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Washington Grabs For Police Power
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| It was during the quadrennial mad-
ness of 1968 that Conservative political
candidates began thundering against
criminals and radicals and calling for “law
and order.” Apparently the cry was popu-
larized by the tough little governor of
Alabama who calls a spade a spade. But
when his charges were found to have mass
politial appeal, the demand for “law and
order” was Spiroed away by the Republi-
can wing of the Establishmeni. During
the ensuing two years crime in the streets
continued to proliferate like Mrs. Hasen-
pfeffer on Welfare.

By the time of the recently concluded
plebiscite, even candidates of the Estab-
lishment's Democralic wing were Lroop-
ing about calling for *“law and order.”
Which seemed very odd, indeed, since as
late as August of 1970, they had been
characterizing “law and order” as code
words for “racism.” Pragmatism had
drowned ideology when the polls indi-
cated that millions of Americans feel
themselves threatened by a continuing
mugathon in our streets, and revealed
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that many more millions have simply had
it with the campus terrorists. As Time
magazine indicated in its issue for July
13, 1970:

Millions of Americans in 1970
are gripped by an anxiety that is
not caused by war, Inflation or
recession  — important as  those
mssues are. Across the US., the
universal fear of violent crime and
viciowus strangers, .. 18 a constand
companion of the populace. It is
the cold fear of dving at random in
a brief spasm of senseless violence

for a few pennies, for nothing.

The statistics tell the story. Serious
ctime rose by 148 percent in the turbu-
lent Sixties while the population in-
creased only thirteen percent. This means
that crime is increasing eleven times as
fast as population. Robberies are up 180
percent over the past nine years. While
crimes of plunder and passion continue Lo
increase, a new dimension has been added
in the form of crimes of political ter-
rorism aimed by revolutionaries at the
police. “Kill the pigs” has become their
battle cry. In its issue for October 26,
1970, U.S. News & World Report pro-
vides a stalistical box score:

The cold sratistics are in them-
selves frightening. The F.B.I re-
ports that in 1969 a record high of
86 law-enforcement officers were
kifled by felontous criminal action,
This s @ 34 percent increase over
the previous year, when 64 . . . offi-
cers were murdered . | .
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And 1970 proved even more terrible
than 1969. By the end of July, some
sixty-seven policemen had been killed in
the line of duty — sixteen of these
murdered from ambush by revolution-
aries. And the killings are escalating
seriously. Recently United Press Interna-
tional quoted an F.B.I. spokesman com-
menting on revolutionary racism:

Since January [, 1970, there
have been 190 reported instances of
racially motivated attacks againsi
policemen, including 17 ambushes.
Az a resuft, 21 police officers have
been killed and 159 others have
been injured [in attacks by black
militants] . During August alone,
there were 23 attocks by black
exrremists against  police.  These
caused the death of five officers
arnd frfurtes to 56 others,

F.B.L reports show a total of 35,202
assaults on police in 1969, or 16.9 attacks
per hundred officers. In 1960, the F.B.1.
said, there had been only 9,621 such
assaults, or 6.3 per hundred officers. In
September an Associated Press survey
indicated that this year policemen had
already been victims of fatal, apparently
unprovoked, attacks in Philadelphia, San
Francisco, Berkeley, New York, Chicago,
Detroit, Baltimore, Montgomery, St.
Paul, San Jose, and Omaha,

California has been particularly hard
hit. Chief deputy attormey general of
California, Mr, Charles A. O'Brien, testi-
fied before the Senate Internal Security
Subcommittee in October of 1970:

It is patently clear that law
officers have become a special rar-
get for the terrorists and anarchisis
in our soclety....Murders of
California police officers have in-
creased 100 per cent in 1970,
During the pase 10 years, from
1960 through 1969, an average of
one peace officer was killed every
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fwo months — a rate more than 4
times thar of the general popula-
tion, fn 1970, an average of two
peace officers have been killed
every month — 15 in the first seven
and a half months of this vear.

The Los Angeles Times for October 7,
1970, gquotes Mr. O'Brien as informing
the Subcommittee that assaults on police
are up 350 percent in the last three years.
(As of October twenty-fourth, seven
policemen had been slain in the San
Francisco-Oakland-Berkeley area, alone,
four of them clearly terror killings.)
Charles O'Brien continued:

Since January, 1970, there have
heen 12 bombing incidents ageinst
police buildings in California and
{6 bombing incidents involving
police automobiles, Twenty-six per-
sons have been infured as a result of
these bombings . . . . We should also
not ignore the fact that other pub-
lic officials and agencies are now
being singled out as fargets for
viglence, The terrible incident on
August 7 ar the Marin County
Courthouse in San Rafael which
resulted in the murder of Judge
Harold Haley — his head was blown
off — plainly revealed that black
terrorists had turned their attention
ier the couwris.

In Berkeley there were fifty-eight as-
saults on policemen in 1968 and eighty in
1969. In the first eight months of 1970
there have been eighty-eight such assaults,
In Detroit, there were 412 assaults on po-
lice officers last year, 230 of them in the
first eight months. In the first eight months
of 1970, there were 410 such assaults on
police officers there, Twelve Detroit offi-
cers were shot last year; in the first eight
months of 1970, fifteen have been shot.

Police officials in New York City
reported that in the first eight months of
1970 some 985 policemen had been so
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badly assaulted they required medical
attention, compared to 591 in the same
period in 1969 — a sixty-seven percenl
increase. Thirty-four City policemen were
shot in the first eight months of 1970;
eleven in the first eight months of 1969,
Four Mew York City policemen, in-
cluding a transit patrolman, had been
killed this year by the end of August.

