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OFIGNAL FORM HO. 10 lS lﬂlﬂ-l:’ )

‘AMV 18T EHTION
o GLA GEN, MO, NO, 37 ‘ Tolson —

UNITED STATES GO/ 'RNME ot
DeLoach o

M emo;;g?ndu | /2“____

onrad

( ' e
TO :  Mr, Rosen \]?ap/“' DATE: September 2, 1965 1 o
gvel
¢, /

1 - Mr. Rosen Trotter

\ FROM : G. H. Scatterday ({y(‘ 1-N Tele. Room
ofbe * 2
SUBJECT: b? < [

ame Check Request

Hoimes
Gandy

upreme Court

ey

: On st 30, 1965, a name check request was
received from Marshal, U. S, Supreme Court,
\\ on The Form

57 submitted indicates that—this individual 18 applying for
position as "janitor." -

| D
A check of Bureau ff;:; reveals no ideptifisble

y ! }/derogatory information concerning_

Memorandum from Mr. Nichols to Mr. Tolson
dated September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director has
instructed that no action be taken concerning requests
received from the Supreme Court until the matter has
been presented to him and he personally rules on the request.

REéOMMENDATION:

f
|
!
i
| RE
) That the Form 57 on m be stamped
"no derog data'" and returned to e U unreme Court. If

“ approved, this memorandum should be returned to the Name Check
Section for handling.

\\o "} \(;\‘9
vy
QG StP 101505
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Memorandum

TO : Mr, DeLoach

- ‘. Osh Oim, kG, NO. 2T ( ) -
S UNITED STATES GO LNMENT

- PR T S, T
: . SodOness
M. A--Jote

supjecT: YALE JEROME KAMISAR

LAW DROFESSOR

i BTV A ALV L ARSI WTAY

UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN

BACKGROUND:

DATE: 9-14-65

Talson

-
- Eelmont
) - Mohr
DeLoac !
Casper
Caliahod
Conted M .

Fall
Gale

Rosen

Sullivan
Tavel
Trotier
Tela. Room
Holmes
Gandy

'fp/) }/c

The 9-11-65 issue of '""The Washington Post" carrlled an article 7)

.entitled "Judges Hear Critics of High Court" in which it was reported
New York Police Commissioner Michael J. Murphy attacked the U, S,

thna inictratinn Aaf ~riminal snetiss at tha 9281+H 1A
LAl PO Ll uu:: ATMINIsSwIralicn o1 criminas Juauuﬁ Ge il ULl aldiliual

udicial Conference of the Third Judicial Circuit of the United States.
individual launched a vigorous attack on Murphy's statements.
"What do we know of Yale Kamisar ?"

Nt Ffavr hbamnarinog

uuu At

inquired,

INFORMATION IN BUFILES:

fr et )
\ &Gb‘“‘“ UDeLoach
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NOT RECORDED

t former
preme

Captioned
The Director has

| 11 SEP 2315 b
128 SEP 23 1965 Continued nex. pag,“c}. \
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RECOMMENDATION: bﬁ,/ /

For the Director's information.
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—e ——i most politically ettractive de-
NOT RECOPDED “lyjce is to blame it on the

128 cb 2501563

N
Judges Hear
“itics of

High Court

ATLANTIC CITY, NJ,
Sept. 10 (UPI}~The U.S. Su-
preme Court was coundemned
and praised in a panel discus-
sion yesterday while Chief
Justice Earl Warren listened
intently.

The occasion was the 28th
<« .-ual Judiclal Conference of
!t‘ne Third Judictal Circuit of

the TUnited States, covering
<. Jersey, Pennsylvania and
Delaware. ]
Before a reomful of lawyers
and judges, former New york
Police Commissioner Michael
J. Murphy attacked the High
Ccust for hampering the ad-
mioistration of criminal jus-
i‘tice while “vicious L:casts”
; were loose on the streels, Z—Za;
was referring to the Supro..2!
Court ruling in 1961 that ex—t
tended to state courts the Fed-|

l eral rule that 1llepally seized

evidence is inadmissible in
‘eriminal trials,

i “We are forced to fight by
‘rules while the criminals are
permitted to gouge and hite,”
he declared.

“It has been our experience
that if suspects are told of
their rights they will not con-
fess,” he added. N

Yale Kamisar, law professor
at the University of Michigan
and a ‘ieading authority on
criminal law, rcse to lzunch a
vigorous attack on Jlurphy's
statements. At times his re-
marks elicited laughter from
the crowd, including Chief
Justice Warren and Associate
Justice William J. Brennan Jr.

Kamisar called Murphy's

AVETY

TS STVl T

e

/\-; dbc e xposition “gimplistie, narrow-
v ~C r’.'j(v Niminded and politically expe-
v s : I} dient.”
100 ) “Fighting crime is a 7.
vt .jeult, {frustrating  business,”
- LAN pod PR (U.}EE'. - said Kamisar. “When you

~ can't handle it, the easiest angd

wcourts. It's a lot more ponuizar
t!than raising taxes to i cwce

L ‘Lhe police force! s—u._ o

. 1 S l23 ]S’&‘Sdple's‘\\forld fal
J . EP . ) Date Li
o
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/7 Q/g,ﬁ Camh 44 1503 %
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=, Sulliven
- |f Tavel
_ Trotter
yomy Tele Room
—~  Helmes
: Gandy
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L Lot

The Washington Post and &;._

Times Herald \
The Washington Daily News """"_*.‘\
The Evening Star &
New York Herald Tribune \

New York Journal-American

New York Daily News e
New York Post
The New York Times
UR\bBalumorc Sun
The Worker
The New Leader
sifinoeiff a]] Street Journal
The Natlonal Observer
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. . : MR, TOLSON 74
OFFICE OF DIRECTOR J R, BELMCONT
™

' -
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGAY, R, MOHR

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE MR, 'cH

-

MR, CASPER

November 17, 19654"! CALLAHAN

MR, CONRAD

R, FELT

The attached copy of a letter addressed, _= ~
to the House of Representatives was .. nosen
sent the Director anonymously from MR, SULLIVAN

Newark New Jersey . MR, TAVEL
, - o, MM, TROTTER
f :' i ) MR, JONES

[
: - "! TELE. ROOM
. .

MISE HOLMES

- m,

MRS, METCALF

MISS GANDY
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I am asking for, pleading for and begging for an investigstion of the
OS_ » repeal of any laws necsssary %o fimpeach MNe, Yerrea as
Cen 8O sonally sar snd feather him, a

Réa- o 75755 — NN
iy, —

y//CC: Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, Director ® NQV 23165
Federal Bureau of Investigation

-

L ME—————

Mr. Hoover....I'ﬁﬁ Laki?g the liberty of sending you acopy of the aboYe
as your organization is'thé only one left to trust. I did not send this

my senators Williams and Case Wwho are both socialists and couldnt car
’ kess.
L, ‘Nir o~ A . .ﬂ_/,.
HOP‘UL ¢)€J—I‘)R:. /,-'7 .
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Me. R.. S

Mr. Cdinhan..—
Mr. Conrad .o
Mr. Felt
Mr. Gale ... —
Mr. Rogen ..

Wle ¢ z 7¢ B '
. November 16 1965 5::‘ g:&f“”‘”

- . Mr. Trotter ____
Tele. Room_ e
Miss Holmes
Miss Gandy

)/ Federal Bureau Of Investigation,
?’ washington, D.C.

Gentlemen:

1 wish to report a co incident. which to me may have other
implications.

Over this past week end tne Los Angeles Times carried a

short article stating that," Bettina Aptecker, who was a &

prime mover in the Berkley uproar, has announced that she

is a communist and has been one for a long time! This is =

the same person who, when asked by a reporter during the 2? .

Berkley trouble just last fall said,™ I am a Marxist, if ,_“ 'Uf
< -

Q!

prod

I said that I was a communist, I could be jailed under the J
Smith act".

This is the same girl who's Father is the head of the com-
munist strategy organization in the east.

Now just 2 days after this_ gdmission of being a conmunist
appeared in the Times, thecgupreme Court, hands down a
decision which throws out practically all the penalties
of being a communist. And Gue Hall said that he will run

candidates for office on the communist party banner. '
It is my feeling that the communists have a plant in the 35
organization of the Supreme Court, who tells them of the

pending decisions, and how it affects the '"party'.

If 80 this is most dangerous, as he c¢can plant information
that the communists want planted, just a well as leaking
information cut.

I present this as a citizen who is worried about just where
all this sort of thing is leading us. o
‘ sl

V.

[ WC’
ro ?{ﬁpi/fﬁ‘ Yt
4 L AN EEF 2 Ao

NOT RECORDED
102 NOV o 1965
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MAILED 10
NOV 191965
COMM-FBI

Tolson
Belmont
Mohr
Del.ooch
Casper
Callahan
Contad
Felt
Gale

Sullfen M,__
Tavel é.'..‘__
Ttotter

Teie, Rool e

4

November 19, 1065

LR =R 7808

m—b f

Sa-3

7B

Your letter of November 16th has 0 _IE: ::’

_ been received, : . ~ta 2
\ = £

Ican assure you your interest in 2 3

furnishing me your observations is appreciated.

Sincerely yours,

3 Edgar Hoover

L'

b

NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Bufiles.
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Memorandum

. ol ok
™y
Mr. Gale }é&ugii [/,/’DATE December 7, 1965
¢

T. J. McAndrews\bkik é; ! k;ﬁx;/ |

< ) | v
— CARMINE TRAMUNTI, also known as, ET ALci/
« = INTER3TATZ TIANSPOQTATION IN

: -
AID OF RACKETEERING - GAMBLING

TIOHN —_—
icw
Teie. Room —n..

AR

FROM

Holn 08
SUBirCT:

[

“In a ruling handed down December 6, 1965, the United States
Supreme Court reversed the decisions of the Dlstrzct and Second Circuit
Court of ﬂppeaxs in a contempt of court conviction of Al Harris, who
ironted for Tramunti, a leader in the Thomas Luchese "family" of La Cosa
Nostra, in a huge dice game being operated nightly in the Miami, Florida
arei during eariy 1963. This game, which was descrlbed at the time os

o
- ~ TA
! the iarbest ever to be held

wank roll of $200,000.

-

&

-

Iy

Y e

reportedly operatgd on a nightly
cjf:ua 1Y E, U
During 1862 this case was brow ht! before a rFederal Grand Jury

- <he Southern District of Wew York and Harris wes called to testify,
~-rilcularly regarding certain telephone calls between New York and
. <Tida in connection with the promotion of this game. Upon his refusal
-2 testify, claiming protection under the Fifth Amendment, Harris was N
cranted immunity under Section 409 (1) of the PFederal Communlcatlons hcg\
oilowing Harris' continued refusal to testify under conditions of
-.ummunity, he was called before a2 District Judge in New York's 3outher

L™ - =
(<] liiam 1,

Jisirict, sworn as a witness,

and the judge propounded the same guestions

which Hdarris again refused to answar.

Harris was thereafter held in

contenpt and received a one-year sentence under Rule 42 (a), Federal
fules of Criminal Procedure. The Court of Appeals,Second Circuit, upheld
the Distirict Court's ruling.

The United States Supreme
Justices Stewart, Clark, Harlan and

Court'’s majority opinion (5-4, with
VWhite dissenting) deals primari.y wit
a procedural issue, ruling that the handling of this matter under 42 (a),
whica the majority opinion holds is reserved for such matters as alf.lronts
of tine dignity of the court, the quelling of disturbances, the handii:zg

ol _=xsolent tactics, all within the presence and hearing of the judge,
Wiz in error. The decisigh of the lower courts is reversed and this case.
iz romanded for proceedings under Rule 42 (b), which in general prescribe:
iz zandling of all criminal contempts except those specified under 42 (a’
L Lr. Belmont - N

1 - ur. DeLoach Y},fyl ]

i1 ~ lur. Rosen ,.f_/ é‘l 9\7-)53" "./"?

i ~ lUr. 3Jullivan L A0 ‘ o

i - ». Casper ‘ ,,;:;,/ NOT RE(“ORDI: CONTI L A o e Y s

1 < 128 JAN 7 1906
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Memorandum to Mr. Gale

Re: Carmine Tramunti, Et Al.
In reversing the case, the Court specifically quotes some of
the wvrovisions of 42 (b), which, in brief, calle for notice of hearing

ana that "the defendant is entitled to a trial by jury in any case in
which an act of Congress 50 provides," and for the fixing of punishment
upon a gUJ.Lty verdict.

Of particular pertinence to the Bureau's work, however, is the
madorzty's launching into _an implied "fear oi reprisal® doctrlne. The
Court's opinion observes that "what appears to D& a DraZen Tefusal to
cooperrate with the grand jury may indeed be a case of frightened silence.
2efusal to answer may be due to fear - fear of reprisals on the witness
or his family" -~ ~ - "VWe can imagine situations where the questions zare
so inconsequential to the grand- jury but the fear of reprisal so grezt
that only nominal punishment, if any, is indicated." This inclination on
the Court's part could well have an effect on a number of our more
uportant cases in the field of organized crime in which immunity is an
~-3sue, primarily our case against Chicago "Commission" member, Sam
Giancana; our convictions of severali members of the Thomas Luchese
"family" in New York, and, for that matter, our general thcory of L
prosecutive approach in which we are making valiuable use of the immunity
provisions in various statutes in our drive against organized crime.

7ith regard to the Gigncana casg, the Department has made a
preliminary observation, in ligiat of this reversal, that, while Giancana'
contampt citation is a civil matter, on which the above-discussed decisic
toes not touch, the Court may in the future return a ruling adverse to
e Government because of the introduction of the "fear of reprisal"
coztrine. Concerning the convictions of Luchese's men in Kew York,
are scheduled for imminent review by the Juprenme Court as a "paczaﬂe
toe pepartment feels that in light of the Harris decision these
coavictions may well be in je0pardy.

-t

whi cl

0235 VATIONS:

The liberal element of the Supreme Court has struck anotiar
L:ow against law enforcement and the drive against organized crime.
w2 will, of course, push to have larris tried beiore a jury ior co“.empt
HCW3ver, it is not known ‘how far the Supreme Court is going to carry
"Zear of reprisal™ doctrine which they dwelt on in the Harris case.
appears that the Court might well be adopting a doctrine which will
ruiit La Cosa Nostra members and other raciet ligures to dcfy the
-mnunity provisions in Federal statutegs by ciaiming fear of repriscz]

Ty
-
-~
3
~

2 -



vomorandum to Mr. Gale
c; Carmine Tramunti, It Al.

3
Peys

fron La Cosa Nostra. If this is true, the Court may 2lso reversc auny
convictions obtained by jury trial the same as they reversed this onc.

§ N e
daviacava
ity

ife will urge immediate action to have Harris tried under the
\provisions of Rule 42 (b) and we will closely follow related decisions
as tiey affect our work, particularly in the field of organized crine.

¢ . :
, Q!i% - iy 0/{04,




GSA GEN. 28O, MO, 17 Tolson

OFTIONAL FOLM N0, 10 NI10-10s !
MAY 1143 IDITION ‘

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT o

g:i‘;;[cn

Memorandum
F'plr
&gule

TO . Mr. Rosen DATE: January 5, 1966 e

- Trotter

- - 1 - Mr. Deloach ), il

FROM : G, H, Scatterdui‘] |“‘ 1 - Mr. Rosen vV 75

1l - Name Check
SUBJECT:
UPREME COURT NAME CHECK REQUEST

By letter received December 27, 1965, a ngme check
request was received from lr. John !'. av:llI s;& Suprene
Coyrt of the linited Staies who Was
bor + Dav etter
indicate 8 an appl or a position with the
Supreme Co

A check of eveals no identifiable
nformation concerning and a name check of the
Identification Division no arrest record for her,

Memorandum from Mr, Nichols to Mr, Tolson dated

'9/3/57 indicates the Director imnstructed that no action be
taken concerning requests for name checks received from the
Supreme Court until the matter has been presented to him and -
he has ruled on the request, !

RECOMMENDATION: ,, 7N

That the attached letter be sent to Mr, Davis
indicating that no investigation has been conducted con-
cerning d our files reveal no information

55 JAN 14 1955
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OFMONAL TOIN 1O, } f Wio-108
MAY 1941 EDINON k
Ota GUIM, RFQ. MO, 2T Tolson

UNITED STATES GOV | NMENT ' ) DeLoach

Memorandum

Mohr

pATE: February 9, 1966

1l - Mr. Rosen tele. Room

1 | ¢ PRSI o1 gy T e

A = NN *  Hoimes

1 Gondy
]

b

0.0

: P
C A check of Bureau files reve no identifiable
erogatory information concerning
Memorandum from Mr. Nichols to Mr. Tolson dated
September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director has instructed
;§ that ne °ﬂ+*ﬂ“ be taken concerning requests received from the
| Supreme Court until the matter has been presented to him and
( he personally rules on the request.

RECOMMENDATION:
That the Form 57 on W, be
stamped '"no derog data" and returne o e U, 8. Supreme Court.
- If approved, this memorandum should be returned to the Name Check
Aképction for handling.
. /
. ) H ‘ ﬂ g
! }’/t‘? vl
. - !
,_- ‘ |
,\éf\ ‘U S ey Jr}zf" ’2“/
. r j., o
\ L/ L7V B TIR FEB 121 965
\0\0 \'; (J j rrN, L
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4-572 (Rav, 7-18-51)

DHIQNAL FORE WO, 1§ ' ne-198 ‘
war 1741 t0iTvoN
A3s OGN, MO, HO. 3P

UNITED STATES GOV, ?NMENT

M emomndum

TOM_ : Thfa Ditector DATE: 'j/f’?} é é

FROM : N, P. Callahan

I SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

l Faies 3347<5348. Conyressman Cross, (3) lowa, polnted oul
F.‘sal ga ille la the G. 8, Tupreme Court, tznored and gatuering dust lor vearly

i years, is an oilictal t.3050rIpt Laal Z8Teiosth i detail the slocking story of

- L‘i Litter icud arcong iedaral judges da-Gilanowa City, Galal” Lir. C; 35 8 c!
Lrigslorn: a:iun poriaining 10 this fevd. ile weul ou o sizle "43 o citlzen an
& tiamber of Usanress, Ieavaot sit fdly by and watch walle toe Tespect r.nu
coancense in tLe federal judlzfary is undezizined fa Qulanow:a Or 2ay clue
f,:c.: af tag Nation And ] scban taai therg are olier aroas that aexd auennoxx

in the strongest terms at my comuand that the proger commitiees ol

10::,5;*%4 tacncy an {misdiate invesiigation. ™

i

l-‘:‘

b2~ 27525~

NOT RECORDED
I2Z2MAR 1 1966

record for was reviewed and pertinent items were
marked for the 's attent:on. This form has been prepared in order that

ayzm%{ of he original memorandum may ke clipped, mounted and placed
eaul 3B or subject matter files,

In the original o [f rcmdurn captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
irect

2% s7)

I~/

QOriginal filed in:
v
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’ Tolson
UNITED STATES GQVERNMENT 3!?%

Memorandum

TQ- ﬁHr. Deﬁﬁ;éL ' DATE: March 1, 1966

ST _ - Mr, DeLoach
FROM ‘A, ROBG'WD

SUBJECT:yAMES RIDDLE HOFFA: ET AL, Lj }

l o ~ Mr, Rosen '
OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE ' — |
On 2/25/66 information was furnished to our San Francisco
;‘_

b 1= e ol et e

Recommended that the attached memorandum be sent to the Attorney Gen-
eral furnishing him this information and advising that no action with
respect thereto will be taken in absence of a specific request, It

is recommended further that the attached airtel be directed to our -
San Francisco Office advising of the action being taken in this matter

: = s =
Fhclosure N V1 NOT RECORDE |
72488 - + CONTINUED ~ OVER g o




Memorandum to Mr, Del.oach '. -
RE: JAMES RIDDLE HOFFA

RECOMMENDATIONS'

1, -Our Sa
dissemination

received the information, nor that oi ’ Ol WhO made
the remarkép'should be concealed in furnishing the information to the
Department. ~“Attached for approval is a memorandum to the Attorney
General with ¢opies for the Deputy Attorney General and Assistant
Attorney General Vinson furnishing them the information received and
stating that no further action with respect thereto will be taken by
this Bureau in absence of a specific request from the Department.'

y 2. Also attached for approval is an airtel to our San
., + Francisco Office advising that it was necessary to furnish the

v identity of and-to the Department,
2 a—— :
\/ J‘?V
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P 7 — = ; March 3, 1966
| - ) | - BY. LIAISON
: ’ 1l -~ Mr, Deloach .
C; - . - "1 - Mr. Wick :
-7 ¢S o1t
lionorable Marvin Watson oot 1l -
Siccial Assistant to the President /)] -
The White House ot 1 i -
;

Vashington, D, C.

Doar Mr. Watsont

The following information, which was given to the :
San Francisco, California, Office of this Bureau, is being ‘ !
. furnished as & matter of possible intero ‘
Tihis inf

X

HalbTe

~ )

1.,

—‘NOTE. See &__2x memo Rosen, to (DeLoach, WAF:ba, 3/1/66, captioned
C "JAMES RIDDLE HOFFA; ET AL} ﬁBS’I‘RUQTIQN OF JUSTICE." . /‘({({/ <
Cos - o

B —E fnrm O~ '

H
Gu A MAIL ROOM ?LETYPE UNITE:]

.



