention automobile sincethe distance between
the hotel and the Convention Hall was about four or five miles. It was in this
capxity thét 1 served for the duration of the convention.

The delivery of a large volume of printed matter required several trips
per day between the Press Headquarters at the Fontainebleau and the Convention Hall.
During those frequent trips, it was not all unusuval to see groups of demonstrators
picketing both the Fontainebleau and the various entrances to the Coovention Hall.

Although some of these demonstrators were painted to appear as skeletons and

carried signs stating that "Nixon is a Murderer", they generally conducted




theaselves in a peaceful rcanner.

On the final day of the Convention, the proceedings in the Press
Room picked up a hectic psce. Everyone worked diligently throughout the day,

I made several trips to the Convention Hall delivering press releases and other
printed matter that day.

The President was scheduled to make his acceptance speech in the evening
of that last day of the convention. On my final delivery to the hall I was to
take some of the girls, who had worked so hard in the Press Room, along with
me, so that they might hear the acceptance speech. As I have said before the
pace was so hectic in the Press Headquarters that day, that no one had even
a chance to eat. So, on our way to the Convention Hall, we decided to find
a place to get a quick bite to eat, This is when the incident which the
committee has contacted me about occurred. The account that follows is to the
best of my recollection,

As we approached the intersection of l7th Strest and Collins Avenue,
we had to stop the car because a group of demonstrators was blocking our path,
Somwe of them noticed that we were driving an official convention car. One of
them tried to open the hood of the car and when he failed at this, he kneeled
in front of the car and blocked our path. I lowered the window to try to reason
.\.ril:h them. I was wearing an identification tag on my lapel which said: R.M.C.
Press Headquarters. When one demonstrator noticed it he said, "Let them go,
they're press.” Another then pitched in saying that R.N.C. stood for Republican
Mational Committee. They then began to taunt us, calling us "murderers" and

using vile language. The women in the car with me became frightened at this

time and I rolled the window up. The car then became a solliag point for all
d RALY IME
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Théy also began writing on the car with spray paint ar
While sicting in the-car; I was amazed at
appeared, I saw one guy with a military-type field
had walkie-talkies and bullhorns
In a few minutes members of the Miami Police D
wve were able to get out of the car. The police dispersed the crowd and moved
the car out of the intersection. We went to a nearby hotel a call
Press Headquarters to tell them what happened. They sent a car for the girls
and sioce my hotel was close by, I returned to watch the acceptance speech on

television.

SS DISTRICT OF COLUMEIA:

Sworn to before me and subscribed in my presefic)
/

N EXPIRES DEC. 14, 1975
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EXHIBIT No. 260

AFFIDAVIT

I, Howard S. Liebengood, do swear and depose that I have
this date reviewed by telephone with Dr. Neal D. Thigpen his

letter to the Select Committee of October 16,  1973.

Dr. Thigpen advises that he would be willing to swear under
oath as to the truth and accuracy of all facts and statements made

in the aforementioned letter, a copy of which is attached hereto.

Howard S. Liebengood

Washington, ) sS

District of Columbia )

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 5th day of November, 1973.

otary Pu
My commission expires 10/31/78




Sraness Meitsa, (202

FLORENCE, SOUTH CARDLINA 27531
(s3) ssv-am

Deplastinant of Folitica! Scinnca October 16, 1973
and Geography

Mr. Robert Silverstein

Assistant Minority Counsel

United States Senate

Select Committee on Presidential
Campaign Activities

Washington, D. C. 20510

Deaxr Mr. Silverstein:

Please know how very much I appreciate your letter of October 5th.
I apologize for the delay in answering, but I have been away at a profes-
sional meeting for the last few days.

With the Watergate scandal and the other revelations of 1973, I
am surprised anyone really remembers what happened to the South Carolina
delegation in Miami Beach on the evening of August 23, 1972, The South
Carolina delegation, of which I was one of the twenty-two delegates, was
housed at the Saxony Hotel for the duration of the 1972 National Republi-
can Convention (August 20, 1972--August 23, 1972).

