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" Fefteral Bureau of Investigation
hag" a' ptogram ;to - disrupt’ the

. party front 1961 to 1969. :
‘The '+ Government’s * reply,|
filed” ° Monday. ~in .° Federal!

" " news conference called by the

i
)

* Hoover, issued to all officés on

~ dividuals were not identified by

. mi’g\sbers. supporters and candi-
dates.

. only one such wiretap—in 1972,

i

" James P. Cannon, then national

" bureau by the local police, the

1S, ADMITS PLAN |
"0 DISRUPTPARTY.

Also Congedss Suweﬂlanee ‘
~ . /:of Sotialist Workers '« |

By FARNSWORTH FOWLE |
. The Feddral:;Govemmgggre-

plying to & suit-agniost it, has|

-acknowledged that it-conducted!
“eléctronic surveillance™ of. Soq|
cialist Workers party members
" from 1945 to 1963 and that the

Distritt Court as-a result of the|
party’s complaint last July 18,
was made public yesterday at a

_Political - Rights Deferise Fund,
which is reising money for the
codts of the court action.

. . The "Government said that|
. the “basic purpose™ of the dis-

" ruption program had been “to
alert the public to the fact that|
S.W.P. Js pot Just anothér so-{
clallst ‘- group but follows. ithej
revglgutionary , principles ~ of
Mar:

Lenin and Engels as’in-|

terpreted by Leon Trotzky.” |

he reply followed the F.B.I's};
. disclosure Déc. 6 of an order|
that its late director, J. Edgar

N::K 10, 1868, to begin an at-
tack against groups and indivi-
duals  “who spout revolution
a4 unla challenge socie-|.
ty 2o ohtain their demands.”

Unwarranted Taps Denied

This and other counterintelli-
gence programs were termi-
nated without explanation in a
Hoover directive of April 28,
1971, The organizations and in-

the hureau at the time,

In the document made pub-{
lic: fyesterday, submitted on be-
half of United States Attorneyl
Paul J. Curran, the Government
tssued a general denial that in
<1972 and 1973 election cam-
paigns it made unwarranted use
of’ devices to intercept confi-
dential conversations of party

-

Tl A e -

It acknowledged knowing of
on ‘the Los Angeles home of

chairman, The tap was placed
ony the basis of a report to the

Government said. i

- affiliated Yodung Socialist A Al-

. ofi alleged violations of. party

| } Harasimnt &s Charged
‘  IThe complamnt chargéd a sﬁ-
(]

. interrogation; employment. dis-
. ment of part

" lotal elections.

o from ths Attorney

1974

{The suit is a class.actionfbgj
the Socialist Workers party, its

liance, Mrs.: Linda Jenness, the
payty’s 1972 Presidential nomi-
nek, and 14 other named in-
diyiduals, as well as “all others
sigiilarly sitiated.” They asked

Federal gourt for more than
$27-million in damages becayse

mémbers’ constitutional rights
by the defendants-—the Attor-
ney. General, other department
and agency - heads, President
Nixon and: sevéra} former
Nixon associates. - . | .

Rl

tematic campaign ‘of execess

crimination ‘and other Larass-
, members and
s rters . and. other illegal
acts, which it said impaired the

s ability to participate ef-
vely in- Federal, state and

e complaint. asked for..a
permanent . infunction against
wiretapping,: mail’, monitoring
and breaking into party offices,
Itialso gskéd,that e party be

neral's list, of subversive ort

one, S A
@l Ratlift, of the 1e%1 staff
of’the Political Rights Defense
Fund, ¢alled the Governiment’s
admissionps ' “astonishing.” - He
said that the fund had already
asked forj further documents
zzout the disruption pro?ram
‘and would take necessary Iegall
st “if the “Government
résists their motions”* - '

1 “When  the °~ Governmeént
singles out and harasses a po.
didiczl group on the basis of jts .
ideas and programs,” ‘he said,
“it threaténs everyoné's First,
Fourth and Fourteenth Amend-,
ment , rights”. Some.’ Govern-
ment assertions in: thei:reply,:
he said, “go beyend what they
were making before.”

A memorandum with the
Government reply argued the
Federal- -District Courts lack
jurisdiction over the President
and that the complaint as to
him should be dismissed. Mr.!
Ratliff called Mr. Nixon the
“chief conspirator and ultimate.
authority for the illegal and:
unconstitutional acts” in the,
complaint, and said that the
fund’s lawyers would offer:
counterarguments on this mo-!
tion.

Mrs. Jenness said there wasl

“nothing secretivé” sbout her
party, callhg it an “open, legal
organization.” ‘Recalling  past
Government denials .of inter-
ference, ‘she sald, “We' always
knew. they carried out these
activitles,”’ - She declared that
the' Government, 'was .no longer
“in a position, to get' away
with the amount bf lying.”
Mrs. Jenness,' asked' about
the. size of the party, said that
iri the 1972 election it got about
100,000 votes in 23 states. She
safd the ‘members, numbeting

‘sbout 2,000, were comparable

1o active party iworkers in the
‘major parties,. The weekly
readership~ of . 'the . party’s
‘journal, The Milltant; she esti-

‘mated at 70,000, It s edited by
herhusband, . » . 7




