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" HRO46 WA CODE

7:20P# HITEL 3-24-75 DEB

TO ALL SaCS - P 2
Z;ow DIRECTOR o '
Sen ‘SalubI COHAITTEE O INTNL IGENCE pOTIVITIES

| SEONNQR FRANK CHURCH, CHAIRENY OF THE SWNA E SELECT =, ©

COMMITTEE TO STyUDY GOV#RNMENTAL'OPEE IO&S UITH WESPECT IO

THTELLIGENCE H&11v1T1134HAQ TADE A¥ IAIIIAL KEQU“ST FOR INFORMATION
FROU THE FBI. AVONG THE ITEMS FkQU?S?‘D IS s BREAKDOWN OF
FIZLD AGvni PERSONNEL ﬂSbIGUEJ IO lﬂTERNAL SECuﬁILY AND
ouuTthiuTEL‘lr NCE MATTERS. . 'ﬂ

ACCORD INGLY, WITHIN FOUR EIGHT H?Uﬂb EACH S&C SHOULD SyT BL
T6 FBIHQ, ATTENTION? BUDGET AllD gbcouhrrﬁ E TION‘ SETTING FORTH,

' N o
5 PA?ATE'Y THE QUMBEn OF bACa, ASACb ]bUPuRVIbOPO AND AGERTS ASSIGNED

To IﬂT“hNQL SE"UPITY AND LOUNTERIWTnLﬁIGENCE ﬁ"‘*.ﬁ‘,TTELH‘”S'.' PERCENTAGES

OF AH AGENTS TIME, WHhN NOT ASSIGNED FULL=TTHE TO,THESE sCTIVITIES,
"SHOULD BE USED IP pPPFOPQIATE PgRTICLLAhLY I THﬁ SUPERVISORY-
CATEGORIES., THIS IwﬁDRMALIOW SHOULD &L BROY Eﬁ DO SEPARATELY 4
BETQEEE I I'di"~i URITY AND COUNTERINIELLIGE&CE, YOUR FESPUN £ SHOYLD

BE LIMITEU “TQ A-_G'Eefn‘ RSO NHEL owWLY. o s “ 645~/
qu ' | _ o 1 i ‘ :H_- ' 0 4.2 5
gse et BY CLR adD .TKS e T ﬁl pb::‘_:c/db'-’
oY o .- | \ ebﬁq%u“»<~ﬁ“:‘fl;m?ww
. e MAR 241975
/ 3
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Bulky Exhibit - lnventory of Prope:? Acquired as Evidence

FD-192 (Rev. 19-6-65) ;
) @ — ‘2/31/7-5

Title and Chazacter of Case

SENSTUDY
Daie Property Acquired Source From Which Property Acquized
12/31/75 . Bureau
Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit I Reason for Retentrion of Property and Efforts Made to Dispose of Same

Bulky Exhibit Room ‘

Description of Property or Exhibit and Identity of Agent Submitting Same

One copy of transcript of questions which were asked Director
. KELLEY during his appearance before the Senate .Select Committee
on Intelligence Activities, 12/10/75.

\
. ;zéb’”gﬁ/w/

Submitted by SAC RICHARD D. ROGGE/dbl

SEMIANNUAL INVENTORY CERTIFICATION TG JUSTIFY RETENTION CF PROPERTY (Initial and Date)

2/st/27 v
5’7?//24(4 [y A
A/y/799ge~—

Fiald File s 62-2665 /37

T SEARCHED TNDEXED
SERIALIZED .cmuees FILED s e

DEC31 1975

FBI-BUrTALD
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NRg74 VA CODE
19:12PH NITEL 5;2-75 MSE
TO ALL SACS
FROM DIRECTOR (62-118395)
Pi %fONAL ATTENTION
SENSTUDY 13
\LAPTIONLD MATTErR PERTAINS TO BUREAU'S HANDLING OF REQUESTS
FRUM SEVATE AND HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEES TO STUDY GOV&RNMENTAL
OPERATIONS WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTLVITIES. IN CONNEC~-
TION WITH WORK OF THESE COMMITTEES, STAFF WMEMBERS [MAY SEEK
T0 INTERVIEW CURRENT AND FORWER FBI EMPLOYEES. .
RECENTLY, THE SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC) STAFF HAS
INTERVIEWED SEVERAL FORMER EWPLOYEES ARND IT(IS ANTICIPATED
THAT MANY MORE.SUCH PERSONNEL WILL BE CONTACTED.
THE FB1 HAS PLEDGED FULL COOPERATION WITH THE COWITTEE
AND WE WISH TO ASSIST AND FACILITATE ANY INVESTIGATIONS UNDER-
TAKEN BY THE COMMITTEE WITH RESPECT TO THE FBI. HOWEVER, WE
DO HAVE AN OBLIGATION TO INSURE THAT SENSITLVE SOURCES AND
METHODS AND ONGOING SENSITIVE INVESTIGATIONS ARE FULLY