Within the last few months the killing
of police officers has reached a nearly
fantastic level. According to Quinn Tamm
of the International Association of Chiefs
of Police, 26 policemen were killed in the
United States and 650 injured in the
three month period ending October 23,
1970. Authorities are convinced thal this
is more than coincidental. In its issue for
October 19, 1970, LS. News & World
Report asks:

Is there a national conspiracy to
kill policemen? Congress dug into
this guestion in early October. One
witness after another rold the
Senate Internal Security Subcom-
mittee that a pattern of attacks on
police indicates a plo.

Eighteen police  officers  have
been slain in unprovoked assaults
this yvear — iwice as many as last
vear — the Subcommittee was told
by John J. Harrington, head of rhe
120,000-member  Frarermal  Order
af Police.

Capr. Joel Honey, of the sher-
i department in Santa Barbara,
Calif., told of confiscating pam-
phiets giving detailed instructions
o maitifacture and use of weapois
fo kil police. He said wires have
been strung across California high-
ways fo  decapitate  motorcyele
policemen. A police undercover
agent rold of being “trained ro kil
pofice” by studenit revolutionaries
in Buffalo, N Y.

Az Carl Parsell, director of the Detroit
Police Officers Association, observed in
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October: “Public officials keep saying it's
just the hazards of the job, but we should
face it for what it is: a conspiracy to kill
policemen . . . . the men feel people with
political causes are zeroing in on them to
highlight their causes.”

Edward Kiernan, president of the New
York City Patrolmen’s Benevolent As
sociation, says the shootings of policemen
are “part of a cold, logical, hard-eyed
revolutionary  strategy.” Philadelphia
Police Commissioner Frank Rizzo is of
the same opinion. In September he
blamed assaults on police in his city on
hard-core radicals. As Commissioner
Rizzo put it: “This is a national con-
spiracy. [U's treason....It must be
stopped even il we have to change some
laws to do it.”

On October &, 1970, the International
Association of Chiefs of Police adopted a
resolution calling for a federal investiga-
tion of the conspiracy to assassinate
police officers, declaring: ““The members
of this conference actually do believe that
a number of these attacks are planned
and executed by those traveling in inter-
state commerce,”

California’s deputy attomey general
O'Brien made a second trip to Washing-
ton in October to charge before a Con-
gressional Committee that the Black Pan-
thers and the Weatherman faction of the
Students for a Democratic Society have
instigated many of these attacks through
speeches and published materials. Bath
groups have distributed manuals which
advocate altacks on police and provide
instructions for making bombs o assas-
sinate law enforcement personnel. Mr.
O'Brien also testified that it would not be
long before the revolutionaries oul-gun
the police. As he told a newspaperman:
“Soon it will be machineguns and high-
powered rifles apainst police carrying
only shotguns and pistols. 1171l be like
sending police out to protect us with
peashooters.”

Militants are staging their own arms
race, O'Brien said. Thousands of auto-
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matic weapons, bombs, and explosives are
being stockpiled. Many are powerful
modern weapons and grenades stolen
from military bases and from shipments
to Vietnam. The extent of thefls from
Army bases, he observed, “is beginning to
frighten™ even the military. For example,
police recovered ninety-four pounds of
C-4 military explosives and thirty-nine
hand-grenades during the recent student
riots near Santa Barbara, California. Mr.
(’Brien reports in detail:

The seriousness of the problem
Sfirst hit us about two years ago
when we arrested one character
selling unstable C-2 plastic explo-
sives stolen  from Army  bases.
Through him, we tracked down 40
Army 455, which had been stolen
fram  military bases in Colorado,
From this investigation we learned
of a regular traffic in stolen military
malerials,

We also found out abour sup-
plies headed for Vietnam being
stolen in shipment, including guns,
grenade launchers, grenades, explo-
sives and ammunition . . . .

In September, Senator John McClellan
gave a large audience in Akron, Ohio, an
idea of how this stolen eguipment is
being used:

Some 35,000 bombings have oc-
cured in the United States during the
past I& months. More than 1,200 0f
these were with high explosives
bowbs; the others were with incen-
diary  devices, These bombings
catesed the deaths of at least 45 per-
sons, injured more than 400 others,
and resulted in praperty damage in
exeess of $25 million.

In  addition ro these actual
bombings, some 35,000 bomb
threats have been made. . .. (Con-
gressional Record, September [4,
1970, Page HEG 77 el seq.)

52

As one must imagine, our police offi-
cers are very concerned. John J. Harring-
ton, national president of the Fraternal
Order of Police, was quoted by As
sociated Press on October 15, 1970, as
having told a Washington rally that our
“police are fed up with being treated like
fish in a barrel.” He continued:

The thin line between civiliza-
tion and the jungle — which ix us
policemen — s being shot to hell
and something has to be done
about i,

It'’s time the people of this coun-
try face wup ro it there is a
revolution taking place.

Is it any wonder then that almost
everyone — Democrat and Republican,
“Liberal” and Conservative — is calling
for “law and order™? The cry of the hour
is: Do something! And most Americans
are now willing to go along with almost
anything that promises to relieve the
gituation.

In America, law enforcement has tradi-
tionally been a function of local govern-
ment, but in the wake of the disastrous
Walts riots of August 1965, Washington
began coming to the “aid” of local
governments. Within a week of the Watts
holocaust the Office of Law Enforcement
Azzistance, now known as the Law En-
forcement  Assistance Administration
(L.LE.AA), was sel up in the Justice
Department to provide federal funds and
helpful guidelines to “upgrade™ local
police departments.

Then, as crime continued to rise and
riots proliferated, Congress passed the
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets
Act of 1968. As in other such programs,
expenditures began modestly. The budget
for fiscal 1969 was 363 million. But now
the outlays are being expanded enor-
mously. On June 30, 1970, the House
authorized $650 million for LLE.AA, in
fiscal 1971, $1 billion for fiscal 1972, and
$1.5 billion for fiscal 1973, Our federal,
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state, and local governments will spend
55 billion on law enforcement this year.
Which suggests that within two years
nearly one-third of everything spent in this
area will be routed through Washington
to be returned with federal controls.

