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2 - Mr. J. A. Mintz N
(Mr. J. B. Hotis) LA :
The Attorney General June 23, 1975\ )
)
i 1 -MNr. W. 0. Cregar = ' o -
y irector, FBI 1 - Mr. R. L. Moore R
£ LW UINITED STATES SHUATE SELECT COMMITTER A
Oy O INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) o Sy
s UL
=ON “ .
g2 By lebter dated lay i, 1975, with attached appendices,
2 wed b
E@N  the SSC requested certain information and documents from the
L=z~ FBI. ‘ "3
LU ,
shig Enclosed for your approval and forwarding to the 3
<EO  Committee are the original of a memorandum and enclosures vhich -~

et

serve as a response to two of the S8C requests. -

A copy of this memorandum with enclosures is being
furnished for your records. ‘

It is t0 be noted that the memorandum of J. Edgar Hoover
dated July 21, 1971, the letter to the President from lr. Hoover,
Septenber 20, 1971, and the letters from lr. Hoover to Secretary of
State William P. Rogers, September 20, 1971, and to Dr. Henry
Kissinger, September 21, 1971, all contain information with
reference to contacts betieen 'r. Hoover and the President of the
United States at that time. The December 20, 1971, letter to
J. Edgar Hoover from John N. Irwin II, classified Confidential,
vas written in kr. Iruin's capacity as Chairman, ational Security
Council Under Secretaries Commitiee. 1In accordance with the
request of K. Uilliam OtConnor, we are deferring to him any action
necessary to obtain appropriate clearance from the Vhite House to

furnish these docunents to the Committee.

Enclosures (k8) REC.gg ?ﬁ‘/
Assoc. Dir. o -
o —60-116 3 —
o ot 0B O30 ey GsuRE . 5 85
e O 1 - The Depubty Attorney General (/ 5 Ak D ey }
Comp. Syst. — Attention: K. Williem OfConnor - s / f;
B2k | Ae i Special Counsel for v

Files & Com
Gen. In
Ident.

Intell.
Laoboratory

Plon. & Eval. —

Spec. Inv.

Training —

Legal Coun.

Telephone Rm.

S o b

T Intelligence Coordination g JUL 21 1975 /(
Inspeion__B'm.mam ‘\iﬂ\ t ‘f’—\ ‘ . @W W

(o) XN
1

WA
T
CQWI.ALERIAL ATTACHED

GPO : 1975 O - 569-920

MAIL ROOM [] TELETYPE UNIT[ ]
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2 - Mp. J. A. Mintz
(Mr. J. B. Hotis)
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall ’
62-116395 June 23, 1975 Q%
1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar & F
1 - Mr. R. L. Moore § <
THITED STATTS SENATD SELOCT COMUITTEE {S5C) £85
TO STUDY GOVERIELNTAL OFLRATIONS ST~
tITH RESPECT TO INTELLICGENCE ACTIVITITS $E&
$3
RE: FURTHER DOCULISITS PURTATNING TO THE £
PRI AD DOPARTLENE OF JUSLICE £I5

ORGAUTZATION, CTRUCTURE, AND JURLISDICTION *‘5'427

Reference is rade to 83C lobber dated llay 1b,
1975, with attached appendices, reguesting cersain
documents and other information from the IBI.

Forsuont to your vequest ir Appendix B, Itoms
13 and I, for all remoranca ond other zaborials reflecting
rectings and centzets during 1971 bebucen the Frosivent
and the Director of the FBI and betveen officials of the
TEL and offieials of the fepartwent of Ltabte on the subject
of ¥legal atbachei," cnclosed are eopleos of 23 documents.