»
{-—""
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PAGE TwO

PROTECTED. SHOULD ANY FORMER EMPLOYEE CONTACT YOUR OFFICE AND
HAVE ANY QUESTION REGARDING HIS OBLIGATIUN NOT TO DIVULGE INFOR-
MATION OBTAINED BY VIRTUE OF HIS PAST FBI EMWPLOYMENT , HE SHOULD
BE INSTRUCTED TO CONTACT LEGAL COUNSEL, FBIHQ, BY COLLECT CALL.

YOUR CONVERSAEEONS WITH FORMER EMPLOYEES MUST BE IN KEEPING Wi;H
OUR PLEDGE. ;T IS BELIEVED SUCH A PﬁOCEDURE:WOULD INSURE PROPER
PROTECTION AWD ALSO FACILITATE'THE WORK OF TﬁE SSC.

THE ABOVE PROCEDURE ALSO APPLIES TO CURRENT EMPLOYEES

OF ‘YOUR OFFICE. ~ HOWEVER, CONTACT WITH THE LEGAL COUNSEL SHOULD

BE HANDLED THROUGH THE SAC.

" END
DMB FBI BUFFALO
ACK FOR TWO AND CLR
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FD-36 (Rev. 5-22-64)
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FBI :
Date: '
ate: 3/26/75 ;
Transmit the following in CODE]_) |
(Type in plaintext or code) :
i TELETYPE URGENT B
(Priority) i
________________________________________________ -
TO: DIRECTOR, FBI
FROM: SAC, BUFFALO .
ACCovw TIVG
ATTN: BUDGET AND 4A&GEBNL SECTION

ACTIVITIES

SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE

REBUTEL DATED MARCH 24, 1975.
BUFFALO DIVISION HAS TWO SUPERVISORS AND 2§ SPECIAL
AGENTS ASSIGNED TO INTERNAL SECURITY AND COUNTERINTELLIGENCE

MATTERS BUT NOT NECESSARILY ON A FULL TIME BASIS.
FOLLOWING IS A BREAKDOWN OF FIELD AGENT PERSONNEL
ASSIGNED TO THESE AREAS ON FULL TIME BASIS:

INTERNAL
SECURITY COUNTERINTELLIGENCE
SAC 0 0
ASAC 0 0
SUPERVISORS 0 0 :
st AL A
SPECIAL AGENTS 6 o &7 /5
FBJ; lmw
oo
' (@
Approved:
Special Agent in Charge GPO : 1870 O - 402-785

HW 54965 DocId:32939503 Page 6




FD-36 (Rev. 5-22-64) ‘ ‘

-_
FBI

Date:

Transmit the following in

(Type in plaintext or code)

) PSS R U

¥ie (Priority)
________________________________________________ Lo
BU
PAGE TWO
IN ADDITION TO ABOVE, COMPUTATION OF ESTIMATED PERCENTAGE
OF TIME SPENT BY OTHER AGENT PERSONNEL ASSIGNED THESE MATTERS
WOULD REPRESENT EQUIVALENT OF FOLLOWING NUMBER OF FULL TIME
PERSONNEL:
INTERNAL
SECURITY COUNTERINTELLIGENCE
SUPERVISORS 1 %
SPECIAL AGENTS 7% 5
GRAND TOTALS:
SUPERVISORS 1 %
SPECIAL AGENTS 13% 5
Approved: Sent M Per
Special Agent in Charge GPO : 1970 © - 402-795

W 54965 DocId:32%89503 Page 7




1
. OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 4
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA FPMR (4t CFR) 101-11.6

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum
TO : SAC (66~ ) DATE: 3/26/75
FROM : SUPV. FRANCIS B. JENKINS
SUBJECT: SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE

ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

ReBUtel to Director, 3/26/75.

Information in retel was arrived at on the following
basis:

As of 3/26/75, there are 1 Supervisor and 12 SAs
assigned to Squad #3, and 1 Supervisor and 10 SAs assigned to
Squad #4, which squads handle Internal Security and Counter-
intelligence matters. In addition, 5 Resident Agents and
1 Road Trip Agent also devote a portion of their time to both
of these matters.

