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PROLOGUE

Come on Down!

Have Fun in the Sun!

Convention Capital!

In 1972, Miami Beach became the first city in 20 years (in fact,
the only city besides Chicago) to host both the Democratic and Republican
National Conventidns. For Miami Beach this meant twb additional tenants
for the more than 300,000 square feet of buildings and the 'seven acres of
land that make up the Miami Beach Convention Hall Complex. In terms of
people it meant approximately 8,000 convention delegates, officials, and
their families to help fill over 29,000 rooms in more than 360 hotels and
to frequent its shopping malls, restaurants, and night clubs. These were
accomfanied by an érmy of over 7,000 convention followers known as the "media."

The presence of the two Conventions also provided Miami Beach with
the opportunity to host a variety of visiting dissidents - collectively
called '"non-delegates." In turn, the presence of the non-delegates
encouraged the arrival in Miami Beach of numerous individuals and groups
who came either to protect Miami Beach and the Conventions from the non-
delegates and/or to protect the non-delegates from Miami Beach and the

Conventions.



CHAPTER 1
Background on Miami Beach: What is a Miami Beach?

Miami Beach and How it Grew

In its primeval state, Miami Beach was a long narrow sand bar
barely rising above the waters of Biscayne Bay and the Atlantic Ocean which
almost surrounded it. As late as 1896, Ocean Beach -- as it was then
called -- was merely a strip of crocodile-infested mangrove swampland
separating mainlandeiami from vast stretches of the blue Atlantic. There
still are people who believe that it should have remained in this condition.

In retrospect, however, it appears that the Ocean Beach of swampland
and saltwater crocodiles was destined by the Gods and nature to become the
Miami Beach of lavish hotels and glittering nightclubs with over 3,000,000
tourists per year swelling its predominately retired residént population.
The first step toward this transformation came in 1882 when Henry B. Lum
(an ex-teacher, farmer, goldminer,and baker) initiated efforts to grow
coconuts on Ocean Beach. Lum was soon joined by other entrepreneurs who
together made an abortive attempt to turn the entire sandbar into a giant
coconut plantation. Most of the coconuts failed to germinate. Those
that did were quickly added to the diet of the natives -- deer, rabbits,
and numerous small mammals -- or were crowded out by the indigenous
mangroves. By 1890 the dreams of coconut plantations had died with the

trees.
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March 15, 1974

(Copy of letter to participants)

Enclosed please find a pre-publication copy of our study
of governmental response to the potential for protest and/or violence
during the 1972 political conventions in Miami Beach.

It has taken us a long time to complete the study and the
final product is much longer than we originally expected it to be.
We feel, however, that both the time and length are justified by
the finished product. As you can see from the report itself we
have not merely written a history of the conventions but have also
provided conceptualizations that place the conventions in perspective
and help account for the development and final outcome of events in

Miami Beach.

We believe that this could be an important book in the area
of social conflict. First, it deals with a success in that large-
scale violence was avoided, Secondly, it deals with a success in
that civil authorities generally fulfilled their dual responsibilities
of preserving the public peace while protecting the rights of
political dissidents. We need hardly point out that such successes
are séldom given the recognition they deserve.

) Third, because of the cooperation we have received from most
participants (both establishment and non-establishment) we have
been able to utilize the Rashomon effect of presenting many perspectives
rather than creating "truth'". Finally, we believe our study represents
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Associate Director

National Center for Dispute
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Dear Pgul:

Here is a preliminary copy of the Miami Report which
Ralph Lewis and I have virtually finished. I am also
enclosing copies of the letters we sent participants.
We are now looking for a publisher and hope to have

the final version publicly available during the summer,
We would appreciate any comments you might have.

Best regards,
ArA

erome R. Corsi, Ph.D.
Politics and Philosophy

FRANCONIA COLLEGE FRANCONIA, NEW HAMPSHIRE 03580
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Six years later, the fate of the sandbar was sealed when John
Stiles Collins (the man for whom the present gold coast main street is
named) came to.Ocean Beach. Collins, a retired farmer and businessman from
New Jersey, had been an investor in the ill-fated coconut plantation. At
the time of his arrival, Collins-was already 59 years old. Despite his
age, Collins épent the next 32 years helping to transform Ocean Beach into
Miami Beach. EThfoﬁghout his involvement with the commercial deQelopment
of the Beach,:Collins remained a farmer at heart. His primary interest
continued to be the farm that he established along the western bank of
the Beach's Iﬁdiah Creek.