Tnclosures {23)

1 - The Attorney General

RIM:mam ~\ ORIGINAL AND ONE COPY TO AG
a.\ (8) v 9
The Senate Committee request is understood to be a

request for contacts with reference to the legal attaches as a
group and therefore contacts between officials of the FBI and
officials of the State Department pertaining to any one partic-

assec. 0. —1ar legal attache, such as Tel Aviv, have not been included.

per-ADdm-Tn the enclosures there is reference to Jtate 'dragging its feet,”

o bisand, information that/fBEdBEations with the State Department the

aamin, 1 8CT that collection of political intelligence was the primary

Come o —purpose for the expansion of legal attaches was concealed from

riles & com. _the State Department. The enclosures also contain information

Gen. Jns t there are a large number of | ‘H“%di6<?~>
:dent. o D E— S—— ——— S JEK Act 6 (F40R)

nspection

tntell. = ” NOTE CONTINUED PAGE TWO /1
Laboratory /)

an. val. e . -

S T AT LATERTAL ATTACHID

Training J
Legal Coun. \
Telephone Rm. — /" ;l . /(/
Director Sec’y —  MAIL ROOM ] TELETYP‘E“U.NIT GPO : 1975 O - 568-920

Nt ENGLOSURE
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UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTER
TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

RE: FURTHER DOCUMENTS PERTAINING TO
THE FBI AND DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

NOTE CONTINUED:

The Confidential material attached includes Wannall
to Miller memorandum, 11/4/713 Miller to Rosen memorandum,
11/26/713 Wannall to Miller memorandum, 12/9/71; and letter
from the Undersecretary of State, John N. Irwin II to Mr. Hoover
dated 12/20/71. The Bureau memoranda were classified on 6/5/75
since disclosure of the fact that the 1971 expansion of the FBI's
foreign liaison program was for the purpose of collecting foreign
political intelligence could damage existing diplomatic relations
between the United States and foreign countries involved. Further
it could seriously damage existing cooperative relationships with
foreign police and intelligence agencies.




5-140 (Rev. 1-21-74) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

. WASHINGTON, D. c. 20535
] Aa’gressee: Senate Select Committee
| 3

l:}_/"" LTR [JLHM [ Memo [J Report dated 6/23/75 ‘
B48.88C to Study Govt Operations with Respect |
Coption of Documentiy, 0 ¢ 27715 ence Activities. Res 0 |
Further Documents Per aining to the FBI and

Department of Justices Organization, Structure
and Jurisdiction. FRI

I
[
' Originating Officea: S 79}1&.-\‘ ;
Delivered by: W ‘77/ 2ﬁ)‘Dad:e- 7//'7/ /7)3775 ‘
ivered by: ‘///?; 4 P J
Received by: ’

|
b

14
Title: W

e
Return this receipﬁ%e Intelligence Division, FBI

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN 1S UNCLASSIFIED &2)
DATE iY.&k‘é"\

£
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ALl perorands znd other materdals
roflecting reotlings and conbaels
curing 1971 boebueeon the Fresidcond
and the Dlrector of the IFBI on the
subject of "legal abitachests

ALL \N?'ORM %?g;gi\gﬁ
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. COPY - RETYPED FOR REASON OF LEGIBILITY

| _ July 21, 1971 :
MEMORANDUM FOR MR. SULLIVAN -

I have given very careful consideration to your memoranda of
June 7, 1971, and June 16, 1971, together with the memorandum of i
Mr. Wannall of May 27, 1971, which was initialled by you; Mr. Wannall's :
memorandum of May 28, 1971, initialled by you; my letter to the President :
dated September 21, 1970, initialled by you; your memorandum of
September 22, 1970 Mr. Brennan's memorandum of September 21, 1970,
initialled by yous; and also Mr. Child's memorandum of May 23, 1969,
analyzing the work and the accomplishments of our various forelgn liaison
offices and the problems incident thereto, together with the recommendations
of Messrs. Dalbey, Felt, and Beaver upon the recommendation made in your
memorandum of June 7, 1971, suggesting the closing down of a number of :
the foreign liaison offices, some of them recently established last December
with your approval. ' . |

i A epmeses s var A

First and foremost, I want to clarify a point you have raised in
your memoranda, namely that our foreign lialson offices, witih the exception
of Mexico City, are not operational and that we camnot develop '"hard, high :
quality, positive intelligence by sending men to these countries only in a :
liaison capacity." We do not have the legal right to establish any foreign
offices on an operational basis. The law specifically limits foreign 1ntellm
gence operations to coverage by the CIA, and, therefore, we have known
all along that our offices in foreign countrles could not be in an operatlonal
status.