" I " Bonorable Marvin Watson

~ The foregoing information has been furnished to the
\ttornoy General with the advice that no further action with
rcspect thereto will be taken by this Bureau in the absence
Q2 a specific request from the Department of Justice,

f. Sincerely yours,
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= .. 25 March, 1966,
Mr. J,Edgar Hoover.
Washibgton, D .. C. \}

: Dear MR.Hoovers [
I am sending you this information you

alrsady know about but I am wondering if
any help can be given to palice officers
I am retired from the Los Angeles police
Dept. you dont remember me MR.Hoover but

motoreycle police escort: there you came
o Los ingslos. NGNS =5 uy
captain and assigned me for your escort
we went to Hollywood and around a few  +—

R
_,at.f_ /JJr“ e
ef’ S

Yo e
T L ‘L.-. G' - . h‘*!; (e -

nAR 29 1366

| sbout thirty years ago when I was riding L,

places we were over on Sumset Elvd. That was myMst thrill °

ST R
bl b 75/4

"THE COURT CAUSES
 ALL OUR momx.r""'

The President can reverse
the trend to crime and addie
tion in this countmaddresa-
ing his plea to upreme

Cou

t the Court reverse ltself
on Prayers. Dirty Books, Com-
munists and other criminals
and then watch America re

turn to sanity and respectabll :

ity.

The Court at the behest of
the A.C.L.U. is behind all this
unrest and confusion that
curse lessed nation,

Queen

ATRE{ﬂ -

"‘C'\

Mr. Tolson_.___
Mr. DeLoach_
e
Mr. ‘Casper___
Mr. Callahan_,
Mr. Conrvad.__
Mr. Felt
Mr. Gila - ____
Mr. Rosen
Mr. Suliivan__
Mr. Tavel ___
Mr, Tr.ter__
Tele. Room
Miss Holmes__
Miss Gandy____

e ————

~



' March 31, 1966

ol |
¢ @, CA-ARISES -2/

-

arep.

bl

8 s 72830 b
g

I recelved your postal card of March lmr\

and want to thank you for remembering me so kindly.

1 It was thoughtful of you to make your views
on problems confronting our Nation available to me, and
I am enclosing literature which I trust will be of interest

to you.

Sincerely yours,

DERAGE Hoove

Enclosures (2)
1 - Little Rock - Enclosure

Faith of Free Men
3-66 LEB introduction

NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Bufiles.
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OFTIONAL FORM NO, 10 - $010-108

C e { )
X . . Tolson
UNITED STATES GC. ‘RNMENT ) Powiil
- Wiek — .
M emorandum T
Conrad e —
Fot
TO : Mr., Rosen DATE: May 4, 1966 )/E*:&:
M i o,
FROM : G, H. Scatterday |-V b(, 1 - Mr. Rosen Helmen o
C/ 1 - Gandy
o7 - %
SUBJECT: / Y
URT NAME CHECK REQUEST o

- ' /
’///’—N\ on

1966, a name check request was

recelved fro Marghal, U.S. Supreme
e Form 57' subl mil !t e#ndicates

a
"Custodian.,"

.ﬂ ‘hnnlr AP TDhharman
il N UJ- UU.L f=3 =¥

erogatory information conc

Memorandum from Mr. Nichols to Mr. Tolson
dated September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director has
Instructed that no action be taken concerning requests
recelved from the Supreme Court until the matter has
been pregsented to him and he personally rules on the
request.

———

RECOMMENDATION:

ia That the Form 57 ome
. stamped "no derog data" anu returned e Supreme

- Court. If approved, this memorandum should be returned
. to the Name Check Section for handling.

_ y) /
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OFNOMAL FORM NO_ 10 ¢ L] B 3010104
MAY 1941 EDITION ( ] )

O3s GEN. KIS, WO, 77 Tolson

UNITED STATES GO RNMENT ) DeLoach
Wick

Ccntud

Memor o ——
andum A

TO : Mr., Rosen DATE: May 18, 1966 (

ﬁ g 1l - Mr, Rosen ;:ﬂl..!r’loom
FROM : G, H, Scatterday 1 - Holmes
1 -

Gandy
SUBJECT: . —
SUPR REQUEST

On Ma

7, 1966, a name check request was received

Memorandum from Mr, Nichols to Mr, Tolson

\ dated September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director has
instructed that no action be taken concerning requests
received from the Supreme Court until the matter has been
" presented to him and he personally rules on the request,

That the Form 57 on —be stamped ''‘no derog
data'" and returned to the U, S. Supreéme Court, If approved,
this memorandum should be returned to the Name Check Section
or handling.
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Senztor Robert C. Byrd of Vest Virginia called and s2id he was
woalering i coiuco; the Lurcau could prepare for him a Littls spcech
with re.c. cace to the Susreme Courtruling on .x,en.u.y cn police guectioning
of suspacis,

I told tho Sonator X could g‘t tiat donz, Ielsoteli im thcre is a

complicniion thore wiizh the C..i;i Jaciice tivd ::. otelscarcciin L.s csinicn
Lo ot thoy ere trying to Cicin iy thire 18 no difforentlation between the t:ypes
i criize handled by the Fot and thoce o local authoritics. 1 estated thct,

—h T -t PRI AP S * h A
iz not c_.,_;_iy soourstis 2eceacs ia Meacral erd

g wmrm o Nﬂl--‘|ﬁ"—_\"_'l‘\
g4 ]}. A RN :v'v.-—s.u‘.‘.- 2

363, yeu g
sraorrecst ond in locnl crinves

it

CilSe . p.--.,\i vooor €8 ruiless wo now kave, a parecn has (o o2 adviced
not tals and can linve a lov iyer, ¢t cetera, and tasrcicre I think

it wia 5“"" ’"‘- local d—»-—»ml hardor then the Fedoral authoritics, but I
voalid get him v sowe nolcs ca this.

-
.

et
NECH e iy

oa the S:::.te floor hitllng tint ruh...,.

I encle to Lir. Tolesen about this makier and nstrucizd wat it

Very teruly yours,

JLEt
6 JUNNI T 1966

John dzar Hoover

(2-T75% 5
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128 JUN 20 1966 1o, |
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3077 - —_{ o

.

ronerally

= L P . - )
or nrooaib ond tho police oficer oS to nitiie an a2rrost

Cyrd stated Lz would 2ooreciate it as he would like to male

o
~
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 17 n= ’ $010-104
MAY 1953 EDITION ‘ H )
b

G3A GEN. #EG. NO. 37 Telson

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT otwiid
Lo 14|
. Wick
Memorandum
Callatan
Conrad
Felt
Gale
TO : Mr. Rosen DATE: June 16, 1966 (Fi7<n
ivon
Tavel
n /fS 1 - Mr. Rosen "Il::cl’:l.lr?oom
FROM : G. H. Scatterdayl{/¥ 3 1 ~ Name Check Holmes
~ [Q(/ / 1 - Gandy

7¢ b,

SUBJECT:

O supr NAME CHECK REQUEST b Jc
,r7 C;,
// On June 9, 1966, a name check request was received
f rshal, rt, on
\\ born
kj ,<) A check of Bureau files o identifiable

k)f?ﬁf'derogatory information concerning

Memorandum from Mr, Nichols to Mr, Tolson
dated September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director has
instructed that no action be taken concerning requests
i received from the Supreme Court until the matter has
been presented to him and he personally rules on the request,

RECOMMENDATION ;

stamped "no derog data" and returned:to e U. 5, Supreme

Court. 1If approved, this memorandum should be returned to
the Name Check Sect.on for handling,.
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OPHONAL FORM NO. 10 { 3010-104 °
MAY 1942 1OITION |
Gia GEN. 810, NO, 17 ) Tolsen
UNITED STATES GG v ARNMENT ' beoach ——
Mchr
Wick —
emorandum
Callahan
Conrad
Felt
Ga
TG . Mr, Rosen pate: June 16, 1966 ’//:E?min
Swilrian

uvtl

- l!r. Rosen Trot!n
- eck Tels. Room

bE, 5!!

4l 1
FROM : G, H, Scatterdayca [N 1
1

A
p7C

SUPREME COURT NAME CHECK REQUEST

Gandy

bt

SUBJECT |
I

b

¢] 966, a name check request was recelved
fro

?
T™h

R — 1 1C I
thiS”individuat‘Ig‘hpplyin
private,"

A check of Bureau files reveals no ideptifiable
erogatory information concerning d

Memorandum from Mr. Nichols to Mr. Tolson dated
September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director has instructed
that no act1on be taken concerning requests received from

the Supreme Court until the matter has been presented to
him and he personally rules on the request,

RECOMMENDATION

That the Form 57 on _ be
stamped ''no derog data'" and returned 'to the U. S. Supreme Court,

If approved, this memorandum should be returned to the Name
Check Section for handling.
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UNITED STATES GG vERNMENT

Memorandum
TO *  The Director DATE: —/"‘ "/‘5/’; 4 ¢e

S/ROM : N, P. Callahen

SUBJECT: The Congressional Reefrd .,
\ sty Dprpezse 1708

Pajes 12453-13426. Congresamas Levine, (R) Osw, istroduszed
& reso..tioa (K. J. res. 118:) sisg & . endment Lo the Coxstituiion &
t:e Unitew Staies roiating Lo tag/lomer oi Lag Suprexe Court to declare aay
$E01810n 01 iAW ancomatituts a¢ Temmaaled o decisicas of ite Coart
OF 18 pAS: B@ OLa. YA S ARG Sikind Tula meat recest decis'en is & [orier
Hadlation iz i2e area 9 pelice eaiorcaent wilea commenzed wild the renderiang
ﬂ @: 130 kealiosy Seudsios 1a 1837, Thare sesxs le Do o tenden:y by tke Co.rt ia

——
.

L@ toigres! @ 1@ idwlreazers and in dinregard of tae rights @i tos aw-
ALIAIEY A cepr Gl thif resoiuiion Wil be ehiaimed.

/ ‘ P P VI
e s o

:
o
i ;
R , " L
DT R s g e N
NOT DGO
145 Jun 1966 . C W
il

In the original 01'2 ée:&undum captioned nz1 dated as above, the Congressional

Record forta 74 - U (11 lgﬁﬁn was feviewed and pertinent items were
marked for Yhe Ditector's at ‘W, This form has been prepared in order that
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed

in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files,
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. . .-" K ' Mr. Tolsom
v k Mr. DeLoach
M.

Mr. taspEr.o_ .
(a Mr A unan

M P oriad
June 17,1967 .y‘{____.
My Gale .
Mr. Rosen..
Mr. Sulifven .
Mr. Tavel .
Mr, Trotter .
Tele. Room..__— |
Miss Holmes.___

J. Bdgar Hoover Miss Gandy
Director, F.B.l.  ————
Washington, D.0. ——— =

Dear Mr, Hoover, ] C)

I am writing in regards to the recent Supreme Qourt rul-
ing of our state, I send along clippings from one of our
1o00al newspapers, I would like you to do all within your
power to help us in this state to get these rulings re-
vergsed, Something 18 very badly wrong here with our law,
There 1s a great increase in crime, yet instead of our

iawn 't_u_;,i_gg gtrancthnnndi f_,!\_e‘v are weakened, Thues it is

4

Ve Ve R Tl Y W A W W W

sasler for the eriminal to escape punishment and aot a-
gain, There 1s no fear of law-enforcement officers, for
hls hands are tlied, I am only a citizen, and a Christian
mother trylng to raise my children to respect the law,
But, what about the children who will not bte taught by
thler parents, either will they learn by a lesson of law,
They are learning they may be freed through some little
tecnical letter of our precious Comstitution, It is my
children, and millions of others that will grow up under
fear of the freed criminal unless YOU and I do something.,
We must prevent this kind of supreme power to change laws
without a vote from the good people who must live under:.
the fears of such rulings, Such a ruling was by the Su- ‘"

preme Court on the bhanning of Bible reading and praovar

BRE vyl S Zsavat stalisdp Al piagvi i
in our shools, This was pushed by a non-God-fearing wo=- L\_)
man who also defies the law., Yet the Supreme court

changed the law for her and her kind, A poll now being

taken shows only 2% are her kind., So the other 94% (as

of now) live under the law set down by the small minor-

ity. We do not try to force man to accept God, dut they

must be forced to obey the law. We must do something to

change these rulings., I close thig letter with these

words. What will you do to help us? Tell me what I may
do.

996l IZ Nr

Respectifaly yours,

11 _

k}i\ !Eoen!x, Lrizozf 85040
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(Continued from Page 1)  |evidence against him, and that|decision. He said the police de-|
he has a right to the presence partment would await legal ad-

s fo sl practiof] pur|f 30 atiornes, eithe retained vice and then “make any ad

poses are out in all criminal or appointed.” . justments in procedure as seems

prosecutions.” ef;‘--“'l'hc’: defendant may waive Decessary.
. ectuation of these rights, pro-; COMMENTING on the second
If it says what the papers|yijeq the waiver is made volun|polnt, relative to a defendant’s

f?;gjh;:; smdﬁmﬂ'ﬁyuﬁhncﬁﬁ tarily, knowingly and intelli-lright to counsel in the police
4 . interragation room Cordova

’jctared Corbin. M e Cn TR R
“God help us,” added Corbin.| —"If, however, he indicates in{**“"
“God help the public. I sincerely|&ny manner and at any stage| “If the opinion holds that
tmean this.” of theltpru_ciﬁss tha:kl:e msll::? to'someone restrained of his lib-
‘ - : . a .o (consult with an attorney before|erty while being questioned by
qu(é::bggssiledenmrlnaﬁ trg a%azﬁ_ speaking there can be no ques-|officers during the investigatory
ington for an official copy of Honing. Likewise, if the individ-\stage, and prior to being ac-
the opinion. He said it is hoped ual is alone and indicates inicused or charged, is entitled to
it will arrive today. any manner that he does rot|court-appointed counsel at the
wish to be interrogated, the po-lexpense of the state, then for,
The high court’s decision is|lice may not question him.” = |all practical purposes, in any

maant 4a nravida firm onidslines criminal wnracacntion  uga

meatii W Provade LU pLlicclits i N N . criminat rosecution  usg as
to police, the judiciary and pros- Phoenix Police Chief Paulleyidence of an admission or a

lecutors on just what is_ legal| Blubaum took a “wait and see”|confessios wpuld be the rare ex-
.| in the question of self-incrimina-|attitude toward the high court'ception and not the rule.”

“ltory statements by criminal de- i . |
fendants. - :

IT IS common knowledge In
legal circles that the court un-
dertook the present decision in .
order to clarify confusion caused
by the Escobedo decision. The
decision gave the right to a sus-
pect to demand and be repre-
sented by an attorney at inter-
rogations.

- Monday's decision contains
these key legal points:

—The prosecution may not
use statements, whether excul-
patory or inculpatory, stem-
‘ming from custodial interroga-
tion of the defendants unless it

{Aamanctrates the ugs of pra-

ECIIIVLS LA Sesias W

cedural safeguards effective to
secure the privilege against self-
incrimination.” - ;
—“PRIOR TO any questioning
the person must be warned that
he has the right te remain
silent, that any siatement he
does make may be used as

® ®
ing on Confessions

[

ey

1 bt Bt i By




P

E Whn iy v ; e

ly HOWARD BOICE

TI-IE U.S. SUPREME Court
eventually will ban eriminal
confespions as courtroom evi
dence in afl cases,

County public defender Vernon
BCruaﬂcnntmdedyesberday

He said the bigh eourt's ruling
Monday was "just a step toward
this goal.”

IN THE Mondly decmhn, the
court heid confessions obtained
by police cannot be used as evi-
dence unless certain conditions
are et

These mclode advising a sus-
pedﬂmthehunnghttocon—
suit an attorpey, “either re-
tained or sappointed,™ and that
he may not be questioped If “he
indicates in any manner and at
any stage of the process” that
he does not wish to be interro-
gated.

_The mmb—discusaed high court
overtyrned the convic-
tion of Ernest Arthur Miranda,
2%, of Phoenix, among others.
He was sentenced to 20 to 30
years in prison for the 1963 kid-
paping and rape of s 18-year-
old Phoenix girl.

ROBERT K. Corbin, Maricopa
County attorney, d:sclosed yes-
terday that Miranda will be re-
turned to Phoenix and tried
again on the charges. S

Croaff pointed to a dissent by
U, S. Supreme Court Justice
Byron White in the Escobedo
cuse to back his belief in the

Ueaswn Held btep Towar
Confesswn Ban in Court

high eourt’s direction.
In the 1964 Escobedo case, a

[
atn

LRARAN

Police

M T \.l

M

BN U

wraas

LA

,

Washingion Post Service

'h:ASHING'!‘ON——'me Supreme Court decision restricting

of suspects’ confessions will not have the major impact
‘sn law enforcement some critics fear, Atty Gen, Nicholas
Katzenbach uld vesterday.

Wit will crlmp same palice practices, perticularly the
Wholesale clearing of crime veports with & single arrest,
it in no wey means police department.l lhonld “close
shop,” Katzenbach seld.

aunracygenenlﬂefendedmeu mhuu
fedﬂ!lprmbeo!twodmdqud-ld

ﬂ“p‘l

ALY

R ]

NN

-

|
|
o
|

| lmdmark  decision, ™ highisuspected of 8 crime, whether

mmumbmmmﬂym&wm'

sel for & suspect 1o e police] CROAFF also asserted that:
Mhmm i the court was making the police |
Whits wrote: mmnnm‘:f‘“““’“ tnstead of con
thus lnol'bu‘mliar!t!n in the

direction of the But sherifl and police said it
ocourt ::el::mgly ﬂl i: hl:fiﬁd‘he would make little difference in
to bar from evidence all admis- their handiing of investigations, |
shon cblained from an individual| (Continued on Page 1%, Col. 1} }

T I*

f

The high court ruled that federal am stite trial courts
could not sccept confessions from def -danty who were
interrogated without being advised of tr ir richts to legal
counsel and » warning of posstble self. -rimination,

Some law enforcement officers charg ° the restrictions
would impede prosecutions and ncce!erntb. n alrudy rising |
erime rate,

Heuidthedeclsinnwasmtnss mguitnsln-

terpreted in some quarters. sratistlc;l}y fewr
result Jrom confeasions or hhnoqaum, he adced,

Lk

!
|
|
. i
it would have virtually no effect in fedcral, criminal cases. }

R e L S
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Your letter of June 17th, with enclosures, was
received during Mr. Hoover's absence. You may be certain it will
be brought to his attention upon his return. Iknow he would want
me to thank you for furnishing him your.cbservations and comments.

Blncoroly yoirl, t

Helen W, Gandy
LN . Bacretary

. -

NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Bu[ilea. In view of the
tenor of her letter, it is felt a reply over Miss Gandy'l signature is
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SOUTHWE§T

KINGSHIGHWAY AT SOUTHWEST + S8T. LOUIS, MO. 63110 + PN/

: Y “
“ ]/}(f { l’)/?\/ ] July 12, 1966
T / 1/

Honorgble Earl Warren, Chief Justice

U. S% Supreme Court
Washington, D. C.

W Dear Sir:

I am enclosing copy of an editorial which appeared
in the Neighborhood News published in St, Louis, Missouri,
Thuraday, June 23, 1966,

T realize that there is no chance of this decision
being reversed but, as a citizen who spent four years as F
President of the St. Louis Board of Police Commissioners, I =1 -
deem it my duty to inform you that, in my opinion, a great
many innocent citizens will suffer as a result of the diffi-
culties in obtaining evidence and convictions in the future.

It appears to me that more concern has been shown
for the criminal element which in many cases are repeaters
than for the vast majority of citizens who are entitled to
protection. .

¢
AP
//"}V Very truly yours,

)~
BEC- 81 o7

03 —
N "L‘X’ JZ_ 2 7FEEF S =]y
VRS mug?h Black ;l/

7 Mr. Wm. O. Douglas ——
Mr. Tom C. Clark - 42080
% Mr. John Marshall Harlan e JUL #94F -

\‘[ Mr. ¥, Ja Brennan Jr.
v ‘& Mr. Potter Stewart' /#
Qo‘) Mr. Byron R, White .
é’ Mr. Abe Fortas
Q .

rd

. \ f)'r\p ” &
®7JUL 2T 1966 "+

’
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Editorial

The Supreme Court scems to have
lost the use of good common sense in
tta ruling that all confessions to police
are void if the police fall o warn &
eriminal suspect of his constitutional
rights to ocounse] and ko remain silent.

The Supreme Court has gone il out
to protect the righty of the criminad,
but what about ‘the rights of the good,
decent, law abiding cftizen? We are
constantly being told that we must do

nothing to huit or offend the rights of

people for fear eome innoceni person
might be harmed.

It is time we dtart thinking of the
greater good of the majority of peo-

ple. There may be a few cases of an -
.innocent person bteing wionged, but
these are tTare in our opinion. But, at .

the rate the Supreme Court is going,

it will be alomst impossible to conviet *

.. anyorie. Who is doing anything to pro-
_*'tect the innocent people, the vast ma-
jority of our citizers?

i The forgotien man seems to be the
. -i law abiding, the tax paying citizen, the
.+ persom who is trying to do right by
. !  himself and his neighbors. He seems
to have no rights. He seems to be get-

‘ting tess and less protection. He never -
secms to get much consideration, par- .
ticularly from the Supreme Oourt and

its ridiculous rulings.

Yes, the Supreme Court protects
the scum of the earth. The Supreme
Court feels that these individuals

- should be pampered and petted and
their rights must get full considera-
tion. The Supreme Court by its rulings

¢ seems to say that the three boys who
killed Wechter J. Clark, the bus driver,
in cold blood must have their rights
protected. The police must warn these
three punks of their constitutional
rights to counsel and to remain silent.