When Collins established this farm at the turn ofhthe,century,
activities on fhe Beach were still extremely limited because of the Beach's
separation from mainland Miami by several miles of Biscayne Bay. Collins
had to ship ail farm supplies and produce over ten miles of water at great
expense both in tefﬁs of time and money. Even the sun-lovers who wanted
to swim in the Atlantic surf had to be ferried across Biscayne Bay to what
is now the South Beach. This situation was remedied in 1913 when John
Collins built the first bridge between the mainland and the Beach. The
bridge was a 2 1/4 mile-long wooden structure which had to be replaced in
less than a decade by what is now the Venetian Causeway. Neveriheless, the
transformation of the Beach had begun in earnest.

In 1915, Ocean Beach disappeared forever when the'City of Miami
Beach was officially incorporated. Presiding over its birth was a resident

population of 300 of which 33 were registered voters. This was only somewhat -



smaller than the city of Miami across the Bay which had been incorporated
in 1896 with a population of 260 but which had grown into a metropolis of
5,471 residents by 1910.

Now that it was connected with the mainland, the Beach itself
began to grbw. The man most responsible for this growth was Carl Fisher.
When hg first came to the Miami area in 1910, Fisher was already a self-
made millionaire whose career included bicycle and auto racing, ballooning,
and the building of the Indianapolis Motor Speedway. Over the next 20
years, Fisher added to this list by becoming the primary force behind the
building of the coast-to-cdast Lincoln Highway, its north-south equivalent
the Dixie Highway, and the prime developer of Miami Beach. For those who
care, Fisher's only major failure came at the end of his career when he
tried during the Depression to duplicate his Miami Beach success in the
Long Island area of New York. 1In 1939, he died in relative obscurity in
the very city he helped create.

Fisher's first involvement with the Beach came in 1912 when he
loaned John Collins $50,000 to complete his bridge. Before he was finished,
Carl Fisher had dredged six million cubic feet of sand out of Biscayne Bay
to create much of the very land that is now Miami Beach. He also initiated
a craze for man-made islands when he raised Star Island out of the very
bottom of Biscayne Bay. Between 1912 and 1930, Fisher together with other
land developers invested millions in the cemstruction of opulant hotels
such as the Flamihgo, the Nautilus, anduthe Roney Plaza. Miami Beach
became a winter retreat for the noveau-riche of the automobile industry
and their friends. Fisher did much to determine the futufe lifestyle of

the Beach. To promote his many investments, Fisher built polo fields and



boat marinas, staged yacht races, invented the bathing beauty, sponsored
boxing matches in Flamingo Park, and even employed an elephant as a caddy
for President Warren G. Harding.

Across the Bay, similar developments were taking place. By 1930,
Biscayne Boulevard offered the comforts of such luxurious hotels as the
Columbus, the Everglades, the McAllister, the Royal Palm, and the Watson.
Miami itself had a resident population of 110,637. Faqually significant
for the future was the growth in the number of officially incorporated
surrounding municipalities. The first incorporated area in Dade County was
the City of Miami in 1896.. This was followed by Homestead in 1913 and by
Florida City in 1914. These were followed by Miami Beach (1915), Coral
Gables (1925), Opa-locka (1926), Miami Springs (1926), and North Miami (1927).
Between 1930 and 1950, eighteen more areas were incorporated, bringing the
total number of independent municipalities to twenty-six. As late as 1950,
however, only five of these cities had resident populations of more than
6,000, In fact, as late as 1970, sixteen of these municipalities still had

less than 10,000 residents.