Set forth below is the percentage of time spent on
Internal Security and Counterintelligence by Agents of the #3
and #4 Squads, as well as Resident Agents:

INTERNAL SECURITY - AGENTS
Name Bercent Total
AHART 100%
BAGDY 100%
KASH 100%
LASH 100%
MC GUIGAN 100%
THILL 100% = 6 SAs
KING 75%
COMFORT 5%
ANGLE 2% .
BUCHER 2% ¢ < - /A4
RISDON 2%
PUCKETT 5% = 1\SA (minus 9%)
FBJ:afe e Lo
(1) , SEARCHED RSD)
o CERIALIZED FILED
J{ O % 2 : ‘
\ .6(,, 5 FBI—BUFFALO
@f\%’w(jf% @ nesk > |
Buy U.S. Savings Bonds @alnrly onr the Payrollj Savings Plan /
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BU 66~

INTERNAL SECURITY - AGENTS (Cont.)

Name Percent Total
CAIN 509,
CORCORAN 50%, = 1 SA
THOMAS 50%
PEARSON 50% = 1 SA
SHAW 70%
TTAGNER 50%, = 1 sA (plus 20%)
CRAWFORD 95% = 1 SA (minus 5%)
JENSON 95% = 1 SA (mipnus 5%)
SIWULA 209, = 1 SA (minus 10%)
SUNDERLAND 50% = L sA

TOTAL 13% SAs

COUNTERINTELLIGENCE - AGENTS

HORAN 20%
SHAW 30%
WAGNER 50% = 1 SA
SMITH 95% = 1 SA (minus 5%)
SMALLDON 85%,
THOMAS 5%
ANGLE 7%
RUDY 5%
RISDON 2%
PUCKETT 2% = 1 SA (plus 1%)
CAIN 50%
CORCORAN 50% = 1 SA
PEARSON 50%
SUNDERLAND 50% = 1 SA

TOTAL 5 SAs

_2-
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BU 66~

INTERNAL SECURITY - SUPERVISORS

Name Percent Total
JENKINS 80%
UTZ 207, = 1 Supervisor

COUNTERINTELLIGENCE - SUPERVISORS

JENKINS 159
UTZ 20% = % Supervisor (minus 15%)

Based on the 2bove computations, the Bureau was
advised in retel that there are 1 Supervisor and 13% SAs assigned
full-time to Internal Security, and 3 Supervisor and 5 SAs
assigned to Counterintelligence.

The format utilized in preparation of retel was based
on information received in a telephone conversation by ASAC
JOHN F. SHANLEY with Section Chief L. CLYDE GROVER, Budget and
Accounting Section, Administrative Division, FBIHQ, on 3/25/75.

The above is for information.

 HW 54965 DocId:3258%503 Page 10




NRO3S ya CODE
4:10PW NITEL 5-20-75 PaAY
TO ALL sacCs
FROM DIRECTOR (62-116395)
E;RSONAL ATTENTION
SENSTUDY - 75.

REBUTEL MaY 2, 1975.

I CONNECTION yITH wWORK OF THE SENATE AlD
COMAITTEES, ITS REPR

ESENTATIVES

INFORMATION.

HOUSE SELECT

MAY CONTACT YOUR OFFICE FOR

IN ONE RECEWT INSTANCE, A REPRESENTATIVE OF THE SENATE

SELECT COWMITTEE TELEPHONICALLY INQUIRED AS TO
IN A PARTICULAR OFFICE DURING 1973.

IDENTITY OF SaC

IN HANDLING SUCH INQUIRIES INSURE ESTABLISHING BONA FIDES

oF REPRESENTATIVE BY SHOy OF CREDENTIALS ON PERSONAL CONTACT OR,

IF TELEPHONIC CONTACT, BY TELEPHONING BACK TO 'O M

ITTEE.

UNLESS INFORMATION IS OF A PUBLIC NATURE, AS I THE INSTANCE

CITED ABOVE, OBTAIN FBIHQ CLEARANCE PRIOR TO SyPPLYING -ANY

INFORMATION,

anna——

INFORMATION FURWJISHED.

