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The Great Disloyalty Trial
By Roger Priest, United States Navy

It ought to be clear by now that the Amerikan military doesn't give a damn about a serviceman's 
constitutional rights -- especially, if by exercising those rights the military Brass and their co- 
conspirators in Washington are exposed for what they are.

As the editor of "OM" -- the first anti-war, anti-brass paper put out by a Navyman in the U.S. 
Navy's long and inglorious history, I will be the first serviceman to face court-martial solely for 
statements written in a GI newspaper. For this dubious distinction I face up to 39 years in the 
brig and a Dishonorable Discharge when tried by a General Court-Martial "Kangaroo" Court on 
April 14, 1970 here in Washington, D. C.

WHY? One reason was that I was speaking the truth about the Amerikan war in Vietnam. Have 
you ever heard that the "truth shall make you free?" Don't believe it. Pentagon dictionaries define 
truth as something to be hidden or manipulated. I also never minced words in conveying my disgust 
and contempt for the lying pig politicians in Washington, the industrial complex and the other war 
criminals in the Pentagon who give the orders, make the policies, gain the promotions, and the 
medals and reap the money while OUR blood and Vietnamese blood is shed to benefit these few 
"leaders" who see progress in body counts.

"OM" said in very plain language that you didn't have to take it -- that there was another way. 
And the way was through ORGANIZATION. "OM" showed GI's that they had nothing to lose by 
organizing but their stripes. The paper further pointed out to servicemen that NOW was the time 
to speak out against the war, racism and oppression; not after they got out.

But the war criminals -- the military, the government and the war industries -- need the big 
lies to survive. How else would we ever fight and die for them in their bloody wars? They 
want and need us silent about our fate so as not to rock the boat or spoil the profits.

So when a newspaper comes along and pricks the Patriotic Balloon of Bullshit that is held before 
us -- someone has to pay. Today, they are trying to make me pay for the "crime" of speech. 
Tomorrow, what will they try to make YOU pay for? The situation is that you either stand up for 
your rights or you let people continue to use you for their own ends. And if you wait till tomor 
row it will probably be too late; for then they will be coming after you too.

But what of our "rights?" Do servicemen give upcertain "rights" upon enteringthe Armed Services? 
Do they give up their First Amendment rights after they raise their hands and swear to defend the 
Constitution of the United States? The answer to the last question is no. Servicemen do not lose 
their rights to speak and to write or to even assemble. But the problem comes when you try to 
exercise those rights. Try writing, speaking or demonstrating for an end to the war in Vietnam. 
There is no end to the harassment or intimidation that the Pentagon and local base commanders 
will use to try and "silence" you.

The Pentagon is scared shitless. They are afraid of the anti-war GL They are afraid that he 
has "infected" the ranks of servicemen with "subversive" ideas like peace and freedom. And 
they are right. For right now the cancer has spread throughout the body of the Monster. And 
soon the Monster will die.

You know, if one person starts a paper, They'd think he's crazy. If a couple of papers were 
started They'd think it was a Conspiracy. But if a lot of papers were started, They'd think it 
was a Movement... and that's what it isl A Movement that has grown to over 70 newspapers 
reaching hundreds of thousands of GI's--on land and on the sea. And to paraphrase the founder of 
of the U.S. Navy, "We have not yet begun to fight."

A specter is haunting the Amerikan military -- the specter of a mass movement of GI's de 
claring in solidarity with each other the end of their complicity with the Pentagon war criminals. 
The GI movement is realizing that its powers lie in the collective might of servicemen standing 

up and refusing to be used any longer. And if enough start affirming their basic rights; then 
courts-martial will no longer be possible. There is strength in numbers... and we've got the 
numbers. Now we've got to get it organized and "together."
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Anytime you engage in struggle, you run the risk of losing. Losing what? Your life? Your freedom? If you are in the service then you have already lost your life and your freedom. You have lost it because someone else is in control of it. And if you struggle for your life and your freedom what can the Pentagon do to you? They can't take away what they already have. What they are doing now is to imprison those who dissent. But you can't imprison an idea. This has been the lesson all totalitarian regimes have failed to learn.
You can be handed a paper that says, "Undesirable Discharge"or maybe if you are lucky one that says, "Dishonorable Discharge." What an honor.' You might lose that clearance or even be transferred for joining the struggle. So whatj Types of discharge or prison records will not be the currency for OUR society. Only in this Alice in Wonderland society that we live in do you receive "Honorable Discharges" for participating in the rape and murder of a people 10,000 miles away from us. And for that "honor" we are told (never asked) to give our lives? Bullshit.So I will face trial for editing and publishing 1,000 