How is such federal money to be
spent? According to ULS. News & World
Report:

That Aer |Omnibus Crime Con-
trol and Safe Streets| requires that
mast of the money be given, initial-
Iy, to States in block grants, The
Stares are then required to re-dis-
rribute 75 percent of their granis to
local and county law-enforcement
agencies. But first, plans must be
drawn up — and approved — for
waps o spend maney,

It would certainly seem that the “law
and order™ men in Washington are on the
right track. Surely we shall soon see a
sharp drop in crime and the jailing of the
revolutionary terrorists now bombing,
burning, and killing in our streets,

If you think that, you are being played
for a fool. What is wrong with the federal
government ¢oming o the aid of our
local police is all too obvious. But let us
take a hard look.

First we must recognize that the prob-
lems which all of this new federal anti-
crime legislation is supposed to solve have
been artificially created — and by many of
those who now pose as friends of “law
and order™ to offer federal “solutions.”
The strategy is known as “pressure from
below and pressure from above.” It is the
technique used by the Communists Lo

*Committee on Un-American Activities, House
of Represeniatives, 87th Congress, first session,
The New Role Of Nariona! Legisiarive Bodles In
The Communist Conspiracy, reprint of “How
Farligment Can Play A Revolutionary Part In
The Transition To Soclalism® and “The Role
Of The Popular Masses," by Jan Kozak, hiy-
torian of the Conmmunist Party Qf Czecho-
slovakife, U.S. Government Printing Office,
Washington, D.C., 1962,
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take control of Czecho-Slovakia, and it is
described in detail by Communist theore-
tician Jan Kozak in a Communist Party
textbook now available in an English trans-
lation as a Report of the House Commit-
tee on Un-American Activities.®

The strategy is lo produce “pressure
from bhelow,” by supporting crime in the
streets with a cadre of revolutionaries
organized to lead bands of looters, march-
ers, misguided peaceniks, and the like.
These are to creale a demand from the
“silent majority™ for the placing of more
power and control in the hands of the cen-
tral government. The “pressure from
above” comes when “the Parliament™
(Kozak refers to Czecho-Slovakia) or the
Congress (in the case of the United States)
responds by surrendering to the demands
of the radicals in the streets in order to
prevent further violence, while at the
same time centralizing police authority
on the ground that it is necessary to
maintain “law and order.”

This highly sophisticated tactic creates
a pincers movemenl direcled against the
great middle-class, which is the targer of
Establishment conspirators secking total
control in America just as in Czecho-
Slovakia.

I do not mean to infer that any bui a |

few of those actually applying either the
pressure from above or below understand
the scheme in which they are being used.
Most of the street revolutionaries are in
deadly earnest, and most *Liberal™ Con-
gressmen and Senators actually believe
they are helping to solve America’s prob-
lems through increased federal controls
and the centralization of law enforcement,
But the fnsiders who manipulate the Estab-
lishment know the game very well. And it
is they who are calling the signals.
Consider the stimulation of crime in
the streets which has resulted from the
radicalism of the Supreme Court, an arm
of the same government which now
claims it wants to help “improve™ law
enforcement. Thanks to the High Court a
law officer today has to speak softly and
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carry a big law library. The Court has
handcuffed the police and given the
clever criminal wvirtual carte hlanche to
pursue his trade. It is pressure from above
complementing pressure from below.

You have doubtless noted that the
enormous growlh in our crime rate fol-
lowed hard on a trail blazed by the
Supreme Court. After a series of rulings
striking down our laws against internal
subversion, its first major “be kind to
criminals™ decision was the Mallory rape
case of 19357, which threw out use of
confessions obtained before arraignment,
Crimes against property showed a major
increase in 1958 and the escalation was
on! Decisions in 1963 required free law-
yers and appeals for convicted indigents.
In that year the rate of violent crime had
been 166 per 100,000, In 1964, it in-
creased thirteen percent. Crimes against
property increased eleven percent.

The Escobedo decision in 1964 re-
quired the taxpayers to provide a free
lawyer for all suspects. The next year
crime rates jumped again. The Miranda
decision, throwing out confessions se-
cured while in police custody without an
attorney, was handed down in mid-1966.
It was followed by an enormous fifteen
percent rise both in crimes of violence
and crimes against property. The 1967
Wade decision, requiring defense counsel
even at a police lineup, was followed in
1968 by an astronomical Increase of
eighteen percent in the rate of crimes of
violence, and sixteen percent in crimes
against property. The next year saw
jumps of ten percent in both categories.
As statistician Louis H. Bean has ob-
served:

The fact that the Supreme Court
decisions of the 1960s were each fol-
lowed by similar increases in both
categories of crime is clear evidence
thar rhe decisions created an atmos-
phere of leniency in faw enforce-
ment, lowering the probability af
agprefiension and convic tion.
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OF course, other factors were present,
To blame the crime explosion of the
Sixties entirely on the Supreme Court
would be an over-simplification, but few
will deny that it was a major factor. The
Court has contrived “new Constitutional
rights” for the accused which have
gravely altered evidentiary rules and law
enforcement procedures. Many of these
changes have served to make the job of
our police officers not only more danger-
ous but increasingly difficult. While the
overall rate of crime rose by 148 percent
aver the last ten years, the rate of crime
clearances — that is, crimes solved by our
handeuffed police — actually declined by
thirty-two percent.

The permissiveness of “Liberal” judges
has also been an important factor in the
growing crime wave, with upward of
seventy-five percent of those arrested
today being repeaters. So hamstrung is
American justice thal according to Time
magazine, “Of all reported major of-
fenses, the experts say, only 12 percent
lead to arrests, only 6 percent to convic-
tions and only 1 percent to prison.” You
can bet the criminal knows the odds are
in his favor.

