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2 The Growth of the Red Squads
from the Thirties to the Sixties

Congressional Commuittees, the FBI,
and the Red Squads

After the relative passivity of labor and radical groups in the early
and mid twenties, the unrest of the Great Depression spurred a torrent
of protest and organizational activity in the late twenties——demonstra-
tions, rallies, mass meetings, neighborhood gatherings outdoors in sum-
mer and indoors in winter—rivaling, if not exceeding, the pre—World
War [ activity.” This revival of radicalism was in turn met by a new
repressive police response. This shift to a more repressive police role was
catalyzed by the House Special Committee to Investigate Communist
Activities in the United States (the Fish Committee).

Following the earlier lead of the New York Lusk Committee (see p.
40}, the Fish Committee held hearings in 1930 on the red menace and
how to deal with it.” The committee had a triple purpose: to make a case
for the renewal of a federal countersubversive authority {cut off by At-
torney General Harlan F Stone in 1924), to encourage the institutional-
ization on a local level of surveillance of radicals by publicizing and

1

encouraging police activities in this area, and, finally, to accomplish

thes

goals by renewing in our political culture the fears and anxieties in
which countersubversive structures are rooted. All three of these objec-

tives were promoted by a long line of witnesses from various cities: a
succession of police officials, private detectives, consultants, army intel-
ligence personnel, superpatriots, and legionnaires.

In their hyperbolic assumptions, strained inferences, and overheated
conclusions, the Fish Committes proceedings largely echo their Lusk
Committee precursors. But what is strikingly new is the extent of dis-

closures of surveillance both of organizations and of individuals. It
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would appear that while the earlier resort to indiscriminate arrests on
rrumped-up charges continued, it was supplemented or replaced in part
by surveitlance and dossier compilation. Moreover, police in industrial
arcas continued to resort to groundless detention of those deemed to be
agitators and troublemakers.?

The challenge of Depression-related demonstrations led to an expan-
sion of red squads and an increasingly selective focus of the police labor
mission on left-wing leaders and organizations, especially in areas of
sharp conflict such as shipping and agriculture. Aggrcssive police re-
sponse was also tueled by growing protest against the criminal justice
svstem: police brutality and claimed miscarrfa&es of justice and frame-
ups such as the Mooney-Billings, Sacco-Vanzeri, Gastonia, and Harlan
County miners” cases. These and related issues were aired in angry gath-
crings from coast to coast and quickly transformed into symbols of dis-
altection. During this period, oo, the felr hostility and hate of the police
for radicals and dissenters generated similar sentiments among the tar-
wets. Quickly, hostility to the police became permanently enfolded in the
politics of protese, /

By the mid thirties, communism had become an all-purpose justifica-
son for red squad operations not only in the large cities but in smaller
cities and towns as well, and the range of targets spread from labor ro a
spectrum of radical activities of all kinds. Much of the surveillance and
mz:honrtmwnai police activity of the thirties culminated in raids designed
?u seize diterature for possible use in criminal syndicalism pmsecuti;mza.
Une important area of police concentration was education and alleged
eltorts by subversives to poison the minds of students. A student anti-
war ﬁtr{kt? i 1934 touched off police clashes on campuses throughout the
;T\Ef,;“”/‘% and a number of state legislatures voted for ;m’cstigatioﬁs of
cotlege radical activities on campuses in their states. These ad hoc probes
za\a‘%% the urban police as an operational resource. In addition, beginning
i the late thirties, stage mtelligence units were clothed with juri;dictioﬁ
over such radical activities and mandated to work with their urban police

counterparts.”
In 1078 S Tich ¢+ : , |
In 1938 the Fish Committee’s successor, the House ‘:épc)czzzﬁ Committee

Un-American Activities, known as the Dics Committee, launched a
marathon countersubversive investigation that created a favorable cli-
mate tor red squads, featured red squad operatives as witnesses, and
poured out a cascade of printed hearings, reports, and indices that be-
n:< vital police tools for countersubversive targeting,

, %}10 fe@r of spies and saboteurs in the pertod leading to World War 11
fesulted inan activation of federal countersubversive forces—most no-
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tably the FBl-—in intelligence-gathering programs. On September 6,
1939, President Roosevelt signed a document requesting local police of-
ticers and other law-enforcement cadres “‘promptly to turn over to the
nearest representative of the Federal Bureau of Investigation any infor-
mation obtained by them relating to espionage, counter-espionage, sab-

otage, subversive activities and violations of the neutrality laws."®
Subsequently it was made clear that federal agencies were to assume
primary responsibility in the area, while local police units were o chan-
nel information dealing with security threats to the FBI and the mili-
tary. The red squads were thus given an intelligence-gathering role and
rreated as a filter for the processing of privately disseminated data—-a
precaution designed to prevent the self-help, mob violence, and vigilan-
tism associated with the World War T era. In a replay of the thirties, a
number of states empowered special intelligence units to investigate re-
ports of subversive activities and maintain liatson with the FBI and local
red squads. In addition, cities such as Boston and Milwaukee established
red squads for the first time.” While the FBI took center stage in war-
related intelligence gathering, local police units played a highly impor-

tant operational role in the program—especially m the use of clectronic
cavesdropping and wiretapping in situations where the bureau was reluc-
tant to take constirutional risks ®

Beginning in World War 1 and continuing in the Cold War years that
followed, subversion-hunting was glamorized by the mystque of intel-
ligence: the humdrum routines of keeping track of radicals and giving
them a hard time acquired a derring-do, cloak-and-dagger luster. As in
the case of World War 1, the close of World War Ul sent a stream of
veterans into local and federal agencies seeking to build careers based on
mteiligence skills acquired i the armed services. In o significant Cold
War development, the growth of red squads was accompanied by insti-
tutional separation from traditional categories of policing and crime de-
tection. Red-hunting was not only a professional calling with a national
provenance {political intelligence”), bur an elitist one, with duties rang-
ing from weeding out questionable applicants for speaking permits on
the basis of file data, traveling the luncheon circuits, and exchanging
nformation with and answering inquiries from other cities to selecting
wiretap targets, running informers, and developing press outlets.