copies apiece of the three issues pictured on this 
page. What a crime! Things have got to be 
really bad. The Pentagon is truly ^^^^^ -^\ 
paranoid. By singling me out, ^^^"^ W ,..-> 
they have caused a reaction 
just the opposite of what they 
wanted. My circulation has 
increased to 10, 000 and several 
more papers are being put out by 
Navymen. Keep up the repression 
Pentagon. Our numbers and our 
determination are increasing.

I was orginally charged on June 20, 
1969 with violating 14 specifications 
under four Articles of the Uniform Code 
of Military (In)Justice based on statements 
and articles out of the April, May and June 
1969 issues of "OM." They were as follows: Article 82-soliciting others to desert and commit sedition. Article 89-disrespect to Gen. Earle Wheeler, Chairmen, Joint Chiefs of Staff. Article 92-not disclaiming that my views were not Official Navy views. Article 134-conduct prejudicial to good order and discipline (making disloyal statements-8 counts), violation of Title 18, Section 2387 (the notorious 1940 Smith Act-intent to interfere with, impair, etc., etc., loyalty and discipline, etc., etc., -good for 10 years each. Pretty heavy.On August 28, 1969 I was ordered to stand trial. Charges under Articles 89, 92 and two specifi cations under 134 were not referred to trial.

On November 19, 1969 the military judge ruled that the solicitation charges be thrown out. But the judge was overruled by Rear Admiral George P. Koch, Commandant, Washington Naval District; who ordered that the charges be reinstated since he disagreed with the judge as a "matter of law." Koch has worn several hats in dealing with this case. He convened the court, picked the attorneys for both sides and will review the case after his drumhead court finds me "guilty. " But he is an honorable man.
My attorneys filed a petition with the U. S. Court of Military Appeals stating the obvious: that the Commandant's actions were an "unwarranted interference into the judicial proceedings" and that he had no authority to overrule a military judge on "matters of law. "After being before the court for over four months, a decision was handed down on March 13, 1970 denying our petition. The court ruled that a convening authority (with no legal training) has the authority to overrule a military judge (a trained lawyer) on "matters of law. " The court said further that they could see no "irreparable harm" coming to me from standing trial on the charges

A pig, by any other name, is still a pig.
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that had been dropped; since if I am found guilty then it can be taken up on appeal. The court, 

it seems, was more concerned that "irreparable harm" might come to the Navy's case against 

me if they were not allowed to prosecute. So much for the military's "courts."

And you can bet there will be an appeal. What chance does an enlisted person have when tried 

by a court of officers? You know, being tried by an all-officer jury is like being a Jew tried in 

Nazi Germany. My request to be tried before a jury composed of E-2's and E-3's was turned 

down by the Commandant. What's more, to top everything else, it only takes a 2/3 vote to convict!

But all the charges and all the legal maneuvering is just BULLSHIT! Correspondence which I 

have obtained between the Chairmen of the House Armed Services Committee, L. Mendel Rivers 

of South Carolina and Rear Admiral Means Johnston, Chief of Legislative Laison, Pentagon, clearly 

shows that it was Rivers who was instrumental in bringing about this court-martial.

In a letter dated June 6, 1969, Rivers wrote Rear Adm. Johnston that "OM" reflects a "gross 

abuse of the constitutional right of free speech. " He then demanded to know just what the Navy 

planned on doing about it.
So the Navy toadies tried to interrogate me on June 12; they 

transferred me to the Processing Division, Washington Naval 

Station, on June 17; and formally charged me on June 20, 1969. 