FBIHQ MUST BE EXPEDITIOUSLY ADVISED OF ALL

1. SAC x@

END

L LLEY -2
TR . TRD "‘7/

SERIALIZED /2 FILE) S~—"

MAY 20 1975

ST Y

2. ASAC .
‘ 3. Sec. SupAr.
ot 4, Desk 4 ¢/) :
& 5. Dagk 5 ).
6. vesk <?7J |

W 34965 DocId:32%89503 Page 11




NR@33 ya CODE

5:09PM S/4/75 NITEL AJN
TO ALL SaCs

FRO#M DIRECTOR (62-116395)
PERSONAL ATTENTION
SENSTUDY 75

E REBUTEL MAY 2, 1975,
' PURPOSES OF IWSTANT TELETYPE ARE TO (1> REITERATE THAT
FBI HAS PLEDGED FULL COOPERATION WITH THE SENATE SELECT
COMMITTEE (SSC) plD wISHES TO ASSIST“AND'FACILITATE ANY
INVESTIGATIONS UNDERTAKEN BY ‘THE SSC wITH  RESPECT TO THE FBIj
AND (2> SET FORTH NEy PROCEDURE RELATING TO SSC STAFF
INTERVIEyS OF CURRENT AND FORMER FBI EMPLOYEES.

FOR INFOR&ATION OF THOSE 0FFIC§§ QHICH HAVE NOT PREVIOUSLY
HAD CURRENT OR FORMERJEMPLOYEES IN ITS TERRITOY INTERVIEYED :
BY THE SsC, THE B3UREAU FREQUENTLY LEARNS FROM THE SSC OR
OTHERyISE THAT FORMER EMPLOYEES ARE BEING CONSIDERED FOR
INTERVIEyW BY THE SSC STAFF, INSTRUCTIONS ARE ISSUED FOR THE
FIELD OFFICE TO CONTACT THE FORMER EMPLOYEE TO ALERT HIM AS TO
POSSIBLE INTERVIEy, RENiND HIM OF HIS CO&FIﬁENTIALITY AGREEMENT

wITH THE BUREAU SUGGEST THAT IF HE IS COVTACTED FOR
1. sie (B4~ C Mufebl :
2. ASAC of 4 0s )
3. Sec. Supvr. R '
4. Desk 4 4
5. Desk (P4 ac? { '
9 SHC

6. Desk 6 STt q,'b #

MW 54%65 DocId:32985503 age 12 CM)
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INTERVIEy, HE ¥AY CONTACT THE LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION BY
COLLECT CALL FOR FURTHER INFORMATION. 1IN THE USUAL CASE,

AS CIRCUMSTAHCES UNFOLD, THE FORMER EMPLOYEE IS TOLD(1)

THAT HE HAS p RIGHT TO LEGAL COUNSEL, BUT THAT THE BUREAU
CANNOT PROVIDE SAME; (2) THAT THE BUREAU HAS WAIVED THE
COMFIDENTIALITY AGREEMENT FOR THE INTERVIEy wITHIN SPECIFIED
PARAMETERS; AND (3) THAT THERE ARE FOUR PRIVILEGED AREAS IN
wyHICH HE IS 80T REQUIRED TO ANSYER QUESTION.. THESE AREAS
ARE RELATING TO INFORMATION WHICH MAY (A) IDENTIFY BUREAU
SOURCES; (B) REVEAL SENSITIVE METHODS/TECHHIQUES; (C) REVEAL
IDENTITIES OF THIRD AGENCIES, INCLUDING FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE
AGENCIES, OR INMFORMATION FROM SUCH AGENGCIES; AND (D) ADVERSELY
AFFECT ONGOING BUREAU INVESTIGATIONS.

HERETOFORE, BUREAU HAS OFFERED INTERVIEYEES CONSULTATION
PRIVILEGES wHEREBY A BUREAU SUPERVISOR OULD.BE AVAILABLE
NEARBY, ALTHOUGH NOT ACTUALLY AT INTERVIEY, SO INTERVIEYEE
MIGHT CONSULT wITH HIM SHOULD QUESTIONS ARISE AS TO PARAMETERS
OF INTERVIEy OR PRIVILEGED AREAS. THE CONSULTANT DID NOT ACT
AS A LEGAL ADVISOR.

EFFECTIVE IMMEDIATELY, BUREAU WILL MO LONGER PROVIDE

HW 54965 Docld:32%85503 Page 13
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PAGE THREE

Ot<THE-SCEXNE PERSONNEL FOR CONSULTATION PURPOSES TO ASSIST
EITHER CURRENT OF FORMER EMPLOYEES. PROSPECTIVE INTERVIEWYEES -
SHOULD BE TQLD THAT, IF TgEY DESIRE ASSISTANCE OF THIS NATURE
DURING AN INTERVIEM, THEY #AY CONTACT EITHER PERSONALLY (IF
INTERVIEY IS IN yaSHINGTON, D. C.) OR BY COLLECT CALL, THE
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR OF THE INTELLIGENCE DIVISION, MR. W. é.
WANNALL, OR, I& HIS ABSENCE, SECTION CHIEF W. O. CREGAR.