"Yes, these no good hoods must be pro- -

.. tected, but who took care of the rights

/. of Wechter Clark aa he drove his bus? "
© . Who will take care of his widow and

the children left behind?

It seemsa to us that it would be most’

( v Neighborhood News

. preme Court to wake ap and uae BTN

Thurs.,” T 23, 1966

Supreme Court Should Wake Up

explain or to defend its ruling to Mrs.
Clark or the children. These so called
smart guys, the Supreme Coun
Judges, sit in their ivery tower and
outthink themselves and do great dam-
age to our country. They may be '
smart men, 100 times smarter than
the writer of this editorial, but they
are lacking in one great item . . .
common - sense. They seem to forget
that the majority of citizens, the good
citizens need some protection. They.

™ seem”to forget that some of their re-

cent rulings are making it much easier
for the criminals to commit crimes,
The Supreme Court in its § to 4
decision held that upon the suspect's’
request, the police must: ,
Permit him to consult with his at-’
torney. .
Provide an attorney if he is too im- -
povenished to hire one, 4
Permit the attorney to be present
during the police interrogation. it
Immediately stop all guestioning if
the suspect sayw he doesn't want to

~ talk further or wants to talk to his .°

lawyer. L

The suspect can waive these rights 7 .
but only after a clear and careful
warning.

It iz time that, we the people, be-
come aroused and start doing some-
thing about Chief Justice Warren and
some of his Irberal oohorts before all
law and order go down the drain. We
feel that the great majority of Ameri- -
can i=itizens are fed up with the 8u- - -
preme Court's pampering and petting
and protecting of the criminals in our-
country. ‘

This latest decision is the last straw
in a series of Supreme Court blunders
that we fecl has heiped to protect the ..
criminal and has caused an increase -
in the crime rate. Just for & change

., let’s start thinking about the good,
decent people. It s time for the Hu-
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 SUPREME C OURT' S REMARKS
RAISIN

In view of the attempt being made in some places to shake
public confidence in the FBI at this time, it seems that we should have some

way of calling public attention now and then to some of the praise that we
get. Recently, highly favorable remayks about the FBI and its work have
been*inade by members of the present@upreme Court. There are at least
tgree_examples as follows: :
= (1 Jtn Miranda v. Arizona, decided on June 13, 1966, the majority
-2 pinion, written by the Chief Justice, makes the following
.. - statement ""Over the years the Federal Bureau of Investlgatmn
=~ . has compiled an exemplary record of effective law enfiorcement
o while advising any suspect or arrested person, at the outset
of an interview, that he is not required to make a statement,
that any statement may be used against him in court, that the
individual may obtain the services of an attorney of his own ;
*’\\ choice and, more recently, that he has a right to free counsel '
if he is unable to pay. A letter received from the Solicitor \
General in response to a questlon from the Bench makes it
clear that the present pattern of warnings and respect for the
rights of the individual followed as a practice by the FBI is
consistent with the procedure which we delineate today. "
Te Nt L
Remarks made b:y M1 . uuSLLCG ark "GI‘ ed m "Introduction
to Symposium on Evidence an rxmmal Procedures, " Baylor Law
Review, Summer and Fall, 1965, reported as follows: '". , .The
rules which the Court has now held applicable to state procedures

Lhntra bhnnn £FAlTlanwrad ey TTandawnal lawr nnfamanminmt ~Affinaa Fan esnnneo

Hayo WTTll LlUVLIUWEWU JY L Tutial law Tiuui b‘:lllcllb CLiiCers 10T YTl O,

some for half a century. Yet the high percentage of convictions
in Federal courts has not been loweyed. .. it has improved during
the last 30 - 40 years. This has mosPl‘ikely resulted from the
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Memorandum J. J. Casper to Mr. Mohr
Re: Supreme Court's Remarks Praising FBI

training given Federal officers. The FBI has long carried on
intensive programs for such purpose and other Federal agencies
are now doing likewise. . .police and prosecutor training schools
based on FBI curriculum should be established to apprise state
officials of more advanced law enforcement techniques. "

w2 P
(3) On June 15, 1966, Mr. J\_mhn:-\r's“numg made a speech to the
Internatio i iation, Portland Or on, and
‘sent a copy to the Bureau. At his request an lﬁureau

approval I had seen him previously and I gave h1m a copy of
"Search of the Person" and a copy of "Due Process in Criminal
Interrogation.' In his speech he said, in describing the higher
requirements recently laid on the police, "This has meant that
it was necessary to re-educate many of the police. The FBIL
has lead the way, it has helped us realize that brain as well as
brawn can solve crime. .. it is this positive approach to law
enforcement, which the FBI and an increasing number of local
authorities have shown, that will enable the police of the country
to work and live under the Constitution of the United States and
will afford all citizens, no matter how low their rank, a feeling
of security.'

We have left out a long paragraph in which Mr. Douglas described
the accomplishments of the FBI National Academy. The full text of his remarks
is attached.

RECOMMENDATION:

That all these current and highly commendable remarks from

at le ast one of the best possible sources in this country be/sed to
counter Bureau critics, if at all possible,
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The President of the California Bar Association,
addressing himself to the difficulties law enforcement
officers face, said:

“Many of the difficulties are due to an exaggerated
respect for the individual as the isolated center of the
universe, There is too much admiration for our tradi-
tional system and too little respect for the needs of
society,” !

That complaint is often heard. We are told that
restrictive court decisions are “tying the hands” of the
police and are “coddling” eriminals at society’s expense.
Such comnplaints are not new. Indeed, the remarks which
T have quoted are not of recent vintage. They were
uttered by Curtis Lindley, President of the California
Bar Association. in 1910, This verbal exchange between
judges and law enforcement officers has been going on
for some time.

It is not a war. In the long run, we all seek the same
goals. We all want a society where pedestrians, homes,
and places of business are safe, in which all citizens enjoy
the full measure of their civil rights and liberties, and
where those accused of law violation can expeet and
receive fair and equal }ustice.

Somnetimes these goals conflict. If we abolished the
Bill of Rights perhaps more criminals could be eaptured.
But we Americans would not want to live in a society in
which all roomns were “bugged,” where the police could
stop and search all persons at will,* where those suspected

of erime wore heaton and +
AL Wk RRARL TR L AL AL AALLIL Ay

11 J. Crim. L. & Criminology 109 (July 1010).
* The Statute of Wineliester, 13 Edw. 1 Stat. 2 (1285} provided:

‘oL af any Stranger do pass by them, he shall be arrested until
Morning: and if no Suspicion be found, he shall go quit; (7) and i

i

they find Cause of Suspicion, they shall forthwith deliver him to the
Shenff, and the Sheriff may receive him without Damage, and shall
keep him =afely, until he be aequitted in due Manner.”
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Our Constitution and our traditions establish the
ground rules for the investigation and prosecution of
eriminal cases, Qurs is an “accusatorial”’ system: the
defendant is presumed to be innocent and the burden is
on the prosecution to prove him guilty beyond a reason-
able doubt. A fair public trial is guaranteed. So is the
right to counsel and the right of confrontation and trial
by jury. There is the privilege against self-incrimina-
tion, which ainong other things means that the defendant
is not obligated to cooperate with his accusers in provid-
ing the evidence of his guilt. His confession may not be
coerced no matter how subtle the tactics. At trial he
cannot be compelled to testify and his failure to take
the stand may not be held against him or even com-
mented upon by the prosecution or the trial judge.

The police are restrained from unreasonable scarches
and seizures—a man's home being his castle; and. no
matter how despicable the accused may be, if the police
lawlessly invade the precinets that the Fourth Amend-
mment makes sacrosanct. the evidence that is unlawfully
obtained is inadmissible at the trial.

The Constitution, in other words, places ohstacles in
the path of police. presecutors, jurics. and judges. It
purposefully makes crimninal investigations and prosecu-
tions difficult, not easy, The Fourth, Fifth. Sixth and
Seventh Amendments make this abundantly clear. The
theory reflects the attitude of our eighteenth century
forebears. They wanted to take government off the
hacks of the people. Modern constitutions of the newlv
emerged nations talk in terms of things that government
must do for the people. Ours talks in terins of things
that government cannot do to the people. The Framers
erected by design high fences around the homes and
offices of the people and built a sanctuary for the indi-
vidual, honoring and respeeting his dignity and privacy
no matter how unpopular or suspect he might be,
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Other countries have different traditions. The ecivil
law countries of Europe follow the “inquisitorial” prac-
tice—that is, the entire legal machinery revolves around’
an effort to develop all the facts of the case, with con-
siderable emphasis upon interrogation and formal ques-
tioning of the prime suspect,

France provides an illustration of the inquisitorial
system. In France, most investigations of crime are con-
ducted by a judge d'instruction—a magistrate. He may
require the assistance of the police, but they function at
this stage under his direction. Interrogation of witnesses
may be done by the police or by the magistrate himself.
The purpose of this investigation is two-fold: (1) to
determine whether there is any basis for further deten-
tion of thie accused; and (2) to gather the fullest possible
information regarding the crime. At the formal inquiry
before the magistrate, the aecused must be advised of his
rights. He may have counsel. He may refuse to answer
questions, although in practice few suspects do, for the
refusal to cooperate is regarded with suspicton.® The
magistrate holds his hearing, examines witnesses, and,
usually, obtains a statement from the accused. He pre-
pares a full report of the investigation and determines
whether there is to be a-trial.

The inquisitorial aspect of French criminal procedure
carries over into the trial, which begins with the presid-
ing judge's interrogation of the accused. The defend-
ant 1s never placed under ocath, thus avoiding putting
him to the dilemma of a choice between perjury and self-
inerimination.* .

5 Pieck, The Aceused’s Privilege Agninst Seli-Inerimination in the
Civil Law, 11 Ameriean Journal of Comp. L. 355, 5% (1062).

*fd.. at 556, On the French procedure generally, see Devlin,
English & Freneh Legal Mothods: Crime, 4 Int. & Comp. L. Q.
376 (1955): Patev, Dlecent Reforms in Freneh Criminal Law &
Procedure, 9 Int, & Comp. L. Q. 353 (1960); Kock, Criminal Pro-
ceeding= in Franee, 9 American Journal of Comp. Luw 253 (1000);

Freed, Aspeets of Freneh Criminal Procedure, 17 La. L. Hev. 730«
(1957).



—d

Trials in Russia are in the inquisitorial tradition.
Police have vast powers prior to the trial stage. There
is a provision in the Code of Criminal Procedure (Art,
20) that prohibits soliciting the accused’s testimony “by
force, threats, or any other illegal measures.” But the
power to hold prisoners incommunicado for long periods
makes this guarantee quite meaningless. Prior to accusa-
tion, a person may be held incommunicado for 72 hours.
Art, 122. That would be an unconstitutional procedure
in this country since there is no sanction permitting
“arrests for investigation,” though occasionally our police
practice it.° In Russia, once a criminal charge is made
against a person, Art. 97 of the Code provides for con-
finement up to two months. But a state procurator may
extend the time to three months; and the federal pro-
curator up to six months and in some cases up to nine.
These long periods of detention incommunicado are a
policeman’s heaven, for we all know that the end product
is a confession.

Searches and seizures in Russia can be conducted only
with the sanction of the procurator as provided in Art.
168. But “in instances not permitting delay a search
may be conducted withput the sanction of the procurator,
but the procurator must be informed subsequently within
one day of the search.” Ibid. By Art. 169 witnesses
must be present during the conduct of a seizure or
search—the owner of the dwelling or an adult member
of his family.

By Art. 128 “the help of the public to expose erimes
and to search for the persons who have committed them”
is demanded. Clitizen participation in helping the police
is indeed a part of the social compact in all countries,
The difference comes when the citizen becomes the ac-
cused. Then the accused in this country no longer need

i8ce, e. g.. Report and Recommendations of the Commis<ionet's
Comnittee on Police Arresta for Investigntion (the Horsky Report),
July 1062,
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help the state. In Russia the state still retains the upper
hand. That one difference marks the large gap between
that system and ours which the Fourth, Fifth, Sixth and
Seventh Amendments have created.

Of all the eriminal trials I have seen in Russia, there
was none that truly involved a searching probe of the
issue of guilt or innocence. That issue had been resolved
in the long period of confinement and in the intensive
investigation. The trial was usually in fact a trial to
determine what punishment was to be imposed.

Unlike France and Russia, Indian law makes it very
difficult to obtain confessions from one suspected of
crime. Section 24 of the Indian Evidence Act requires
that confessions be excluded from evidence unless volun-
tarily made. That rule is cast in terms similar to the
numerous American decisions holding a confession inad-
missible when it is the product of coercion, unduly per-
sistent interrogation, or other overreaching.

India’s innovation comes in sections 25 and 26 of the
Evidence Act. Section 25 renders inadmissible all con-
fessions made to a police officer. And section 26 bars

all nr\nrnce;r}pn mada tn anv moarenn whila tha en

i, 1
arx LAAFIC TG >

s made to any person while the suspect 1
m police custody. unless the confession is given in the
immediate presence of a Magistrate.’

These provisions were born of a distrust for the police
and their treatment of those accused or suspected of
crime. When Thomas B. Macaulay, one of the principal
authors of the Indian Penal Code (which became law in

1860), went to India early last eentury, he found very

harsh practices extant. including the use of red pepper

¢ Section 27 provides an exception to these sweeping rules: any
portion of a confession which leads to the diseovery of corroborating
evidence i admissible. The theory appears to be that the danger
against which Sections 25 and 26 were designed to guard—use of
possibly unreliable confessions—is not present when the counfession,
or part of it, is verified by other evidence. Only that part of the
confession which is verified i=s admissible. See Sakar's Law of Evi~
dence 283-284 (11th ed. 1964).
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in the eyes of suspects for the production of confessions.
Shephen, in his History of Criminal Law in England,
Vol. . p. 442, mentions this practice:

“During the discussions which took place on the Indian
Code of Criminal Procedure in 1872 some observations
were made on the reasons which occasionally lead native
police officers to apply torture to prisoners. An experi-
enced civil officer observed, ‘There is a great deal of
laziness in it. It is far pleasanter to sit comfortably in
the shade rubbing red pepper into a poor devil's eyes than
to go about in the sun hunting up evidence.””

Sections 23 and 26, born out of those practices. har
all confessions which fall within thewr terms—whether
or not “voluntary.” They are per se rules reflecting
bitter experience with the tactics of the I[ndian police
under British rule. Recent proposals to change the
Indian Evidence law have heen rejected deéspite claiins
of uuproved police practices: .

“It must he conceded that in India. the police foree
as a whole is not. even today regarded as a friend of the
citizen. This is natural as the facts and circumstances
of its creation . ., . canuot be forgotten so soon, . . .
In order that the ecitizen in this country should come to
look upon the Indian polieceman in the same manner
[as the Englishman regards the English policemman] the
police force in the country will have for many years to
conform to the principles and practice which have gov-
erned the conduct of the British Police. Such a course
of conduet alone can win for them the confidence and
esteem of the publie.”

In practice. these rules operate strictly. As stated,
section 26 validates only confessions made in the pres-
ence of a magistrate. But the influence of section 25—

hich exclude all confessions made to a police offi-
cer—is great; the Indian courts require a period of
“reflection” during which the accused must be isolated

“1I Law Commission of India, Rep't No. 14, Ieform of Judicil
Administration 747 (1958),

f
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from the police investigators before any confession may-
be recorded by the Magistrate. The purpose of this is
to give him a chance to think the matter over, and to
allow the influence of any police threats, promises, or-
coercion to be dissipated. As the Indian Supreme Court
put it:

L JE, N,

There can be no dotibt that, when an accused
is produced before the Magistrate by the investigating:
officer, it is of utmost importance that the mind of the
accused person should be completely freed from any pos-
sibly influence of the police and the effective way of
securing such freedom from fear to the accused person is
to send him to jail custody and give him adequate time-

to consider whether he should make a confession at.
all

“ .. [1]t would. we think, be reasonable to insist
upon giving an accused person at least 24 hours to decide:
whether or not to make a confession. Where there may
be reason to suspect that the accused has been persuaded’
or coerced to make a confession. even longer period’
may have to be given to him before his statement is
recorded.” ®

In that case, the accused was given only one-half hour-
for ‘“reflection,” apparently because he was “keen on
making a confession strajghtaway.” That, the court said,
“should have put the learned Magistrate on his guard’
because it obviously bore traces of police pressure or-
inducement.” 1In yet another case the accused confessed
after having been given ten days to “reflect” by the
magistrate. But he had passed those days in a cell
supervised by some of those charged with investigating

tlay Al s —em
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LHE Criing, and tngs e COIHessIon wWas neld invaluda.:
When our Constitution was adopted in 1787, and later
when the Bill of Rights was added. it contained very

~ Sarwan Singh v. State of Punjnb. All India Rep. 1957 Sup. Cr.
63T, B43-644.

*Raja Klima v, State of Swoashtra, All India Rep. 1956 Sup. .
Cr. 217



—8—

few matters pertaining to the enforcement of state crim-
inal law. There was, to be sure, in Article I, Section 9,
a prohibition against Bills of Attainder and against
ex post facto laws and the United States Supreme Court
had occasion last century to deal with aspects of that
problem. But apart fromn those restrictions, the states
could design such crimninal laws as they chose and enforce
them in any manner they desired. Then came the Four-
teenth Amendment with its Due Process Clause. Those
who designed that Amendment did not define due process.
But the great stream of cases that came to the Court
over the decades presented the recurring question as to
what provisions, if any, of the Bill of Rights were in-
cluded in the Due Process Clause and thus made applica-
ble to the states by reason of the Fourteenth Amendment.

While the Fourteenth Amendment was designed pri-
marily to give political rights to Negroes. the first bene-
ficiaries were not the Negroes but proprietary interests.
In 1886 the Court held that “person” within the inean-
ing of the Equal Protection Clause included the corpora-
tion; ' and in 1889 the same was held as respects the
Due Process Clause.™

Likewise the first provision of the Bill of Rights made
applicable to the States by reason of the Fourteenth
Amendment favored the proprietary interests. In 1897,
the Court held that the Fourteenth Amendment forbade
a state from taking private property for public use with-
out the payiment of just compensation.” just as the fed-
eral governinent would be required to do under the “just
the years, many such decisions have incorporated rights,
secured against federal interference by the Bill of Rights,
into the Fourteenth Amendment. The most recent of

0 Santa Clara Co. v, Southern Pec. R. Co., 118 T 8,304, 39,
1 Minneapolis Ry. Co. v Beclwith, 120 U. 8. 26,
= Clicago, B, & Q. R. Co. v, Chicaga, 166 U, 8. 226,



these igs Pointer v, Terns, 380 1I. S, 400! ‘hich holds

ulluu AT & Wwrtuhr V. o4 kil UV Ve R AWV 11ch I

that the right of an accused to confront the witnesses
against him, assured by the Sixth Amendment, applies
to the States through the Fourteenth. That case was
decided in 1963, so the process has been a gradual but
continuing one.

As a result of this selective process of incorporating
the Bill of Rights into one or more of the clauses of the
Fourteenth Amendment, most of the guarantees orig-
inally applicable only to the federal government have
become applicable to the states. That is the reason why
in this century, particularly, the Court decisions have in
in the minds of many been an unsettling influence.
What it has actually meant is that the standards for law
enforcement have bren raised. The reach of the con-
stitutional protection of the citizen has been extended
and the American concept of freedom, equality, and
justice has, I think, been greatly enriched.

This has meant that it was necessary to re-educate
many of the police. The FBI has led the way. It
has helped us realize that brains as well as brawn can
solve erime; that beatings, torture, detention incom-
municado, breaking down the doors of homes and other
like lawless action has no place in our society.

For 31 years it has had its National Academy where
local law enforcement officers are trained. The course
is for 12 weeks; and as of May 25, 1966, it had gradu-
ated 4936. Of these 28 percent are executive heads of
their respective agencies. The present academy capacity
of 200 a year will soon be increased to 1.200. The FBI
has extended other extensive help to munieipal, county,
and state law enforcement groups. Between 1961 and
1965 it held across the Nation 20857 law enforcement
schools attended by nearly 600,000 people. Training was
provided at all levels and of all types. This instruction

W And see Dowglas v, Alabama, 330 U, 8, 115,
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ranged from a few days to 10 weeks or more. In addi-
tion, it conducted many law enforcemeut conferences—
1.126 in the last five years. These conferences were
attended by nearly 100,000 people and nearly 40,000
agencies were involved.

It is this positive approach to law enforcement, which
the FBI and an increasing number of local authorities
have shown, that will enable the police of the country
to work and live under the Constitution of the United
States and will afford all citizens, no matter how low
their rank, a feeling of security.

Oregon has also been among the leaders in modern law
enforcement techniques. So has Berkeley, California,
where law enforcement officers have a salary range that
not many elsewhere cnjoy. )

Berkeley has macde an extensive effort to educate its
policeimen in legal procedures. not with the idea of “get-
ting around” court deeisions, but with the view of work-
ing within the rules of law. These efforts have paid rich
dividends; an examination of Berkeley's criminal statis-
tics shows that a very small perecentage indeed of arrests
results in exclusion of evidence illegally obtained.

All of us need re-education in the Bill of Rights.
Students need exposure to it at an early age. News- |
paper editors need to understand its history, for their
editorials often show glaring deficiences in knowledge of
the background and function of this American Magna
Carta. Journalists are often so ignorant of the Bill of
Rights that at press conferences their questions eoncern-
ing court deeisions are frequently unintelligible. The
public 1s sometimes so unaware of the hasic guarantees
that they think the judicial decision turns on whether
the judge is “soft” on criminals or made of sterner stuff.