This institutional consolidation was matched by new functional re-
sponsibilities. In states such as Maryland, 1linois, and New Hampshire,
as in the thirties, ad hoc investigating commissions and attorneys gen-
eral used local police units to ferret out subversives. Cities also delegared
to red squads the nplementation of ordinances requiring employee loy-
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div oaths and secunity clearances and the registration of communists,

Hegmning in the forties, | Edgar Hoover sought to establish the primacy
of hus FBE in the countersubversive realm and ro encourage bypassing
the red squads. Citizens with information about subversion and subver-

he msisted, should deal only with the bureau, which

ave individuals,

sose possessed the expertise and professionalism needed to evaluate

such data and to weigh its importance in the light of the FBI's nation-
; . ) 0 Py 1 .

wide anticommunnist operation. . This bid enabled the FBI to dominate
[

e headlines as nation-savior, but it also made it possible for financially

stapped police units to tap FBI funds to pay informers. Ultimately,
however, the FBIL had o depend for input to the radical community on
the red squads, with their day-to-day experience, investigative resources
abready mn place, and file collections.

Itwas, i any event, too late for the FBI to overtake and subordinate
Hourishing red squads in the late forties and fifties. These units

wore adrenalized by the anvicommunist crus

ade of the Catholic church
v Cardinal Francis |, Spellman. Many Catholies in large urban po-

Hee units came to regard antcommunist policing as a highly congenial
i

by reason both of their religious beliefs and the sense that it of-

I , ) .
tered oo means of identifving with the larger society. ! Indeed, Irish pa-

tohmen inomore conventional police work cagerly sought red squad
ppomtments,

But in the fifries, the red squads were all dressed up with nowhere to
s Despite the favorable political dimate and the consequent reduced
perception of risk, the red squads languished during the fifties—a cir-
sumstance due primarily to the overkill and intimidation of dissenting

movements and causes. It was the unrest of the sixties that revitalized

AT
Thesy

¢ units and brought them to new levels of growth and prominence.

i

* New York Red Squad, 1930-1960)

| F R, - x3 - Py T ek N N " ),
s plain from testimony betore the Fish Committee by John A, Ly-
et of the New York Radical Bureau (formerly the Bomb Squad),

and his operatives”

that the undercover network of the New York red

wd was huge, that it was responsible for the compilation of dossiers
0 Communist Party leaders, members, and supporters both in New
York Ciey and elsewhere, and that it cooperated with federal agencies to
prpoint illegal immigrants among strikers and exchanged tiles with po-
e in other cities. The already-vibrant bureau was reinvigorated in 1929
oyt

e appointment of a new police commissioner, Grover A. Whalen,

whomtensified police harassment of demonstrators just as the onset of
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the Depression spurred increasing protest activity. Whalen’s enthusiastic
antiradical binges reflected financial and polical support from New
York business and financial interests (he had formerly managed the John
Wanamaker Department Store and was politically sponsored by a major
investment banker). "

These interests clearly got their money’s worth: the Radical Bureau
engaged in mass arrests of dissenters and hundreds of skirmishes with
demonstrators and strikers and regularly posted observers, usually iden-
Lfiable, at both indoor and outdoor protest meetings. Police brutality

against protesters culminated in a frenzied attack on participants and

leaders in a demonstration of over 50,000 protesting unemployment on
March 6, 1930, The Union Square gathering chicited more official taw-
lessness than similar meetings held that day under Communist Party
auspices in large cities throughout the country. A confrontation resulted
when, at the ond of the demonstration, monitored by scores of police,
Commissioner Whalen, who was observing the meeting from a booth,
denied the request of a delegation of participants to march o Uity
Fall——about a mile away from Union Square—to present their demands
to the mayor. When the crowd was told of the commussioner’s refusal
people responded by starting for City Ha“ anywayv. The police, presum-
ably on Whalen’s authority, went wild, bl indly clubbing everyone n
sight, including those who remained behmd in the square, and pursuing
others and beating them without mercy. Scores of casualties resulted.
In an interview with the New York Tines, Whalen's hunger for
publicity overcame his professional discretion. On March 9 the Times
z'cpm’t(‘d:
“1 thought | would crack my sides laughing at some
of the undercover men who figured in the Union Square
demonstration  last  Thursday,” said  Commissioner
Whalen. ““They went there as Reds, singing the Interna-
tional and other revolutionary songs of the Communists.
They carried placards and banners demanding the over-
throw of the government and made as much noise as the

Tt
genuine Reds.

The pattern of surveillance, arbitrary police interference n peaceful
meetings, hostility in dealing with strikers, and overreaction to defiance
and provocation by leftist targets continued after Whalen's departure

in 1930 and into the early thirties ;B

It was not until the three-term
reform mayoralty of Fiorello H. La Guardia {1934-45) that police abuse
receded in two areas: the disruption of outdoor meetings (which in any

event had declined from their former popularity as a mode of protest]
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and labor dispmw.“‘ But undercover surveillance of far-left targets
\\?5‘;{lf}'x§€d.

slthough the Radical Burcau underwent many changes during the
thirty years following the Whalen era, partly to convey reassurances o
the public that the crude repressiveness o its carly days was forever
cone, among the constants of its mission were a continuing crusade
awainst radicalism, a movement away from law enforcement to intelli-
cence, and a shift from result-oriented investigations to continued sur-

ceiltance and data collection. Like its counterpart 1 other large cities
e New York red squad was adrenalized by President Roosevelt’s spy-
watching order of September 1939, Even during World War 11, when it
curned its attention to Bundists and other native fascists, the red squad
antinued to assign large numbers of operatives to long-term penetration
of the Communist Party and other lefe groups.