THIS CHANGE Iil PROCEDURE SHOULD WOT BE CONSTRUED AS
LESSENING THE ASSISTANCE WE ARE FURNISHING TO CURRENT AND
FORMER ENMPLOYEES. |
. FOR YOUR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION, I Aﬁ WORKING WITH THE
DEPARTMENT IN EXPLORING AVENUES TO ARRANGE LEGAL REPRESENTATION,

- WHEN NECESSARY, FOR CURRENT AND FORMER EMPLOYEES WyITHOUT
EXPENSE TO-THEM. YOU wILL BE KEPT ADVISED OF DEVELOPMENTS
IN THIS REGARD.

END ‘

RFP FBi 8U
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(Mount Clipping in Space Below)
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" Prevent Megal “Surveillance

Contmumg disclosures by the Senate

Select Committee on Intelligence drama- |

tize to the American people how exces-
sive and illegal certain CIA and FBI sur-

veillance practices became -during the’

fading Cold War years.

Apparently the systematic opening of
foreign mail to and from Americans by
the CIA, as well as the FBI's burglary
break-ins or “black bag jobs,” had been
stopped quite a while ago — as they
certainly should have been.

But with Americans now well alerted
to this threat to their own liberties, there
can be no excuse for avoiding effective
new restraints to -correct past mistakes
and prevent a recurrence, of these
abuses,. .. - .

Earlier this year the Rockefeller CIA

panel disclosed the 20-year program of
mail openings, which it branded as
“unlawful” and raising ‘constitutional
questions under the Fourth Amendment”
barring unreasonable search and sei-
zure. But a Senate committee has now
added such details as Sen. Church’s dis-
covery in his own CIA files of a copy of a
letter he had sent from Russia to his
mother-in:law in Idaho in 1971

More disturbing " is the disclosure
that the FBI between 1942 and 1968 con-
ducted 238 break-in burglaries against 14
unnamed “domestic security targets,”
not to mention uncounted others against

4. Desk 4
5. Besx 5
6. Desk 6

Page

cﬁ.-—nﬂ-——c

Clontveldatimstely

various other individuals and groups.
What this means is that the FBI, with-
out benefit of any court warrant as re-
quired under the Fourth Amendment,
broke into homes and offices and

_presumably rummaged through private

files, letters and other belongings. To put
it bluntly, the FBI in such cases, wheth- .
er with or without the support of higher
autority brazenly 1gn01ed the B111 of
Rights.

We realize, of course, ‘that attltudes
and conditions have changed..The break-
ins began in wartime, That they persist-
ed long afterwards, however, documents

- the inadequacies of legal restraints, and

the dangers of the irresponsible attitude
of ““go do it, but don’t tell me about it.”

More important than assessing blame
or hooting at ironies is the imperative of
preventing similar perils in the future.
The country needs better laws, more
effective accountability of these agencies
to elected officials and a much greater
alertness on their part to the dangers
posed by surveillance excesses to Ameri-
can liberties.

The U. S. must have first-rate intelli-
gence capability at home and abroad. It
needs a strong and effective FBI and CIA
in the national interest. But it must de-
vise strict guidelines that confine this

" capability within lawful and constltutxon-

al boundaries.

/éfar}?/ ﬂ/ :
CQS;Z7Z/5%VQZFBQ§/v’9h~§

R ]

1/ 2 ?K “
~( (~2/6.3 .

62~ 7.9LJ‘—+ i

{Indicate page, name of
newspaper, city and state.)
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Date:

Edition:
Author: .
gditer: Millard C. Browne

Tile: SENATE SELECT
COMMITTE ON
INTELLIGENCE
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SAC (67-369-K) 11/12/75

SAC RICHARD D. ROGGE

HARY JO COOK

This is to record that at 4:30 P! on
11/10/75 SAC was telephonically contacted by Supervisor
EDTARD P. GRIGALUS of the Intelligence Division indiecating
that there is a possibility SA GARRY G. LASH may be
called to testify before the Select Committee to Study
Government Operations with respect to intellipence
activities and that he was ealling to verify that
SA LASH was the primary casc Agent who handled 'ARY JO
CODK. Mr. GRIGALUS stated that any further ianformation
that is developed, he will notify Buffalo.

(l.— 62-2665 (Senstudy, 75)
1 - SAC

| 1 - ABAC

I 1 - SA LASH

RDR:faf
(5)

SERIPLIZED. v TILEDL | o csscusenanns
AT
NV S AT
FBI—BUFFALO 7,
e

lH’W 54565 Docld:3238%503 Page 16




‘ B -

SAC  (67-3G9-K) 11/13/75

LDUARD P, GRIGALUS
FBIHQ, EXTLOHSION 4591

NARY JO COOL

Rememo of SAC RICHARD D. ROGGEH, 11/12/75.