Fast reaction time, huh?
One of the things that brought Rivers' attention to "OM" was 

a parable written by Bobby Scale in the June 1969 issue. All the 

Southern-fried bigot had to do was to turn to page two to read of 

a very thirsty poor man who finds a stream at the foot of a 

mountain, but can't drink from it because it is full of filth. A 

second man explains that there is a huge hog standing in the middle 

of the stream at the top of the mountain.

"This hog," the man said, "is pissing and shitting in the stream 

and that is why it is so dirty.- If you want a cool, clean drink, 

you must get that hog out of the stream.

I added to the moral of the story by attaching the follow 

ing line of my own at the end: " L. Mendel Rivers. Get 

your ass out of that stream. You hear, boy?"

That did it. An investigation that used as many as 25 

Naval Intelligence agents to follow and harass me was 

terminated and charges brought. And now Rivers wants to 

see me in jail.
The issues that my trial are concerned with are much 

broader than the personal vendetta between Rivers and the 

Navy over my newspaper. The whole question of a service 

men's right to dissent without fear of punishment will be

at stake. The stakes are heavy. You either have the freedom to voice your concerns during your 

off-duty hours, off-base, out-of-uniform and with your own funds or you don't.

The Navy will maintain that I went "too far" and that what I said should be punished since it is 

"disloyal" and undermines morale and discipline. My answer to that is that you can't go "too far. " 

There is no way that you can abuse the constitutional right of free speech; except by not exercising 

it. And that is precisely what the Pentagon wants.

Every lifer knows that when you enter the Armed Services you give up your constitutional rights. 

It's all unwritten though. The illusion is maintained that you have "rights. " The illusion is 

shattered when you exercise those "rights. " This trial should pull the veil of lies back even further 

and shatter a lot of illusions that people have about themselves and their precious Bill of Rights.

I believe in freedom of speech and of the press. They are fundamental rights that should not be 

given up. If I should have to go to prison for standing up for my rights, then that is what I am 

prepared to do. Others can pick up the pen that I have used and continue the fighto By struggling 

together we shall win the peace and freedom that is rightfully ours. SEIZE THE TIME.



Charge L Violation of the Uniform Code of Military Justice, Article 82

Specification 1: In that Roger Lee PRIEST, journalist seaman apprentice, United States
Navy, did, at Washington, District of Columbia, on or about 1 May 1969 

solicit members of the military and naval forces of the United States to desert in 
violation of Article 85 of the Uniform Code of Military Justice through statements in a 
pamphlet entitled "OM The Serviceman's Newsletter, " to wit:

"BE FREE GO CANADA -- Deserters from the U.S. military can still find refuge 
in Canada contrary to recent misleading reports in the Establishment press.

The Montreal-based American Deserters Committee (ADC) reports James Gross of 
the Canadian Immigration Department as saying, "There's no legislation which 
would permit us to refuse landed immigrant status on that basis (of being a 
deserter) alone. " Gross denied that deserters were banned from Canada and 
stated that they could not be deported to the U. S.

The ADC suggests that servicemen seeking to escape the military enter Canada as a 
visitor, while on leave if possible and use other than military identification papers, 
e.g. birth certificates, drivers license. Application for permanent legal status as a 

f landed immigrant should be made after entry and in connection with one of the 
following groups working with deserters:

MONTREAL: American Deserters Committee 
P. O. Box 611 Station H 
Montreal 25, Quebec

TORONTO: Toronto Anti-Draft Programme
P. O. Box 764 Adelside St. Station 
Toronto 25, Ontario

VANCOUVER: Vancouver Committee to Aid War Objectors 
P. O. Box 4231 
Vancouver 9, British Columbia

Specification 2: In that Roger Lee PRIEST, journalist seaman apprentice, United States
Navy, did, at Washington, District of Columbia, on or about 1 June 1969 

solicit members of the military and naval forces of the United States to commit sedition 
in .violation of the Uniform Code of Military Justice, Article 94, through statements in a 
pamphlet entitled "OM The Liberation Newsletter," to wit:

"TODAY'S PIGS ARE TOMORROW'S BACON"
"WE MUST STOP THE CAPITALIST CORPORATE POWER STRUCTURE FROM KILLING 
US, TAXING US, DIVIDING US AND RULING US. WHY DO WE HAVE CAPITALISM, 
IMPERIALISM AND AN ECONOMY BASED ON MILITARISM? THE TIME HAS COME



TO FAIL THE SYSTEM. IT ONLY USES US TO PERPETUATE ITSELF. TO SERVE THE 

SYSTEM IS TREASON. SMASH THE STATE. POWER TO THE PEOPLE."