Tourists and Conventions

Whatever their reasons, people came to Miami Beach both as
tourists and as residents. Despite a major hurricane in 1926 and the burst
of the land boom in 1927, Miami Beach grew. By 1930 the City had a resident

population of 6,494,



Not even the Depression could halt the growth of Miami;éeachn
By 1940 it had attracted a resident population of 28,012, ;Thore than
fourfold increase over its 1930 population. It was alﬁb{Auriﬂg the
Depression decade that Jews began to move into Miami Beach in large numbers,
particularly in the area south of what is now 14th Street. For those who
don't remember, this was the same era when most resort areas worked
overtime to preserve their Gentile purity as well as to exclude non-whites.
Similar efforts were made on Miami Beach but for a variety'of reasons
they either failed or broke down sooner. In any case, by‘1940 Miami Beach
had a re;ident population of somewhere between 4,000 and 5,000 Jews.

Equally important as the population growth was the increase in the’
tourist trade. By 1940 the Beach was blessed each winter with an influx of
over 75,000 visitors who were accommodated in more than 230 resort hotels.
But the Beach was already beginning to move beyond merely being a winter
resort for tourists. In 1941, the City established a special bureau to
seek convention business and Miami Beach took the first step toward becoming
"Convention Capital." |

All serious progress in this direction was delayed, however, by
World War 1I. During the next four years, 1041-1945, most of the tourists
stayed home and the Beach's 230 hotels were converted into hospitals,
barricks, and classrooms primarily for the Army Air Corps. It is doubtful

that in the entire history of warfare any military force was equally blessed

with such luxurious surroundings.
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But the War came tc an end and the Beach returned to its peacetime
activities. First to emerge were the glamorous hotels that now dominate
the Miami Beach skyline and almost totally obscure the ocean front. These
places include the Diplomat, Sherry Frontenac, Sa%ony, Dilido, Doral,
Carillon, Eden Rock, Deuville, Americana, and the grand-daddy of them all
the Fontainebleau. By 1970, the Beach had‘over 360 hotels and 30,000
rooms waiting for people to come down and have fun. in the sun. In 1970,
3,000,000 tourists visited Miami Beach and added an estimated $825,000,000
to its economy.

Immediately after the War, Miami Beach also renewed its efforts to
attract convention business., To begin with, a 3,600-seat auditorium was
built to facilitate convention activities. By 1958, this facility was
grossly inadequate and a new 16,000-seat convention hall was constructed.
Five years later, Hank Meyer -- the Beach's public relations guardian --
helped bring the Jackie Gleason TV show to Miami Beach and even more
facilities and equipment were added to the municipal auditorium. TIn 1968,
Miami Beach hosted the Republican National Convention which nominated
Richard Milhous Nixon and witnessed the "Poor People's' mule team being
escorted into the Convention Hall by Miami Beach Police Chief Rocky Pomerance.

Immediately after the Republican Convention, the facilities were
expanded again. By 1972, Convention Hall Complex covered over 7 acres and
had seating capacity for over 37,000 conventioneers in its three main
buildings. By the early '70's, this complex was attracting approximately

600 conventions and about 300,000 conventioneers to Miami Beach each year.



CHAPTER 2

The 1960's: A Heritage of Violence

The General Climate

The'political atmospﬁere for thé summer of '72 in Miami Beach was
largely set by the social unrest, political turmoil, and domestic violence
of the 1960's. This immediate history of the '60's helped determine everyone's
hopes and fears regarding protest during the forthcoming Conventions.

Social unrest and domestic violence were certainly not new
creations in the '60's. In fact, both are well-established traditions in
a history that includes at least nine wars, numerous outbreaks of collective
violence (riots), and the consistent use of physical violence aé a means
of intimidating social competitors and political opponents.. (Graham and
Gurr, 1969) Most Americans suffer from historical amnesia, however, and
the decade of the '50's had helped to create an appearance of relative
social stability and calm.* This impression was shattered by a.variety of

events in the '60's.