On 11/13/75 EDVARD P. GRIGALUS, IBIIQ,
Ext. 4591, telephonically advised as follows:

The U, S. Senate Seclect Committee to study
governnental operations with respect to intelligence
activities made the following request: "The following
documents and materianls relating to MARY JO COOX, in
cuctody of the Buffnlo, H. Y., Field Office or elsevhere:

a. all documents and materials reflecting I
contacts and rcports of contaets (and the substance
thercol) between MARY JO COOK and FBI SAs from 7/73 to
12774,

b. all documents and naterials reflecting // .
information supplicd by MARY JO COOX to FBI SAs (and

Burcau Field or Headquarters summarics thereof), including A
nll written reports prepared by HARY JO COOX from 7/73 Iy
to 12/74. [

¢. all documents and materials relating to n
any guidance, directions, instructions or suggestioans f
given to HARY JO COOX by TBI SAs from 7/73 to 12/74.

d. all documents and materials relating to
Bureau and Field Office supervision of the handling of
LIARY JO CCOK by FBI SAs from 7/73 to 12/74.

Send above materigls by cover airtel
captlone& "SELSTUDY 75, ATTH: IITD

& . l 3 0 CP&EGA B " éf
S~ f/ ;3 ? /:,,. f ;j =
Z>- 62-2665 (SENSTUDY, 75) ‘ —
~ BAC SERFAAED /‘u‘@“v‘l rapgfens ;
1 ~ ASAC Vs ) SEEALYE c‘nn/«“ ’IQ’L”" 7{{/1«!& !
1 ~ SA LASH ,_// i) H
LPG/faf FE1-BUFFALO o

i =z
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Fasuting Slip

0-7 (Rev. 12-17-73)

TQ: SAC:

-~

« ‘i '
(Copies to Of.s Checked)

L1 Albany [ Houston {_J Oklahoma City E% lﬁgi?\ﬁT'
) Albuguerque [ Indianapolis Omaha ] Bem
] Alexandria [} Jackson [T Philadelphia ' ] Bonn
{1 Anchorage [} Jacksonville 1 Phoenix ] Brasilia
1 Atlanta [ 1 Kansas City [ Pittsburgh ] Buenos Aires
{_} Ballimore {1 Knoxville [~] Portland ] Caracas
{1 Bimningham [T} Las Vegas ] Richmond ] Hong Kong
[C] Boston {1 Little Rock ] Sacramento ] London
{7 Buffalo 1 Los Angeles St. Louis ) Madrid
] Butte {1 Louisville [] Salt Lake City ' [ Manila
{—] Charlotte (] Memphis {] San Anlonio ] Mexico City
_1 Chicago ] Miami ] San Diego ] Ottawa
{_j Cincinnati ] Milwaukee (1 San Francisco " [] Paris
[ Cleveland ] Minneapolis ] San Juan ] Rome
C3 Columbia .} Mobile [] Savannah ] Singapore
] Dallas ] Newark ] Seattle - [ Tel Aviv

Denver ] New Haven ] Springfield [J Tokyo
] Detroit New Orleans ) Tompa
i1 E! Paso ] New York City [} Washington Field
{1 Honolulu {1 Norfolk ] Quantico

: ‘ 0 11/21/75
RE: SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE Pate L34
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
Retention [For appropriate

{J For information T} optional {_] action " [3 Surep, by _—

7= The enclosed is for your information. If used in' a fulure report, [_] conceal all
sources, [} paraphrase conients. {

(7 Enclosed are corrected pages from report of SA
dated .

Remorks:
Enclosed for your information is a copy of
an article by Mr. William Safire entitled "Mr.
Church's Cover-Up" that appeared in the
November 20, 1975, issue of "The New York Times.'

. (L\{' oo \5‘#'?5‘74

Ene. ( l)
Bufile
Urfile
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By William Safire

WASEINGON, Nov. 19—O0n Oct. 10,
1963, the then-Attarney General of the
United States put his personal signa-
ture on a document that launched and
legitimatized one of the most horren-
dous abuses of Federal police power in
this century.

In Senator Frank Church’s subcom-
mittee hearing room this week, the
authorized wiretapping and subse-
quent unauthorized bugging and at-
tempted blackmailing of Martin Luther
King Jr. is being gingerly examined,
with the “investigation” conducted in
such a way as not to unduly em-
- barrass officials of the Kennedy or

Johnson Administrations.