On the last night of the Convention, the entire delegation, which
included delegates, alternates, wives, children, and friends, began board-
ing our bus in front of the Saxony to proceed to the Miami Beach Convention
Hall. I suppose there were as many as sixty-five or seventy people in the
bus. Before everyone had boarded, the first ranks of a massive body of
protestors marching north on Collins Avenue appeared a block or so from
us. As they approached, they screamed, cursed, and threw various types of
objects (eggs, stones, etc.).

. With the bus filled, we hurriedly rounded the corner and started
south toward Convention Hall on the street running parallel to Collins.
The first ten or twelve blocks of the trip were fairly uneventful. We
passed only intermittent groups of demonstrators as we wove through
openings in police barricades composed of buses pulled into the street.
At one point, a young demonstrator ran into the street and sat down with
his back to the traffic. Our bus narrowly missed him, but I think an
automobile traveling next to us did hit him.

Up to then, we were not doing badly. At that point, however, our
driver turned the bus left and then right onto Collins Avenue. Just why
he did, has never been successfully explained to me. In any event, the
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traffic on Collins Avenue was almost stopped and the street and sidewalks
were crowded with hordes of protestors. We went another block or so, and
then the trouble started. Dozens of demonstrators poured into the street
and physically blocked our bus. The driver attempted to move the bus
forward but couldn't.

The protestors then very methodically began to ﬁut our bus out of
commission. They first sprayed all of the windows with black paint so
that it was difficult for anyone, including the driver, to see through
them. We were able, however, to see the demonstrators using knives and
icepicks to slash the bus' tires. In the meantime, our assailants were
breaking the windows with bricks, stones, etc.

While all this was happening, things inside the bus were chaotic.
Women and children were crying. Men shouted back at the attackers and
argued what courses of action were available to us. After much urging,
the driver then attempted to move the bus forward again. But with the
tires flat, it moved another half a block and came to its final resting
place at an intersection. The demonstrators then opened the bus' rear
hood and pulled out the gas lines. Gasoline spilled onto the street and
ran under the bus. When the protestors began throwing firecrackers under
the vehicle, we decided it was time to get off the bus and take our
chances outside.

We agreed beforehand to stay together in a group. But that's
exactly what we didn't do. The first fifteen or twenty of us got of £
the bus and wading into the protestors, tried to push south on Collins.
My wife and I were among the last in this initial group which also in-
cluded U. S. Representative Floyd D. Spence. After going a hundred or
so feet, I turned around and seaw to my horror that there was no one
behind us but a sea of demonstrators. Everyone else from our bus, a
much larger group of perhaps fifty individuals, had stayed together and
moved off Collins Avenue to the right by way of an intersecting street.
Initially they fought off the demonstrators and had things pretty rough,
but eventually they were aided by an unidentified Black man who led them

.to a police perimeter and safety.
.

Meanwhile, the smaller group moving up Collins was having its
own difficulties.~ We tried to stay together but that became impossible.
As we were pushed and shoved, struck by eggs, stones, and fists, and
spit on, we found ourselves separated into twos and threes. They tore
clothing and screamed obsenities. The slogans many of them chanted
called either for ending the war in Vietnam or dumping President Nixon.
In the confusion, my wife and I were temporarily separated. I fimally
was able to rescue her from a doorway where she was trapped by the mob.
Her dress had been torn and she was hysterical.,

We battled on for another block where several dozen policemen
came to our assistance. Incidentally, these were the first officers we
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had seen, with one exception, since the bus turned onto Collins Avenue.
When we had first gotten off the bus, a lone motorcycle policeman had
tried to help us. There wasn't much he could do, and we soon lost him
in the press of a horde of protestors.

The police ushered us into the front yard of what I gather was
a recreation center of some sort. Congressman Spence told a police
captain he was a U. S. Representative and, shortly thereafter, a police
vehicle tock eight or ten of us to the convention site.

Aside from what I have recounted here, I was involved in no other
incident of disorderly conduct. In addition, I did not observe nor do 1
have any personal knowledge of illegal, improper, or unethical activities
during the 1972 National Republican Convention.