"Fducation in the Bill of Rights therefore is one of
the great challenges of our time,
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July 22, 1966
The Hon. Lyndon B. Johnson
President of the United lt.ntu
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expressway into Indianapolis, to see a Buge signbdard slong the highway earrying
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favoring rulings. And the marital record of Justioce Douglas is a disgrace for one
in 80 high a positiont

Ve do like Potter Btewvart, and don't feel he goes don; vith luch _of

this. We hope notl RECB 407 97\&5&’/,(,(/‘ %

Thank you for anything you lm)ﬁt.h-rl vho love America ean dol Ve
appreciate the fine recerd of our Ohio Senator, Frank J. Lausghal

May you have the LORD'S ewvn wisdom as you try faithfully s ‘f
% o - \

P

cc t Mr. J. Edgar Hoover /

The Hon. Frank J. Lausche

8ineerely,

Attachment'
X r\EURE
7_,/_ 760
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I have received the copy of the letter dated
July 22nd you and your friends sent President J
together with its enclosure, E

I want all of you to know that I appreciate your
kind expression of confidence in the work being done by the

1g9d
W00y ONIGVIN-0OF

FBI.,
Enclosed are publications which [ hope you
find of interest. :
8incerely yours,
MAILED 4 '

J, Edgar Hoover
JUL 271966

EQ::l::xres (2) | ' : | % M}J

The Faith of Free Men £ ’
The FBL...Guardian of Civil Rights

NOTE: Although correspondent and her friends express condemnation

blfa / of the present Supreme Court, in view of ¥k praise of the Bureau,

the above reply is deemed appropriate, We had one prior letter from
tRW §2-1-B4; a¥ wihich time she thanked the

b% rector for his statements regarding Dr. Martin Luther King.

She expressed high praise of the Bureau at that time and sent Holiday

ef 12-10- 2,408£11-4142).
d who

entifiable in Bufiles.
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Mr. Tulson
Mr. Ji-Lea

' A Calab
b 7 Mr, Conra
OTwOOa, o 2 Mr. Gale

Mr, Rosen

< Mr. Sullivs
July 26, 1966 ‘I Mr. Tavel
Mr. Troee
Tele. Rnom
| Miss Holm
Hon. J. Edgar Hoover, Dir. { Miss Gand
Federal Bureau of Investigation —_—
Vashington 25, D.C. | s

Dear Mr. Hoover: S u,vr‘-’ v € ('0 N 7 ’
l ekl 72

r\

Last week, I wrote to the President,with_copy to
you,concerning the lawlessness end anarchy on our city streets S
until meny of us women are afraid to venture out onw our Q
streets at night - even to go to evening church, &and much

( of it, many of us feel, can be laidat the feet of our . )

(” ”__Lgupreme Court. In fact, Just last evening in our CINCINNATI ' A
PGST:'@E_S—STAR, & letter appeared in the Editor's Medlbox, ~ X3
ond signed by six or seven employes of one of our largs -
Cincinnati banks, the Fifth-Third, lsying the bleze for so .- .{\-’§

much current lawlessness at the feet of THE WARREN COURT. < L\
ls i However, tanis letter is not over thet, but I'm o)
enclosing one of tne most remarkuble books, & true story € _ x
end best seller, which I have read over ead gger wgein, ond @D e
sent out to missionaries and Christien workehdver tne country &n L
end world--THAE CROSS AND THE SWITCHBL/LDE. Perhaps you have | e
read it; end, if so, just pass this copy on to someone who L
hasn't rezd it. ) £
: v ’\'\}.
Inside the book I heve included a photosiat by tnae f-‘"
suthor of this book which is very timely, on dope adliftion (&t {§ b
among the young people of this nation, and who is behind it {0 &
ell. Just thought you'd be interested. b ~

God bless you in the great work you are doihg
under most difficult circumstances ... may He give you His __ ., -~
own wisdom in a&ll that you do! é; 2755~
NOT v+ oRDED
91 Auc 0 1376

Sincerely,
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TO : Mr. Mohr DATE: August 12’ 1966 Sutlivan ————

Tavel
Trotter

wick — e

) Tele, Room
J. J. Casnerd v / Holmes

3. 3. Casper)} e
7

REVIEW OF PUBLICATION ENTITLED
"FROM ESCOBEDO TO MIRANDA - THE ANATOMY

fol b dansn kel Y &wnl ST T S W PN Y PAT AR TIN T u

UI‘ A oUrHBENVLY bUUH.l DECISION" BY
RICHARD J, MEDALIE (339 Pages)
LERNER LAW BOOK CO., INC., 1966
WASHINGTON, D. C.

AFTQMAITT T ANTUAITA
VAL L LLININDVUD

BACKGROUND

Washington Post article (8/7/66) captioned "Georgetown
Professor Raps New Rules on Evidence' reported that Samuel
Dash, Director, Institute of Criminal Law and Procedure, Georgetown

TTn1n—rn~cl tv Taw Cantar had apitinicnd thdATanrama Cairt ‘Fnh cattinoa
wiiivoa glt] dadCh W W TIILTL LWL WA lllbl‘lcu LT Uut)l CILMT A4 DCLLLllb

""almost arbitrary deadlines' and producing "ironic' and '"discriminatory”
results in its recent decision in Johnson v. New Jersey (6/20/66)
holding that the Escobedo Opinion (6/22/64) and the Miranda Opinion

fe/172/88)\ are tn ha annliad anly nrnanactivaly tn triale ham

\UI ey vv, “ad B WG ul.ly&&cu Ulll: tll UDPC\/‘J' GLJ LAV N }“lﬂ wcsun after

June 22, 1964, and June 13, 1966, respectively.

The Post article noted that Dash's criticism was found in \
his Foreword to a new Institute publication compiled by Richard J.

Medalie, Deputy Director of the Institute, entitled "From Escobedo to
Miranda - The Anatomy of a Supreme Court Decision',

\ Pursuant to the D.recfor s comment on thig Post article

S
"Procure a copy', the publication was obtained and is attached. The
following review was prepared by the Training Division.

. 6 AUG 19N365
o™ — =2y
0Sure gﬁ()\) .,‘.‘:&}
@n CF-R75585—
"5’"" NOT RECOWDED
52006 23 1966 HI RV 10 10t
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REVIEW OF PUBLICATION

1. General Theme of Book

As the title of this book suggests its general theme is
the development of the rules governing the admissibility of a confession
of guilt made by a suspect or prisoner laid down by the Supreme Court
of the United States in the cases of Escobedo v. Illinois and Miranda v.
Arizona.

Briefly, Escobedo holds that a confession elicited by law
enforcement officers from a person in custody after the officers fail
to advise him of his absolute constitutional right to remain silent and
refuse to honor his requests to consult with his retained lawyer is
inadmissible against him at his trial because such police action deprives
him of his Sixth Amendment right to the assistance of counsel.

Briefly, Miranda holds that a confession is inadmissible
if it was obtained,by law enforcement officers during in-custody
interrogatinn where they fail to give the prisoner effective ''warnings"
as to his rights to silence and counsel because such custodial
interrogation puts his privilege against self-incrimination, guaranteed
by the Fifth Amendment, into jeopardy and its coercive effect must be
dispelled by the warnings which are essential procedural safeguards
for the proper exercise of his constitutional rights.

This publication attempts to trace the route of decision
from Escobedo to Miranda by a review of various documents used
during the appeals of five cases decided by the courts of four States
and one Federal Court of Appeals involving questions left dangiing by
the Escobedo opinion. These so-called "Post-Escobedo Cases' are
as follows: Vignera v. New York; California v. Stewart; Johnson v.
New Jersey; Miranda v. Arizona; and Westover v. United States. With
the exception of Johnson v. New Jersey, these cases were decided in
the consolidated opinion of the Miranda Decision on June 13, 1966.

The Johnson case was decided the following week, on June 20, 1966.

2. Foreword by Samuel Dash

The five-page Foreword by Samuel Dash consists of an
explanation of the purpose of this publicati~n and general observations
on the Escobedo, Miranda and Johnson holdings. His criticism of the
Court is confined to the following observations on the Johnson case in
which the Court refused to apply the Miranda requirement on the

necessity of the warning in a retroactive way:
— ot

-2-
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"Some threads of this June 20 opinion (i. e. the Johnson
opinion) can be found in the briefs and oral arguments of the State
of New Jersey and the State of New York as amicus curiae. But the
unique and almost arbitrary deadlines the Court announced for the
application of its Miranda ruling is a creation of the Court's own
making without the aid of anything counsel argued.

"The total effect of Johnson is a discriminatory array
of remedies, of very differing degrees of effectiveness, for persons °
tried or convicted at different points of time. Those tried after
Miranda may use the Miranda ruling, Those iried between Escobedo
and Miranda may use the Escobedo ruling but not Miranda. "Those
tried before Escobedo may only use the earlier Supreme Court doctrine
on voluntary confessions which requires no warning of rights by police,
but treats the absence of a warning as one of the factors in the determi-
nation of whether the confession was voluntary made.

"It is ironic that for four people alone the Court applied
Miranda retrospectively -- Miranda, himself, Vignera, Westover

and Stewart. " )

In the course of describing the various documents used in
the appeals of the Post-Escobedo Cases leading to the Miranda Opinion,
Dash also wrote in his Foreword:

"“"Perhaps the most striking lesson to learn from these
materials is the role an amicus brief ¢an play in shaping a majority
opinion, even without oral argument. Undoubtedly, the most effective
presentation to the Court was the amicus brief of the American Civil
Liberties Union. Although the full ACLU brief is not reproduced here,
from the excerpts printed, it is clear that it presented a conceptual,
legal and structural formulation that is practically identical to the
majority opinion -- even as to use of language in various passages of
the opinion. Also, it is from this brief and its appendix that the Court

—_ PRI, P —_— 2 s = S e oy e d e o ]

apparently draws its lengthy discussion of the contents of leading and
popular police interrogation manuals. Both the ACLU brief and the
Court explain that resort to the manuals is necessary because of the
absence of information on what actually goes on in the privacy of police
interrogation rooms. And both the Court and the ACLU brief point out
that these manuals, shocking as they may seem, should be understood

as presenting the enlightened and fair-minded police point of view,"



G J
Finally, Dash notes in his Foreword that"

"The Institute is pursuing a number of research projects
aimed at developing empirical data on the functioning of the various

steps of the criminal process. Of relevance to the Miranda decision
ia a ahrdtr whicrh ctartad Tiina 1 1088 n’ tha attihidae and raennnoaa

2 DLUWUWLY WAL DLEAL VW U WL Ly -I.UUU WAL ALLAVMUWULY &liti 4 cayv‘lﬁlcﬂ'

of indigent defendants to police warnings as to their right to remain
silent and the right to have a lawyer appointed and be present with them
in the station house. This study is uniquely timed to observe at the
outset the unfolding problems of implementing the Supreme Court
guidelines. "

3. Special Purpose of Publication

The special purpose of this publication is to "illuminate
the appellate process” for practicing lawyers, the public and law
teachers. The method employed by the Institute to achieve this purpose
is through the reprinting in this publication of appeals materials such
as the briefs filed by the lawyers for the petitioners, respondents and
amici curiae and the transcripts of the oral arguments in the Supreme
Court in the Post-Escobedo Cases.

The Institute of Criminal Law and Procedure is described
as an institute which was '"established as an integral part of the
Georgetown University Law Center in October, 1965, for a fiveyear
period, under a million-dollar grant from the Ford Foundation.

A principal mission of the Institute will be to engage in sysftematic
studies of the criminal law process from’police investigation practices
to appellate and other post-conviction procedures!'.

This particular publication is described as ''Studies of
the Criminal Process - No., 1",

4, Contents of Publication

There is nothing new and practically no original scholarly
research or writing in the whole publication. Its 339 pages consist
almost solely of reprints. For example, among these reprints are the

aia Woway WL 2 Lgfs SASW2e e R et ik LS DL LA S HRiILa2T 2 SR2Lad

following:
a) The full opinion of the Court in Escobedo (24 pages).
b) The full opinion of the Court in Miranda (111 pages).

¢) The full opinion of the Court in Johnson (16 pages).

-4~
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d) Briefs of Counsel, edited, in the five Post-Escobedo
Cases (30 pages).

e) Oral arguments of counsel before th Court,also edited,
in the Post~-Escohedo Cases {1 99 na 5)i

B Al bt N W R N WA e el W \‘

.

The Post-Escobedo Cases shared the following salient
features which formed the main basis for their appeal and on which
the Court's opinion in Miranda turned:

a) Incommunicado, in-custody interrogation by
law enforcement officers of prisoners in a so-called

"ﬂnl'lr-n_.ﬂnm natad ufmnuﬂhavn"
r N Y WS A l‘“ WA u&l;lvﬂrlxc; -

b) Failure of the officers to give effective warnings to
the prisoners on their constifutional rights.

The arguments of counsel for the criminal defendants in
their briefs and oral remarks before the Court boil down to this:

Mian f—l\ L3S v--n \-\n- n‘-/\ ﬂﬂﬂﬂ““;ﬂ! A Neatandk o ﬂﬂ;ﬂﬂﬂﬂ‘lﬂ'ﬁ
414l Wl \’l' TNl 5 dai T TooTiLiAL VW O HLULTVL a Pl aoulics o
right to silence, base e 5th Amendment; and to protect his right

to counsel, based on the 6th Amendment; and, therefore, these warnings
must be effectively given by the officers and knowingly and intelligently
waived by the prisoner before any confession obtained may be deemed to
be admissible.

The arguments of counsel for'tj;;e prosecution boil down

or
o)
&
Puie
0

: That the warnings are not essential; and the failure of

law enforcement officers to give them is only one factor to be considered
in the "'totality of circumstances" surrounding the making of the
confession by the prisoner in a judicial determination of whether the
confession was made voluntarily and is the product of the prisoner's

free will and choice,

In Miranda, of course, the Court held that the giving of
the warnings is an absolute prerequisite to the admissibility of a
confession obtained from a prisoner by law enforcement officers during
in-custody interrogation.
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5. Value of Publication

Because of the nature of the publication consisting as it
does, of reprints, it is not an impressive legal work, particularly
since almost half its contents consists of reprints of the decisions
of the Supreme Court which are readily available. Whatever value
it does possess lies in the facts that the great mass of raw material
contained in the briefs of counsel and the oral arguments before the
Court has been organized, arranged, edited and gathered within the

.
P T - a e= g ama -l s ma e nma  m w

covers of one book, thus making edited parts of this data conveniently
accessible to the reader who has an academic interest in the historical
background of an important Supreme Court opinion.

RECOMMENDATION

Nane . . . For information.

G
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4-572 (Rev, 7-18-63)
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OFTIONAL IORM MO, 1§ 4 '
MAT 1941 2DITION i [ el
Gis OfM. NG WO, 17 ¢

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum
The Director DATE 7, 2 35 -C 6

N. P. Callghan

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

OS uur Rzae tu @H.Jﬁ-f

iina,
; Pages 18540.~ 13543, Semater Ervin, (D) Norts Care
!/ ced a resolution 5. J. Nes. progu%lén;m zant O t:l'
onstilction relating L0 the powar ris of the United Aates to rev
conviZions in eriminal acticss. He placed ja the Record & stateruent &e

:aJe beiore the subcommittee on Constitutional Amendments of tie Judiciary

Conarittee expinining in detall the purposes ol this resolution. Mr. Ervie

atated  \heo one reads sOme recent decisions of the matiom's higiest Court,

" and resiises toat uader them perpetrators el the loulest crimes are turned

: Enough
jovse in society to repeat their crimes, he s tompted to exclaim
sas been done for those wao murder, and rape and rob. It is time 0 6o

sowaelbiag for those who 40 not! wish to be murdered Or raped or robbed. M

is for tais perpose toat | purpose my Constitutional Amendizent. ” A copy
tals resolution will be oblained.

&%

s
W Lo nyPy -7

NOT RECORDED
46 £UG 9 1966

e S S —

1
In the original of a n‘?ﬂpgrandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
2 (6

Record for 7 -
&g% 3 f)ejéﬁdrTq";ﬁtention. This form has been prepared in order that
op

md

po

was reviewed and pertinent items were

Y of the ofiginal memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed

in appropriate Pureau case or subject matter files.

o

0935

bt _173

Original filed in:

\.
A

-



OFTIONAL FORm WO, 10 H1o=108

MAY 1967 EDITION i
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum

4-572 {Rev, 7-18-63) . ‘

TO : The Director DATE: Q ; q ,(j(_,
FROM : N, P. Callchan

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

&

G A

v,

3

-,
R

P AR A

Original filed in;

Pages 17251-17254. Senator Byrd, (D) West Virginia, requested
to have printed in the Record two articles from the June 20 issue of U. S. \\
bl New World Report entitled "In the 13th Year of the '"Warren Revolution'—

g. How Supreme Court Is Changing United States" and "Some Criticisms of the Court.
\ It is stated in the first article "Growth of crime: FBI reports show 2. 75 milliqn

'serious crimes' occurred in the United States last year, or a 58 per cent inc%

in the last seven years." : '

7
L0 - 27598.

NOT R™"NRDED
170 AUG 11 1966

v

C e ————

In the original of @ memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
Record for was reviewed and pertinent items were
marked for the Di ll;‘AU@nf og‘tg&s form has been 'prepared in order that
portions of a copﬁi \§inal memorandum may ke clipped, mounted, and placed
in appropriate Rureau case or subject matter files,

//_/{



must not search a person until probable cause for an arrest
has been developed, our officers refrained from following this
protective course lest evidence discovered be rejected by the
court in a subsequent prosecution. Probable cause came with
the shooting of the officers and too late to avoid this terrible

tragedy.”

VIL
THE SCHOOL PRAYER CASE

ON June 25, 1962 the Supreme Court decided a case entitled
Engel vs. Viale, generally known as the New York Prayer
Case. This case originated in the Scate of New York from the
Union Free School District #9 of New Hyde Park, New York.
The school daily procedure was adopted on the recommendation
of the State Board of Regents, a governmental agency created
by the State Constitution to which the New York Legislature
had granted broad supervisory, executive and legal power over
the states public school system. The state officials composed the
prayer which they recommended and published as part of their
“Statement on motal and spiritual learning in the schools”, say-
ing, “We believe that this statement will be subscribed to by all
men and women of good will and have called upon all of them
to aid in giving life to our program.”

The prayer in question reads “Almighty God we acknowledge
our dependence upon Thee and we beg Your blessing upon us,
out parents, our teachers and our country.”

Shortly after the practice of reciting the Regent’s Prayer was
adopted by the School District the parents of ten pupils brought
this action in a New York State Court, insisting that the use of
chis official prayer in the public schools was contrary to the be-
liefs, religion, or religicus practices of both themseives and their
children. Among other things these parents challenged the con-
stitutionality of both the state law authorizing the School Dis-
trict to recommend prayer in the School District and the School
District regulation ordering the recitation of this particular
prayer on the ground that these actions of official governmental
agencies violated that part of the First Amendment of the Fed-
eral Constitution which commands that “Congress shall make
no law respecting the establishment of religion.” The State
Courts of New York upheld the Regents in the recitation of said
prayer on the ground that the said prayer as a part of the daily
procedure of the Public Schools did not compef any pupil to join
in the prayer over his or his parents’ objection.

The opinion of the Supreme Court reversing the State Court
was written by Justice Black. It decided that the Regents had
violated the First Amendment to the Constitution in that it was
making a “law respecting an establishment of religion”™. In his

41
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47 Mr. J. Edgar Hoover ‘ ’ ! -
V' U.S. Dept.Of Justice | ([ ;r)/)
Federal Bureau Of Investigation ) !
Washington, D,C. 20535
My Dear Mr. Hoover: ,
l First I would like to take this oppertuntiy to thank you for the 6
booklets(99 facts About The B,B,I)} which I've received in May. I've given
5 of these booklets to several of our detectives and one to our wonderful
chief of police, Oakley Frank., The individual detectives and our chief have
enjoyed the booklets very much. I do all I possibly can for our local polic

walina dnnnri-m-n'l- nnﬂ hbhva f‘nﬂglﬂ- on thair 'h.hn1f for soma vears p‘n'h'l‘lnn'l'l

n the newsiapera, for these men are the guardians of ieace in this country
My recent letters publighed, have denounced the(RED) instigated Civilian
Review Boards and I have (lashed out very bitterly at these insane Supreme
. Court Rulings, which are pne of the great contributing factors in tearin

\\ this great country down 1ruo shambles, which can not ever ever be reciified
< i ()7&02- ifZﬁ,)
AN I am LO yrs. old, and I find it very hard to conceive that I would ,
N slitt“to see this great nation openly plagued by the deadliest, most cruel,s
“.. |most inhuman element upon the face of this earth, which is a representagivg
. fof SATAN, Communism, I've read your GREAT BOOK entitled "Masters Of Dec&lsd

{This book should be Commended for a top award in this country. Every Amexi-

jcan should and must read this factual writing, for this great book unveil

. ;anmhniqm for what horrible thing it i8. Hew can we expect Washington ﬁgti
'+ what is right, when they could never keep their own house in order???Wh
\xgood is the State Dept.? What good is the Sup. Court, who write up theiriq

~ i set of rules for this country? What good is a president who knuckles unde

yi‘for the Communists? What goo rg is Katzenbach when he is in with the rest

the CLAN? He is NOT an indaividualist thinker-he is a yuypcuo When dictatoy™

Martin King makes demands, those demands are orders, and our Washington o‘a

ficials fear this dictator and obey his audacious whims, WHY? This is so

thing you nor I shall learn in our lifetime., Too much is swept under the ¥

Y41
4

When William Parker, the Chief of Police of Los Angeles had died, I
have learned of his passing a week later, as the local papers here had not
mentionaed of this fine man's death, A friend of mine who subscribes to a cs
holic Newspaper "The Wanderer® has called me up and has told me Chief Parke
is dead, I was shecked, and I cried because William Parker was an inddspens
ble man, a good man! I have a letter from him that I shall keep for all tin
My heart went out to that man, when he had to fight the EVIL forces in the
Watts area. That good man was dragged through the mud by Satans elemants ar
their SUpporters, the Communists im this country. I've sat down and have wr
tten Chief Parker a comforting letter during his trialing time, to let him
know that there are many GOOD people at his side, We, who oppose Communism
MUST STAND TOGETHER, even though SOCIALISM&COMMUNISM has their foot in Amer
ca's door.

a
~

T

What a SIN, te see the transformation of a good democracy, inte a st

by-s{ep of MOSCOW Rulership. - c- 5 ~ _
"I o R o075~ D03

TS ¥ Vo
/ V{"v 18 AUG/G’ «QOﬁ
NmL Pe g §-10-b6 %\*
“ndm— -—.Y‘C\....