*The pervasiveness of this image was aided by the fact that acts
of violence which did occur tended to be ignored by most Americans, perhaps
because they were committed by members of the "establishment' or at least
by supporters of the status quo (e.g., the anti-desegregation riots in

Little Rock and Clinton, Tennessee).
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During the early '60s, anti-civil rights disorders erupted in
numerous Sbuphern cities including: Portsmouth, Va. (1960); Jacksonville,
Fla. (1960); Biloxi, Miss. (1960); Anniston, Ala. (1961); Birmingham, Ala.
(1961); McComb, Miss. (1961); and Oxford, Miss. (1962); The Oxford Riot
resulted from the enrollment of James Meredith as a student at the
University of Mississippi and at least two persons had been killed before
it was quelled by Federal troops. In 1963, serious race-related disorders
took place in at least five cities: Birmingham, Ala.; Cambridge, Md.;
Chicago, I1l.; Philadelphia, Pa.; and Savannah, Ga. (Kerner Commission
Report, 1968)

In 1964, the total number of race-related disorders recorded
jumped to 21, including major riots in Philadelphié,,Pa.; Rochester, N.Y.;
and Harlem, N.Y. (Jones, 1972, p.273) In 1965, Jones recorded 14~urban
disorders including the Watts Riot in Los Angeles in which 34 -people were
killed. The figures for 1966 jumped to 48 including major events in
Cleveland, Chicago, and San Francisco. (Jones, 1972, p.275) For the
remainder of the decade the number of race-related recorded disorders™
" jumped even higher -- 1967 = 257; 1968 = 721; 1969 = 832. Even if only

the most serious types of disorders are considered, their number was

* The reader should note that these are figures for all race-
related civil disorders including those initiated by whites against
blacks or where civil authorities appear to have been the primary

initiators of violent actions.
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significantly higher than during previous years -- 1967 = 144; 1968 = 267;
and for 1969 = . (Lemberg Report #1) As late as the first two yeérs of
this decade the total number of reported disorders still remained
dangerously high -- 571 and 240 for 1970 and 1971 respectively. (Lemberg
Report #2) Beginning in the mid-1960's these events changed iﬁ character
from events involving attacks by whites on black individuals or their
property to violent attacks by blacks on propefty in black areas to contests
between blacks and law enforcement officials in the heart of urban ghettos.
Civil rights were not the only issues, however, and central city
ghettos were not the only sites of unrest. Demonstrations and violent
confrontations in non-ghetto settings usually involved students as their
primary participants and eventually spread to the "iQy covered towers' of
the colleges and universities themselves. During the early years of the
'60's, student activities were characterized by>peacefu1 demonstrations
and civil disobedience directed at targets outside of the university. This
was the period of the lunch counter sit-ins which étartedbin Greensboro,
North Carolina, and the demonstrationsragainst nuéle;r armaments by groups
such as the Student Committee for a Sane Nucleér Poiicy and the Student
Peace Union. ‘When violenée did occur, it was uSuall& genérated.by civil
authorities such as the behavior of the San\Frahciséo police dufing
demonstrations against the House Un-American Acfivities Cormittee in May of
1960 -- a behavior also recorded at numerous eventsvthroughout the South.
(Stark, 1972) By 1964-65, students from a majofityvéf four-year educational

institutions participated in some form of protest activity éuring the

school year. (Peterson, 1968)
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In 1964, however, the pattern of studenf protest activities began
to change as students started to relate their social and political concerns
to the character of the university community itself. The most dramatic
example of the shift was the emergence of the Free Speech Movement at
Berkeley which focused on an effort to recruit membersvof the university
community for off-campus civil rights activities and resulted in violent
clashes between students and the police.

But Berkeiey was only the beginning. Before the decadewwas,over,
violent confrontations between students and police had erupted étumany
schools including: Fisk and Tennessee A § I (Nashville, Teﬁng); Texas
Southern (Houston, Texas); Jackson State College (Jackson,éMissg); Howard
University (Washington, D. C ); South Carol1na State College (Orangeburg,
S.C.); Columbla University (New York, New York) Harvard Unlver51ty |
(Cambridge, Mass.); University of Wisconsin (Madlson, Wisconsin); and
étanford University‘(Stanford, Cal.). One policeman was killed during
the incidents at Texas Southern and students wére killed at Jackson State
(1) and South Carolina State (3). Even as récently as 1970-71, it is
éstimated that "over 1,000 (43'percent) of the 2,362 colleges and
universities in the United States were the sﬁene of some kind of campus
unrest." (Bayer and Astin, 1971, p. 302) | |
| Protests-and violeht confrontations continued into the '70's. The
greatest concentration of these events was associated with-the 1970 attack
of enemy sanctuaries in Cambodia by United States and South Vietnamese

forces. President Nixon announced the Cambodia invasion on April 30 and
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student response was almost instantaneous. By May 10, 448 schools had
either closed down or were participating in some sort of protest activities.
By the end of May, over 800 different schools had participated in these
events including Kent State where four people were killed in a. confrontation
with the Ohio National Guard, and Jackson State College where two students
were killed in an encounter with local and state police.