Police Chief James D. Wright of
Sausalito, California, complains that he
often hears young burglars say: “Why
should I work? [ can make more with
burglaries.” Thanks to the Supreme Court
and its “Liberal” courtiers, crime does
pay better than ever. One estimate is that
it now costs Americans $51 hillion an-
nually.

Naturally the public is appalled, and
locks to our local police for a crackdown.
But the judiciary tied the hands of the
police at the same time it untied those of
the criminal. Until this process is re-
versed, a showering of federal funds on
law enforcement agencies can hardly help
the situation.

The answer to the problem is not
centralized police power, but a reversal of
those decisions of the Supreme Court
which have created the problem. If the
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Justice Department were serious about
reducing the growth of ecrime it would
re-submit those cases in which the Warren
Court overstepped the bounds of sanity.
If the Court were then to refuse to
reverse itself, Congress could limit juris-
diction or institute impeachment pro-
ceedings (both wholly legal procedures
provided for in our Constitution) until
such decisions as those of Mirgnda and
Escobedo are reversed and our local
police are again given an even chance with
the criminal.

Our police cannot do their job unless
they can arrest criminals and get convie-
tions. But, like the rest of us, they are
caught in the pincers movement between
the Supreme Court “above™ and the
criminal element “below,”

A second area in which the tactic of
“pressure from below and pressure from
above™ is being used is that of general in-
surrection in the streets. In the last six
years no fewer than 114 American cities
have suffered serious conflagration and
riot. It was these insurrections which did so
much to build the myth that local law en-
forcement is ineffective in dealing with
mobs. When riots were quelled by elficient
police work, the ventriloguists of the Left
shouted through a thousand dummies that
the police were brutal. Heads 1 win, tails
you lose. That's the name of the game
when you control the media.

Yet, in every case where riots have
gotten out of control and had to be
quelled by Army or MNational Guard
personnel, it was because the police were
not allowed to take firm action before
things got out of hand. During the Kick-
off riot at Harlem in 1964, for instance,
“Liberal” Mayor John Lindsay kept
policemen out of the area for many hours
until the rioters had built up 2 sufficient
head of steam to do real damage. Lindsay
later asked for federal support.

In the Watts riot of 1965, Chief
William Parker was convinced by “com-
munity leaders” that order would be
restored  if  “provocative”™  uniformed

DECEMBER, 1970

policemen were kept out of the area,
Parker later publicly admitted his mis-
take, but the power brokers in the federal
government used the Watts insurrection
as an excuse Lo set up a special bureau in
the Justice Department to “improve™ our
local police.

During the early hours of the Detroit
riot of 1967, “Liberal” Mayor Jerome
Cavanagh ordered police to do nothing
about looters. Finally, troops from as far
away as Kentucky had to be brought in
to stop the terror. As the fires flickered
out, Mayor Cavanagh offered a plan for
the handling of future riots. On July 31, _'
1967, United Press International reported |
the Mayor's proposal:

Mayor Jerome P. Cavanagh called
Sunday for a special 1,000-man
federal police force in each major
city to fight riots like the one
which left 40 dead in Detroit.

Cavanagh said the riot policemen
should be rtrained and paid by the
federal government and be ready to
converge on cities rom by racial
strife. He said they should be
specially traived in riot conmrol and
could be used instead of the Neo-
tional Guard.

America was on Lhe road to a federal
police force.

Since the Revolution has shifted gears
into an urban guerrilla war against police,
the Black Panthers have replaced the
roaming mobs in the streets. An avowedly
Maolst group, the Panthers have declared
war on the police, but they and their
friends the *“Liberals” would have you
helieve it is the other way around. As 1.
Edgar Hoover has observed:

The claim of the BPP that it
is an innocent victim of police
persecution and genocide is ren-
dered absurd by the facr that
since 1967 at least five police
officers have been killed by BPP
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members and 42 officers
wounded. One of the officers was
killed by a Panther with a shotgun
blast at point-blank range as the
afficer lay wounded and helpless on
the ground . . . .

The intelligence data  being
developed reveal thar the con-
tinwing activity of agitators and
revolutionaries affifiated with black
extremist groups plays a large part
in the unprovoked attacks against
police . . . .

The Panthers openly admit that they
are Communists, and declare that they
mean to have a revolution here and now.
On October 10, 1970, United Press Inter-
national reported:

4 Californiz  police  official
charged today the Black Panthers are
being “used” by Communists in a
conspiracy to overthrow the gov-
ernment by Jorce. Chicf EM. Davis
of the Los Angeles Folice Deparr-
ment  said attacks on  police
throughour rhe nation were part of
the Communist-inspired conspiracy.

The day before, Chiel Davis testified
before a Congressional Committee that
whal we are facing “is revolution on the
installment plan . ... The Panthers [are]
shock troops that are willing to go in and
gel themselves killed. The Black Panther
winds up being an Uncle Tom to a white
Communist.”

Chief Davis provided evidence that the
Panthers are being heavily supported by
“white Marxists™ in “silk stocking dis-
tricts.” Without such support the Black
Panthers would be just another gang of
criminals. But Establishment newspapers
give them space and sympathy ; fund-rais-
ing parties are thrown for them by wealthy
actors, composers, and businessmen;
Establishment publishers like Dell and
Random House publish and promote the
hooks of their chief propagandists; and,
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the Establishment magazines treat them
like ebony herves of a Brave New World.
But the “pressure from above™ ex-

tends even higher. As the Associated Press I

reported on October 15, 1970:

Testifying before the House sub-
commirice investipating the Black
Panthers, [President of the Fra-
ternal Order of Police John| Har-
rington said when he wrate Atty.
Gren, John N. Mitchell about alleged
FPanther violations, "I gor a mild
reply  from somebody down  the
fine, saying that an investigation
was being held. ™

Harrington added: “This is dis-
gusting to myselll and most other
police officers. Here we have an
administration  supposedly  dedi-
cated to the bringing about of law
and order. But no recommenda-
tions to pul a stop to the netion-
wide conspiracy aimed at the police
by the Black Panthers and others
like rthem have come from the
White House and the Department
af Justice.