With great care, the commitiee has
focused on the F.B.I. Yesterday, when?
the committee counsel first set forth

- the result of shuffling through press
clips, it seemed as if no Justice De-
partment had existed in 1962; today,
an F.B.I. witness pointed out that it
was Robert Kennedy who authorized
the wiretap of Dr. King, and that “the

President of the United States and the

Attorney General specifically discussed

their concern of Communist influence

with Dr. Xing.”

But the Church committee showed
no zest for getting further to the Ken-
nedy root of this precedent to Water-
gate eavesdropping. If Senator Church
were willing to let the chips fall where
they may, he would call some knowl-

. cdgeable witnesses into the glare of
the camera lights and ask them some
queslions that have gone unasked for

- thirteen years,

For example, he could call Nicholas

. Katzenbach, Attorney General Ken-

nedy’s deputy and successor, and ask
what he knows of the Kennedy de-
cision to wiretap Dr, King. Who at

Justice concurred in the recommenda-

tion? How does the F.B.I know the 4

President was consulted or informed?

After Mr. Katzenbach assumed of-’
fice, and the wiretapplng continued,
he was told by angry newsmen that
the F.B.I. was leaking scurrilous in-
formation about Dr, King. Why did he
wait for four months, and for a thou-
sand telephonic interceptions, to dis-
continue the officially approved tap?

Of course, this sort of testimony
would erode Senator Church’s political
base, That is why vwe do not see foi-
wer Assistant F.BJ, dircctor Cartha
(Dcke) Deloach, Lyndon  Johnson's
personal contact with the F.B.I in the
witnons chaiv. What did President
Johnson know about the character-
assastination plot and when did he
know 1?2 What conversations took
place belween Mr. Deioach and Pres:-
dent Johnson on the tapping of Dr.
Hing, or aboul the use of the F.B.L in
sy ther intrusions into the lives of
p2'itieal Gigures?

a -
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Rj{fe QhHTChS'C V@T i@

“Iiie commiltee is not asking embar-
rassing questions even when answers
are readily avaifable. A couple of
weeks ago, at an open hearing, an
F.BIL man inadvertentlv started to
blurt out an episode aboui newsmen
who were weritapping in 1962 wit]

. the apparent knowledge of Attorney

General Kennedy. The too-willing wity -
ness was promptly shooshed into si:
lence, and told that such informatiorl
would be developed only in executive
session. Nobody raised an eyebrow.

That pattern ol containment by the
Church committee is vividly shown by
the handling of the buggings at the
1964 Republican and Democratic con-

ESSAY

ventions which were ordered by Lyn-
doa Johnson, Such invasions of politi- .
cal headquarters were worse than the
crime committed at Watergate, since
they involved the use of the 'FB.L,
but the Chiurch investigators seem to
be determinetl not to probe too deeply.

If F.B.I. documents say that reports
were made to specific Johnson aides,
why are those men not given the
same opportunity to publicly tell their
story so avidly given the next Presi-
dent’s men? If Lyndon Johnson com-
mitted this impeachable high crime of
using the F.B.I. to spy on political
opponents, who can be brought for-
ward to tell us all about it? .

But that would cause embarrass-
ment to Democrats, and Senator
Church wants to embarrass profes-
sional employees of investigatory
agencies only. A new sense of Con- °
gressional decorum exists, far from
the sense of outrage expressed in the
Senate Watergate committee’s hear-
ing room. When it is revealed that the
management of NBC News gave press
credentials to L.B.J.’s spies at the 1964
convention, everybody blushes demure-j
ly—and mobody demands to know
which network cxecutive made what.
decision under what pressure.

I have been haranguing patieni”
readers for years about the double
standard applied to Democratic and
Republican political crimes, ard had
hoped the day would come when the
hardball precedente set by the Ken-
nedy and Johnson men would be iaid
before the public in damning detail.

Obviously, Democrat Frank Church
s not the man to do it. His jowl-
shakiag indignation is ail top selec-
tive; the trail of high-level respunsi-
bility for the crimes committed against
Dr. King and others is evidentiy going
to be allowed to cocl.

Pitv, You'd think tkac afier &l the
nation bas been through ia the past
few years, our political leaders would
have learned that the ope {hing thai
brings vou down is the arct ¢f Cover-
ing up. el
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UNITED STATES SENATE
SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

ANDREW POSTAL SA LASH, what is your present employment?

SA LASH Special Agent of the FBI

POSTAL Where are you assigned?

