PRESS STATEMENT

| October 14, 1976

.Since.April of 1975; the Colorado ACLU has bean pro-~
h ceading.under the amended Freedom of'information Act to
obtain surﬁeillahce documents from the Federal Bureau of
IavestigatiOn concerninglProf.-H. Bruce Franklin. |

We are now making available to the press 194 pages of
documents released by the Federal Bureau of Investlgatlon.-'

Thase documents detall a shocking story of harassment
“-and massive surveillance directed at the dlstlngulshed pro-
fessor;' | | - |

The FﬁI;s campaign against Franklihrincluded:

1. Fabricating letters to be sent ro and from Prof.
Franklin; _ _. ' ‘ - ' ;  S

2. . Creating false rumors about Fraaklin to damage his
| proféssional.and political reputation; | |

3.0 .Using "cooperative news media sources“ to have
false and misleading information ‘published about Franklin
and then anonymously distributing coples to selected 1nd1~
viduals for the purpose of getting him fired from his teach-
ing pos1tlon at Stanford, keeplng him from gettlng a job
after he had been fired, and qenerally "dlscredltlng . and
| "neutralizihg“ him; _ |
4. Monltorlng the most pr;vate aspects of his 11fe,.

inoloding photographs of his wife and 1nformatlon on hlS

childraﬁ;_



5. Spying_on speeches he gave.to respected ecademic
forums; collecting copies'of books and articles he has
Written;:and

&y ISOlieiting the assistance of other government
agenCies in its Campaign_of harassment, including U;.S;

. Cuetoms,.the Department of State_and the Internal Revenue
Se#viée. | |

Acconding to the documents, the eurveﬁllance began in -

. 1966 due to Frenklin‘s outspoken opposition to the Vietnam
'ﬁar, his sorcalled'radical pbliticai viewé, and his partici-
. pation in lawful protest activity.. |

. Undercover FBI agents attended.speeches, seminars and

_symposinms where Prof. Franklin spoke. quies of:articieé'

and books written by Franklin on political, soeial and

. academlc subjects were copied and nade subject to the FBI

'1nvest1gatlon, with special reference to passages expreSSLng
"political philosophy which ‘the Agency found particularly
offensive. Prof._Franklin's.private life was spied on,
including reports on his minor children and his wife. Prof.
Franklin's travel abroad was monitored with the aid ef'the
AR, S Customs and the Department of State. Aftexr Prof.
Franklin re51gned his comm13510n as Captaln in the Air Force
Reserve in protest against the Vletnam War, the Air Force

| - Office of Speclal Investlgatlons was also monltorlng Prof..

j Franklin's pol;tmcal,actxvxty.'



After ?rof.'Franklin‘e private and professional life
“had been monitored and catalogued for two years, he became
the object of an illegel campaign by the government kﬁown'
‘as COINTELPRO, an organized effort implemenied by the FBI to
"discredit” and “neotralize" pProf. Franklin ahd'his politi~
cal associations as part of a massive_drive.to subvert the.
so~called "New Left." | | “

On December 31 1968, the Dlrector 's office of the FBI
.'requested its agents tolgather any wrltten or spoken mate~
‘rial which could be used to publically discredit Prof.
Franklih because of his fradical“ position.-. |

- On Febrﬁary 19, 1969, the FBX furnished its own false :
and misleading vexrsion and compilation of Prof. Franklin's
'wrltlngs and statements to a "COOperatlve news medla source"
' for publication. The FBI also requested its “news medla
source" to interview Franklin for what the FBI calls "fur-
‘thex details,” but:what was in fact an atteﬁpt to lend
credibility to the FBI's manufactured stoxy.