Attorney General Mitchell, who poses
as Mr. Law and Order, has to date
refused to name the Black Panthers,
self-proclaimed Marxist-Leninists, to the
Attorney General’s list of subversive
organizations, or to so much as approve
hearings on the Panthers by the Sub-
versive Activities Control Board. Yet the
terrorism of the Black Panthers is cited as
a prime reason why we must have more
federal aid to law enforcement. This
when it is the federal government which
is already the roadblock. What we need is
not federal aid but for the federal judi-
clary and the Justice Department to
permit enforcement of the laws already
on the books!

A third area in which local law en-
forcement has not been allowed to do its
job is in the prevention of the continuing
campus revolution. Again, we are dealing
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with a textbook case of “pressure from
below and pressure from above.”

The nation's college presidents have
allowed the campuses to be used as
sanctuaries for revolutionary organizing,
Many have refused to allow police even Lo
enter the campus unless a riot is totally
out of hand. Some not even then. Cam-
pus agitators have been coddled in the
name of academic freedom instead of
being expelled. Literally hundreds of our
student Lenins are on federal scholar-
ships, but the Nixon Administration has
done nothing to revoke the subsidies of
such revolutionaries despite the fact that
Congress has passed legislation requiring
it. Instead, President Nixon proposes add-
ing one thousand F.B.l. men to control
campus rioting and bombing.

Meanwhile the leaders of the student
revolutionaries make no secret of the fact
that it is their purpose to provoke a federal
takeover of local law enforcement, the
abaolition of civil liberties, and the creation
of a Police State. The line was laid down by
Ted Gold of the 5.D.5. Weatherman Fac-
tion, who was killed last spring while
making bombs in New York City. He is
quoted by the Liberation News Service of
January 8, 1970, as proclaiming: “Il it will
take Fascism we will have to have
Fascism.” Jerry Rubin emphasizes the
same theme in his book Do fr!

Such revolutionary leaders tell their
cannon fodder that a Police State is a first
step in driving the middle-class to rebel-
lion. What they do not mention is that
there has never been any such thing as a
successful rebellion against a modern,
well-equipped Police State.

The name of the game is alienation.
Jerry Rubin, Abbie Hoffman, and their
cohorts readily admit that their goal is to
alienate youth from their parents. This is,
quite naturally, a two-edged sword. The
more outlandish the youthful revolu-
tionaries become in their appearance,
rhetoric, and agitation, the more violently
the “silent majority” reacts.* As Saul
Alinsky, a sell-deseribed “‘professional
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revolutionary,” puts it: “The action is in
the reaction.”

The whole idea behind the Communist
terror on the campuses and in the streets is
to bait the middle-class into throwing Br'er
Rabbit into the briar patch of a Police
State. If the leaders of the youthful radi-
cals were really trying to get them to per-
suade their elders of the merit of their
ideas, would they urge them intentionally
to look and act so repulsively? Obviously
not. This business is a setup. It is a con
game in which thousands of young people
who have never heard of the theme “pres-
sure from below and pressure from above™
are being used as cannon fodder for a
phony revolution designed to so strength-
en the federal government that a takeover
by the fusiders of the Establishment will
be possible.

Of course you, Mr. and Mrs. John Q.
Brownshoes, are just as important in the
strategy as the shaggy hippies. The ulti-
mate strategists of this revolution are
counting upon you to become so angry
and frustrated and embittered by growing
crime and insurrection that you will first
demand federal aid for the local palice
producing federal guidelines and control,
as with your schools. And when even the
“guidelines” do not solve the problem
you will be expected to aceepl a national
police force to restore “law and order.”

It is expected that you will remain
ignorant of the fact that this threat would

*[During the recent campaign, Richard Nixon al-
ways allowed o few radicals to attend his rallies
and bait him. Then Mr, Nixon, who had the
microphone, would delight his oudiences by
verbally cutting them to pleces. This was carried
to the extent that enough radicals were allowed
to form for the purpose of stoning and egging a
Presidential motorcade, Mr. Mixon did not come
to town on 4 wagonlead of pumpkins with hay in
his hair. He arranged a nationally televised speech
to speak oul against his “asseilants,"" and the next
day the front page of the New York Times on-
nounced: “Mr, Nixon is... expected to ap-
prove plans for a new intelligence apparatus by
which Federal and local officials will exchange
information on éxtremist groups.” Big Brother
would be delighted.
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not even exist if the Supreme Court had
nol emasculated our internal securily
laws; if college faculties and administra-
tions were not permitted to promote or
condone revolutionary activity on the
campus; if the Department of Health,
Education and Welfare and the Ford
Foundation did not provide revolutionary
students and organizations with the funds
to operate; and, if the Justice Department
would just use the evidence already pro-
vided it by the F.B.l. to prosecute the
cadre of radicals, young and old, who are
now in the streets preaching sedition,

Only those who brag about their crimes
seem Lo get on the wanted list these days.
We have had only a token crackdown on
revolutionaries from the Justice Depart-
ment — just enough to avoid being accused
of doing nothing. Those of the Chicago 7
who were convicted are now being
allowed to cross state lines to give
speeches inciting to riot — the very crime
for which they were convicted. Why is bail
not revoked? Why are they not again in-
dicted? Why has a score of revolutionaries
wanted by the Justice Department found
it 50 easy to skip the country to Canada,
Algeria, and elsewhere?