"WE WILL STOP AT NOTHING TO STOP THE VIETNAM WAR, AND POWER ARRANGE 

MENTS THAT MADE IT POSSIBLE. WE TAKE THAT "NOTHING" SERIOUSLY."

"DESTROY THAT SACRED COW OF CAPITALISM -- PROPERTY." 

"BOMB AMERICA. MAKE COCA-COLA SOMEPLACE ELSE." 

"OUR GOAL IS LIBERATION...BY ANY MEANS NECESSARY."

"SHOOT A PIG::"

"Ah, but some time later
When I feel a little safer
We'll assainate (sic) the President
And take over the government
And then we're going to fry them:

-- Phil Ochs

"FREE US NOW 
GUNS BABY GUNS! 1

"Don't just stand there help in the liberation of • 
this country from those power pigs that have their 

hands in our pockets and around our throats. If 

you would like to help write to: Roger Priest, U. S. Navy
P. O. Box 1033 
Washington, D. C. 20013

Mine eyes have seen
the coming of • • • ,

Charge IL Violation of the Uniform Code of Military Justice, Article 134

Specification 1: In that Roger Lee PRIEST, journalist seaman apprentice, United States Navy,

did, at Washington, District of Columbia, on or about 1 April 1969 with intent 

to interfere with, impair and influence the loyalty, morale, and discipline of the military and 

naval forces of the United States did cause to be printed and distributed to such members of 

the military and naval forces a pamphlet entitled "OM, 1 April 1969, The Serviceman's 

Newsletter," which said pamphlet in its entirety contained statements advising and urging 

insubordination, disloyalty and the refusal of duty by members of the military and naval forces 

of the United States.

Specification 2: In that Roger Lee PRIEST, journalist seaman apprentice, United States Navy, 

did, at Washington, District of Columbia, on or about 1 May 1969 with intent 

to interfere with, impair and influence the loyalty, morale, and discipline of the military and 

naval forces of the United States did cause to be printed and distributed to such members of 

the military and naval forces a pamphlet entitled "OM, 1 May 1969, The Serviceman's 

Newsletter," which said pamphlet in its entirety contained statements advising and urging



insubordination, disloyalty and the refusal of duty by members of the military and naval forces of the United States.

Specification 3: In that Roger Lee PRIEST, journalist seaman apprentice, United States Navy, 
did, at Washington, District of Columbia, on or about 1 June 1969 with intent to interfere with, impair and influence the loyalty, morale, and discipline of the military and naval forces of the United States did cause to be printed and distributed to such members of the military and naval forces a pamphlet entitled "OM The Liberation Newsletter," which said pamphlet in its entirety contained statements advising and urging insubordination, disloyalty and the refusal of duty by members of the military and naval forces of the United States.

Specification 4: In that Roger Lee PRIEST, journalist seaman apprentice, United States Navy,
did, at Washington, District of Columbia, on or about 1 April 1969 with design to promote disloyalty and disaffection among members of the Armed Forces of the United States cause to be printed and distributed to such members of the armed forces a pamphlet entitled "OM The Serviceman's Newsletter, " which said pamphlet which in its entirety contained statements disloyal to the United States.

Specification 5: In that Roger Lee PRIEST, journalist seaman apprentice, United States Navy, 
did, at Washington, District of Columbia, on or about 1 May 1969 with design to promote disloyalty and disaffection among members of the Armed Forces of the United States cause to be printed and distributed to such members of the armed forces a pamphlet entitled "OM The Serviceman's Newsletter, " which said pamphlet which in its entirety contained statements disloyal to the United States.

Specification 6: In that Roger Lee PRIEST, journalist seaman apprentice, United States Navy, 
did, at Washington, District of Columbia, on or about 1 June 1969 with design to promote disloyalty and disaffection among members of the Armed Forces of the United States ( cause to be printed and distributed to such members of the armed forces a pamphlet entitled "OM The Liberation Newsletter, " which said pamphlet which iri its entirety contained statements disloyal to the United States.