With kindest regards,

Sincerely,

3 T T
Neal D. Thigpen
Associate Professor and
Chairman of the Department
of Political Science and
Geography
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ExXHIBIT NoO. 261

COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

September 23, 1972

MEMORANDUM

CONFIDENTIAL/EYES ONLY

FOR: Jeb S. Magruder
FROM: E. D. Failor

SUBJECT: McGovern-Shriver Confrontations

On Friday, September 15, 1972, you assigned me responsibility for
the above project. Attached is Ken Rietz's report re the above
subject matter for the.past week.

In addition to the items in the attached, I have personally
endeavored to create an encounter between Shriver and a bussing
opponent on the bussing issue for today in Las Vegas. Anti-
bussing people will be used in this encrunter and no Republicans
will be surfaced. = 3 —c
Excellent television, radio and print coverage of some of these
events has resulted during the past week. Definite pluses for
our campaign have resulted from the media coverage. It should
be pointed out that other Republican types, undoubtedly, will be
copying this week's activities on their own in their localities.
We have no control over the activities we do not program.

We have learned the McGovern organization and/or the Secret
Service has reacted to our gactivities. The San Gennero Festival
in Greenwich Village, New York, Saturday night was originally
plamned as a walking tour of a few blocks by McGovern. However,
as a result of the events in Flushing, New York, on Thursday,
September 21lst, the street walk was cancelled and McGovern spoke
an area that was barricaded off.

I have, and will, maintain continuing supervision over this pro-
ject. Ken Smith is the key guy from YVP and I will contact other
resources.

If you have any questions or suggestions on the above project,
please advise,




C,ov& :\M-\.‘\“D

From September 15-22, preparation for our activities in
providing sign carriers and leafleteers was made in Milwaukee,
Chicago, Bergen County, New Jersey, Columbus, Ohio, Detroit,
Lansing and Flushing, Rew York. Chicago and Lansing

were dropped because of the closed nature of the candidate's
schedule. Busing quotes were distributed in Detroit ocutside
a closed labor meeting. That was the only activity there

due to the lack of public appearances. We began work on
literature (hand-lettered) on Wednesday after conferring with
Ken Kachigan. The following is a city by city report:

Septenmber 19 = Milwaukee: A dozen young people carrying signs
questioning the candidate's stands and criticizing his remarks
about young people (which end is up?) were at the noon downtown
rally. While no press coverage was gencrated, we do know

we upset the candidate. With cameras zooming in he asked one
of our girls wearing a YVP button "You don't really support
Nixon do you?" Her reply was classic: "Yessir. I've had

my head examined and I'm for Nixon now more than ever!"

Photos of the event are attached.

September 20 — Columbus: The reception for the candidate

at the factory (Lixon buttons, hats and the debaters) came
about much the same way as in Bergen County, i.e., our people
were alerted to check into the schedule and they assisted the
senior committee distributing the Nixon material. However,
as we know from the evening news and morning pa«e 1 newspaper
coverage, it did the job.

September 20-21 - Detroit: As noted previously, mimoegraphed
handouts attacking the candidate's busing stand were distributed
to labor members entering closed meetings.

September 21 - New York(Flushing subway situction): Again,

we had to scramble for time, but 20 young pe\nla turned

out with Nixon signs and buttons - some with "Nixon" in Hebrew.
The film coverage of this was excellent on the CBS morning

news —- no matter where the camera tu'r'u_'d, the signs were there
along with audible chants of "Nixon Now!" and “Four more years!"
throughout the report. Reporter Bruce Morton concluded that

it was not a very good stop. Ve are told an AP wire story
reported the presence of young Nixon supporters.