None of this is the fault of the local
police, and it is certainly no justification
for a federal police force. The street
revolutionaries “below™ are being pro-
tected by the Establishment [nsiders
“above,” so they can be used to create
the sort of climate necessary for a take-
over. The revolutionaries have no more
chance of bringing down our government
by themselves than Slippery Rock has of
going to the Rose Bowl. Their function is
Lo promote a reaction enabling a takeover
from the rop. The revolutionary mowve-
ment in this country could be destroyed
almost overnight without adding one new
law if that was what the Establishment
wanted. It isn’t.

Imagine that you wanted to be a dicta-
tor in this country. How would vou go
about it when there are in the United
States 40,000 separate police departments
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and sheriffs’ offices, and an average of
more than one gun per household? Obvi-
ously, you must figure out a way to confis-
cate those weapons and to centralize con-
trol of the police. Like all would-be dicta-
tors, the masters of the International Com-
munist Conspiracy understand this princi-
ple. That is why the Communists have for
years pushed anti-gun legislation while
carrying on an attack against the inde-
pendence of our local police. As J. Edgar
Hoover has testified:

Law enforcement has long heen
a farget of communist attack . . . .
Lenin taught that it was essenrial
for every “real people s revolution™
to destroy the “ready-made siate
machinery. " Wherever communisis
have been able o exercise any
measure of control, their first step
has been to hamsiring and incapaci-
fate law enforcement . . . .

W. Cleon Skousen is a former assistant
to F.B.l. Director J. Edgar Hoover. In his
authoritative book, The Communist Ai-
tack On U8, Police, Skousen observes:

The official Comunist Party
hate campaign against the police of
the United States is now reaching a
Jull crescendo in many parts of the
country . ... Ir is a concerted, well-
orgunized broadside of unmitigated
verom against those who have the
responsibility of protecting life and
property and preserving the peace.

Such defectors from the leadership of
the Communist Party as Joseph Korn-
fedder, Manning Johnson, Dr. Bella
Dodd, and Leonard Patterson have all
told how they were taught by the Com-
munists o give top priorty notl lo just
discrediting the local police, but o dis-
crediting the very concept of local police.
OUne of the major attempts by the Com-
munists to discredit and neutralize our
local police forces has been their agitation

AMERICAN OFINION




for establishment of civilian review
boards. Mr. Skousen recalls a conversa-
tion with former Communist Bella Dodd
about such boards:

1 spoke at length with Dr. Bella
Dexdd, former member of the Na-
tional Commiittee of the Commu-
nist Party who defected in 1948,
During this conversation | brought
up the subject of police review
boards and she stated that she was
appalled at the success of the Com-
munist Party and iis cadre of fellow
rravelers {n persuading New York
politicians to accepr the idea of a
civilian police review board.

[ asked her how the idea origi-
nated and she said it was invented
by the Communist Farty in the
1930% when of was felt that the
country was ripe for revolution.
The idea was to somehow get the
police our from under the control
of elected officials and subject the
police to the discipline of a “civil-
ian"" group which the Party could
infiltrate and control. She stared
that by this means they intended to
mete out harsh and arbitrary
punishment against the police until
they were intimidated into a be-
numbed, newrralized, impotent and
non-functioning agency.

The Communists and those traveling a
parallel course ran into heavy resistance
against the establishment of the civilian
review boards. Cities which had them
paid a high price. According to an F.B.L
report for September 18, 1964:

The investigations also revealed
that where there is an outside civil-
ian review board the restraint of
police was so great that effective
action agains! the riofers appeared
to be impossible, This restraine was
well known in the community and
the rioters were thereby em-
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boldened fo resist and completely
defv the efforts of the police to
restore order. In short the police
were 3o careful to avoid accusations
of improper conduct that they were
vireually paralyzed,

Director Hoover opposed civilian re-
view boards as a threat to the inde-
pendence of local police, and spoke of
their “inherent political overtones." But,
the coup de grace was delivered when the
vaoters of New York City, following an
all-out campaign by the Support Your
Local Police Committees and others ad-
vocating efficient local law enforcement,
overwhelmingly rejected Mayor Lindsay's
attempts lo establish a civilian review
board. This contest attracted so much
nationwide publicity that it effectively
buried other such attempts. Despite all
the propaganda about “police brutality,”
the major rationalization for such boards,
the public bought neither the brutality
pitch nor the boards.,

The [nsiders changed tactics. Neutrali-
zation and control over our local paolice is
now to be accomplished through a maze
of federal *“guidelines™ attached to fed-
eral aid. The conspirators “above™ are
fully aware that the Supreme Courl has
ruled in Wickard vs. Filbum that "It is
hardly lack of due process for the Federal
Government to regulate that which it
subsidizes.” Subsidy and control are two
fingers in the same glove.

Cleon Skousen js now editor of Law
And Order, a professional journal for law
enforcement personnel. He wamed in
that magazine for April 1968:

“l am old enough to remember all the
protestations  of innocence of intent
which poured out of Washington when
the early hills for Federal aid to educa-
tion were being considered. Yet on
October 6, 1969, U.S. News and World
Report stated that the U.S. Department
of Justice, through acting Attorney Gen-
eral Ramsey Clark, had notified the
House Rules Committee that the federal
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government felt it had complete power to
order the reassignment of teachers, pro-
fessors or members of the staffs of any
educational institution receiving federal
assistance if it did not follow the puide-
lines issued out of Washington,

“Mote, of course, that not at any time
did the Federal government pretend it
had taken over the local schools. It had
simply acquired the admitted power to
control them because of the massive aid
on which the schools had gradually be-
come dependent.

*“In the breakdown of national law and
order the police became the most
harassed, maligned and neglected profes-
sion in the entire American culture. But
gradually Americans became angry and
the politicians knew they were angry.
They knew there had to be some kind of
program to make it look as though
something was being done to clean up the
mess. So they came up with the same
formula they have used on everybody
else. Money.

“Well that was something law enforce-
ment desperately needed. Just like the
schools. And exactly like the schools we
began to get the ‘local control’ treatment.
It was not only promised verbally but
written right into the fabric of the bill.
Just as it was in the school bills,

“All of which we wish were a reality.
But it never was and never can be. There
is not one single, isolated case where
massive Federal aid was not followed by
massive Federal control.