"CONGRESS SHALL MAKE NO LAW... 

ABRIDGING THE FREEDOM OF SPEECH, 

OR OF THE PRESS; OR THE RIGHT OF 

THE PEOPLE PEACEABLY TO ASSEMBLE, 

AND TO PETITION THE GOVERNMENT 

FOR REDRESS OF GRIEVANCES." 

--The First Amendment, U.S. Constitution
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WHO'S WHO OF THE CAST
ROGER PRIEST - as The Defendent. Roger has been a member of The Players for two years. The 

other roles he has appeared in are: the editor of "OM", a member of the Pentagon Players and as 

a menial laborer at the Washington Naval Station Theatre.

***************************

CAPTAIN "KANGAROO" PERKINS - as De Judge. Perkins comes to this production after many years 

of performing on the vaudeville circuit. He is also widely known for his impersonation of Jack Benny.

***************************

COMMANDER THOMAS JEFFERSON JIMMERSON (that's his REAL name) - as Navy Prosecutor. We 

will not see Jimmerson for some time after this performance--he is scheduled to leave for that long- 

running smash-hit now playing in Saigon.

***************************

LT. CHESNEY "PRETTY BOY" FLOYD - as Navy Prosecutor. Millions of you, we are sure will 

remember Chesney for his sterling performance in "The Sandbox Kid. "

***#*******#*******#*******

DAVID REIN - as Defense Attorney. Mr. Rein, you may remember had a successful performance 

with the Ft. Jackson 8 Players. Mr. Rein has had many leading roles with productions of First 

Amendment Courtroom Theatre. ,»

***************************

LT. GARY BROWN - as Defense Attorney. Brown has been featured in numerous UCMJ Productions.

***************************

LT. JAMES BAILEY - as Defense Attorney. Bailey has been featured with the Appellate Players.

SPECIAL THANKS & CREDIT

REAL ADMIRAL GEORGE P. KOCH deserves "Special Thanks" for devoting the time and energy to 

write, co-produce and direct this play. He chose the cast, arranged for the stage and will be a 

critic for his own production.
t

L. MENDEL RIVERS deserves "Special Credit" for his role as Congressional Lush and Pogromist 

and for his four-paragraph letter to the Navy from which this play is adapted. We only hope that 

this staged presentation can do it justice.

DEFENSE PRODUCTION STAFF

Stage Manager - Carl Rogers and The Serviceman's LINK to Peace

Stage Hands - Sara Baker, Gail Harris, Jim Hayes, Joan MacQuarrie, Harry Scott, Jack Susarrey and

Steve Wilcox. 
Art Direction - Lou Stoval and The Workshop
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SCORING : Note : If you are attending the play 
you may find it enjoyable to keep, score and see 
if you can outguess the panel of jurors. In 
scoring, you must remember to project the 
effect the testimony will have had on the jury, 
though you should record your own impressions 
as well.

a) After each scene you may evaluate how 
events during that scene affected the case of the 
defendent. First, rate the degree to which 
Priest was affected on a scale of 0-10 : Of or no 
effect, 10 points for maximum effect. K the 
effect was favorable for Priest award points to 
him; if unfavorable, award them to the Navy.

b) At the end of the play, the number of points 
made by the actors should be totalled and re 
corded in the boxes marked "Review Navy" and 
"Review Priest."

c) Miscellaneous Bonus Points: In addition to 
the point scale above, miscellaneous bonus 
points may be granted to the Navy (N) and Priest 
(P) as follows:
1. For each juror who:

is of the rank above Lieutenant... SON 
is of the rank of Lt. or below..... 75P
is a Vietnam veteran............1 DON
sports a crewcut................. SON
has hair over 3" long............. 20P
who resembles Herb Philbrick..... 20N
who says he can render a fair and 
impartial verdict................ 20N
has a blank or vacant stare on his face 
or appears to be asleep.......... SON

2. For each successful provocation of laughter 
in the courtroom.................... 10P

3. For each time De Judge shouts, "One more 
outburst like that and I'll clear the court 
room. H .......................... 100P