We have activities planned in Seattle on Monday, Los Angeles
on Tuesday, San Diego on Wednesday, and Toledo on Friday of
next weck. Specific events will, of course, depend on the
candidate’s schedule. | V
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ADDITIONAL MATERIAL SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD

AFFIDAVIT OF ANTHONY H. BARASH

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
) ss.
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES )

I, ANTHONY H. BARASH, being duly sworn declare:

Based upon my review of the testimony of Messrs.
Michael McMinoway and Frank Mankiewicz as set forth in Volumes
44 and 45, respectively, of the United States Senate Report
of Proceedings - Hearing held before Select Committee on
Presidential Campaign Activities Senate Resolution 60, I have
the following general and specific comments:

Commencing on or about July 5, 1972 and continuing
through and including Saturday, July 15, 1972, I served as chief
of the convention security activities for Senator McGovern's
staff at the 1972 Democratic National Convention. In that
capacity, 1 had occasion from time to time to solicit volunteers
to assist in the activities of the security staff, which consisted
primarily of manning a variety of security points designed to

ontrol traffic within the public areas of the Doral Hotel
in Miami Beach., Florida, and access to the campaign con-
vention headyquarters at the Miami Beach Convention Center. With
the exreption of Jay Henderson, of Senator McGovern's staff, the
jecurity staff consisted entirely of volunteers recruited in

lami Beach from available resources. With one exception, none
of the volunteer security personnel had any formal police or
security training, and they were not called upon to perform any

services requiring such training. Their duties consisted almost

exclusively of checking requcstgcfur admittance to various

meetings or private areas against lists of invited guests or
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others previously determined to be allowed into such areas.

Under no circumstances were any such security personnel requested
or permitted to admit persons to otherwise secure areas without
prior clearance from specific members of the McGovern campaign
staff. With the exception of messenger functions, at no time
were members of the security staff permitted or requested to
enter or remain in secured areas.

On or about Saturday, July 9, 1972, Michael W.
McMinoway volunteered his services as a member of the security
staff. After a brief interview during which he stated that he
was from Louisville, Kentucky, was a salesman for his father's
firm, and therefore, able to devote time to political activities,
had previously worked in the Humphrey campaign but had determined
to support Senator McGovern, was available to work at any time
during the duration of the convention, and was known by members
of the campaign staff from Washington, he was asked to join the
security staff. It is my recollection that Tom Southwick of the
McGovern staff confirmed that he knew Mr. McMinoway from Washington.
Mr. McMinoway's social security number was solicited and delivered
to the Secret Service for a routine check consistent with the
practice which had been established. There was no further report
from the Secret Service with respect to Mr. McMinoway. No other
security clearance efforts or investigations were made with
respect to any volunteer security personnel, including
Mr. McMinoway.

References in the following refer to the transcript of
the testimony of Michael W. McMinoway in a hearing held on
Wednesday, October 10, 1973 before the Senate Select Committee
on Presidential Campaign Activities:

Page 8666, 1. 16-25. As noted above, Mr. McMinoway

Editor's Note--Transcript Page Book 11 Page
8666 4487
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identified himself as a salesman from Louisville, contrary to
his testimony.

Page 8693, 1. 15-22. The security person assigned at
any point in time to the 17th floor was stationed at the Secret
Service security table located at the stairwell entrance to the
17th floor. His duties consisted solely of determining whether
persons seeking access to the 17th floor appeared on a list which
was permanently located at that table. The list consisted of
the names of those persons who were resident on the 17th floor,
plus a limited number of other persons who were given access to
the 17th floor on a routine basis. Any person seeking admittance
to the 17th floor whose name did not appear on that list was
regquired to be specifically cleared by Messrs. Gary Hart, Frank
Mankiewicz or Gordon Weil. The security staff was not empowered
independently to clear access to the 17th floor.

Page 8694, 1. 14-23. At no time was any security staff
member cleared to enter any room on the 17th floor unless spec-
ifically invited to enter. No security person could enter Senator
McGovern's suite without specific clearance from Senator McGovern,
or Messrs. Hart, Weil or Mankiewicz.

Pages B695-8697. At no time was the possession of a
button of any color sufficient to enable any person to enter the
17th floor or any private rooms on the 1l6th floor. Access to
the -17th floor was limited to persons whose names appeared on a
specific list maintained by the Secret Service or specifically
authorized to enter the 17th floor by Messrs. Hart, Weil or
Mankiewicz. Blue buttons were given to persons resident on the

17th floor or visiting on the 17th floor with permission

solely for the purposes of enabling them to move about the

Editor's Note--Transcript Page Book 11 Page
B693-8697 4497-4499




5270

floor without challenge. Similarly, red buttons were given to
certain people who had reason for frequent access to the 16th
floor. White buttons and gold buttons were distributed indis-
criminately, in effect, as campaign souvenirs. At no time were
persons wearing any buttons permitted access to the 17th floor
solely by reason of the possession of a particular button or
badge. The Secret Service was not requested to acknowledge the
possession of any button or badge for any purpose, Mr. McMinoway
was issued buttons to enable him to perform his services as a
volunteer member of the security staff.