LASH Buffalo, New York

POSTAL Vere you assigned there during the Summer
of 19737

LASH Yes

POSTAL Did you specialize in any type of
investigations?

LASH Yes, Internal Security investigations

POSTAL ‘ Did you have occasion to recruit

Mary Jo Cook as an informant in an
organlzatlon known as Vietnam Veterans
Against the War (VVAW) (Characterization
of which is contained in appendix hewveto)?

LASH Yes

POSTAL Would you state why the Buffalo Chapter
of the VVAW was being investigated
by the FBI?

LASH I do not feel that I can answer this
questlon within the scope of the current
interview.

POSTAL Who was your supervisor at the time
you handled Mary Jo Cook?

LASH Francis Jenkins

POSTAL Who was your SAC at the time?

LASH Richard Ash

POSTAL Would you deseribe for us the methods

of vecruiting Mary Jo Cook.

LASH Upon discovering thdat Mary Jo Cook had
attended some meetings of the Buffalo
Chapter of the VVAW, I interviewed her
conecerning her attendance and indicated
to her that I wished her to become an
informant for the FBI.

- HW 54%65 DocId:32%9838503 Page 21 N,
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Specifically, what instructions did you
give her?

I told her to become a member of the
Buffalo Chapter of the VVAW in order
that she mlght gather information
concern;ng violent or radical activities
engaged in by the organization.

Vhat upec1f1c area was Miss Cook assigned
to work in?

Initially she became a member of the
women's group of the VVAVW.

Vias this group of the VVAV engaged in
any specific type of activity at the time?

I believe at this point in  time they
were trying to develop various
programs they could implement in the future.

Did you tell her she was to obtaln
background 1nformatlon concerning
individuals in the group?

I told her to obtain information concerning
members of the VVANU.

What do you mean by "a member?®

The VVAW did not have membership cards

as such, however, I considered a

person who attends meetings of the Chapter
or gives financial or other support to be
a member of the organization.

What type of background information did
she obtain?

She obtained physical desorlptlons and
other types of background information
such as residences or employment which
would allow me to differentiate between
that individual and other individuals
in the Buffalo area.
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UNITED STATES SENATE
SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

POSTAL Did you have her provide any other
information concerning individuals
in the organization?

LASH I asked her to identify those individuals
who had a capability of engaglng in
radical or violent activities.

JEFF KAYDEN What is the difference between violent
and radical activities?

LASH Radical activities that are not violent
are those which are illegal or infringe
upon the vights of other citizens.

POSTAL Did you have another Agent present with
you when you recruited Hary Jo Cook?

LASH Yes, I did.

POSTAL For what reason?

LASH It is a FBI regulatlon that two Agents

be present during initial interviews
with female informants.

POSTAL Did this Agent become a handling Agent
of Mary Jo Cook?

LASH No, he did not. He was merely present
during the initial interview.

POSTAL When did you first contact Mary Jo Cook?

LASH June, 1973

POSTAL Did Mary Jo Cook attend meetings of the

VVAW with her boyfriend, whose name we
shall not mention?

LASH I believe she did.
POSTAL Dld she and her boyfriend ever give
joint veports?
LASH I ¢an not discuss that matter within
the scope of this inquiry.
e B o
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Miss Cook stated that the objectives of
the VVAW were as follows:

To end the war in Viet Nam, to obtain
better veteran's benefits, to upgrade
bad conduct discharges, to obtain
drug treatment for veterans. Is this
correct?

I believe they embraced those objectives
but they also had others.

that were the other objectives?

As she described them, the destruction of
U. S. imperialism and the replacement of
our form of government with a socialist
governnment, probably modeled after the
government of Red China.

Did the VVAW ever engage in violent
activities?

Yes.
Could you cite some examples?

The first meeting she attended, for
example, concerned the plannlng of a
disruption of a U. S, Harlne Corps

Armed Forces Day dlsplay in Buffalo. On
other occasions actions were planned
which were illegal and disruptive,

Can_you give any examples of violent
activities by individual members?

I recall on one occasion several members

in this organization told Miss Cook

that they felt the actions of an individual

who was arrested for a bombing on the

University of Mlchlgan campus, which resulted in
death, were justified for political purposes.

Do you know of any violent act1v1t1es
that VVAY members actually engaged in

since the foregoing could possibly be
rhetoric?

On several occasions members of the

- B -
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. VVAY have physically assualted members of other

subversive groups in the Buffalo area.

Miss Cook has indicated that you told
her that you were interested in attempts
by other groups to take over the VVAY.
Did this ever happen?

According ‘to informa