4. For each time De Judge says, "Well," 
(like Jack Benny).................... 10P

5. For each witness with hair over his ears or 
wears a beard ......................20P

6. For each Navy agent who forgets his lines 
or otherwise needs prompting........ 25P

7. For each Defense witness who makes strong 
political points...................... SOP
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1. Voir Dire - Seating the jury

ACT I 

2. Prosecution Opening Statement

3. The Navy's Case

4. Defense Cross Examination

ACT II
i 

5. Defense Opening Statement

6, Priest's Case

7. Navy Cross Examination

ACT III

8. .Defense Summation

9. Navy Summation

10. Charge to jury by De Judge

11, Review Points (Navy)

12. Bonus Points (Navy)

13. TOTAL POINTS (Navy-add 11 & 12)

14. Review Points (Priest)

15. Bonus Points (Priest)

16. TOTAL POINTS (Priest-add 14 & 15)

VERDICT : If line 13 totals more than line 16 then 
check Guilty. If not, check Innocent. 

Guilty n 
Innocent n

SENTENCE: if found guilty.

Months, vears

Finp nr Forf^it'""^
,. . , . Discharge



UNION DEMANDS

1. The right to refuse to obey illegal orders-- 
like orders to fight in the illegal, imperialist 
war in Vietnam,,
2. Election of officers by vote of the men.
3. An end to saluting and sir-ing of officers.
4. The right of black-and brown-skinned 
servicemen to determine their own lives free 

from the oppression of any racist whites. No 

troops to be sent into black or Spanish-speaking 

communities.
5. No troops to be used against anti-war 
demonstrators.
6. No troops to be used against workers on 
strike.
7. Rank-and-file control of court-martial 
boards.
8. The right of free political association.
9. Federal minimum wages.
10. The right of collective bargaining.

To Andy Stapp, Chairman, American Servicemen's 
Union, Room 538, 156 Fifth Avenue, New York, 

New York 10010

I am a rank-and-file enlisted man.
I hereby declare that I support the American 

Servicemen's Union and enclose one dollar to 
register myself as a member. As a member I 
will receive a copy of The GI's Handbook on 
Military Injustice and a subscription to The BOND 

and other advise and instruction issued by central 

union organizers.
Name and rank_______________________ 
Military address____________________ 

Home address_______________________ 
ETS or discharge date_________________

G.I. AND VET TESTIMONY SOUGHT

The National Coordinating Committee of the 
Citizens' Commission of Inquiry is in the pro 
cess of gathering evidence and testimony regard 

ing U.S. war crimes in Vietnam, We believe 
that individual soldiers should not be made 
scapegoats for carrying out policies designed 
by those at the highest levels of government 
decision making. We hope that by encouraging 
large numbers of GI's and vets to speak out 
regarding Standard Operational Procedure sin 
Vietnam, the responsibility for war crimes can 
be fixed where it belongs -- on the U.S. govern 
ment.

Vietnam veterans and active duty GI's who 
have personal knowledge of combat operations 
or training procedures which they believe are 
possible violations of commonly accepted legal 
and moral standards are encouraged to contact 
the Citizens Commissions of Inquiry on U. S. 
War Crimes in Vietnam at 156 Fifth Avenue, 
Room 1005, New York, NI.Y. 10010 or call 
(202) 989-0164.
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bscription Order Form

Year........................ $5
Years ...................... $9
Time Sub to OM........... $100

S OFFER FREE TO SERVICEMEN

e checks payable to the Roger Priest 
Committee.



The following is atfgXcerpt from the transcript of an Article 39 A (pre -trial) hearing, October 9, 1969.
The Voir Dare examination was conducted by David Rein for the Defense (De Judge ruled against the challenge).\ Vv-,,0 \-lVi '}\ 

Q. I woulcMise td atslc Your Honor at this time whether you believe the war in Vietnam serves the
best interest of the United States, or do you share the view by many senators and a widespread section 
of the public at this tiibp tttat*^ withdrawal of our armed forces from Vietnam at this time would be in 
the best interest of rne'. rjppii$t3^;?x

A. Well, Mr, ; Rein, WhatlisNslprt of an either/or proposition. Let me say this. That I cannot honest 
ly say that I possess any conviction as to whether or not that conflict is in the best interest of our 
citizens in/the nation las <; aj

Q. Do jrou bellf^TSiai itl^in |tie best interest of the United States to withdraw from Vietnam at 
the present tirrlef v\ f

A. I caij't say t
Q. Do ypu believe jliiat ijf: lis î ia<the bej|t interest of the United States to continue to keep in power in 

South Vietham the ptespntlg^ternmenj^aifd that it is to our interest to furnish armed forces for the 
purpose of keeping that go^eltfiment in-'ptSwSr?