The '60's were also characterized by an apparent increase in
politically-related violence either random or terroristic in character. By
the end of the decade three national political figures had been assassinated:
John F, Kennedy, Martin Luther King, Jr., and Robert F. Kennedy. Two
lesser figures, Malcolm X of the Black Muslims and George Lincoln Rockwell
of the American Nazi Party (NSWPP) also died at the hands of.assassins.

Even as late as May, 1972, Governor George Wallace, a candidate for the
Democratic Party's Presidential nomination, was almost killed by an
assassin.

Politically-related deaths were not limited to national figures,
however. In the South, numerous individuals were killed by those
who would 1alt the civil rights movement. Those killed included: Medger
Evers (1963); Schwerner, Goodman, and Chaney (1964); Col. Lemuel Penn (1964);
and Viola Liuzzo (1965). Other deaths that can be related to political
activities have resulted from shootouts between law enforcement officials
and members of militant black organizations such as the Black Panther

Party and the Republic of New Africa.



Moreover, at least some portion of the recent increases in nﬁn:
accidental police fatalities -- up almost 400 percent betweén 1960 and
1970 -- can be attributed to politically-motivated attacks.  For example,
"Ambush Attacks' resulted in the deaths of 18 police officers between
July 1970 and June 1971. (IACP, Report #1)

Other individuals have died as the result of terrvorist bombing
activities. Those killed included four black children in the bombing of
a Birmingham church, a janitor in the Faculty Club of the University of
California at Santa Barbara, and a post-doctoral researcher in the Army
Mathematics Center at the University of Wisconsin., Records.collected by
the United States Government indicate that as many as 40 people died because
of bombings between January 1969 and April 1970 (McClellan #24, p. 5341);
for the period of July 1970 through June 1971, the International Association
of Chiefs of Police National Bomb Data Center recorded 17 deaths due to
bombing activities. (IACP, Report #2)

Figures on fatalities, however, only represent a small fragment
of the terrorist bombing activities that took place during the '60's,
Unfortunately; we do not have statistical records for most of the decade
but the availéble figures indicate the existence of a seriéus problem,

. For the 16-month period between January 1969 and April 1970, the U. S.
Department of the Treasury recorded 4,330 actual and 1,475 attempted |
bombings. (McClelland #24, p. 5341) More conservative figurQS'Fér the
same period were recorded by Senator McClellan's investigation of riots

and civil disorders, but even his committee identified 1,052 bombings and



136 attempts.: (McClelland, #25, p, 5757} During the following year (July -
1970 - June 1971) the National Bomb Data Center identified 1,858 bombing
incidents. (IACP, Report #2)

The 1960's also witnessed the utilization of terrorist activities
by organizations or groups with overt political orientations. From the
political right, the Minutemen emerged as an anti-communist underground
army which moﬁnted terrorist attacks on the political leffn When the
Minutemen disappeared early in 1971, their place was soon.taken by the
Secret Army Organization (SAO). Unfortunately, we do not.have any detailed
statistics on the character and incidence of right-wing terrorist activities.
It is our impression, however, that the number of such evehts.ﬁay have been
fairly large, but that many of them have been ignored because they have
merely been recorded as attacks on private citizens or their property.*

Terrorist activities were also utilized by groups and individuals
associated with the political left. The best known of these groups is the
Weatherman faction of Students for a Democratic Seeiety (SDS) which claims
credit (or is biamed) for a series of bombing attacks on "estabiishment"
property during the early '70's. Despite their press coverage, however,
left-wing terrorist activities clearly preceded the emergencé bf the
Weathermen. In January 1971, Scanlans magazine estimated that there were

at least 1,391 guerrilla acts of sabotage and terrorism in the U. S. between

*Individuals interested in the occurrence of right-wing terrorist
activities should read "Chronology of Terror in San Diego," Counter-Spy,