By the mid fifties, the New York red squad, now known as the Bu-
cau of Special Services (BOSS), seemed to be at the end of its glory
days, as the Cold War red scare and the Communist Parry both appe;xz”e d
1o be fading awav. As Anthony Bouza, a historian of BOSS, bserves

The fifties were a guicscent time, even though former
undercover agents were testifying before government
committees and exposing communists well into the six-
ties. There was hittle real activity in New York of a
threatening nature and {the] Bureau of Special Services
seetled mto a kind of rut of nactivity and disuse. The
increasing interest and involvement of the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation i the espionage area and in the

communist field served 1o restrict the operations of the
Bureau of Special Services, v
be unrest of the 1960s thus provided a frustrated BOSS with an oppor-
ity to cimb out of its “rut’” and to develop the highly ramified in-
It . i CE N
Bltration program {discussed on pp. 17211), that had been activated by

radical activiries in the wake of the Great Depression.

D e e ey
U Chicago Red Squad, 1930-1960

Chicago Pohice Licutenant Make Mills™ openly boasted before the Fish
Committee in July 1930 that the men of his radical squad (as Chicago’s

The

]

name was supphed by the immigration authorities when he entered this
country from Fastern Burope. Because they were unable to spell or pronounce
bis true name, they suggested, “Make it Mills.” An imsmugration officer made it
Make Mills.
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red squad was then known) systematically kept track of and dispersed
demonstrations and public meetings whenever advance permission had
sot been obtained. Obtaining permits was not a routine matter: Mills
frequently arbitrarily denied permits or delayed their issuance so as to
set demonstrators up for mass arrests. {Demonstrations at & number of
Chicago relief stations organized by Unemployed Councils were not in-
frequently met with such tactics as the driving of police cars into assem-
bled crowds, demands for reductions in the size of the assemblages,
limitations on the time allowed speakers, brutal police clubbings, and, in
a few instances, fatal shootings of unarmed demonstrators. !’

Mills told the Fish Committee that thirteen demonstrations in the
first six months of 1930 had produced 313 arrests and a huge album of
arrest photos, a radical rogues’ gallery that the witness made available to
the committee. In addition, Licutenant Mills's radical squad had over a
six-month period monitored some 132 meetings {"'there are sometimes 3
or 4 meetings a night”').

Mills made another committee appearance in 1940, when he was sum-
moned by the Dies Committee.”” He staggered the committee chairman
when he casually announced that he had a file of index cards, not only of

.

5,000 local communists, but of 75,000 names all over the Unired
States.” His treasury of names also specified the occupation, nationality,
age, and leadership role of each individual indexed. Members of the
squad monitored meetings of ““fronts,” of which, he said, there were
about one hundred. Mills declared his records would show that all major
strikes and labor troubles were the work of the reds. They had infil-
trated the University of Chicago (“All of these Communists used sex’
to “bring men into the party”} and had greatly prospered with the or-
ganization of the ClO, which “was invented and inoculated from
Russia.”

Mills's special concentration was labor—its activities, unions, and
leaders. His Industrial Squad simply carried on a long tradition of vio-
lent police intervention on behalf of employers in organizing and strike
activities.”! Under Mills, the labor unrest fueled by the Depression re-
sulted in systematizing the formerly sporadic practice of employer pay-
offs to police. This form of institutionalized bribery was well described
by Gordon Baxter, a Chicago attorney:

There was a police detail in Chicago known as the Indus-
trial Squad, in charge of a Lieutenant Mike [sic] Mills.
When a strike occurred, Mills would arrange to arrest
the leaders. They'd beat them up, put them in jail, make
it pretty clear to them to get the hell out of town. Mills
got tips, $1,000, or if it was a serious thing, $5,000. He

Poad Co i b T -
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made a he a lc >t the agitatc
nade a hell j)f v lot of dough to get the agitators, as they
were called. ™ J

Mills's industrial squad played an important role in collaborating with
cmployers in strikebreaking, not only by assaulting picketers and pro-
tecting scabs, but in supplying dossiers (usually for a fee) to the right-
wing press {the Hearst C!zfce’zga American and the Chztagm ?%ibz}m’}
discrediting striking unions and their leaders. Well into th; strife-torn
torties, the labor detail served as a defense corps for AFL unions e’mm
Ex,m(mfv in Usweetheart” contracts with employers to repel CIO ()rg&:ﬁz—
my etforts, as well as combating rank-and-file revolts against r‘t*pr‘é@ﬁr\;e
AFL union leadership. / o

Given the history of the police response to labor unrest in Chicago
the bloody confrontation on Memorial Day, 1937, at the South (:"hi:"j:’c;
Republic Sreel pfd}n‘t between demonstrators and police should C(j)HM’ i;s
[ATO AN Y4

fies

o reat surprise.”’ As a rc’:ﬁulr of police gunfire, ten participants were
tilled, same thirty others suffered bullet wounds, and an estimated sixty
fﬂ(?i't‘ {'ir?dudmg women and children) suffered injuries (mainly ;‘Eubl-
bings] ot varying degrees of severity. Thirty-five policemen recei{'ed sﬁi«
NOF Injuries,

Police allegiance to Republic Steel was made clear: the police set up
their headquarters in the plant, ate in the company cafeteria, unloaded
\\umpaﬁy supplies, and used ammunition furnished by the company
j!ns? important, despite the pronouncements of the mayor’s office and
:nv ruling of the corporation counsel that peaceful picketing should not
be disturbed, five police officers made their own highly rcsfrictive deci-
\m:s about the sire of picketing and about the gva?z‘f}}lgsibfe numbers of
pickets.

the mushrooming of racketeering, the emergence of Chicago as a
:C‘nzm‘ of organized crime and the abuses {vmmtéw was the worst) of the
labor-relations detail produced a clamor for a more effective and pﬁ')fe%—
sional intelligence unit and led in the early {ifries o the re(}rganizati(;n
utthe Chicago red squad. But changes in structure had no effect 5n
function and file accumulation. Thus, in a 1963 speech to a nation)aﬁ

conference of f el ( :
o u:ma ot police intelligence officers, Lieutenant Frank I Heimoski
Loaste R - 4 : - )
; Zc of Fha Chicago red squad’s priceless files, as well as of the service
wad performe epelling : 1
' gufc)rtmﬁd in repelling the threar of subversion. But the task,
Hemmoskr said, was endless:

; efore anyone gets the impression that our services have
een mainly in behalf of agencies outside of our munic-

lpal jurisdiction, T would like to emphasize that subver-
SIve activity hac hee O S i
sive activity has been a constant problem in our City and
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continues so to the present day. Issues dealing with
labar, wages, working hours, strikes, peace, housing, ed-
ucation, social welfare, race, religion, disarmament and
anti-militarization still provide fertile grounds for agita-
ton. Our job is to detect these elements and their con-
templated activity and alert proper authorities. Presently,
subversive elements have made every effort to inject
themselves into the racial situation now prevailing—de-
spite efforts on the part of legitimate organizations to
bar them. Our presence during their activity has been a
deterrent 10 more aggressive action on many occasions.
Our existence as a Police Department Unit has proved a
thorn in the side of the subversives and many atrempts
have been made by them and z?nu sympathizers to clim-
inate us as a police function

The Philadelphia Red Squad, 1930-1960

The behavior of the Philadelphia police in the late twenties and early
thirties was typically marked by a barely leashed aggression: demonstra-
tions were conducted after parleys with the police, who, even when per-
mission was granted, monitored the scene and took photographs. But
sometimes even this tolerance was denied: when leftists marched to City
Hall on February 14, 1930, for a demonstration, members of the radical
squad (whose existence had been first publicly disclosed shortly before
by Police Superintendent William Mills in response to reactionary warn-
ngs of an imminent radical catastrophe in %iiadelp‘xm blocked their
procession and attacked the crowd with nightsticks. Twelve demonstra-

I

tors were hospitalized and seventeen were arrested for “parading with-
out a permit,” “resisting arrest,” and “attacking police.”” With the
advent of a new administration in 1932, a new police policy was an-
nounced barring plazas adjacent to Ciry Hall for meetings and rallies
On May 1, 1932, bloody riots erupted when police broke up a march o
the forbidden sites “with a brutality,” according to the American Civil

£

Liberties Union, “that broke all records in the city.” More than a score
were arrested on a variety of charges. But in the fall of that year a court
rebuked the police and all cases but one were dismissed, thus vindicating
the demonstrators and opening up the disputed sites for meetings, ral-
lies, and demonstrations.”

But freedom of expression was no bed of roses in the thirties and
forties. According to official records from 1929 to 'E‘???’, the police sur-
veilled more than 6,000 meetings of alleged radicals.*® One of the more
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notable stances of police repression took place on April 2, 1940, when
agents of the House Un-American Activities Committee {the Dies Com-
mittee) together with Lieutenant Albert Granitz and thirty Philadelphia
police officers raided the Communist Party headquarters and the local
branch of the International Workers” Order, confiscating two truckloads
of documents and literature. On May 4, 1940, Federal Judge George A,
Welch ruled the raid illegal, violative of the Fourth Amendment’s pro-
tection against unreasonable search and seizure.?

By the end of the forties, the Philadelphia antiradical unit had more
ot less embraced the cloak-and-dagger style of other big-city red squads:
mdiscriminate targeting, surveillance, secrecy, informers, wiretaps, and
hle-keeping. The unit was renamed the intelligence squad and its official

ussion was stated to be “to investigate subversive activities and to co-
operate closely with the Federal Bureau of Investigation and other agen-
vies in such martters.” The new squad kept a low profile during the fifties
and rarely stirred public criticism—a consequence of the defeat of the
Republican machine and the election of reform mavors dosely identified
with the city’s libertarian tradition.

The Detroit Red Squad, 1930-1960

In 1930 the Fish Committee came to Detroit in ns Ongoing campaign
to str up harsher police respenses to radicalism *® A key disclosure at
the hearings emerged from the testimony of | /acub S;poigmsky, the coun-
tv's leading red-hunter specializing in the labor movement. The chief
witness at the hearing, Spolansky explained that he had come to the
Detrott area in 1927 at the request of the National Metal Trades Associ-
aton {of which the automobile manufacturers were members) and the
Employers” Association of Detroit. Flourishing copies of documents ob-
tained from police files, he left no doubt about his close ties to the cty's
police. ™ A police detective, Albert Shapiro, explained to the panel that
the creation, in January 1930, of a special operation “to work on the
Bolshevik and Communistic activities in the city of Detroit’” owed much
t Spolansky’s “great help.” And it would appear from the testimony of
the director of General Motors’ Industrial Relations Department that the
mput of information about radicals in company plants came entirely
from Spolansky and the New York City police department, ™

From the evidence of these hearings, it would appear that in 1930
Detroit was not as active on the radical-labor front as such manufactur-
g sites as Flint, Pontiac, and Dearborn——all wholly dominated by au-
tomobile manufacturers—where mass arrests, raids, and collaboration
with plant espionage personnel were routine.”
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The committee’s session was a huge success: it helped consolidate po-
lice ties with the area’s right-wing and superpatriotic constituencies, es-
pecially in the local American Legion post, which claimed ““one thousand

Bolshevik bouncers.””??

In the wake of the committee’s hearings, the
Special Investigation Bureau, a new police unit, was formed, with an
assortment of responsibilities including the monitoring of radical activi-
ties. The SIB was blueprinted by Mayor Frank L. Murphy and reflected
the mayor’s view that police abuses could be curbed only through pro-
fessionalism and sound training. >

For Mayor Murphy, libertarian values were not merely pieties recy-
cled from the Progressive Era. Insisting that the issuance of outdoor
speaking permits be given priority, he strove to win approval for a per-
manent designated site for public meetings and overrode the police com-
mussioner’s fear of traftic congestion. Ultimately forced by the police and
their allies on the city council to abandon his plan for an established site,
the mayor nevertheless exerted himself to ensure that the protests of the
unemployed were given a forum free of police interference.

The test of the police commitment to Murphy’s goals came with a
bloody confrontation on March 7, 1932, involving demonstrators, Ford
Motor Company guards, and the Dearborn police, resulting in the killing
ot four demonstrators—subsequently called the ““Dearborn massacre.’”
The Detroit police, while not principals, played a role in the tragedy:
they participated in the arrest of some of the marchers and later that day
raided Communist Party headquarters to flush out the organizers of the
march. When the ACLU's Roger Baldwin protested the action, Murphy
revealingly replied, “There will be no lawless policy on the part of the
police that T can control.’