A. I do not know TJvhether put relationship with that particular government is in our best interest 
or the best interest jof our government or not. I must say that is an-avenue that I haven't made any 
particular; effort to estajsi^hiajconviction upon.

Q. 'Do ypu believ^lthai]sejsrwcemen, enlisted servicemen in the rank with Roger Priest, whether in 
the Navy pr iajthe^ A£my,i h^e the right as ordinary citizens of the United States have, to discuss the 
rights and; w^on^& of} the w4t K» Vietnam and to publish material with respect to that?

A. I do (not hpi,d;ady sik^hj Relief.
Q. MayJ I say,/tha| on the! fcasis of Your Honor's answer to the question that you do not believe that 

enlisted men have th'p right ftp discuss, as citizens normally do, the rights and wrongs of the war in 
Vietnam, it wpuld on tha^basis challenge Your Honor for cause.

A. Is thjat thd questioi}\that you asked before, Mr. Rein?
Q. Yes.l s Yes, I a^lced kroa'jthat question, and you said that you did not believe that they had such 

rights. Perhaps I hah better put it again.
A. All righto I didtifi: th^ink! I heard this statement you just made.
Q. Well,\ let me a^kjjpu)th4 question again. The question I asked was: Do you believe that 

servicemen have rnejjcjght similar to that possessed by citizens of the United States to discuss the 
rights or wrongs of $.&{ war; itt Vietnam and to publish material on that subject?

A. I would strike jttiej iast\th|ree words of your statement and then give you an unqualified "yes. " 
But when you add the jtejjst th^ed words of your question then I could not give an unqualified "yes."

Q. Well, if I modified it. \ If I said, "publish it on their own time and with their own facilities and 
not using Navy time: o$ Navy \fatilities?

A. Well, this se4|n4 to leave 1 open a wide range of conduct, some of which conceivably would be 
permitted conduct pri the pa|t; of a serviceman, but on the other hand I conceive of other that would 
be contrary to the ftest interest of the Armed Forces, and consequently, I would be obliged to say 
that on the basis; pi my oath'ahd conscience I would be opposed to it.

Q. Well, p,k the basis of that\answer I would move to challenge the military judge for cause 
because I believe he has predetermined the issues in this case, and that is the issue in the case.
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The following is an excerpt from an interview with X. Ntendel flyers, Chairman of theJH^|« Armed 
Services Committee and the "King" of the Military-Industrial-Congressional Complex* wh'o7 ordered 
the Navy Department to "silence" Seaman Priest and "OM". The tajie ipecorded interviewfook place 
on Veteran's Day, November II, 1969, at a "Freedom Day Rally" heldfiin.Washington,, D, 
Interviewing Rivers is Vietnam veteran Carl Rogers, the director of the\ £~~'   '~ * Tjrviceman's/ £|o Peace.

^ like:e Seamaiiptpger Priestffe;:Sfe youROGERS: What about servieemen"lwJ|Dhave published papei>sj
familiar with his publication? ,,<C'""\ "J;
RIVERS: They ought to be in jail. »i " \
ROGERS: Are you familiar with Seaman PriesJEf s
RIVERS: I, I've seen some of them. He ought to bi in jail in my opinion.
ROGERS: Is it your view then that this is not a question of constitutional rights, or free spiech, or,
or a matter of servicemen being allowed to speak their views? *
RIVERS: No, I don't think so, I, I can't elaborate on that now, you know, there's something that's
very close to -- ah, you know you've got to distinguish between dissent and treason.