Ry, o L
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The Communist Party ..s become so bold si. a th. J.S.Bupreme Court has rul
in the REDS favor. "; = Communist Party has eve JEeld a Rally in New York
celebrating our pro-fommunist Supreme Court decifions. What can I or any o
cognizant American think? We can only judge men by their actions{

I am cathélic and I have been a democrat Mr. Hoover, until I began wa
ing up. When I've realized little by little what has been transpiring and
through the nightmare of REALITY=<knowing r»ight and wrong, I knew I had to
take the right stand according to the dictates of my CONSCIENCE. I canneot
esteem those that support the enemy. I cannoet support a State Dept, which
very questionable, Our Country is a good country=but the men in charge are
destroylng 1t bit by bit.

{ Yeu, Mr, Hoover, are a rese among thorns there in Washington,D,C, Men
of you OUTSTANDING CHARACTER are priceless--and I would say before anyone,
that my greatest regret is, that you were not in the position Lyndon Johns
is in. In other words, you should be our Président, because you are that
which is GOOB. You are the MOST HONORABLE, HONEST AND SINCERE GOOD MAN IN
WASHINGTON, Your soul and heart and pure. Your department is the only de-
partment in Washington without blemish.

May God Forever Bless and Protect You! May HE forever watch over you

fine and outstanding men,
/ C
&)Qﬁ / 6917

May I order 25 more booklets "99 Facts Abott the F,B.I,? I would like to
give them to officers of our Sheboygan Police Dept., that would like to
have a booklet, I shall be very happy to reimburse whatever charges to
cover cost and mailing.
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(Note on back of picture)

I've snapped the picture of this
bill-board sign, which is erect-
ed on highway 141, south of the
Sheboygan City limits.
Bill-boards like this should be
erected along all highways thru'-
out our country.

For Mr. Hoover.

~ r B //‘, ‘/7 - -
(r’,ﬂ‘/ .;..7__:\ . = Y R
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%] / o Augast 10, 1008
RS- 51 - él'l é"é"é ‘Q;‘*’
.\\Q(f" ' a»b*
g gan, Wisconsin uqu B. APPROX. 1425 :

|
o
pear Y
Your letter of August §th, with enclosure,
was received during Mr. Hoover's absence from the city.

You may be assured your communication

will be brought to his attention upon his return. I know -
he will appreciate your very complimentary remarks con- >
cerning his bock, "Masters of Decelt,” and the otherkind = _
sentiments you expressed regarding him, s, T

| N
I am taking the liberty of sending you the g v

booklets you requested, and they will be sent under separate’ > 3
cover. There is no charge for any publications disseminated o3
T 5>

by the FBI.

MAILED 11 Sincerely yours,
AUG 101966
| comm-FBI___
) Helsn W. CGandy
‘. " : Sacretary

/C/ :
1 W- Room 4724 (Sent direct) |[?,
a .
: 25 coples of "99 F‘acts About the FBI"

" NQTE: Bulfiles disclose prior outgoing to eurrespondent 5-6-86, at
" which time she was furnished six copies of the booklet, 99 Facts

About the FBI." I n view of her comments regarding various officials
of the adminlstration, it is believed this is an appropriate riii io hel

mfgwb7¢” | W"T% XL

Tele Rm

Holmes
Gand
L MAIL ROOM[:I TELETYPE UNITD
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

) Memorandum

Yo

TO . The Director DATE: 7/4‘ f"/é‘-‘:

!
FROM : N, P. Callahan
SUBJECT: The Congressional Record O

<t
Su/)//#n/f (e~

Fages A2i41-A3983. Seaster Trurmend, (R) 3eath Carelinsa,
Ktonded his reaiarks to include na ia! from the Acgusta {Ceergia)
Carcaicie of July 22, 1864, entiiled YAre Tre Delice Mandouilas ) * Taa ssitosisl

ST TS v e

COESMS OB recoat Jupreme Court riitags oa peiice guestioning. Mr. Tiurmead
stated Taila excellent editerial e‘:mr%fims iot;’:i s imperiast qoutin: !

ch ail Americans, and perticularly Membera of the Congreas, showid
al sider care:liy. \

Rec ) (A2 75 =AY

NOT R:. (NDED

P i R B

=4 191 AuUG 23 1965
Ll Y 4
g . '(. w3 [
PRI S A LS
In the briginal of o memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
Record for was reviewed and pertinent items were

R el e 4k

marked for the Director’s attention. This form has been piepared in order tnat
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may Le clipped, mounted, and placed
in appropriate FPureau case or subject matter files.
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18 macﬁ Y AMERICAN BARASSOCIATION IR BT Ay 2
s, +1 " 89TH ANNUAL MEETING, MONTREAL, CANADA ¥ i 1
" '"¥  RESOLUTION BY CHIEF JUSTICES JUDICIAL CONFERENCE X 'T
" CRIMINAL LAW M,_A_TI‘F‘RS VT Eed ‘ . —“"’}“" < ’1

‘.

Inspector H. L Edwards who represented the Bureau ai .he rac ez ¢
Amencan Bar Association Annual Meeting in Montreal hag made availacle th ¥ -
ttached copy of a resolution presented by Peninsylvania Supreme Court Chic. .
LSthe John C. Bell, Jr., to the Chief Justices at their Judicial Confer 20e( .z
wiontreal, Canada, 8/1-6/66. The Conference of Chief Justices meets -mm-d a:
prior to the Annual Meeting of the Amencan Bar Association and repre: snte e

Chief Jugtices of all of the states,

1221 LU LIVGTe UL Sas 24 LVilW B K .,_--g.
«

Chief hstice John C. Bell, Jr., has the reputation of bec ng veny

strongly pro-law enforcement and has spoken oubin the past against sonie of tl.e -

| "bleeding hearts" and the decisions of the U. S. Su urt which iave tgad.

' to favor the criminal. The resolution refers to the gopalling and brutal crime va -
“which is increasing six times faster than population; cites the recent pui plicized™

| Miranda decision, and points out a number of specific areas in which the criminal
- accused of crime has long enjoyed adequate protection at the expense of society. Th:

. vesolution indicates the Miranda decision is unsupported by the lang‘ua.ge or Splrlt of

. the Constitution or prior precedents and that it will greatly jeopardize the security a- P
welfare of the law abiding public. It concludes that since the ''scales of Justice have

‘g been overly weighted in favor of criminals and of persons suspected or accus¥d of o~
crime,' the U. 8. Supreme Court is urged to reconsider and substantially modify th: <
rules and tests laid down in Miranda and "permit the introductjon into evidence of “
conjessions which were not coerced but were voluntarily, knowingly and intelligen:l-
ke by a defendant or by any person suspected or accused of a erime, ' It was

farther resolved that a copy of the resolutmn be sent to the Chlef Justxcc and a‘.l the ‘
X ,ustlces of the U. S. Supreme Court.

R ¢
‘

T el

. v This resolution is one of several examples of the grave concern ex-_ .
pressed in Montreal over recent trends of U. S. Supreme Cour:t decisions in the
~ {ield of criminal law, . . 5 o A f/-‘[-: 3 o e T 2
- ACTION: *  mnformgtion. - ", / Wl —r—
| QSVHy . YN 1966 .
EnclosurgelCV R /P WON j/S‘EP 7\ { .
1 - Mr, Casper i 1=~ Mr, Mohr | # (__
i - Mr. Rosea | = 1- Mr. DeLoach W{(.Q, \\ 62-275’£§

R0

T SEP AN | T
éLE ‘mbk 0 7 I‘” SEP 7 1568
o o~ 4-
EST

G——

w;;7 AN A [GLV“L'{ N—



”~

4-572 (Rev. 7-18-63) : 1
QF1 -
s e " o e J
Gia QEN. MG NO. 27

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum

TO :  The Director DATE; ¥ .2 3_0 }"

l FROM : N, P, Callahan

The Congressicnal Record

Fages 19354 15235, Cougressman Hoswer, () Ca llorwaa,
placed ix Lae Re<osd an articie writion by ¢ liliam L. Foper salitied Aiore
Vasei od Misdars wiizi was 3 Liaked in Lse Ack.sl 1588 ian. 0 o t2e
Caliloceid digawh;y }um‘ma. the el.izfal p-bl:win of tas Caliloruia

 A380:131108 0F Rig way Pairoicen. MMr., Hosawerzr poinied @.i Lt (ne aﬂu o
Geals Witl the reachiocks 19 A% ex:orcemanl 1mposey by receat U, 3. z_:gg“tu_o
Ca.rt dacisioss. Tow article states “Poiutisr ect that reaabiliintica sas s
factor tiat needed atisniion, Jusiics Liite 381¢ tant F B elatislics s .ow
i e 133, 845 o leders pmu“ in 1983 aad 1964, T€ perceal dad prier
arrest or ciarge resords,

RN
NOT RErenneD

i ST 5 Mkl
oy

" In the original of g memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional

i Record for VI was reviewed and pertinent items were

1 E?ked for gn élrector s attention. This form has been prepared in order that

‘ 1 6 y of the original memorandum may te clipped, mounted, and placed
in gppropriate Pureau case or sukject matter files,

- L
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3“4ﬁue/zam Civic Aidaciation A

2226 N. FAIRHILL STREET PHILADELPHIA, PA. 19133 Mr. Gale

PRESIDENT
Sidney S. Rice, Sr.

}J““ q
<et

(.}‘

2034 N. Mr. Rosen

correspoy [Yr Tavel
Philomena Shewchuk Betty Manaol Mr. Trotter

F.B.I. Director ting HO]me;——__
J.Edgar Hoover ¥ Gandy
Washington D.C. —_—
September 2,1966\ ————

1st VICE PRESIDENT Ind VICE PRESIDENT
Carlos Quinones

Dear Mr. Hoover:

First to say that you are to be congratulated on the fine Job you
have done for these many years and I am sure that the majority of th& —
American people appreciate this.

I must disagree however with you on & statement I have read an
w?ic% I have before me in this Morning's FPhiladelphia Inquirer dateﬂa
9/2 r,

/ The following 1s quoted:"There has been much wailing end_gnas L
of teeth in some law enforcement circles lately.” . j

I have no doubt about this but you must remember that the majdghgyf
of clean living and law abiding Citlzens have put up a big fuss abqu ij
this very thing. .

The Criminal has twice the protection that any law abiding citiﬁ%%j
nas. =
Were one of these raplsts to attach a daughter of yours or a 011533
friend or family of yours perhaps there would be a different tune sun
by -ourself.

I am first of all an American Citizen and would do my part to p
tect my eountry,and I an an adoptsd Son of Philadelphia of which I am
proud to a pol

The United States Sunrere Court HAS and I repeat HAS tled the hand:
of our good law enforcement OITITETE and gvery good American knows this
and has complained about this.

I think first of all that members of our Highest court should be
voted on as Congressmen etc. and not put in office by any Preaident and
in this way when we see that they are catering to a minority group we
voting Aanericans can oust them in our elections.

Every country wnich has turned their back on Almishty God has
fallen and lMr. Hoover I say this as a Christian and not as or in any
other way and with NO other meaning,but we are falllng faster than many
mey belleve.

Only yesterday & Cltlzen was denied his right to be at a hearling

bbin behalf of his son who had been accused of a _wrong because the Magls

J}

=~ = A P PUEPNE - ISR, g

trate who sat in on this case q.ewne““? he WJ.J..L start at éi“”“"’
thirdy or nine o'clock.

How this Citizenahai=née son arrested at th e o clock A;ﬁ) and

/yﬂtpf(/fwas told to svpear at nlne o'clock A.M. his emploer allowed him to gZo

.

t0 the hearing in plenty of time but when he arrived the hearlng was
over and he and hils wife the boy's ilother and Father learned that the
ooy was held in 2,000 (Two Thousand dollars)ball for further.kearinz o
Septewver 5,1966.

Z .. vow do you call this falrness by & court? I DO NOT. 4 Sgp
FZ s - The color of any man's skin or where he was born matters no% +8 &
s i .

fﬂk;yi—w Jrong is wrong and 1s not respective of color,creed or axigin.

t

So as far as I amn concerned I widh for you to know that as far as

ﬁ(ﬂ}ﬁ%}@ﬂbfinﬂﬁ(
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«&ugue/tm Civic Addacialion
2226 N. FAIRHILL STREET  PHILADELPHIA, PA. 19133

PRESIDENT
Sidney S, Rice, Sr.

2034 N. 4th STREET
1st VICE PRESIDENT 2nd VICE PRESIDENT

CORRESPONDING
Carlos Quinones Philomena Shewchu ety Ma SECRETARY
(2) Lettez' ContinueS.

am concerned the majority of Phlladelphia Citizens are PROUD of our
Police force.

' Surely there are good and bad in mxrxy every endeavor and this
does not exclude police, judges, firemen and/or any citizen.

This letter 1s not written fo condemn but 1t is written to say
that I personally feel that you are wrong when you fezl that policeand
or others have been complaining too much.

I would not have a job as a policeman in any city for any amoun
of money because they are not respected as they should be and I have
personally witnessed several times that they had to stand by and answe
complaints and were unable to satisfy complainants because the U.S.
Supreme Court had "Tied tkier hands."

l'ay God bless you and continue to gilve to you the health ard
strength thet you need for your own type of work vhich I reallze isn't
an easy task elther.

Be assured that I have not written this in bittermess,but I do
believe in stating when something 1s wrong in my mind.

Sincieli b

bl I




September 13, 1866

oA

Wlﬂ!h, Pennsylvania ANldR -

x ' B
pea: (NN | 2%
5 5
Your letter of September 2nd was receivedas 1=
Mr. Hoover was preparing to leave the city. He askedme torpz <2
thank you for the kind sentiments and generous comments you N = >
expressed regarding his work. » X
Mr, Hoover wanted me to send the enclosed T R
material to you.
Sincerely yours,
q | QFP 1966 e L
A1 Helen W. Gandy e
2 comm sl Secreta.ry -~

Enclosures (2)

Primacy in Parole and Probation

i ?0 Spare the Rod...and Spoil the Criminal ..
3

{4,
7 1 - Philadelphia - Enclosure
| g

NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Bufiles and our files .
contain no record of the Susquehanna Civic Association.
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OFTIONAL FORM NO. 1§ ‘ W-i0e '
naAY 1441 20ITION

G4 GEIM. HO. MO, ¥7

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum

TO :  The Director DATE: ¢ -— },(p p.

|
- !IF OM : N, P. Callahan
i

'SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

o |
Sevini ot T
o
¥

|

‘L Pages 30714-30724, Congressman.Basdall, (D) X< rl, spoke \
erning the presaat and potemtial sifoct of thelf scobeda iranda decisions.
Be describud A recent atlack by an unksows ssstiladl 08 & meaber of his sta’lT a8
sar was walkiag to her home on Capitol Bill, He said "1 !ind thls incident leaves
me O slternative but 10 sposk out concerning some recemt U. 8. Supresss Court
decislons that reader our palice department Inellective or avea impoieat i their

!ag o owrs anmt asttwitlion * BB, ales statod "Tha L erabede and 1 'ivands rasse annle

against the States and thus have mationwid. application. It is my sincere, sole:as,
and st tuc same time dismal predictios, that statistics {or the increase {8 crime 1
y(ar iroi sow will show the disappointing, yey svem sitkening results ol the Lijrands |

b

alcls!oa that was handed down by the U. 5. Swpkasse Court om Juns 18, 1086, |

QOriginal filed in;

REC‘GZ P R -"'-4‘“("‘“_',‘"_
[~ 75282 0) )
NOT RECORDED

46 SEP 20 1366

V’”{_

In the original of g memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
Record for —-—7\/.5' Cr & was reviewed and pertinent‘ltems were

ma E:e Direct‘or"fs-éttention. This form has been prepared in order that
por‘m a E:opy of the original memorandum may ke clipped, mounted, and placed
in appropriate Burequ case or subject matter files.



4-572 {Rev, 7-14-63] ) )

OPTIONAL FORN NO. 10 t 3010—104
MAY 1#4] FOIHON
Ola Ofn, 210 NO. 27

& / UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
Memorandum

TO :  The Director DATE: ? — /_5-..._"&;-}

FROM . N, P. Callahan

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

2

S, Rl
M’»i)faé‘f.u,t.— dx)‘llﬁ

[ .

‘ ¢ 31645, Sesator iomg, (D) Misseuri, pointed out that recent
. / reme Co.artp::mm interpreting the rigals of the individ.al in erlnit:& ‘
‘ es aave created consiiershie comtroveriy tareughout the United Jates.
——". .
conpection with this matter be iaclisded Lae Dirsctor's message which Appe
in (pe Septomber 1966 issue of tie FEI Law Zaforcement Builetin Mr, 00f
284 incivded Aa editorial irem the September 4, 1998, Washingtea Pesi T

Taasth  Asalin- with: Mo Hoocer's maasacs. l

=

PNy SV f girv oy g oy

S 5 i \-‘-lllll‘e{ LEWILE  Wesismy,

14,
CR - 27585~ |
NOT RECORDED
AC 3Er 28 1966

REC- 67

\

In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congtessional
Record for P Y - é 6 was reviewed and pertinent items were
marked for the Director’s attention. This form has been prepared in order that

6 Qﬂnﬂp?%?a?pﬁ.of the original memorandum may te clipped, mounted, and placed
. Y, OEY

in"appréprik teau case or subject matter files,
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i UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum

. - 4 » IA . l- r
T :*  The Director DATE: l /. | /é [
FROM : N. P, Callahan ey - L o ‘i.‘u, L ,4’_ _': uﬁ, i - ’M‘—"-«-!‘—’ -
SURJECT: The Congressional Record - o i N,
N

-
L

’ o em A

. Fages 36301-36303, Eenator frensia & |

\ :f;c:::&g the lacxiel.ﬂ in erime aad recert ,@:es:e?:;:?:;;jzp:;ff“ \\

: o458, 140 et miesn L0 tay that cONIT Cacislons CRAUSE cric: ;

wien Lie courly strata (o (ad sew reasons {or suturning tke agen:acsiigigﬁo
tBe straots, when they vle wih cach othey In §n:posing sew rostraints os tae
police, 128 cosris coutribute to the creation of comiitions whieh encoatage
the oc&.’:!ss\ioa t erizues, ~ - - - LApa Congrass cOnTanes §o Japuary tais
extire provlom shoald be the Hirst erder of dusiness, with & view towzrd -

\ restorisg the Lalnace between liberty 2ad order walcs ig being dangeroasly

Wolchled In Iavny of the lowlaaa alam et Shat de face .t . @ as 2. o
r = 82 SLEML PuA M UmYVGLILIEE OUY SON6LY.

I¥a
L 3

Nrininal filed in: /'- ‘/ /7- ‘3 /__...

» — e Y G AR W

. »
. ——em A e e e
o o— [

ég,’)_'}sgg-

R NOT RECORDED
/l o 128 NOV O 1966

R . I

In the original of a memorondum captioned and dated as above, the Congressicnal
Record for /0 Y - 6 G —  was reviewed and pertinent items were

D ts oitention. This form has been prepared in order that
533““305%6 original memorandum may ke clipped, mounted, and placed
in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files,




OPTIONAL FORM MO, 10 ':‘ 010-104 )

::: ;:;11 ::):;IO.:L. 1 Telsen
UNITED STATES GO'_NMENT J obr
Wick
Memorandum
TO : Mr. Rosen ' DATE: December 1, 1966 l
Tavel
1 - Mr. Rosen Teten Room
FRQM : @, H, Scatterda 1- i Gandy
/" Q .
SYBIECT:  SUPREME COURT. NAME CHECK REQUESTS b b) S
. C
, v

; On November 29, 1966, re e checks on
‘#+ ten indlviduals were recelved from P Marshal,
‘. U. S. Supreme Court., The forms submitte n ed these

k)f? individuals were applying for positions as guards, policemen,
or charwomen,

A check of Bureau files reveals no derogatory
information conceigapg any of the ten individuals, namely,
S




& J

Supreme Court Name Check Requests

‘r Memorandum from Mr. Nichols to Mr. Tolson dated
September Q 1957 reveals that the Director has instructed

(A= SRR = 130 L= § LS00 I

that no action be taken concerning requests recelved from the
Supreme Court until the matiter has been presented to him and

he personally rules on the request.