Murphy thus focused on a problem that had uniformly frustrated and
defeated police-reform efforts from the very beginning: the inability of
political leaders and administrators to impose effective restraints on po-
lice behavior based on inbred values and assumptions. Murphy's breach
with the communists over police misconduct intensified toward the close
of his term, and he became deeply embittered as a result of the savage
response (tear gas, mounted charges, indiscriminate clubbings} to a June
6, 1932, hunger march organized by the Auto Workers Union (the pre-
decessor of the United Automobile Workers) and, later, in February and
March 1933, over police shootings, clubbings, mass arrests, abuse of pris-
oners, and a raid. Moreover, the SIB was permitted to plant police spies
in a broad working-class sector.™

Conflicting assessments of blame in these and lesser clashes resulted
in an agreement between Murphy and the ACLU authorizing the mon-

BINY
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woring of certain gatherings. Some civil libertarians insisted that, allow-
my tor occasional lapses fargely due to lack of control, Murphy deserved
high marks for restraining the police under trymg circumstances, but for
the communists and their followers, as well as others, police misconduct
led o disillusionment, not only with Murphy, but with the ACLU as
well ™ In the end, the mayor’s commitment to the protection of consti-
tutional freedoms was overcome by the backward tug of countersubver-
sion, the power of the city’s bankers and industrialists. and the crisis
atmosphere in which the commitment was tested. As elsewhere, the con-
cessions to moderation in the use of overtly repressive tactics turned out
to be fargely cosmetic and, in any event, simply provided a justification
for nstitutionalizing surveillance and file-keeping.

Fhe mayor's frustration and sense of powerlessness contributed to his
midterm resignation in May 1933 to accept the post of governor-general
of the Philippines. But the SIB did not really grow into its style until
atter Murphy's departure, when Heinrich Pickert took over {in 1933] as

'

police commissioner. Promunently identified with Detroit’s upwardly

nwbile German cthnie communtty, Pickert reorganized the red squad

nd provided 1t with an aggressively antiradical investigative agenda; at
f . . . h
the same time, under his direction, the SIB became a scourge of picket
fines of all kinds

Pickert brought gleaming credentials to his post. A past commander
of the Order of the Purple Heart, he was also prominent in the councils
ob the American Legion, which in the thirties were the keystone of an
claborate structure of private groups—including private detective agen-
aes and in-house corporate security structures— that monitored labor
tnd eft-wing political activities in the area.* In addition, Pickert en-
oved a special relationship with the Ford Service Department chief,
Harey Bennetr, who in those vears collaborated with a network of patri-
vteers, labor spies, fundamentalist preachers (Gerald L. K. Smith, Frank
Norris)* and Father Charles E. Coughhin’s following ({the Workers’
Council for Social Justice) to combat unionism and create a climate hos-
tle 1o radical initiatives,

Norris was a power-conscious fundamentalist with a 10,000-member congre-
Lition in Detroit whose monthly newspaper, The Fundamentalist (with a claimed
sreulation of 6,376,500, targered radicals, organized labor, and Jews. Appearing
i the same pigtfurm as Pickert, Norris praised him and his department for thei;
JUpport and offers of assistance. He told the audience that he especially respected
ikert for the enemies he had made. See Lorraine Majka, “Organizational Link-

205 f\éctwprks and Social Change in Detroit” (Ph.D. diss., Wayne State Uni-
sraty, 1981), p. 160, /




56 Red Squads from the Thirties to the Sivties

While a number of overlapping groups had served as red squad con-
stituencies and collaborators, in some cases, these groups developed in-
telligence operational and data-exchange liaisons with the red squad on
their own. | cannot leave unmentioned one other “friend”” that provided
“a little help”~—the Ku Klux Klan and its successor, the Black Legion."

In Detroit, the Black Legion acquired a powerful following, which in-
cluded numerous supporters and sympathizers among the Detroit police,
as well as among the officials of suburban communities. Like other
Detroit-area right-wing groups, it placed strong emphasis on anticom-
munist intelligence activities. When the Black Legion was charged with
responsibility for the murder of blacks, strikers, and people accused of
communist ties, its Detroit police following (of an estimated one hun-
dred members) was forced to reduce its profile. More than fifry Black
Legion members were convicted of an assortment of crimes such as ar-
son, kidnapping, flogging, and plotting to kil various individuals. The
Black Legion was also tied to a number of bombings of radical meeting
places and bookstores. Through its police members, the vigilante group
transmitte: lists of suspected communists to the service departments of
area auton. bile manufacturers. Pickert barely escaped disgrace when the
Black Legion—police connection came to light. Evidence emerged indicat-
ing that he had been a concealed Black Legion member, a charge con-
firmed by the fact that, according to an nvestigator, he “frantically
promoted all those police officers who could compromise him.”

But for many years the Detroit red squad’s closest “friends” were the
federal countersubversive committees. Beginning with the Fish Commit-
tee, these panels served to legitimate the unit and consolidate its nativist
constituency, a development furthered by an enthusiastic red-hunting
press. In return, the red squad provided the committee with membership
lists, photographs, literature, and ather sources for “exposé” hearings
The first of these collaborative efforts took place in 1938 in a series of
hearings held in Detroit and Washington that focused primarily on sub-
version in the Detroit area.”