“It is immoral to pretend otherwise,
When a government spends the people's
maney it is responsible for those expendi-
tures. That is as it should be. Eventually,
that government, no matter how sincere
its intentions o remain aloof from the
local use of those funds, is compelled to
maove in, to supervise, to lay down rules,
to control. It happened with the farms; it
happened with the schools; it happened
with government-contract  industries,
What makes us think law enforcement
will be an exception?”
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OF course, such controls are seldom
introduced at the inception of a federal
program. During the [irst few years an
army of federal bureaucrats beats the
bushes to sell its scheme to local officials.
The controls come only after the local
government has become financially de-
pendent upon the federal program. But
once the federal camel gets his nose in the
local tent it's over. Writing in Law And
Order, Chiel Skousen explains:

All of us recall that Federal aid
to local law enforcement started
out in a most modest and humble
Sashion, Hardly enough to frighten
anyone, But that is not the case
today. Federal aid & no longer
merely for planning and experi-
menting. It has moved over into the
fields of paving for facilities, payving
salaries on brogd and compre-
hensive  programs, providing  es-
sential equipment, This is the same
old well-warn path to Federal atd in
every other field . . . .

... this generation is likely to
see the creation of a Federalized
police system whether we intended
it or not,

As a matter of fact this is exactly how
Sweden was saddled with a federal police
force. The September 1964 issue of Pub-
lic Management, published in Chicago by

the Rockefeller-financed International
City Managers, reports:
Local Police in Sweden on

January 1, 1965, were transferred
to the central government in accord
with action taken in 1962 by Parlia-
meni. Smaller towns and rural dis-
tricts have for many years received
national granis for the maintenance
of police service and since 1954
loeal police personnel salaries have
been regulated by the national gov-
ernment. The National Police Scry-
ice will be administered by the
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central board, large police districts
will be established and better tech-
rical equipment will be provided.

1. Edgar Hoover is among those who
have warmed against such a takeover in
the United States, Writing in the F.B.L
Law Enforcement Bulletin for February
1968, Director Hoover declared:

America has no place for, nor
does it need, a national police
Jarce. It should be abundantly clear
by now that, .. effective law en-
Jorcement is basically a local re-
sponsibility. In the great area of
self-povernment reserved for States,
counties, and cities, the enforce-
ment of the laws is not only their
duty but also their right. Law-
abiding citizens and local officials
should vigorously oppose concerted
attacks against law enforcement
and the devious moves to negate
local authority and replace it with
Federal police power.

Hoover was quoted earlier, in U8
News for December 21, 1964, as ob-
serving: * .. .1 am inclined toward being
a States’ righter in matlers involving law
enforcement. That is, 1 fully respect the
sovereignty of State and local authorities.
I consider the local police officer to be
our first line of defense against crime, and
I am opposed to a national police force,
.. . The need is for effective local action,
and this should begin with wholehearted
support of honest, efficient, local law
enforcement.”

The cry of the federal bureaucrat is
always ncutralize, federalize, and central-
ize. The ize have it, so to speak. Which is
exactly what the Communists have been
advoeating for years. Those local ofTicials
who think the police will be more effec-
tive with the help of federal funds,
despife the controls, should remember
that the “war on crime” will be directed
by the same federal government that has
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run the wars in Korea and Vietnam. In
those “no-win” wars the hands of the
commanders in the field were and are tied
— just as those of our police chiefs will be
if Fedcop becomes a reality.

Among the major steps towards cen-
tralization that L.E.A.A. is already pro-
moting is the consolidation of local police
departments on a “regional™ basis —
crossing city, county, and sometimes even
state lines. These regional departments,
now springing up like toadstools after a
rain, are no longer responsible to, and
controllable by, local voters. They are
under the thumb of state and federal
bureaucrats, funded by the federal gov-
ernment and obedient to its guidelines.
To regionalize your local police the fed-
eral government will now pay ninety
percent of the planning costs and an
average of sixty percent of the cosis of
implementing the regional scheme — a
very juicy carrot indeed,

The federal dollars for law enforce-
ment are dispensed from Washington
through state planning commissions
which must first submit suitable plans to
L.E.AA. for approval. The man selected
to approve such grants was Patrick V.
Murphy, described by nationally syndi-
cated columnist Edith Roosevell as one
who “epitomizes the so-called ‘socio-
logical’ or ‘permissive’ approach to
erime.” Doling out of federal funds for
the regional law enforcement groups al-
ready looks like the old War on Poverty
game all over again, with radicals in
control of the purse strings.

The Oakland Tribune of June 6, 1969,
reveals that the Bay Area’s regional police
units are the prototype of this federally
supported operation, noting that “the
24-member committee that will admin-
ister the ABAG |Associnted Bay Area
Governmenits] is headed by San Fran-
cisco Supervisor Terry Francois.”

Who is he? Mr. Francois is a longlime
radical activist who is so committed to the
revolution that he listed the Communist
W.E.B. DuBois Clubs as one of his en-
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dorsers in a newspaper advertisemenl. He
has been connected with S.N.C.C,
C.O.R.E., the National Lawyers Guild
(cited by the House Commitlee on Un-
American Activities as a top Communist
Front), and the A.C.L.U. He has partici-
pated in radical sit-ins (for which he was
jailed twice), regularly marches in Vietnik
anti-war rallies, and even signed a petition
supporting the notorious Berkeley Free
Speech Movement. An advocate of vio-
lence, Francois was elected in 1966 to the
board of directors of the Fabian Socialists’
Americans for Democratic Action, This is
the man who controls federal funds to
“help™ law enforcement in the San Fran-
clsco, Oakland, Berkeley, and San Jose
arca.*

But regionalization under local radicals
is just a beginning. Bigger and better plans
are in store. The American Telephone &
Telegraph Company has prepared a law en-
forcement study for the federal govern-
ment recommending a system under which
all intelligence and communications for
our local police would be handled through
a dozen regional centers. Wouldn't Big
Brother like to get his hands on rhar kind
of a setup! Coincidentally, perhaps, the
Oakland Tribune revealed on May 6, 1969,
that President Nixon has already selected a
dozen cities to serve as federal “sub-capi-
tals.” As the THbune notes: “The reorgani-
zation and decentralization [sic] was
started under alittle-noted executive order
signed by President Nixon on March 27.”