RECOMMENDATION :

That the forms on listed indlviduals be stamped
"no derog data'" and returned to the U. S. Supreme Court, If
hap

approved, this memorandum should be returned to the Name C

Section for handling.

v bau

ck

o X
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TRUE COPY

Jan, 4, 1967

Dear Sir: s
L

Would you please explain to me what the Supreme Court _

is trying to do? How do they expect you & all the other law enforcement

officers to do your jobs,

The only thing they worry about is the right of the

= 1% ¢ (S0 L L 1= % pas

c¢riminal, the ordinary law ab:ding guy in the street continues to get

it in the neck I wanted to join your organization, but unfortunately

for me I never received enough education to qualify. I just wanted you
to know that you have my utmost respect as one of the finest men in
the world. You also have my sympathy with some of them meat headed
decisions.

/a7l Sincerelv

/,/ uuuuuu

o7

Pottstown, Penna. 19464




:,F_V‘Jumary 10, 1067
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1 bave received your letter of January 4th
and want you to know your favorable comments and expres-

sion of confidence in my work are appreciated,
Sincerely yours,

Y. Edoar 3 farees o
. <

MAILEQ 2

JAN 1 01367 "

COMM-F8! =
NOTE: Bufiles contain no record of correspondent. -

3)

Lior by

Tolson
Delcach
Mohr
Wick
Casper
Callghan
Conrad

Felt

P

Gale
Basen
Sullivan
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Holmes N
MaiL room [ TELETYPE uniT (]

Gandy
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« GHB OEM. RIG. NO. 37 L - Taleon
UNITED STATES G{_; ERNMENT e De oache
Memorandum cu
”" Felt
Gale
R : . Rogen
To " Mr. Galﬁyl DATE: 1/20/67 Suliven
L Tom: moom
FROM : W, V, Clevelan [y Holmés ——
Gandy
H.R. 146
SURJECT: A BILL TO ESTABLISH QUALIFICATIONS FOR
o APPOINTMENT TO THE SUPREME COURT OF THE _—_—
( \\\‘\ UNITED STATES AND TO OTHER FEDERAL‘JUDGESHIPS b G 570

H.R, 146 (copy attached) was introduced in the House
of Representatives on 1-10-67 by Thomas G. Abernethy (Dem.) from
Mississippi and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary,

If enacted into a law, this bill woul rovide that no
individual would be appointed as a member of the Supreme Court of
the United States unless he had had at least five years service
as a U, 8, Judge or judge of the highest court of a State.

The bill further provides that no person would be
appointed U, S, Judge if at any time within the five-year period
preceding his appointment he held any of the following offices:

[ )

1. Vice President of the United Statesg r
2. Senator or Representative in Congress; 2= 2
3. Head of the executive departments of the'Federal
Government (including the military departments); {
Deputy Secretary, Under Seécretary, or Assistant A
Secretary of any such department; qr Deputy
Postmaster Genmeral, Assistant to the Att&fney
General, or Sclicitor General of the United States;
4. Director of the Bureau of the Budget, Comptroller
General of the United States, Administrator of
_General Services, Federal Mediation and Conciliation
UREBSTACHEUbir?C?or’ or Director of Foreign Operations
gNCLOS ot Administration;
“~' 5. Member of the Atomic Energy Commission, Civil
aﬁﬁgﬁﬂ Aeronautics Board, United States Civil Service

1O Commission, Federal Communications Commission,
1§$§J Federal Power Commission, Federal‘grade Commission,
by. - -
Enc. ben  CIEDTEES R SE
EC‘ I et —
1 - ¥r, Meloach 3 % TS0 § 5t o, -'
'R0 JAN 2% 19684

1 - Mr. Wick ‘&[j
- Mr. Casper

~ Administrative Review Unit —
Mr. Gale

- Kr, Cleveland °

‘.

CONTINUED - OVER

afe"

D{# ' —' 3




Memorandum to Mr. Gale
Re: H.R. 146

Interstate Commerce Commission, National Labor
Relations Board, Securities and Exchange Commission,
or the United States Tariff Commission; or

6. Governor, Lieutenant Governor, or head of any
executive department of any State or Territory.

OBSERVATION: This appears to be an effort to take the appointment
of Federal judges to some extent out of the field of politics

and political patronage as well as preventing appointments of lame
duck members of Congress. The Bureau should not inject itself
into this proposed legislation.

ACTION: For information.

ol




Timseor - H, R, 146
A BILL

To amend title 28 of the United States Code to
establish certain qualifications for persons
appointed to the Supreme Court and to pro-
vide that persons who have held certain Fed-
eral and State offices shall be ineligible for
appointment to any Federal judgeship
within five years after leaving such offices.

By Mr. ABERNETHY

JaNvary 10, 1067
Referred to the Committee on the Judiciary

pc(;c-—’,g:%g LT ‘Zf.)




90TH CONGRESS 'I'\ o -7

A .
) -
~———Tar SESSION 4 )

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

JaNUarY 10,1967

Mr. ArerNETHY introduced the following bill; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary

A DITY
LA BIOARLAL

To amend title 28 of the United States Code to establish certain
qualifications for persons appointed to the Supre_mg_CourtJn:(
and to provide that persons who have held certain Federal
and State offices shall be ineligible for appomtment to any

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa-

tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled,

W N

That (a) section 1 of title 28, United States Code, is

4 amended by adding at the end thereof a new paragraph as

QN

follows:

“From and after the date of enactment of this paragraph

no person shall be appointed to the office of Chief Justice

v s B S B =

of the United States or to the office of Associate Justice of
I
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12

13
14
15
16

2

the Supreme Court unless, at the time of the appointment,
he shall have had at least five years of judicial service. For
the purpose of this paragraph, ‘judicial service’ means service
as a justice of the United States, a judge of a court of appeals
or district court, or a justice or judge of the highest court
of a State.”

(b) The heading of section 1 of title 28, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:
“81, Number of justices; quorum; qualifications”

f

A
¢)

mi_ R T [ S TR S S0 T Vg L T [ &, I S
lne analysis oI cpapier 1 ol Litle 25, ULIed oaies

Code, is amended by striking out
“1, Number of justices; quorum.”

and inserting in lieu thereof

“1, Number of justices; quorum; qualifications.”

SEc. 2. (a) Chapter 21 of title 28 of the United States
Code is amended by adding at the end thereof the following
new section:

“8 461. Ineligibility of certain individuals for appointment
as justices or judges

“No individual shall be appointed as a justice or judge
of the United States if at any time within the five-year pe-

riod ending on the date of his appointment he has held any

“(1) Vice President of the United States;

““(2) Senator or Representative in Congress;
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11
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14
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16
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3
“(8) Head of the executive departments of the Federal
Government (including the military departments) ; Deputy
Secretary, Under Secretary, or Assistant Secretary of any
such department; or Deputy Postmaster General, Assistant

to the Attorney General, or Solicitor General of the United

“(4) Director of the Bureau of the Budget, Comptroller
General of the United States, Administrator of General
Services, Federal Mediation and Conciliation Director, or
Director of Foreign Operations Administration;

“(5) Member of the Atomic Energy Commission, Civil
Aeronautics Board, United Stafes Civil Service Commission,
Federal Communications Commission, Federal Power Com-
mission, Federal Trade Commission, Interstate Commerce
Commission, National Labor Relz{ttions Board, Securities
and Exchange Commission, or the United States Tariff
Commission; or

“{6) Governor, Lieutenant Governor, or head of any
executive department of any State or Territory.”

(b) The analysis of chapter 21 of title 28 of the United
States Code is amended by adding at the end thereof the
following new item:

“481. Ineligibility of certain individuals for appointment as justices or
judges.”
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum
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The Director DATE:

N, P. Callaghan

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

g,
-

- T

Fages H866-HE8T. Congressman V.yman, (1) New Harzpsh're,
spute contera'ng declsicns by tfm » Court. Be stated Cur Constituticn
says legislatiom sball be by the Comgress, mct by the courts. Yet wien a
delers: ned lew on cur b:ghest Court leg slate fud:cially by reseatedly

rewrt ag the Const.tut ia t- the.r pers.unal taste, there 18 ac appea! cuder

rur system excopt to Cungress. - - - - Tue Awnerican pesple are at icng

sast becoin ng awaiened L= tue trus danger bt them from this Jud'c:al }.cense.
C.ngresds 8 ar.used. o 8 the oryan:zed bar. - - - - 3ome aaswer must e
{ound short of the laberious pricess ol coastituticeal amenda.ent, for the
Nat:on can :\ all:rd & contiguaticn of svch enccursgements to Camimon sis,

Cr s pals, and perverts. Let us hope that the Jud.c ary Conum ittoes of this
Crngresa w:ll rec.gn've the urgency of this protlem.  He ‘acicded an

art cle from the Vash:pgton Rar of Januarsy Siet entitied H.gh Court s

T bteral Plec Bacl In Bus.neds  wr'tten by James J. ¥.lpatreek,

. /. .
In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional L. PJL_.___

Kecord for ./ o was reviewed and pertinent items were e
' ' ‘ i that o

marked tor the Di-seclor's attention, This torn. has been .prepared in order e S

poItions O{FO{?‘Y of the original memerandum may be clipped, mounted, and p cae&

:F aq{aroggmef au case ot subject matter files.

i 0 190
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TO : . DATE: 3/1/67 s
Mr Wi(ﬂv\.ui. y 3/ /67 sS4 ||
. . Tt (]
. %7 Tele, Room ——
FROM : W'/ -...: g::;;l

T ‘.
L]

SUBJECT: 'RADIO BROADCAST
FULTON LEWIS I
. s 6:30 P.M., 3/1/87

44}, In his broadcast this evening over Radio Station WGMS,

) Lewis stated that the Director's Message in the current issue of the
FBI law Enforcement Bulletin "took issue'™ with the findings of
President Johnson's crime commission insofar as social ills being
the primary cause of crime.

lewis proceeded to quote extensively from the Director's
Message, touching on the problems of unwarranied judicial ieniency,
the necessity for crime deterrents and the advantages of swift and
realistic punishment for criminal offenders. Mr. Lewis said that
"whether he intended to or not, Hoover pointed up a major weakness'"
in the President's crime proposals by siressing that today there was
not sufficient emphasis on deterrents to crime.

e D o, S b P .
E———

Lewis went on to state that the President had completely
failed to mention current court decisions which have so greatly impeded
the efforts of law enforcement. He said that FBI statistics noted a
shockingly high number of criminal repeaters whose activities repre-

sented a great risk to the public and police officers.

Lewis went on to say that if the President is %Hgﬁre
‘ in his desire to gembat crime, he will have the opportum_gz/nammg a
replacement fo preme Court Justice Tom Clark. He opined that the

AP aad el Lmmeld i

ew UUDL.I.LB bllUU..lu Ut: aware U.l. l.llt: .l.lgul.b U.I. I.II.U puuu.!.. Sin0uU1d e a
conservative like Justice Clark and should not be another Abe Fortas,
"who gives comfort to the liberals.' Lewis was highly critical of
Supreme Court decisions in all areas, including crime, subversion and

\ Hemsrmera e Whiisa anhAanlo 11 ITa Annaliadad cdatins that tha

Piayciro Lll yuuxu, RLAIVUVIOD .. 11T LVIILIUUTU Dlallilp vilal LT uuyl.cule

Court has acted as a legislative arm of ernment and has infringed
on states rights constantly. ,’L

RECOMMENDATION: ;' r RECORDRP \ '/"""L‘

L‘: 2 AR 4"\ . "
102 ™ - M

\.

-

* i e
- Mr. Uej..oa h . "| \( ™ \}: e
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The Prestdent of the Saited Stetes of Mwerfes . T U T S
vashingtem, By 8¢ g R )
 ¥r, Presidents ;:

Bo 1 underetsnd sorrestly that a reeems : ‘
ymoecnstitutional s Few York lav that mady ssmdership fa the Communi

Party suffielent grounds for é1smiosing==or for met hiring--sny pubd
ployee®t If se, this would render the State Of New Yorkx poverles
ts diamins teachers or other publie servantis wao are Covmumiate and
would open the way €45 those whe would dsstroy our povercement and eur

freedom to continue their subversive aetivities unnolesjed iRd with-
out restraint, - =

— i

If the reascm for our war ia Viet Sas 49, i Part, umui‘; c
Bo¥W “inovngruous ean we bet LA

Nr. Freiident, in view of ether recent decisiens By the highest sou
in the 1and, it would seem to me that the time has sowe for'a remc
stion of the standards of sonduet, charsoter, morel integrity, esmd
national loyalty of those whe are appointed 48 the Suprene Court sad
lesser eourts in our land, : ,

You are 10 be ocommended for your desision to defeat proverty and demole
ish erime. But, woulan't preventive measures spplied in owr Suprews
Court and other sourts be a long etride ia thut direction? . y
_- - f
lust, rape, pervereion result from winds tdat feeld en pomographie
materisls. VWhen these are mede easily svailable, sven in our pevs
nedia {nee Bazasine, Msreh 3, 1967, page 76 amd fellowing) what
teenage youth Ar adult weuld not be tespted? This sort eof thing &0
thrust at the gemeérsl publiec sonatantly em televisiom, the soreem, and
legitinate magasines, to say nothing of the flood of vulgarity ef which
Playhoy is only one., FHov can minds bde oontinuelly bombarded with lewd
sex, viclanea, pcciel pressure to consuse sleoholic beyorage, and
qgo;tlandﬁirﬂtzamplen of ecnduot :gd cl:!uon-hio 3 poopl: in reapon~
sible positione : Succund? Ceortsinly in these he seel
o5 % 7 k) 3/

for arine. C‘zl éi;?*‘ é’;?’g —Jj t.:/‘s
TR ) b o ARG & .
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the President of {he United Staten of imsries
Mareh 6. 196‘7
Page 2

r | t nny Mﬂﬁn m nl for the m lo w1 lmu TR fno-
don wnder law, w0t Jieense, guilde us a8 “tne astion um nu' Hhe Aim
rtcr astion !l huc overdue. T %.; T ,,l i

v.n ihuuu mn. -
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum

The Director DATE:

N
{

N. P. Callchan

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

Page 23420. Cengressman &yhr. (RPm ivasia,
a joint reselution (. . Rew. €18) ts provide for o oo)nd.kuu:nl m:::im“
Cougreas, bnm-tmmdmm, ts override a decision

te
‘ ) Ha O rnant ad on roavant dasimineae wf dlo ool o -~
ementad TSR SRCiRI06S Ul Lae Sepreme Cewri

mw'm-dagwmddthm by the people
thmhhﬂdsmt&htiqammtmuupum;udmm
of tue » it Becomes the respeasibiiity of those eslected by tas

people to reanpraise and te readiva

-—— - .“%‘--‘.

|

L) TS 7
ROU BRECC: vim

Db - .
3.93 ik 3G [N

In the otiginal of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the.Congressionul :
Record for = &7 .. was reviewed and pertinezt‘ltimjn:v?}i:r
marked for the Director’s mtehtion, This form has Leen Prepcreu in order that ;
pDr?ﬁ?cﬂ#fﬁDp? a'i pbﬁag’qinal memorandum may ke clipped, mounted, and place
in appropriéié'?ﬁteﬂu’cé or subject matter tiles.
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G3a OIM. H1G. NO. 2T

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum
The Director DATE: 5//7-0 é 7

ALY

N, D. Ccllnhnn

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

Pages H2850-H2863. Congressman Ashbrook, (R) Ohio, included
in the Record various Supreme Courl decisions relating to "Communists and
Subversives. " He remarked: . - a5 the following listing of Supreme Court
cases will show, friends of the Soviet Union have been making news in the courts
in the United States as early as 101). Tocay, the iriends of the U.S.S.R. are
still ereating havoc in our courts s evidenced by tie recent U. S. Supreme
Court decision striking down the Tvinberg law in New York State which permittec
firing a teacher for being a membcr of tie Communist Party. - - - - This
listing of Supreme Court affectiny C'crinmnists and subversives provides a
valuable background for appraisin: iie issuc. " Of the list of Supreme Court
decisions listed by Mr. Ashbrook, 1he iollowing contain references to the FBI:
Marzani v. U. S. (1948); U. S. v. Coplon (1352); Gold v. U. 8. (1957);

Jencks v. U. 8. (1957); 5. (1957); and Killianv. U.§

U, o, 224, Lignlicot v, U, 8, an v, u.

/2 2] -

_—————— = J—

ssional
inal of a memorandum captioned and dated as abovg, the‘Conqre
1 was reviewed and pertinent items were

-y
lﬂﬁ)n. This form has Leen prepared in order that
te clipped, mounted, and placed

In the orig mer

Record for 2 /& » &

marked for the Director’s atte

portions of a copy of the oriqinc{l r.nemorunduml;nc:y

in gppropriate Bureau c’gse pr s:ubject matter tiles.
T e .
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;6 ) UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
b Memomna’um
)
TO ‘' The Direct : - %
¢ Director DATE: 3 } f 7
N,
FROM . N. P. Calighan X
. P. \y
N
SUBJECT: Ty, Congressional Record 0

. : SLire,
ﬂ | 5} New H*‘-’-P X -
2a W ( Court &
.Al409. Comg ey “Tm upre to cuﬁf?t ‘* |
Pages AL40D- euk ﬁae.-%-—-- £ _ T i oaa, tted ;
calag rec ct, Taeothy Bave resy .
k8 SOnce HARTAT R (gt eritae that m.;tan '
ss 28 A resgossitl our ‘;uu‘“,,..-m (rom the 28 \
- 0

a1 Lended ais remas

e » i% L.'a
i, am g o 08 260 L Lo o abtors e 00 L
codily, 200 &80 court decislons. “Toe rmﬂ'_'m v
from. Lasrs s 12, 1087, emtitied” ; ;
#sr ol May - .

y . TP [
W Lo sasmpy =332
) NOT} RECORD?B"

4% KAR 31 1967

-YEs VIS LOongressiongl
Record for -? - J was reviewed and Pertinent items were
marked for the Dlrector attentlon This farm has Leen prepared in order that

pg'mqn q%{j'nemomndum may be clipped, mounted, and placed
in uppr prwte Pureau cag &€Ct matter files,
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G3A GIN. RO. NO. 37

UNITED STATES ¢, JERNMENT )
Memorandum
-G
TO : The Director DATE: “
FROM : N, P. Callahan

e

SUBJECT: The Coungressional Record

.

& Pages MI583-KIST). Congressman Amxdrest, (R) Ohis, spets P
erning recent decisions ol the Juprems Cuczt, 1o made relerence (e the ~~ |
declyion of ‘Aeyisaisa agaisst the Hourd of Kegests o ths Univerady of the State }
)
|

& New York ease. This inveived tog New Yerk Feisdbarg aw in waich teacihers
wie ware xisxbers of the Communist Fart) cocid be rameved (rew their positiony

baamotiia af snmin ans o hoosbl.o e mmalios BARE ol bhw ad.and ik

bacauss of such menbershilp. Alse Laveived Was section JO81 ol tas educatias
4w wilch autborines 1he removal of superiat , tancaers, - ~ - - lor the -
utterance of any treasonsh ¢ or seditious word or werds. Tiis settion was aine '
Srack GOWR Ly tue Janvar; decia.on, ” We. Zsubrogx Mdrvisec taat it s onder- ’
stasdal e tiat Inls decision aas Yesx viowed Wita Alara, by thoas (amil:ar wits tae
Comgaunist Farty asd ils Listory of deceit aad vioieace, He went on te state

vor \usance, J. Edgar Boover, Uirector ol tae FLI, and tte cna mest \
kaowiefgenl:e conceraing tis Cozunamist tnreat, stated beiers & House

comttules 3 grave security threat 16 our Malion, aot oniy because of its sul ve

3 R Lagkground, - ~ - - but 0!80 Lecasea 0/ the particular aatare of tae
yarty iseii—&n orgrainstion costroiisd and & rected by Moscow whoee witiate
KoRi is Lo evertarow gur forw of goverament.' He seQuanied (o 2ave primied in
tag Focord as articie writtea Dy the mational com cander of tos American Legion,
ﬂgi&v}s. nutlu _‘"‘r‘:_n Suprecce Court sad tae Feinberg iaw walca  \
APPearsa is tu® March 1987 iasue of the American Legion ing.

incieded the dissenting opinion of the ieur Sapreme (;:urt mﬂ Ho sise \

Axnro-,-zrm onw ubcommittes Ia Fatruazy 1986: 'Tue Compsunint Farty, U.S. 4,
i

S

-t -

oo pm 17 1057

———— T— A R
In the original of @ memcrandum captioned and dated as above, the.ConqressionuI
Record for Y-S -6k was reviewed and pertinent items were
marked for the Director’s attention, This form has teen prepared in order that
portions of o copy of the original memorandum may te clipped, mounted, and placed

in appropriate Fureau case of subject matter files.
- . -, - n.‘;f', ’
> R (q/b
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April 13, 1967

FPregident Jghngon |
Wasghington, D.C. . -

Dear Sir:

1 find the followirg opinione quite prévalent my friendes
WAR _ON_CRIME

£of
Within teg United States this 1 our most important problem.
Yet, the“Supreme Court is not willing to give the proper author-
ities the toole necegsary to meet the gituation. This is a re-
pulsive condition in the eyes of most of the public, I belleve.