Both the Washington, D.C., and Detroit sessions featured two red
squad agents, Sergeants Harry Mikuliak and Leo Maciosek (called by
their targets “Mick” and “"Mack”’}, who had been attached ta the oper-
ation since its inception. “Mick” and “Mack,” and the Detroit police
superintendent and his counterparts in other Michigan cities, as well as a
member of the state police, tried to provide support for the committee’s
thesis that the 1937 sitdown strike had been part of a communist take-

over oftensive,
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Ihe 1938 hearings, for all their lengthy disclosures of names and ac-
nvities, did not produce the expected impact and were widely criticized
by labor and avic groups. The sense-—nourished by the Black Legion
disclosures, Indiscriminate raids, unauthorized searches (such as the iﬂﬁ%
pal seizure from a private apartment of documents relating to the med-
wal examinations of Spanish Civil War recruits), as wé“ as pretext
arrests, provocative confrontations, and pervasive racism—that the po-
hee were out of control in their war against radicals was confirmed by an
ACLU survey an 1939 rating the department’s civil rights and liberties

P

wlormance “very poor” and concluding that “perhaps the most fla-

grant violation of the avil rights of Detroiters occur at the hands of the
special Squad orgamized by Commissioner Pickert, commonly called
the Red Squad. " v

As inso many other police departments, repression was the hand-
masden of corruption: in 1939 a grand jury investigation led to disclo-
-ure of an extensive bribery and pavoff system, which resulted in the
mdictment of the mayor, county prosecutor, police superintendent, and
cipht ofticers. The protests and corruption disclosures combined to force
change. The department was reorganized and the red squad—after a de-
cade of abuse——was abolished.

However, only a few months after the disbanding of the squad, it was
revived by the outhreak of World War 11 in Eﬁm‘opfe, and its functions
exirapolated [as in the case of Cleveland, Buffalo, and other cities) from
Presdent Roosevelt's Seprember 1939 order (see pp. 45-46, 49}, In June
i‘%mxtho red squad emerged with a new mission: the monttoring, through
Snﬂhg«:nu‘ techniques, of sabotage and espionage. This assigmm;m
wilded the unit with a “national security” justifzcéti(m and initiated a
period of intensive collaboration with the FBI.

Fhe major concentration of this reincarnation of the red squad turned
vutn the postwar period to be identifying and rooting out claimed

subversive elements” in the local unions and work forces in area plants,
v the assumption that all labor unrest was subversively inspired to help
f?w enemy. Such developments as the organization in 1947 of a state-
lewel i.,in-‘r”\rtwricem Activities Committee and the passage, without oppo-
ston, of a statute requiring the registration of “agents of foreign

soantries” {promptly declared unconstitutional), reflected a resurfacing

o ihe Michigan nativist-patriotic tradition and the creation of a climate
tvorable to new countersubversive forays. !

Supnlements veo A Wi : ¢ .
| ipplementing these developments was the establishment in 1947 of

el

¢ Detroi altv
detroit Loyalty Commission by a charter amendment vote. This ex-




58 / Red Squads from the Thirties to the Sixties

traordinary measure, prominently supported by UAW mayoral candidate
George Edwards, authorized the political investigation of city employees
suspected of disloyalty. Like the red squad, the commission assembled
data on communist activities during major strikes, which it transmitted
to the mayor. The commission also developed a liaison with the FBI—
not very difficult since the long-term chief of the commission was a
former FBI agent.

In 1950 the Detroit red squad acquired a much more important
“friend” than the commission, which over the years gave the local unit

‘

more than a “little help.” This ally was the state countersubversive unit
(the security squad as it came to be called), which was unanimously au-
thorized by both houses of the Michigan legislature in 1950 as part of a
revision of the Michigan Criminal Syndicalismn Act. This unit formalized
state police operations that had been conducted for many years. Accord-
ing to its first annual report, its prime mission was 'to discourage the
employment of subversive individuals.”” The city and state units shared
mvestigative information and files, conducted joint operations, and con-
sulted in such matters as target selection. The city unit during this pe-
riod also strengthened its role as an operational resource of federal
agencies such as the FBI and the Immigration and Naturalization Ser-
vice. Although necessarily transient, the red squad’s involvement with
HUAC investigations in preparation for its 1952 and 1954 hearings was
uniguely close.

By the early fifties, red-hunting became entrenched on both city and
state levels despite the city’s strong libertarian constituency among
union members, leftists, professionals, and segments of the ethnic pop-
ulation. The reasons for the power of the antisubversive forces are not
difficult to identify. To begin with, the city had since the twenties been
subject to a strong white nativist influence rooted in urban migration
from the South; this influence was most aggressively projected in the
role of the American Legion. The automobile manufacturers, concerned
about radical infiltration of the work force, also had a stake in repelling
lettist influence on the city’s political processes and labor unions, espe-
cially the UAW. The UAW, despite its professed programmatic hostility
to political repression on a national level, became a silent partner in the
antisubversive offensive in its own backyard, another “friend’” of the red
squad, retlected in such developments as its barely concealed support of
the 1952 HUAC hearings, its sponsorship (through Edwards) of the Loy-
alty Comumnission, and its apparent failure to develop an opposition, even
among legislative representatives from union constituencies, either to
the ill-fated 1947 foreign-agent registration measure or to the 1950 stat-
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nte creating a state police antisubversive unit (both passed without op-
position]. Ironically, ofticials of the international and local union
nembers became surveillance targets in the late sixties.

During the fifties, the countersubversive activities of the red squad
were focused on two priorities: the harassment of left-wing unionists
and the tracking of radical groups such as communists, socialists, and
fronts”—an increasingly ecumenical targeting made possible by the ab-

sence of meaningful restraines {guidelines, ordinances) and freedom

from effective internal supervision and control. But the already-noted
decline in the fifties of investigative opportunities resulted, by the end of
the decade, in the dechine of the red squad to a staff of six members.
What probably provided the unit with its chief raison d‘étre was its

labitity as an investigative resource primarily for the FBI, but also
lor mt%.u intelligence operations: the state antiradical unit, other area red
squads, and tile-maintenance programs

Los Angeles Red Squad, 19301960

The two dominant police intelligence figures in Los Angeles in the

e 19208 and 1930s were Police Chief James E. Davis and the head of
the Intelligence Bureau {as the Los Angeles red squad was then known],
Captain William Francis (“Red”’) Hynes, who was made its commanding
Hicer in 1927 after serving as a labor spy for private employers and
then as a gm?xu‘ mfiltrator-provocateur after joir ning the police in 19224
\§< e than any other single individual, Hynes was influential in shaping

¢ agenda of the modern red squad and in exploiting the career oppor-
tunities of 1ts chief. In October 1930 he appeared before the Fish Com-
nuttee and presented testimony and exhibits dealing with the red menace
i encyclopedic scope——aver 1,500 pages, complete with photographs,
dossiers, and documents.** This mammoth tour d’horizon became part of
the tile capital of red squads throughout the country and brought him
mational acclaim as a top expert in the field and bids from other cties for
suidance in setting up their own units.