On March 23, 1969, an article appeared in the San
Francisco Examiner entitledl"Leftiets Lift Lid on Revolu-~
tionary.Plaos“ which article followed ¢losely the “story
line" recommended by the FBI.  |

“On May 14, 1969,. he "Bureau” proposed a “pamphlet or
* brochure" show1ng Franklin's “subversmve causes and aff11l~

ations" be sent anonymously to members of the Board of -



. Trustees of Stanford, where Prof._Franklin'taught Amefioan .
'Literature,.to selected alumni, and.other-appropfiate.inm
dividuals, lncludlng the Governor, senators and congressmen'
of Callfornla.“ |
On May 20 1969, the.FBI Directox's Office notes a

- second artlcle appearlng in the San Fran01sco Examlner on

-May 19, 1869, by the same "cooperatlve news medla source“
'.Jentltled "Militants' Aims Come:Into Focus;" and notes how
. the FBI is using the first‘Exominerlarticle of March 23,

1969, to discredit Franklln by dlstrlbutlng it in the Palo
.-Also-Stanford area. The FBI then proposes sending thls
yMarch 23 1969 Examiner article, the follow—up artlcle of
‘May 19, 1969, and a "circular" to parents of Stanford stu-
dents, selected aluﬁni and Board of Trustee membexs “ehooure
aging them to take positive action against such a person as
Franklin who is an educator of their children éﬁd insist
that Franklin be removed from his pooitionxat Stanford.”
 Finally, the FBI sﬁggests mailino the two.articles and
"circular" to "selected individuals having apparént'influ4
enco oﬁer the Stanford staff and faculiy, urging them to use
.this influence to rid Stanford of this menace . . . ."

| .In June of 1969, the two Examiner articles and circular
_ﬁeré cirouiated by the FBI among "Board of Trustees at- |
Stanford, selocted alumni, and local political figures in
-Palo Alto-Stanford area" in an effort to bring-attention to

a dlstorted version of Franklln 8 revolutmonary 1deas,



.Afrer'other efforts to "neutralize," "dupe,"” "discredit".
and “dierupt“ Franklin and his political aesociations, in-
'cludlng a request for FBI reports from the Internal Revenue
Serv1ce, the PBI monitored and reported Franklln s state—'

' ments in hlS defense at the hearlngs before the stanford
":AdV1sory Board regarding Prof. Franklin's contlnued employ-
'ement at Stanford. The FBI even requested the 1dentlty of

1ndlv1duals who appeared as witnesses ln behalf of Franklln
“at the Stanford hearlng, and commenced a check 1nto thelr
':polltlcal backgrounds. |

Hav1ng achieved its goal of gettlng Franklln dlsmlssed
from hlS position of 1nf1uence as a teacher at Stanford |
Unlver51ty, ‘the FBI was not satisfied. It requested and
- received photographs of Franklin and his wrfe, coples of new
books and articles he had authoxed, speeches he gave Lo
University groups and respected academlc forums, travel
”'plane irigide and outside the United States, and newspaper
articles reporting Franklin's efforts to obtain employment:
at other un1vers1t1es. 'The Agency even manufactured a
letter purportodly written by Proi. Pranklin and addroesod
to Mr. James Burnham, a conservative Journaliet, 1n an
_effort to “ehcourage“ purnham to write eritical artlcles on
?ranklin‘s'politicalzviews and his association with radical
polltlcal organlzatlons.
Flnally, we note that the San Fran01sco Examlner ‘arti-

cle of March 23, 1969 prepared by a "cooperatlve news medla

JR



source" at the behest of the FBI and forming an integfai
part of the FBI's plaﬁ of harassment, was sent to the Board

~of Regents of the University of Colorado from a Callfornla

source, and made avallable to each Board member by the Board

Secretary prlor to their decision to reject Prof Franklin's
app01ntment at the Unlver51ty of Colorado. -

These efforts by the FBI to destroy a ‘man's livelihood
e and his dignity beeause his politieal views'differ £rom

those held by key members of the FBI, is desplcable and

" smacks of the worst sort of secret pollce tactlcs. It is an

- affront to the Amerlcan people to have stories manufaetured.
_in the newspapers by'a.Federal police agency aad have mern-
bers of governing boaxrds of leading 1nst1tut10ns unknowangly.
manlpulated by surreptltlous campalgns to "discredit" those

' the FBI disagrees with. We leave it to the “non~coopera—'

; tlve" media and the people to demand that the FBI cease'

tampering Wlth the democratic process and that the FBI be
held accountable when it engages in a clandeetine campaign
to-etrip a talented man of his livelihood and.deStroy his
| profcss;onal and private llfe. | |
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