PRIEST, R.
NAVY HOLD (FS)

June 6, 1969

Rear Admiral Means Johnston, USN 
Chief of Legislative liaison 
Department of the Navy 
Washington, D. C. 20350

Dear Admiral Johnston:
Today I received a copy of a publication identified 

as having been prepared and published by "R. Priest, 
U. S. Navy. " The publication, which is enclosed 
herewith for your information, reflects a gross abuse 
of the constitutional right of free speech.

I would appreciate being advised as to whether or 
not the alleged author is a member of the U. S. Navy.

In the event it is established that "R. Priest" is a 
member of the U. S. Navy, it is requested that the 
Judge Advocate General of the Navy provide me with 
an opinion as to whether or not this activity by the 
individual identified as "R. Priest" constitutes a 
violation of Navy regulations and/or a violation of 
Title 18, United States Code.

Finally, I would appreciate being informed as to 
what action you contemplate taking in this instance.

Sincerely,

L, Mendel Rivers 
Chairman

Enclosure 
LMR:fsk 14

EDITOR'S NOTE: The letter from 
L. Mendel Rivers to Admiral Johnston 
is reproduced from a Xerox copy of 
a carbon copy. The original was on 
House Armed Services Committee 
stationary and was signed by Rivers,

AD RATES
1/8 page............................... $10
1/4 page............................... $20
1/2 page............................... $40
full page...............................$75

Circulation and distribution .......... 10, 000

DISCLAIMER
The opinions contained in this publication are 
the private ones of the authors and are not to 
be construed as official or reflecting the views 
of the Department of Defense, Navy Department 
or the U. S. Government. Neither should the 
lies spread by the Department of Defense, Navy 
Department, U. S. Government or any of its 
agents to be construed as reflecting the views 
of the authors of this publication.



OFFICIAL 
COURT- 

MARTIAL 
SOUVENIRS

PROCEEDS GO TO 

THE ROGER PRIEST

DEFENSE COMMITTEE

6j38_-4l26__ 
The Roger Priest Defense Committee, Room 200, 1029 Vermont Avenue NW, Washington, D. C. 20005

Quantity
."Seditious Literature" - The first three issues of OM, contains juicy "Disloyal Statements" @ $1.00 for the three.
-L. Mendel Rivers Effigy Doll @ $19.95 each.
-Effigy Stick Pins (in red, white and blue) @ 50 per pack
_U. S. Constitution Poster 31" X 38" ("Void For Servicemen" stenciled across front) @ $1. 00 each.-Official "OM" sailor hat @ $1. 00 each.
-Naval Intelligence (ONI) approved garbage from Priest's own trash cans. (Write Special Agent Robert V. Howard, Jr., 6100 30th N. Arlington, Arlington, Va. or call 532-2771 for bulk rates).-Official "FTN" Pennant @ $1. 00 each.

Name (Please print) Number Street

City State Zip Code



[ GENERAL 
£OURT MARTIAL

DON'T LET

THE PENTAGON

COURT-MARTIAL

THE FIRST AMENDMENT

JOIN THE ROGER PRIEST DEFENSE COMMITTEE

p^_______________________________________QrcaIlj_(2_02)_638 :4126__ 

The Roger Priest Defense Committee, Room 200, 1029 Vermont Avenue NW, Washington, D. C. 20005

——I want to SAVE THE PRIEST. Add my name to the Roger Priest Defense Committee.

——I will tell my Senators and Congressmen to STOP THE TRIAL and I will tell Sec. of the Navy John 

Chafee, too by writing the Pentagon (4E686), in Washington, or by telephoning (202) 695-3131.

——I want to help organize support for Roger in my area. Tell me how I can help.

——Enclosed is a contribution of $——to help pay defense costs and to provide publicity for Roger's 

case. Make checks payable to the Roger Priest Defense Committee.
——Please send.me__copies of Roger's "SOUVENIR COURT-MARTIAL EDITION OF "OM"

(Suggested donation: 500 per copy)
__Please send me__buttons saying "SAVE THE PRIEST" and/or /c «. , , ... oc , , x 

__buttons saying "AND THE OM GOES ON" (Suggested donation: 250 each)

Name (Please print) Number Street

City State Zip Code
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