As in the case of his counterparts, Hynes's career reflected a close
hmkage of repression and corruption. In a classic version of the Bargain
made familiar by Chi vicago’s Captain Schaack and Philadelphia’s Frank
5‘\i/i’\ as well as by a number of others, he was permitted by the city’s

ng powers to pillage at will in return for protecting their interests,
Ms ties to the area’s open-shop forces were unconcealed. Indeed. for a
period of time his office was situated in the Chamber of Commerce
b

wlding in order to ex pedite a prompt, coordinated response to labor
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disputes. When a major dispute arose, the employer involved would
communicate with Hynes, who assigned a detail to the strike. Picket
lines were assaulted with nightsticks followed by tear-gas projectiles and
guns, frequently supplied or paid for by strike-bound employers or
those confronted with organizational picketing. In large-scale disputes,
the union involved was infiltrated by spies and provocateurs—
frequently professionals hired by employers and operationally super-
vised by Hynes. M&M also supplied strikebreakers, who were placed
under Hynes's command. In return for his services, Hynes was paid in
cash out of secret employer slush funds. Members of his detail were also
rewarded with cash payments, usually disguised as compensation for ex-
penses—recorded in grossly padded bills for meals, accommodation, and
overtime. Hynes did not permit junsdictional barriers to impede his mis-
sion and frequently worked for employers outside the city limits. For
example, he orchestrated a 1934 campaign by Imperial Valley growers
that was marked by the bombing of the union’s headquarters, vigilante
night raids, and the brutalization of strikers and their families. In the
course of this terror, hundreds of strikers were gassed, clubbed, and held
incommunicado for weeks on end. ™

The red squad’s response on the ideological front was equally savage.
Not as a casual or optional matter, but as official routine, the unit broke
up every demonstration of organized communists and similar groups
raided communist halls every two weeks, confiscated literature, broke
up Depression-related protest gatherings, and flexed its muscles on all
occasions, ™

By the mid thirties the Hynes-led Intelligence Bureau had, according
to a 1938 description submitted by Hynes, acquired jurisdiction over a
number of broadly defined areas in addition to vague “confidential”
mvestigative duties. Of these specified responsibilities, the most impor-
tant were the investigation, surveillance, arrest, and prosecution "ol
illegal activities in connection with ultra-radical organizations and indi-
viduals” and “all forms of sedition and treasonable activities’ prepara-
tion of intelligence reports and dossiers; the study of radical literature,
the enforcement of federal, state, and local laws ranging from the federal
Sedition Act to ordinances dealing with handbill distribution, unlaw-
ful assembly, and incitement to riot. A parallel labor-dispute assignment
area broadly covered surveillance of strike disturbances, picketing,
sabotage, and indeed all forms of labor activity considered threaten
ing to “legitimate business,” including the formulation in cooperation
with employer groups of “plans of action in dealing with projected
strikes . . . and radical and racial disturbances.” The unit’s leadership
was explicitly authorized to develop “close contacts with the various

b e P P ,
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ovic patniotic, business, educational and fraternal organizations and
Libs” imoorder to provide them with file material on subversive activi-
ties, to represent the department in speaking engagements before such
wroups, and to supply the press “with the news, intormation and data as

vred advisable ~fe T .
i deemed advisable, The mission to cooperate with private groups

and o teed the press was distilled from Hynes's prior pattern of opera-

s and became part of standard red squad operating procedure in cities
throughout the country: all the larger cities in Southern California, for
sample, maintained political intelligence units, which over the years be.
camwe notortous for their excesses, ’

fwo initiatives of the Hynes unit typify its modus operandi. On Oc-

wober 300 1931 a red squad detail brok i

by 'hoa red squad detail broke up a mass meeting at Philhar-
' :

torium called o support the movement to free Tom Mooney

sl s b -] { ' ey -1 -
and the Harlan County, Kentucky, miners. As thousands surged around

I
;
1
i

s Aud

entrance demanding entry, the police responded with verbal abuse,
e hombs and chabhinoe A o ,
s bombs, and clubbings. A spontancous outdoor protest demonstration
wan similarly disrupred—— :

this time with the aid of uniformed marines

i
fred
RERE

sailors, Seven demonstrators (tive of them women) were arrested,
ton charges of “'suspicion of criminal syndicalism,” later reduced to
dnturbing the peace and battery, and finally to disturbing the peace and

bills. On the night of January 3, 1932, Hynes

PO B PN N . . H - i
vid s punions crushed a licensed demonstration of the um?n‘%pk)vcﬁ

i

fvrbunion of hand

wading into the ranks of unarmed men and women with clubs, sling-
;

bots,and brass knuckles, beating many of them mdiscriminately 1o
e pround J

n 934 four lawsuits filed by the ACLU succeeded in enjoining

fnes and s squad from mtertering with peaceful meetings. In addi-
oy,

the plaintitfs prevailed in two civil actions for damages against
e and some of his squad members. The deterrent effect was re.

cted

nothe success of Mavor Frank Shaw's edict reopening the plaza

traditional tree-speech site} and school buildings to meetings and
monstrations by lefrists.

the red squad and s supporters mvariably responded to complaints
ol misconduct with charges that the critics were red-tainted and their
cmplaings politically motivated. To the claim that even communists
v pratected by the Constitution, Hynes indignantly retorted: ““They

o

tntany rights. I'm going to keep right after them.” Socialists fared
obetter; Police: Commissioner Willard Thorpe denounced them as
“”;’“Jélmug, deplorable, appalling, Un-American and uncivilized %0

E During most of the period Hynes headed the Los Angeles red squad,
the police chief was James E. Davis whose tenure {1926--29, 1933-38}

W

S

mterrupted during reforms following a vice-squad scandal. Davis

R
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was the first in a line of ultraconservative Los Angeles police chiefs, big
men who uniquely embodied and symbaolized the rightist political cul-
ture of their time and place. When he was first appointed chief in 1926,
he quickly succumbed to the courtship of the business community and
became its spokesman in defense of the American Way of Life, hostility
to uniorusm, expert in the machinations of the Menace, and preacher of
morality. Davis himself was not merely indifferent to graft; he defended
it, shared in the spoils, and dismissed criticism as red-inspired. Indeed,
Davis’s use of police power uniquely reflected the dialectic of the Bar-
gain: the pursuit and harassment of dissent in exchange for the tolera-
tion of corruption.”’