I continually hear stories of how the police are no Ionger willing
to do what the one time thought was right and, instead now "would
rather switch than fight! The public is not afraid of a Polilce
State as this could be rectified should we ever veer in that
direction. We are now more afraid of gangster rule than police
rule. As the gangsters contlnue to be more affluent, they oan

readily take over the police, and thus become even gtronger in
the Government.

We belleve that wire tapring should be readily permitted by

£t least the Federal Government as they best see fit to combat

trat which 1s wrong. B8hould it mean that some harmless private
conversations be overheard, we are willing to accept it as a
small price to pay for battle, Thig ig now a way of life.

How can the Supreme Court be made to understand the will of the
people and weigh thle against the damage that is being done?

ADAM_POWELL e

The only way we
Federal Jail!!!

plb t
‘ A , ;
co: Senator C.P.Case i ’Nﬁ// { .

amg /
COngresagégéxié};.Dwyeé7
e 46y 7 - 7595 S35\

'?ould like to see him seated would be in a

A

Senator R. Kennedy _
Supreme Court Justice Warre

N
ST-118 s -

F.B.I. Director J.E Hoover
L — & ‘B//
th coggﬂﬁan g '
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‘ \\1\ UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
Memorandum
TO ©  The Director DATE: /j _ J t- é 7
FROM : N. P. Callahan

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

C); - Vt«;\V\Q vof2 "+

- Fages 35678-55881, Beaster Krvia, (L) Nertx Caroiina, advised
| tuat ran very thougativi stalecent on the supreme Court, Aiz. J. Xatuasie! \
Jasarics, 8 Nesth Caro!in atiorasy, kas re:ated certais waniagsses of the
Court whkich are ca:sing many Amrlcw distress, perticeiar:y the metiod
Oi 8o acting & paw Justice. Mr. Hamrici s zeacern !s Lust sosae Ledns saouid
be dev.sed 10 insure Lhat eniy tue beat quailiied pecyie perve oa tae Court rather
than contiauiayg tie presewt metaod whizh silea ressits is 2upoistiaenis for
potitical perposes sud aot 107 judic Al exce.leace, - - - - Mr, Bamrica's art:cie
) 8 axce.lent, and 416 suggesiions are provocative; [ recowend 4o {0 tae conate ‘
| with tae hope that it wiil generats thougid and craative viniog on tais importamt
prubliesg, © The artic.e antil:ed Toe Court 1a set fartn ia the Record.

(2-27158 3~

NOT RECORDE®
128 MAY 3 1967

In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
Record for - /, 7 wds reviewed and pertinent items were
marked for the Director’s attention. This form has been prepared in order that
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may te clipped, mounted, and placed
in appropriate Fureau case of sukject matter files,
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Upper Marlboro, Md., 20870

May 10, 1947 DO .~

The Honorable MW J. Rwewar S D GARK MooVvEAL_
Director of Federal Bureau of Investigation,
Washington, D.C.

¥y dear Mr. Hoover:

A short time ago you eeleased a letter concerning Morality,integrity law
order, crime and other disrespects of our great heritage which leaves us
teetering on the very ledge of survival, I read your letter with
[breat.hleas interast and I am taking this oppertunity te personally
thank and laud you for for your boldness in bringing to the people of
erica the facts that underlie the social problems with which we are
onfronted and with which you are very familiar behind your many years
of experience,

1t is my earnest hope that more persons in upper positions would dare
to openly express themselves with regard to the despicable crime in
which America finds itsself. You have done a great service for our
country in running down criminals but many of them thru legal tricks
are soon free again,

I think, Mr. Hoover, the Supreme Court has proven to be the best
friend the criminal has and he is omnivorously feeding on the loose
decisions the other courts are forced to make in view of certain
rulings the higher make, many of which have a major question mark
b:hind them as far as the publis is concerned.

No better phrase could ever be used than what you say about persecuti
officers of the law particularly vhen he is d01ng his duty, while th
eriminal many times goes free. The criminal should be sent to jail
where he belongs and the officers should be commended and told to go

and round up more of the desperate kind.

Your letter was read in the Upper Marlboro, Md., Gazette, Please at
your convenience write more letters of the kind,

>

Mr. Tolson.—
Mr. DeLoach.

My, Mehro
' kg M
Ar. -

Mr. (‘al]ahan
Mr. Conrad.
Mr. Felt
Mr. Gale._. .
Mr. Rosen____
Mr. Sullivan_
Mr., Tavel...__
Mr. Trotter_.
Tele., Room_...
Miss Holmes_
Miss Gandy...

Thanking you again, I am,
! Very truly yours,
bl
J s A
0
|
Il MAY XZ 1967
7 ‘ . ’ . .
AN P g \ Vi [ C OP'RESPO}‘I\E‘}ICE
e |
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(- e Macors, Marymna wogt0
b Dear Mr. Timmons: |

I have received your letter of May 10th
and want to thank you for your thoughtfulness in writing.

Itisapleasuratoknarymtonndmyremam
tobeounterestmdlamgladtoknowmshuemy views on
the decline of morality and the increasing incidence of crime

in our country. Your support is appreciated.

Sincerely yours,

J. Edgar HOOVer

MAILED & . _. -
MAY 1 51967

(e LN X AN

NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Bufiles.
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&“ﬁ:‘l FORM NG, 19 (t M=10 D .
_ Tkt ot mo. Ho. 17 ' Mr. To{son_7/
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT . :;r- ﬁebvach >
_ ,.Mr 0 __7
Memora ndum .} Mr. Casper.
Mr. Callaban..—
- i Mr. Conrad. .__.
. Mr. Folt
™ A DIRECTOR, FBI DATE: 6/9/67 Lﬁ,gL&_
Mr. Resen
‘ Mr. Sultivan ____
FRO SAC, SPRINGFIELD (94-0) Mr. Tavel.
Mr. Trotter
- O Te_:e. .Rr:om
SUBJECT: PROPOSED SUPREME COURT CHANGES M g;;;*—
RESEARCH MATTERS T —

Enclosed for the Bureau is a clipping from the
evening edytion of the "Illinois State Register" on 5/11/67,
outliningfSupreme_ Court changes proposed by JOHN P OGGE,
a Texas attorney, Al enclosed is a copy of the proposal

by "ROGGE for a U. S Appellate Court by Constitutioual

. b

Amendment. =

This information is being furnished the Bureau in
light of the fact that American Legion, Post 32,. Spriingfield,
I11., has endorsed this proposal and is planning %o present

rROC. __

it for nationaﬁya}proval at an upcoming Americap iLegion
National Convehtion. "

VCLogn, =

Bureau (Enc. 2)
- Springfield (94-0)

L4
—
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¥ |
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(INREC COPY AND COPY OF ENCRFILED
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{Mount Cilpping ;n Spoce Beiow)
‘OVERWORKED SUPREME COURT. .5 S

St ) ¥§

S. Apps ||are Court

rOULD REUEVE
-T"'I

‘} U
DFA“ P VT
rFroposeaq D

.Lawver |

(Indicate page, naome of
newspaper, city and state.)

Page # 13

By PatrlckCoburn ] of Tast Tesort (10 TUnGig,_Bogge 5aid Dis plasw-a-Dilin-
plan to channel all appel-/the Dlinols Supreme Court) in chiid of his and & few oiher at-
Jate responsibilities from thelthe state which he rep- torneys, has only been in the
U.S, Supreme Court to a ne W|regents. polished stage for about three
ITQ lnm“gfa Court hnn haan For eximpu‘: ]ﬁsﬁta f l.o—l_..._t Tha niart hae ﬂll‘ﬂd\'

dvanced by attorney John“;. e Seventh Circuit (Illinois, Iu ::;:L::pp:);: olE.;"n;t;"onal farm

gge, a former Illinoisan who

ow praclices law in Texas.
Rogge outlined his plan to a
ublic forum Wednesday mght

resented hy the American

wotiivela Uy

Jion Post 32

At the present time the Su-
reme Court is “‘overworked,”
according to Rogge. In addition
to acting as a trial court for

cases involving stales or domes

tic cases where foreign powers
are parties, the Supreme Court
is the final appeal from the
wer courts. i,
:KlUnder the plan as pfoposm

Rogoe in the farm of a e

AVVADY sei win AUl VI & Wups

1}tuuonal amendment, the U
i #ppellate Court would "be eqt
lished and would-act as the
highest court in appeal matiers.

ogge said the unique feature
of the court would he the

manner of appointment of the
justices and the length of their
terms. The Supreme Court jus-

life, and there is no compulsory
retirement age.

The proposed court would
|have justices appointed by the
I;IS senators and representa-

vac fram annh of tha 10 air
Tha LV vaW VI WY WV v T

its which make up the pres-
t U.S. Court of Appeals.

Each justice would have to
ve at least five years
perience #s a member of the

ana, and Wisconsin) would
osen at a convention of all

associatioq._Civic.groups and a

veterans orgamzatmn

ermnbers of Congress repres
ng the states in the circuil.
Each U.S. representative (a to-
tal of 45) would have one vole
and the six U.S. senators would
share a like number of votes
ong themnselves. Pﬁ
The Appellate justices woull

rve a term sel by law, &
ey would be required to reti

at & certain age. Hogge has
suggested a five-year term and
retirement at age 75. The court
woujd choose its own chief

pulation varies greatly amo
e 10 circuits, a sliding sca
for the number of appointments
from the circuits would have to
be established.

The two smallest circuits

nd the two larger circul
would appoint three justices.
The number of appointments
lotted to each circuit woul l
hinge upon any congression:
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- WHEREAS {n the {968 National Convemion The A:n:rlm Le‘ion renewed '
- its demand for correcting the Supreme Court in a well prepared resclution
No, 44 stating that the Supreme Court "has usurped the role x,tho Congress, -
the Execotive branch and the sovereingty of the several stateq «o s and 7

{ ,' . WHEREAS it relolvel( Thn if a constitutional amendment {3 deemed nec-
A { .. . essAry tO reassert thesupremacy of Congress in legisiative matters, then
" 1ot such amendment bé submitted to the states for ratificution, couched in
‘terma that cannot be misconstrued or xgnored e Bee page 47 Summry cl
Procecdinp 1068 ?atioml Conventlon ), and -
: \_ - -
e mn ul a hnrcratﬂhng article-tn the March temue ot Amerlm e
. Legion Magazine, styled "The Supreme Court and the Feinberg Law" -
# . National Cémmander John E. Duvif points out thve avil being done by the
'* ' Bupreme Court's recent decision knocking out New York's Feinberg Law,
"« which permitted firing & teacher in the public achools for being & member |
. - of the Communist party; and Commander Davis pointing out that the Supreme
7.7 Court's ml!\'ng M .. nowstands gs al for the Communists 14 step-up
17 e thelr tifty r efforts to infiltsate American public education", urges ". . .
~ ' that Congre%s must do some about this or surrender to the Court its
.powers and duties to protect the country. A bipartisan effort of the best
. ligal and constitutional minds should devise new law without delay -- a Con—
T atitutional aunendment o need be. " and

. ¢ )

WHEIEAB the lttached propoul fér an amendment to the Constitution of the

United Statés would set up a Ufiited States Appellate Court which, because of -

its powers and the provisions for appointment, tenure and qualifications of s <

judges, We believe would improve the appellate process in the federal courts

and would correct many of the complamts on the subject by Commuxder Davis /
-:ﬂmr-mﬂann.—l—lndenf———*-——*_

/.

;m——e

mow, THEREFORE, Be It Regolved by THE Aumiic'm' LEGION, Post az,
Bpringfield, Illinois, in regular meeting, May 12, 1887 as follows:

1. We endorae the attached draft of the propoaed U, 8. Appel]ate Court

A S 1AL i s A

Am!llmliﬂl and recommend wme nmerlcan hegmn BUpPPOTT it &8 ute

"Commander Joho E, Davis Amendment™.

2. We ask that this reaclution and the proposed amendment be pagsed on to
R our intermediate conventionl and that they be acted on by our Depu'tment l.nd
‘National conventions.
3, COn the concurrence of the Commander of 21at District we ask that copies
. of thia resolution and the attached draft of the proposed amendment be sent
1o the Department of Callfornia, New Mexico, Indiana and Ohio whoge geaolu~-
tiona along with Resolution No, 548 fromn the Department of Illinoig wele com-
bined to make Resolution No, 44; and we ask that the Departments send them
or other sourze of the Department resclution and we invite cor-
reaponce with such Puyty and others interested Inthe aubJest 86 that w sons———=
certed effort may be madé to px‘esent and suppor't th.ls or s simar proposal
to our National convention. v \ N
- . 1
4, We ask that where this amendment 15 adopted, either at National or Depart-
ment level, that a speclal Legislative cifficer be appointed in the National, or
Departmént or Post or other gubdivision in the American Legion to promote the
gropoaal for ﬂle.hre'pectiv_"e urea, To serve under *hs regular'Legislative .

. anrasantaéd
o nepresantatives
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A Proposal for a United States Appellate Gourt
( By Constitutionai Amendment)

The general dissatisfaction with the U.S.Supreme Court's decisions in the
last 15 years has prompted many proposals in the Congress and elsewhere, looking
toward a remedy. Because the Supreme Court's decisions complained of have been
in cases which were appealed from the lower courts it has been suggested that the
remedy can be had by Congress taking from the Supreme Court it's power to hear
such appeals, either in all cases or in casing invelving specific issues. The Congress
has taken such-action in the past and can do so again. — ~ However, by abolishing the
Supreme Court's appellate jurisdiction withoul vesting it elsewhere a conflict would
soon develope in the decisions of the lower courts evern where based on similar facts
so that this remedy while settling one problem would create another,

There have also been several proposals submitted to the Congress for amend-
ments to the Constitution each to care for some specific complaint against the
Supreme Court, some would reverse the prayer decisions, others would restore to
the States the power to re-apportion in the State and still others would free our
local law enforcement agencies from the obstructions confronting them in many
of the Supremne Courts decisions. To correct the problem by this approach would
mean a flood of constitutional amendments now and with the prospect of othera
to be required later as the Supreme Court's might require.

oa haa
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In stead of th: piece -meal correction a constitutional amendment hae

proposed to set up a United States Appellate Court to hear all appeals which are
now being heard by the Supreme Court. A draft of the proposed amendment is here-
to attached, It is thought that the basic provisions in the proposal with reference
to qualifications of the members of the court, their tenyre in office for years and
not for life, compulsory retirement at a specitied age, the manner of their ap-
pointment, that these provisions would make reasonably certain a court dedicated
to constitutional government and with a proper respect for precedents. It could be
expected that such a court would aveid decisions which would require relief by
further constitutional amendments.

Our proposal would have the States name the members to the Court and for
that purpose they would be grouped as in the ten Circuits of the United States
Courts of Appeals, These Circuits vary congiderably in population and and as to
the membership in the Congress, Senators and Representatives, from the various
Circuits. This latter, the membership in the Congress, would seem to be a fair
measure of the relative sizes, population-wise, in the various Circuits ang eo it
has been used in the attached draft as 2 basis to determine the number ot judges
to be appointed from each Circuit. The States in each Circuit and their total
membership in the Congress, Senators and Representatives, are as follows:

First Circuit, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode I[sland, 26 members;

Cao el 2 nesd P e Sy tr_ o, . [ R S
Second Cir cuit, Conneciicut, New Yo K, Yyermonrt, 24 Mmemoers;
ird Cirguit, Dglaware, New Jersey, Pernsylvania, 49 members;
Fourth Circuit. Maryland, North Carclina, South' Catclina, Virginia apd ™" ~—~= " --

West Virginia, 50 members

Fifth Circuit, Alabama, Florida, Georg1a Lousiana, Mississippi and
Texas, 78 members;

Sixth Circuit, Kentucky, Michigan, Ohio, Tennessee, 67 members;
Seventh Circuit, Illinois, Indiana, Wisconsin, 51 members;

Eighth Circuit, Arkansas, Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri. Nebraska, North
Dakota, South Dakota, 50 members;

Ninth Circuit, Arizona, California, Idaho, Montana, Nevada., Oregon,
Washington, Alaska, Hawaii, 78 members;

Tenth Circuit, Colorado, Kansas, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Utah, Wyoming,

32 members. $01_
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The formula used in the draft proposal would give to each Circuit
with 20 members or less in the Congress, one appointment to the Court; and
for each 25 additional members in the Congress above the basic 20, the Cir-
cuit would be entitled to one more appointment on the Court; baued on this
formaula the First and Tenth Circuits would each be entitled to one appointment
on the Court; the Second, Third, Fourth, Sixth, Seventh and Eighth Circuits,
would each be entitled to two appointmernts on the Court and the Fifth and Ninth
Circuits would each be entitled to three members on the Court. These figures
could possibly change with each decennial census; under the present congres-
sional apportionment the Court would have twenty members.

" "The States within a Circuit in making any appoirtments to the Court
would act through their delegations in the Congress, Senators and Representa-
tives, each acting ex officio and exercising his own discretion. When assembled
to make such appointments each Representative present would have one vote
and all o1 the Senators present collectively would ha\:e as many votes as the
Representatives present and this total vote would be shared and voted by such
Senators equally and in fractions.

»
-

T
»

Annaintments tn thse Court wauld hae made from activa mamhbhara
Appommiments o the Lourt woull be magce {rom active mempaers

courts of laat resort in civil cases ot the States wathin the Circuit prowded
they have had at least five years service on that court, appointments w~ould
be for five years and with eligibilily for re -appoinl.ment.‘ Retirement would
be compulsory at age 75 years with {ull salary for lite. Some ot these are
details which could be varied without materiaily changing the proposal.

It will be noticed that this amendment would leave with the Supreme Court
the powers vested in it by the Constitution they being powers not related to the
appellate jurisdiction; it will be noticed, too, that it does not take from the
"Senate it's voice in the appointing process as would have been the case with
certain other proposalas coffered on this generat subject.

The proposal advanced here is of very recent origin, - within the present
year. It has not yet been widely circulated. It has had some organized support
and has not been rejected where-ever submitted for formal approval.

it's sSponsors consider it has merit to warrant ihe attention and the sUpport of
the Congress. For that purpose it ought to be presented there by joint resolu
tion so that early hearings can be had. JWith that in mind, suggestions on

the proposal and on developing support for it will be appreciated.

oDy

John P, Rogge,

4007 Bellaire Blvd.,
Houston, Texas 77025
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A PROPOSAL FOR A UNITED STATES APPELLATE COURT

k BY CONSTITUTIONAL AMENUMLENT

1L, There is hereby established the United States Appellate Court and it shall have
;¥ exclusive sppeliate jurisdiction over all of the courts which have been, and which may
3 be, established by the Congress and in all matters coming up from the State courts.
‘Such appéflzte jurisdiction shall extesd to both law and fact and to all cases to which
the judicial power of the United States extends or shall hereafter extend; except that
the powers of the Supreme Cour? in those cases in which it has original jurisdiction
under Article III of the Constitotion ae amended by Articke I of the amendments to

the Constitution shall not be impaired by tnis amendment.

2. The States shall appoint the members of the Court and for that purpose they shall
be grouped as in the Circuits of the United States Courts of Appeals as constituted at the
time of submiseion of this amendment for ratification. They shall make such sppoint~
ments through their members in the Congrese acting ex officio as delegates and each
exercising his own discretion. In a delegation convened to make such appointments each

Repreosentative present shall have one voie and the Senators preesent shall collectively

have a total vote equal that of all such Represertatives and shall have equal allotmenats
of such tot'al votes in units and fractions. Appointment shall be by majority vote.

In cane ot a tie vote that voting delegate witn the longest total service in the Congress,
as among the delegates voting, shall have one more vote to break the tie.

3. The States in each Circuit shall collectively be entitled to appoint one member to

the Court and for each 25 members in the Congreas to which the States in each Circuit

shall collectively be entitied, over and above the basic 20 membera, auch such States

shall collectively be entitied o appoint one more member to the Court.
e e 2 e - e oo .
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4. Upon this amendment becoming ;effective the appointing delegates shall convene
24 at the seat of the government and in their respective delegations and ahall make ap-
25 pointments to the Court. Delegations from the First and Ninth Circuits shall make

26 appointments for one year; those from the Second and Sixth Circuits, for two years;

27 those from the Third and Eighth Circuits, for three years; those from the Fourth and

28 Seventh Clircuits, for four years and those from the Fifth and Tenth Circuits, as well
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as all appointing delcgations acting thereafter, shall make appointments {or five years:
sxcept that appointments to vacancies occurring other than by expiration of a term shall
be for the remuinder of the term. : .-
5. Appointment. shall be made from active member; of the State courts of last re-
sort in civil canes of the Statés in the respective Circuit who shall be under 75 years

of age and who shall have had not less than 5 years of service on such State Court.

37 Tenura nlnll be subject to good behavior and retlrement lhall be compulsory at 75 years

of age with full salary for life, Congress shall fix the compensation Ior members of the
Court which sball not be less than that of the Justices of the United States Courts of Ap~
pealsa. Members shall be eligible for re-appointment at the expiration of_elch term.

&. Upon this amendment becoming effective the delogations having made appoint- .
ments to the Court shall forthwith certify the same to the President of the Senate and to
the Speaker of the House and the appointees 80 certified shall present themselves at the
seat of the government on the 30th day after such effective date and having qualified on
oath or affirmation shall at once take office as Justices of the Court; they shall chuoi;
_one of thelr number as Chief .Tultice.and the Court uh;ll then enter upon its dutiel'; ’
Other sppointees, upon such certification and qu;lificaﬂo;;n. shall be entitied to thelz ™
seats on the Court.