*Californin  requires regional (metra) govern-
ment before releasing any federal funds for law
enforcement. Butte County Supervisor Donald
Maxon told your reporter: “Governor Reagan
claims to be pgeinst metro government, but
then creates the Colifornin Counedl on Criminal
Justice which in turn required a regional setup
to get federal funds, The Governor is ecither
very naive or he is just not on our side.”

The federal government could not get &
requirement for regionalization through Con-
gress as part of the Omnibus Crime bill, but the
bureaucrats administering it in the states have
let it be known that they are more likely to
provide such funds if the states include region-
alization m their plans,
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Big Brother cometh on little cat feet.
The big-domes of Washington have
many such clever ideas for shackling the
local constabulary. For instance, L EALA,
is very big on establishing “human rela-
tions commissions” which turn oul to be
civilian review boards under a different
guise. “Sensitivity training” is also being
pushed under some two dozen different
names. Another program which makes the
boys at L.LE.A.A. all soft inside {s for police
to improve their education by taking col-
lege courses, Which sounds commendable,
except that the courses recommended are
in sociology rather than police techniques,
If a police-control program is yel too
radical for L.E.AA., funding can be
obtained from the Ford Foundation,
which has recently allotted $30 million
for the purpose of “helping” law enforce-
ment, For the Ford Foundation, a cornu-
copia of funds for every conceivable
radical project, to want to help our local
police i as plausible as W.C. Ficlds
bankrolling the W.C.T.U. Running the
“pressure from above"™ for the Ford
Foundation is Charles Rogovin, who until
this spring was the lord high pooh-bah at
L.EE.A.A. On October 1, 1969, Rogovin
told the International Association of
Chiefs of Police: “IT local law enforce-
ment fails, then something else will re-
place it.”” And as you might suspect, he
quickly added, “local law enforcement
has failed to do its job.” The Ford
Foundation has another Redder Idea.
And Washington's interference in local
law enforcement is already a matter for
serious concern. The Oakland Tribune of
July 31, 1970, reported that three Califor-
nia police chiefs have complained to Attor-
ney General John Mitchell about the intru-
sion of federal investigators before local
police have even had time to complete pre-
liminary investigations, One of these in-
vestigations concerned the handling by
police of a riot in Berkeley. The Berkeley
Daily Gazette for August 4, 1970, noted
that the Berkeley Chief of Police had
written Lo Attormey General Mitchell:

6y




“These investigations" — in this
case civil rights violations — “bring
fncredible complications 1o local
izsues. They put a police depart-
ment and its officers in an impos-
sible situation. .. . this precipitous
intrusion by the federal government
is incredible to me — aglmost un-
believable.™

Berkeley has endured attacks by revo-
lutionaries on troop trains, riots, bomb-
ings, burnings, and large-scale destruction
of property on and off the campus of the
University of California, but it took a
hippie minister who claimed his civil
rights had been violated during a riot to
get the Justice Department to do some-
thing — and even then it came in on the
side of the hippie Left!

Doubtless many local police officials
are accepting federal funds against their
better judgment because they are desper-
ate. An average of only 4.5 percent of local
budgets is now spent on police protection,
while Welfare, which is not even a legiti-
mate function of government, is in most
cases gobbling up over half of local tax
revenues. According to Time, ‘“local
police forces now cost the average citizen
only a bargain-basement $14.48 per
year.” (Take a look at your property-tax
bill and see how that compares with the
total you are paying!)

If Fedcop is to be stopped, Americans
must prove Lo their local police that they
support them and want them to remain
independent. We must be willing to pay the
tarifT for doing so. Aflter all, this thin blue
line of police officers is all that stands be-
tween us and the armies of criminals and
revolutionaries in the streets. Already they
are wavering from the assault on the one
gide, and the lack of support on the
other. If that line ever breaks, our coun-

try will be so irretrievably lost that no
army will ever be able to restore the
freedoms we now have. We must see to it
that our local police have the focal funds
they need to do their job!

All Americans must be brought to
understand that LE A A is treating the
symptoms rather than the causes of prow-
ing crime and insurrection. We must
expose the fact that those most active in
promoting the federal takeover of our
local police are the politicians and
bureaucrats who have long supported the
radicalism of the Supreme Court and
backed legislation which puts the blame
for crime on “socicty”™ and not on the
criminals and revolutionaries behind its
escalation. The answer to our problem is
to take the handeulTs off our local police
and put them back on the criminals
where they belong,

But keep in mind that the issue at hand
is not law and order. All Communist na-
tions, every dictatorship, has law and order
— enforced by a national police force. No,
the question is whe is going to enforce law
and order, our local police or the federal
government, Fedecop must be stopped. As
Dan Smeot has reminded us: “At the end
of that road is the instrument for total con-
trol that all dictatorships require: a ne-
tional police force. Then, the character of
American law enforcement will undergo
another, and this time a rather abrupt,
change. When a national police force
becomes a recognized, accepied, oper-
ating reality, it will no longer be inef-
fective and permissive. [t will be ruth-
lessly eftficient and repressive. Its mission,
however, will nol be to protect the
public, but to protect entrenched politi-
cal power against the public.™

Mow, more than ever before, it is vital
that we support our local police, and
keep them independent. = m
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