Davis not only sanctioned the shenanigans of the Hynes unit but, to
please his anti-union mentors, encouraged it to engage in ever more bla-
rant strikebreakmg operations. During the administration of Mavor John
Porter, the red squad was periodically called in to develop material for
use as leverage against the mayor's critics, disillusioned by City Hall’s
abuses. In the mid thirties, Mayor Frank Shaw's administration was, in
turn, overtaken by rapidly spreading graft and corruption, which once
again inspired a reform movement. At the mayer's request, Davis orga-

.

nized a “secret service” unit to monitor and blackmail his rivals and
reformer critics. For Davis this assignment was quite congerual. From
the start he viewed his department as a client of the power structure,
and there was an even greater stake in serving the mavor’s political
needs than in doing the bidding of the business community. If the mayor
lost an electoral race and was replaced, the power-hungry Davis knew,
his own future would be jeopardized. Had he not been demoted afrer the
Porter victory in 19297 Mainstream political surveillance thus joined
red-hunting as a priority concern. In three vears the secret service unit
spent almost a quarter of a million dollars in monitoring threats to the
Shaw administration. The files of the unit reflected the indiscriminate
targeting of political figures, writers, ministers, ournalists, and promi-
nent citizens. The custodian of the files and chief of the unit was Caprain
Earl Kynette, one of the most disreputable figures to emerge from the
milieu of LAPD corruption.” After he was implicated in a vice-squad
scandal (for shaking down prostitutes), Kynette was recruited by Davis
to lead his secret service unit.

The downfall of the red squad was precipitated by a scandal that
erupted in 1938 in the course of a campaign by an aroused reform con-
stituency against the police corruption of the Shaw administration. The
investigator for the reform group, the Citizens’ Independent Investigat-
ing Committee (CIVIC), was critically injured when a bomb was placed
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s car Although the LAPD denied complicity, an investigation by

the district attorney’s office established that the bombing had been engi-

neered by Captain Kynette, Kynette and an accomplice were subse-
At

quently convieted and jailed, the close of the trial the city council

coted o reject Shaw's reguest for 90,000 to fund his spy squad.®’

Fhe rise to power of Davis and Hynes illustrates the career opportu-
nines offered by union-busting and md;ca‘sl-«?mmiﬂg in the twenties and
thirties, These specialties became a path to advancement and political
oftice throughout the public sector. In Southern California a powerful

ihance of businessmen, boosters superpatriots, and right-wing evangel-

wals, transplanted from middle America, made this specialty a particu-
Lirlv artractive path to power, not only i the police world but in the
political realm. In wurn, state legislative committees investigating sub-
version reinforced the Los Angeles unit by providing a punitive publicity
utlet for the exposure of its targers. The local squad freely placed 1ts
operational resources at the disposal of the state panel and routinely re-
forred usetul night-wing sources in the private sector to the state com-
sttees for sponsorship and funding. This collaboration was particularly
wsetul i diserediting reformers and libertarian critics who attacked both
the Los Angeles and state unirs.

Countersubversive nvestigations by California state legislative com-

By

nittees spanned a period of thirty years (1940-711, a record unequaled

woany ather state. The chairman of the firet legislative committee to
biunch an mvestigation of subversive activities was Samucl W. Yorty, a
state assemblyman from Los Angeles County and subsequently mayor
of Los Angeles. The Yorty Commitree had functioned for only a year
{940} when Yorty resigned to run unsuccesstully for nomination to a
seat inthe U'S. Senate. He was succeeded by another Los Angeles

Lounty assemblyman, Jack Tenney, whose committee, the Fact Finding

tommittee on Un-American Activities, functioned mmémwaxsly tor
cight years {1941 ~49},
In 1947 legislative opposition to the committee was stitfened by its

N The committee, it

haracterization of two assemblymen as subversive.
was subsequently learned, kept files on many legislators, parvcularly
those who voted agamnst 1ts appropriation requests. In 1949 pressures
from libertarian and religious groups forced the termination of the panel
under Tenney's leadership ™

A replacement for the Tenney Committee under Senator Hugh Burns
was launched as a reform gesture; it would eschew the bad old Tenney
pattern of widely publicized smear hearings and issue objective reports

tased on verified documentation—it would, in short, serve as a model

m
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for ““the right way to fight Communism.” But it soon became apparent
that the more things changed procedurally, the more they remained the
same (or got worse] substantively. Like its predecessor, the Burns pane]
maintained ties with an established network of organizations—patriotic,
veteran, agribusiness, and right-wing— that supplied it with (frequently -
questionable) information and served as a conduit to privately sponsored
informers. >’

The Burns Committee operation was headed by the legendary Richard
E. Combs. For virtually the entire twenty-one years of the committee’s
functioning, Combs was its chief mvestigator, counsel, and “senior ana.

lyst.” A prominent member of a national community of red-hunter

(the Gallery of the Obsessed), Combs was venerated in political intellj-
gence and countersubversive circles generally as a tough expert on sub-
version. From his mountain retreat ar Three Rivers, California, he
orchestrared a network of informers (volunteers, paid for by outsiders or
hired by the committee), apprentice sources, investigators, and contacts
cloaked in secrecy and intelligence hugger-mugger {drops, code names,
safe houses). As in the case of the Tenney Commuttee, whose antics had
cooled business support, the Burns panel folded in 1971 (5 vear afrer
Combs’s retirement) without strong objection by business forces. In
March 1971 the coup de grace was delivered when, in a replay of the
Tenney Committee's demise, James Mills, state senate president pro tem,
discovered that the committee’s 20,000 file cards included dossiers on 4

scare of legislators, including himself.
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