7. Appointment to Chief Justice shall be for a term of five years or uatil expiration
of the appolintee's term on the Court if it occurs first. The Chief Justice shall be eli-
gible for re-lppointment at the expxranon of each term.

a. A vacant seat on the court shall be filled by the States which appointed the next
preceding incumbent in the seat so vacated. For that purpose the appointing delegation
shall convene at the seat of government if Congress is in session; otherwise they shall

'

convens at the Capitol of the most populous State in the respective Circulit.
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9.  To the extent o any conﬂiéf‘beﬂhﬁ"mtfmﬁms nmgadxpen _Apd any

provisions in the Constitution of the United States and earlier amendmenta thereto,
this amendment shall control. 7

10. This Article shall be inoperative unless it shall have been ratified as an amend-
ment to the Constitution by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the several States

within seven yﬁarl from the date of its submission to the States by the Congress.

11, This amendment shall take effect thirty days after ite ratification.

e b e Yy T e T T [



4-572 (Rev. 7-18-63)

L
OFTIONAL FORM NO, 1O H1g=104
MaAY 1982 IHTION .
0fa GIN. B0, NG. 27

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum

TO The Director DATE: G LAY-67
FROM N. P. Callahan
SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

5 ;’(

Hecg

Original filed in: { d /73 /- ;/ "4

Pages B7133-1115T. Cengressman Fuciasit, () lliisotls,
spoke coacerning & recent cupreme Court decision upholding the injunctios of
the Birminghsm, Alataxs, city court agalnst dexenstirations oa Good ¥riday
and Easter sunday i 1563 paisting eut that i ts welconwe and excesding'y
timaly and ey weil beco:as the Magua Caria for restoriag peace to Anqrica’s
streats and sldewalzs. e stated This Nation is fed up with lawiessuess; fed
up with individurls —regardiess o racs-—whe will aot take their grievances
to the courts, waere taey belong. We are fed up with so-called spaiesmea Wi
sadlessly harangue about their rights whether they be cland ia tde robes ol b.ac:
power Advocate, 156 White sbeeis of the Ku Klux Kiam, of the brows sairts of Lae
Amarican Nasi Farty. - - - ~ ] bege courts will wot besitate, ia the light of tne
Suprems Ceurt decision to eajoin Lhose who wocld taie Lhe law into taelr ewn nand

and taee Noid them 18 coslempt i they fluat the injunction. TAis 18 the rosdte
restoring peace is eur Kepab:lc,

in the oriqin?/l of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressionaléz . .?75),5,
'

ordfor r /3 ¢ 7 wuas reviewed and pertinent items were

————— .

marked for the Director's attention. This form has teen prepared in order that No o .

portions of a copy of the original memorandum may te clipped, mounted, and plam JUi sy o

Bsp\rﬁrtﬁe BurT?I)ZSE or subtiject matter files,
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum

. /"1/‘({;7
© TO :  The Director DATE: (ﬂ - L /
;.OM * N. P. Callahan

[/QUBJECTf The Congressional Record
Fages ET99:-H-013. Comgraasman (R) Ke

concerning the usurpation oi legislative power by t2 reme Conrt. |

. viged . raml "At my requcst, an attorsey tas preparcd ‘A {ritical A
of the Jecent Excrcize of Judicial Review by the Swpreme Court.* This exccllemt
docunent is & scholarly and detatled pres«ntation tonding to prove that the
(razmers @f tac (onstitution did aot contemplatc the catablishinont of & judiciary
MvIRg the powar to fovalidate, by declaring uaconstitutiossl, duly cmected

H iawa passed by the U. 5. Cougress.™ Hir, Cunalagham imcluded the toxt ol lhT ¢

dovumsnt with his remarks.

p2 -27SPc

NOT Rwrorp
170 JuL 1957ED

e

In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
[( 1 Record for was reviewed and pertinent items were
/

; marked fo thimtor's attention. This form has teen prepared in order that
prdtwrlﬁ 8 . the original memorandum may ke clipped, mounted, and placed

in appropriate Puredu case or subject matter files.
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

~  Memorandum

TO © The Director DATE: é - A2 X" 6 7
FROM : N, P. Callahan

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

Page E8udl, Cemivsseman Dora, (D) Sewth Caroliza, spoke =—._
& il he introduced (L2 11.18) previding qualliications {es nppouhun

' ia !ﬁ Semet: e [ axed M lh. ﬂ-lla‘ Elnlgg n.. atabs 4 ﬂhs-c "n-‘ s o -pk

& & . \.“-! S PUBEL A WF U .

lrgaure criliciam of (be U. 6. Euproms Co-ﬂ i Pecomt Fobrs, -~ - - - The

C ourt (s sdvecating an scopomic and political philosopy which threatens the
ivandation apom wiich U2 Americad denecracy tas esrisacd and growa, law
en:arc smeont o/flcials thrsughost the Natiowm are Ssmpersd in their duly t» wptold '
the law and pretoct prac ul lsw abidiag citizens By recest decisians, Yoo mach
e apuksis i Boing plac-d om the cancept thatl tas cricrinal mast e protect:d

rom socizty rather thas protucting socisty irem tie .riminals, - - - - The

Lmg is o, Qv rdue OF {ancrorc 10 taks pasitivy actios, fom pess com amd wm gg'

e T W - ey ey -

reguire qalhuaum or lppoinwelt % thc ‘uprome ;uﬂ. " A copy ¥ this I
il will be ebtaincd, '

Gb~ 179~ 2i~¢

Qriainal filed in:

In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
Record for - - RT7 -7 was reviewed and pertinent items were
marked for the Director‘s attention., This form has teen prepared in otder that
portions of a copy ofhe original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed
in appropriate®® fu/ccse or subject matter files,

1i 191967
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum |
TO :  The Director . DATE: OJ‘UHQ j/_, /C/é' 7

FROM : N, P, Callahan

SUBJEC"I"i The Congressional Record

o Page H7552. Conoressinsn Trlenborn, (R) Ilinois, introduced
bill 1‘.‘&\ . Jld"!'f) to arasnd title 28, United States Code, ‘to provide that the
upreme Court reay not in any case hoid any provision cf law invalid under the |.
SELTTATTon of the United States unless at least six Jusiices of the Court concur
in thal holding. o siated "Clherz have introduced conctitutional amendmeonts -~
to eifect thls changa. After counsulting with eminent legislative authority,
hoviever, Id=acided that the intenticn could e carried Out by an act of Congress| "
A cepy of this Lill will be obtained.

QOriginal filed in: éé- /7’/‘;/-._ S/ -

e
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In the orlglnal of a memorandum Cﬂptlol"-ed and dated as above, the Congressional

Record for ,J PR c_,/ / / was reviewed and pertinent items were
marked for the Dijeptgr’s a/ttentlon. This form has teen prepared in order that
portions of u Cco {4Te original memorandum may ke clipped, mounted, and placed

J{Lqpproprldte Pureau cqse or subject matter files.
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum
TO i The Director DATE: 7 - %" ‘ 7

FROM : N, P. Callghan
SUBJECT: The Congressional Record
. 4?\1_1

Pages HI45-Hiv3l. Congresamaa Astbroex, (R) Ohie,
sdvised that the very ab}hm J. Kilpatrick BAS con.® wp with & discussies

—————

of the receat term of ‘t‘li‘:ﬂlpl‘.:h. Court which nys ARy of tue decisions opan {
. O kb A A e —— ———
: mxumammwwumpupmudmumwwmm
‘ accom mg mlnorny and majerity v:ews, Mr. Kilpatriek's articie
i entitied s Ead which appeared in tae July 35, 1367, issve ol

Nations. Review u set forth in tae Hecerd. The umu.onu ok the

2. T. Osbers, Jr., v. U. 5. (one of the Helis cases)and U. 6. v. Bi.ly
Jos v ade cases comain relerences to tue rEkl

e

ry

> |
£0- 3$ £ NOT KECORDED
“ 37 AUG 2 1967 \
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In the original of a memorandum CGptaned and dated as above, the Congressional
Hecord for " / n/ was reviewed and pertinent items were
r nffnn#! T

marked for the rhrnn!n [ his form has been prepared in order that
arxed reclor has ceen prepared in oraer

pﬁﬁ ﬂ(ﬁez Manmal memoerandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed
i a ur e or subject matter files.
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UNITED STATES GOV LRNMENT

» Memorandum

TO : The Director DATE: 7-*.?_ 7"47
FROM : N, P. Callghan

SUBJECT: The Congressiongl Record
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ntne original of a mekandum captioned ond dated as above, the Congressional
Record lor ’7’_ 2L -4 ’/ was reviewed and pertinent items were

Gixec Ior tne Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that
portio:s ci a copy of the original memorandum may ke ¢lipped, mounted, and placed
SppIGRTiate Eureau case or subject matter files.

“‘\_ L
L ot ,r’ R

L
Ve
':J
=u

2171

/177 2/

lfal —

Qriainal filed in:



4-572 (Rev, 7-18-63)
CPTIONAL FORm RO 10

e o r. -
UNITED STATES GOVAWkNMENT J
Memorandum
TO :  The Director DATE: f‘jj’— é 7
FROM : N. P. Callahan
\
SUBJECT: The Congressional Record (
Vi \
( ) ¢
.
\r
O
SbFrEH“-E @OUV/
o Alu#32. Congresswas Aszbroox, (K) Oule, pointed et | 3
i(tznt recent!y thaConlerence ol Caiet Justices met ia Hono!glu with justices ‘

| iroa 43 states atte . As was io be expected, ihey were very macu concersed
¢ . i aout tae
witi. {18 FiSing Erime and tne recent neries ol riols taroyg ;
Un.ted states. The chiel justices of tue Lighest Stale courts ia tze Naton
passed & resolution on tnis issae of waica tue U. 8. Suprexs Ceourt suouid
e notice. Tue reso utiom emtitied Rising Crime and tae Courts —Stiate J

sslices Ta s & sad Wwas pubished inthe Augest 35 issue ol U. 5. News &
or'd Report. Mr. Ashbroo: inserted this itein is tze Reecord.
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In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
Record for . , 7' /2 <7 was reviewed and pertinent items were
marked for the Director’s attention, This form hos Leen prepared in order that
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may ke clipped, mounted, and placed
I ifi agpropriate Pureau cag subject matter files,
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Memorandum Caligha U“_'

/&; _ Cﬂ Fon s
¥ 1o © Mr. Bishggi'; 1_)('() ' DATE: September 1, w /. %

- lrnomh hOC/ L, -

u‘;:.\_} B v T I b70 Gandy
sUBJEcT: THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ’
AUGUST 30, 1967 4 [y w
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Reference is made to Mr. Calla.han#s memorandum to
the Director dated 8-31-67 (attached) wherem Sena.tor Ervin (Democrat -

4 Nemtl Larolina) referred to a "Reader's Digest" article by Eugene H.
r‘\\Methvm he Supreme Court Really Supreme ?" In quoting from the
‘artlcle Senator Ervin points out that, according to FBI statistics, since

the 1966 ruling the rate of police solutmns of reported crimes ha.s dropped
lby almost 10 percent, The Director inquired, '"'Is this'correct? H,"

The Conoressmnal Record is inaccurate as to the year.

iiThe article in "Reader's Digest'" by Eufrene Methvm, who is friendly to P
,the Bureau, states that the solution rate has dropped almost 10 percent A
_' g1 }since 1961, the year of the Mapp versus Ohio decision which required i
0 1100&1 law enf ment to follow Federal procedure. There is enclosed
' ¢} :a copy of a*o Mr. Wick memorandum dated 3-16-67 captioned-
% ! "Attorney General's Testimony, House Judiciary Committee, March 16,

1967 " which sets forth the figures to which Methvin had reference in
his artlcle, It is noted this memorandum reflects a total drop of 9.2
percent since 1961, Marked copy of "Reader's Digest" attached
ISpecmc quotation on page 82.

ACT""“‘”ION' \.,, \/ éal J?rJq -—r-k-..//
I FAORDED, '
For informatid} W NOT RFFO
/i‘xi’\ - —— e @
AL
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1 - Mr. Mohr R ST o
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1 - Mr. Callahan b("
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT #

Memorandum

TO :  The Director DATE: Z'/«,A;
2

,)- FROM : N, P. Callahan
| \
~
SUBJECT: The Congressicnal Record .
A

S ‘Pages 812475-812549 The "Ser.l;’:tte debat ” ‘
_ . ebated and cont
npmination of Thurgood Marsball to be an Associate Justice of the isl.uu;igmte |

Court. Senator Ervin, (D) North C ; '
; , arolina, spoke in opposition to th !

: :té:nn':fti;)n. He requested to have printed in the Recordpzeveral docti:ne ts ‘

Fevealing that Supreme Court Justiques, Judges of Federal courts inferjor to

o \ \
tlL Supreme Court, State judpes, 1a¥v Fer's wnd journalists have charged that >
during recent years a majority of the Sapreme Court has repeatedly rendered
decisions incompntible with the lan-uage and thc hisfory of the Constitution.
This materizl contained aa ariicle from the July 1957 issue of the Reader's,,
Digest entitie®N{js the Supreme Court Neally Sugreme ? " written by
Eugene Ry ethvih,  This ariicle steles "There I8 mounting evidence tha
the Court's Mmassive federalization of criniinal justice has prievousiy il
crippled law enforcement. FET statistics show that, since the 1566 rulinf;‘-
the rate at which pclice are solving roparied brimes-—a rate which had held
steady for.ycore, has dropped by 2lmost ten percent.” Mr. Ervin also

_imY.udeci saveral court decisions and varjous’other articles and editorials

—_——

/| wilh his reaarks. '
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tn the original of a memorandum captio

Record for
marked for the Ditector’s gttention.

&r qg@q clpg o‘%?)rigindl memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed
4

ropriate Duredu cas® of subiect matter files.

ned and dated as atove, the Congressional
was reviewed and pertinent items wele
This form has been prepared in order that
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UNITED STA'. ,‘,,.II\,’ERNMENT .

Merorandum
The Director DATE: / S __[’ o T

N. P. Callaian

SUBJECT: The Corcressional Record

Page 16631, Corgressman Bennett, (D) Florida, spoke
Tegarding the decision handed down by th&Suvreme Court in the case of the
Uilced States against Robel. He stated "I was dismayed to hear that the Court

Lty Ceclared an important section of the Subversive Activities Corirol Act
viccostitutional. The Court now t&lls us that we cannot make it unlawful for
ary nemier of a Comrmunist orgarization to engage in any employment in any

celesse facility. The Court feels tnzi we have violated freedom of association by
SO iying to curb sabotage and snying in our defense facilities. " He went on

<0 s.ate "rhe Court admits the obieciives of the Communists are ualawful, but
it declares that just because one belcngs 'to an oreanization which conspires

ciainst tie Government of the United States does not mean that he zzrees with
5 wiiawoil aims. This is what the Court says is guilt by associztion. I disagri
ir. 3entelt advisad that he has beer in contact with fhe Department ol Defense
regaoding waat needs to be done to provide adequate wrotection for defense

esiatliistimeants in view of this decision. He stated "I hope my colleagues will
join mme i Jralting and passing legislation by the early part of next year to

e

o ine vecuum ledt by this decision, T will shortly have a bill in this area -

Lo wiich I would welcome cosponsors in the House. "

- La. <7<~

NOT RECORPED
199 DEC 221987 mom

AL P
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’ . - b 4 - i
noine orang. of ¢ memgrondum capliongd ¢nd cxed cs chove, the Congressicnal
BIoil il was reviewed and pertinent Llgns wele
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From the desk of (NN

12-12-67

Dear Mr Hoover

I am thankful for God fearing men like you. I know
how busy you are, but can you give me an opinion on an editorial
like this.

The best in the world to you, and may God bless you 3

/. R L7

Glendale 7, California e

s b 7 > : Feo 17

.

-

1%@9 EOCLUSURE ATTACHER~ (b
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In a classic dissent to: a U.S, Supreme
Court dacision mandating reapportionment,
two of its justices called the ru‘l’ing *Dracens

" ian and without precedent in the Constitu.
tion.” , A :

Others, from layman to expert, look at the
recent arrogation of powers constitutionally
reserved to the legisiative, executive or states
by the court and ask if the highest judicial
authority itself is not unconstitutional.

The problem is hardly overstated by these °
two examples. If the present trend of Su-
vreme Court power sssumntion, which is’

copied by lower courts, is not checked the
constitutionally - guaranteed separation of
powers will disappear. -

And in the interim, the law-abiding, God-

fearing citizen who has been the stalwart in
the growth of our nation may have to look
for a bomb shelter to find the safety under
law he has earned.

There are no words in the Constitution
giving the Supreme Court the right to over-
rule Congress or the administration. Article
III, however, does give Congress the right to
regulate the Supreme Court. It is a congres-
sior;al power that should be exercised vigor-

' ously.

Because of court decisions, confessed,
hardened criminals are walking the streets
as free men. Rulings on search and seizure,
questioning, confessions, Iegal representa-
tion and other procedures have tied the hands
of the police. The crime rate is soaring as
a resuit. '

School children cannot say prayers in
classes without fear of legal reprisal as result
of court decisions. School administrators are
forced to hire avowed Communists and can-
not control seditious on-campus activity be-
cause of legal restrictions. For all practical
purposes internal security has been ham-

ng through the court’s decisions on laws
controlling Communists, -

GLENDALE

- News-Pres

AEDITORIALS = OPINIONS - FEATURE

CARROLL W. PAR

DECEMBER 5, 1967 Publisher and Editor

te Supre C::t%d on the basis of thaet
uﬁﬁgs between the bicentennial
census. : '

- The courts have overruled Californians’
desires on housing amendments. They have
stipulated how the medical welfare program
-should be cut. They have even stayed execu-
tions before any precedent is set in the case
before the bar. -

Contrary to the exslted opinion of Charles

Evans Hughes, the Supreme Court is not the
sole arbiter of the Constitution, This would
put it above the Constitution itself, eliminate
government by the people, and make sépars
ation of powers semantics.

As the dissenting justices said, the Su-

to itself. Time has been wasting for Congres

7 lpreme Court has arrogated Draconian pow
|

. to reverse the trend and restore the balanc
‘ if the republican form of government on th
N tional level is to survive. .
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| December 18, 1967
Cwrass s 29
R
O 7

Glendale, California 91207

S e L 4t ceenma

Your communication of December 12th, with enclo- -
sures, has been received and I want to thank you for your kind
comment, )

In response to your request, as ‘the head of a
Federal investigative agency I do not feel it would be proper for
me t{o comment as you desire. I trust you will understand,

%0 Sincerely yours,
J. Edgar Hoover .

REC18 1967

o1 07~
" NOTE: Bufiles reflect prior correspondence wim latest
outgoing 5/27/65, thanking him for an editorial nw appeared
in the "Glendale News™ on 5/15/65 which was favorable of the -Diregigr.
FEC D 0245 N2 o
Telson . b @ / tL r_) T ° ‘_ . Q?'.§

= e S S
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Page(s) withheld entirely at this location in the file. One or more of the following statements, where
indicated, expiain this deletion.

[J Deleted under exemption{s) with no segregable
material available for release to you.

Information pertained only to a third party with no reference to you or the subject of your request.
Information pertained only to a third party. Your name is listed in the title only.

] Documents originated with another Government agency(ies). These documents were referred to that
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December 19, 1967

I have received your letter of December 12th and

want to thank you for the high regard in which you hold my admin-
istration of this Burean.

1 nppreciate the interest which prompted you to write
and I share your concern for the welfare of our Nation. Perhaps
the most effective way to bring about an end to the menace of a
spiraling crime rate and its attendant problems is to make one's
position on these matters known to one's elected representatives,
on all levels. They are interested in their constituency, and the
means to curb crime are within the province of the legislative bodies,
I am enclosing some material further setting forth my
views along these lines which I hope you will find to be of interest.

B Sincerely yours,
\ 3, Edgar Hoovet

' 1 2 1967
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

f) Memorandum
TO ¢ The Director DATE: 7'/ 5/ -4 f

FROM : N, P. Callahan

SUBJECT: The Congressional Record

s Pages 1748-23T40. S« Meoras (D) Oregen, wrged prempt

e I&-:Illz actiox su the twe sominaes for the & me Court (Justice Fortas and

: Judge Thoraberey). Xe¢ inclndqd in the Record tas t:xt of & tal-gram signsd by
450 dians B4 pro‘esrors of tbe “iin-st law achools in Ly ~atiow, ~ recommending
tiat S-uslc gpprov: thenz two pomixations 5o aiso in:lwded a loltry ‘rom

tar ‘Liberly Loy opposing ths confirmalion o Ad: Fertas ae Chls/ Jastice.

* ( Pag-s HITTi-£5150  § .mator Pastore, () Rhod: Liland,
N ) AmBiBtcd Lo £raate should procicd without wiuec cp ALy deiay ia the matt. v
if & meum appointmenls Lo the bnprame ( oart asd facleded im Lie
1 R coid U cTORM BoWaPADrY Articles pelating to tarae appoistments.

ba- 2 75_%’-

v 3 )L I.‘
T 24 96
——
B - — —smtmpper!
j
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1
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In the original orandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional
Record tor /- /7 - & § was reviewed and pertinent items were
marked for the Director’s attention. This form has Leen prepared in ordet that
PR ha original memorandum may be clipped mnuntﬂﬂ and n] ced

5 §ULLLUILB (Jl. L+ (.,Upy \.u \.n\-: OTigind: MemoIandurn Y U waippey, a

w@prate fgbeau case or subject matter files.
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