Vol, 1, No. 1.
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1965 and 1971. (Scanlans, Vol. 1, No. 8, p. 12) For the period 1969 -
1970, Scanlans recorded 1,049 such events. While Scanlans' figures may have
been high, even the Department of the Treasury attributed at least 673
bombings (actual attempts or threats) to white extremists between January
1969 and April 1970. (McClelland #24, pp. 5340-5341)

One final characteristic of the turbulent '60's that must be
emphasized is the ability of protest situations to attract large numbers
of participants: .for example, events such as the March on Washington
(Washington, D.C., 1963), Detroit Civil Rights Protest. (Detroit, 1963},
Spring Mobilization Against the War (New York City, 1967), Resurrection
City (Washington, D.C., 1968), and May Day 1970 (Washington, D. C., 1970)
all involvec at ieast 100,000 participants. Throughout the decade numerous
cities had demonstrations that attracted between 10,000 and'100,000
participants. Although the overwhelming majority of these events were
non-violent in character, the mere number of participants often created
problems for civil authorities and commonly generated fears about the

possible eruption of violence.

The '68 Conventions

If the backdrop for the summer of '72 was provided By the general
social unrest'and political turmoil of the '60's, then soﬁé of the most
striking scenes wefé provided by the 1968 political conventions.

In 1968, the Republican National Convention was held in Miami

Beach and was faced with many of the same law enforcement problems that



came to cha&ﬁéterize thé '72 Conventions., By any traditions. 1. o
govermnmental résponse to problems on the PBeach was a complofe sooo
fact, the Miami Task Force of the Presidential Commission on the Ceruses .
Prevention of Violence was most'explicit in its positive evaluation of th.
law enforcement effort on the Beach., Before and during the Convenci o
itself, there was constant communication between police and organicatvi:
interested in demonstrating at the Convention. These groups made rnimerous
demands upon the police force, and many demands were accommodated. hen
demands were rejected, the police tried to offer acceptable alternaiives.
If the police felt there were security problems in demonstrators going up
one street, for instance, they suggested another street which mighe
similarly serve the purposes of the demonstrators. Tampa garbagemen, Cuban
refugees, the elderly, several black groups, along with supporters of each
candidate were permitted access to desirable locations in order to demonstrate.
Demonstrators did not always get the places and the times desired, but they
were not given times and places that were unacceptabie. By such practices,
the law enforcement officials did not place candidates or pressure groups
in a position of direct confrontation and disagreement with the police and
permitted most demonstrators to feel that they had had an oppertunity to
let off steam and support their candidates or cause in a reasonable manner.
(Miami Report, 1968, p. 5)

The further one got from Miami Beach, however, the worse things
became, During the closing days of the Republican Convention, there was a

riot(s) across Biscayne Bay in the black zhstto of Miami (Liberty City).




The disorder first erupted just as Richard M. Nixon hepan his sween to the
presidential nomination and it did not end until well after he had
delivered his acceptance speech to the final session of the Conventiosn.
Before the disorder was over, riot statistics indicated the deplovment of
over 1,000 National Guardsmen, at least $250,000 in property damage, 450
arrests, and three deaths (all blacks).

There is general agreement that the Liberty City riet was not
directly related to the Repubhlican Convention across the Bay -- i.e., the
riot was neither caused by nor directed against the Convention. On the
other hand, the Republican Convention was not totally without effect upon
the development of events in Liberty City. The Presidential Commission's
Miami Task Force identified at least six connectiors between the disturbances
and the Convention. Two of these probably heightened tensions in the hlack
community and increased hostility toward the white establishment. First,
some black leaders resented what thev felt to be totally inadequate black
representation among the delegations to the Republican Convention., Second,
local black leaders also resented the efforts hv some povernment officials to
attract the Democratic Convention from Chicago to Miami by emphasizing the
contentment and passivity of local blacks.