Page 8699, 1. 7-24. At no time was any member of the
security staff, in his capacity as a member of the security staff,
requested to chauffeur delegates.

Pages 8707-8709. Mr. McMinoway was known to members of
the McGovern campaign staff as a volunteer from Washington, and
he identified himself to me in that fashion. The routine Secret
Service information was obtained and processed, but no other in-
vestigation of his background or credentials was made, in reliance
upon his representation that he was a volunteer who supported
Senator McGovern and had prior experience with other Democratic
candidates for President before becoming a McGovern supporter
prior to the convention. It was neither feasible nor felt
necessary to specifically perform a political background invest-
igation on every volunteer at the convention.

Page 8749, 1. 24-25. At no time did I hire Mr. Mc-
Minoway or did he serve as my deputy. Mr. McMinoway volunteered
as a member of the security staff and served in that position,
without further responsibility or supervisory duties.

Page 8750, 1. 3-13. As one of many volunteers, Mr.

Editor's Note--Transcript Page Book 11 Page
8699 4499

8707-8709 4502-4503
8749-8750 4520
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McMinoway was requested to begin performing his duties as scon
as possible. His prior experience as a volunteer had been
verified by persons who knew him from Washington, and it was
common for volunteers to begin working prior to the caompletion
of the Secret Service security clearance. To the best of my
knowledge, he manned a security post on the 1l6th or 17th floor
on the evening of July 8 and on the afternoon of July 9. It

is my further recollection that from the evening of July 9
through the morning of July 12, he was absent, although he
previocusly committed to work various periods during that time.
During July 12, my principal activities were involved with the
daylong demonstration in the lobby of the Dcral Hotel. After
the conclusion of that demonstration, my time was spent at the
Convention Center. Accordingly, I have no recollection of Mr.
McMinoway's presence or absence on July 12. My time during the
afternocon of July 13 was spent primarily on the 17th floor of
the Doral Hotel participating in certain arrangements in con-
nection with the arrival and departure of the proposed vice
presidential nominee and in connection with the security arrange-
ments and guest list for a party to be held after the conclusion
of the activities at the Convention Center that evening. At no
time during that afternoon, and specifically, at no time during
the period when Senator Eagleton was on the 17th floor, do I
recall Mr. McMinoway's presence.

Page 8785, 1. 1-4. Contrary to the testimony, Mr.
McMinoway did, in fact, approach me to volunteer for a position
on the security staff. I am not aware that any member of the
McGovern campaign staff recruited him for that job.

References in the following refer to the transcript

's Note--Transcript Page Book 11 Page
Editor's Note SLep T 4
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of the testimony of Frank Mankiewicz, Thursday, October 11,
1973, before the Senate Select Committee on Presidential
Campaign Activities:

Page 9014, 1. 20-23. The buttons to which Mr.
Mankiewicz referred were distributed by the Secret Service to
a very limited number of pecple and were not the buttons
referred to by Mr. McMinoway. At no time could or would Mr.
McMinoway have received any of those buttons except from the
Secret Service. The buttons Mr. McMinoway referred to were
in fairly general circulation and did not provide access to
the 17th floor, as noted.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing

is true and correct.

o
Executed this;ég_ day of January, 1974, at Los Angeles,

ANTHGNY H. BARASH

California.

Subscribed to and gworn

before me this

day of January,
OFFICHL SEAL
CHERYL A JONES

MOTARY PUBLIC - CALIFORNE.
PRINCIPAL OFFICE W
AOF ANGEUS counTy

WE COMMITRION. ELFIREY JRN. 4 TR
S

Notary Public in and for
said county and state.

Editor's Note--Transcript Page
9014

Book 11 Page
4617
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