The other connections between the Republican Convention and the
Liberty City disorder identified by the Task Force were:

1. the City of Miami Police and the Dade Countv Public Safety

Department had available smaller resources of personnel and
supplies than normally because of assistance they were giving

to the Miami Beach Police;
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2. there was in Dade County a much greater concentration of news
media of all kinds than normally and a much greater possibility
of national publicity;
3. there was in Dade County a large concentration of city, county,
and state political officials who could easily get to the area
of the disturbances, in the hope of helping to quell them or
to secure national coverage for themselves, or for both reasons;
4., there was at Miami Beach a concentration of national black
leaders who played no part in originating the disturbances but
whose presence may have caused local black activists to be more
aggressive than usual in the hope that they would attract the
attention of these national black leaders. (Miami Report, p. 6)
Three weeks after the Republican Convention and almost 1,400 miles
away, the Democratic Convention was called to order in Chicago. Before
the Democrats could nominate Hubert H. Humphrey for President and go home,
the city was subjected to several days of violent confrontations between
police and demonstrators, violence which even involved media representatives
and by-standers. Official records indicate that these clashes resulted
in 192 reported injuries to policemen, over 1,000 injuries‘to civilians,
and 668 arrests, |

Unlike Miami Beach, however, serious questions were raised

concerning the behavior of civil authorities during these events:
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During the week of the Democratic National Convention, the
Chicago police were the targets of mounting provocation by both
word and act. It took the form of obscene epithets, and of
rocks, sticks, bathroom tiles and even human feces hurled at
police by demonstrators. Some of these acts had been planned;
others were spontaneous and were themselves provoked by police
action. Furthermore, the police had been put on edge by widely
publlshed threats of attempts to disrupt both the c1ty and the
Convention.

That was the nature of the provocation. The nature of the
response was unrestrained and indiseriminate police violence on
many occasions, particularly at night.

That violence was made all the more shocking by the fact that
it was often inflicted upon persons who had broken no law,
disobeyed no order, made no threat. These included peaceful
demonstrators, onlookers, and large numbers of residents who
were simply passing through, or happened to live in, the areas
where confrontations were occurring.

Newsmen and photographers were singled out for assault, and
their equipment deliberately damaged. Fundamental police
training was ignored; and officers, when on the scene, were often
unable to control their men. As one police officer put it:
"What happened didn't have anything to do with police work."
(walker, 1968, p. 1)

These conditions, both the general climate and the immediate
history of convention-related violence, had to be considered by everyone

(Republican, Democrat, politician, law enforcement officials, average

citizens, and political dissidents) as they planned for the 1972 Conventions.



CHAPTER 3

How the Conventions Came to Miami Beach:

"] Can't Believe We're Going to Get the Whole Thing" (Governor Reuben Askew)

It is not at all clear what were the first events which ultimately
led to holding the 1972 political Conventions in Miami Beach. In all
likelihood, some people began to consider this possibility during the Fall
of 1968 when they compared the peaceful atmosphere of the Republican
Convention in Miami Beach with the riotous environment of the Democratic
Convention in‘Chicagoo Certainly, after the defeat of Senator Humphrey,
many Democfats must have given serious thought to the possible advantages
of Miami Beach as the site of the 1972 Democratic Convention. |

We do know, however, that as early as the summer of 1970, Miami
Beach officials under the leadership of Mayor Dermer had begun to express
an active interest in becoming the hoét city for both the 1972 Democratic
and Republican Conventions. Among other indications of this interest was
$5,000 offered for the holding of a Democratic gala and a similar offer to
the Republican party. On September 29, 1970, City Manager Clifford O'Key
requested the City Council's guidance by suggesting that the Council
reiterate or disavow its interest in attracting the Conventions to Miami
Beach. By a vote of 4 to 0 the Council urged City Manager O'Key to expiore

to the fullest the possibility of becoming the host city.*

*Favoring the motion -- Mayor Dermer, Councilmen Goodman and Greene,
and Vice Mayor Weinstein; Abstaining -- Councilmen Ciment, Magnes and Powell.
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Five months later on February 17, 1971, events had progressed to
the point that the Miami Beach City Council seriously discussed what the
City was willing to provide to the Conventions in terms of fun<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>