I cannot agree that establishing liaison offices in foreign coun- |
tries without being operational prevents us from developlng hard, high quality
and positive intelligence. Certainly in all memoranda prior to your memo- i
randum of June 7, 1971, you did not indicate any such reservation and, in :
fact, you specifically initialled the memorandum of Mr. Brennan addressed

- " ALL INFORMATION commweu

HEREIN IS UN LASSiF!ED _
DATE _

Py

This document is prepared in response to your request and is not for dissemi ;
nation outside your Commitice. Its use $3 limited o official proceedings by
your Committee and the content may not be disclosed to unauthorized persons

nel without the express approval of the FBI ,
5952 3 55

ENPLOnIY 2/;), My 3
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Jaly 54, 1972

i

- o MEMORANDUR FOR MR, SDLLIVAN

1 have given very €8¢ elsl consideration to your memerswin of

3&&@ ¥, 1871, aud June 18, 157, togsther wildh tbe memorsadum ef

e, Gaaell va tiay ««? 1971, %’M@& was lafdaliod by rous Bire Yetuawilly
m@rerandas: of Mm.g, 3‘3?! initialled by you; my letter to the Yrecident
gated teplamber 23, iz} & gmmaiwﬁ By fou; ¥0Re memarassum of
september 33, 1R7G; M. Ismmm'és memoraadumy of toptmsdiar 43, 1870,
initialied b7 you: sad also My, Chilki's wmomorandum of Bloy 43, 19463,
gaslysing the work and (be accomplishmonis of ous yaritss iare isn n«iuzsz
officos and the gmm@“ﬁs ingigent theroty, tozeiher with the recsaimendations

of Wozars, Dalbey, ¥eoif, and Baavesr vpea the rosomosendiiion made in your
ssnaranduns 0f Iovw ‘3 '5"3‘?3 gty _f~me'-§{%-a Fiam i cstw ' e oF & madime ot

N nn e

the foreipn taismm 353&@‘#; w% of fs*,a»ca tedemiy é%mﬁh&‘k&i Wmet neenbey
with your apmroral,

¥Firget and favemost, T wast to larily & potnd vou tove saized in
your memoersads, samaely (i our loveign lsisen afliees, with the sxcaplios
&f Hegloo Uy, e ol guerstionst and mt we cannof dovelon “hard, hizh
guaiity, pasitive izfellizened by sonding mon &6 (Goase cuustriss oaly iu g
iisizen capaeily, © ¥ & do not have (b Iowal vight (o establish soy foreiy:
offices on 2a e,:ummﬁwzmi basis. The tow speeificpily Hwils foerelyy infolls
gmm nrsyrationy 43 e:@%m;*’a by the O, and, tharelore, wg bave buows
2il along that owr offices (o foreisn souniries eonld nok %_.@ in an eugratiaonsl
statun,

¥ canvot saree $hnl ostabiishing linsuon otfices in :s‘»;}:eim eounirion
m&&m helne cparational prevasts o fros develoMng bend, high auality,
and poaitive dailizonse, Ceortalinly in ol emorands Grior (0 your morio-
sandum of Juse 7, 1591, vou iy wot indienis aay such reservatios and, in
4555, yougpeeliically initiatied the meerandus of fs»m Mmmazz 8edreneea
- oo

’.&. . . <

, . - ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

. , HEREIN | C) ASSIF| ‘ )
o DATE ﬁ_&é@g‘% LT

. This document is prepared in response to your request and is not for dissemi:

T nation outside your Committee. Its use is limited to official proceedings by

your Commitiee and the content may mot be disclosed to unauthorized person~

nel without the express. approval ofr the. FBI . o

. #
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Memorandum for Mr, Suilivan July 21, 1571
K

to you under date of Septenmber 2%, 1070, upoa which I predicated my leiter
to the President of September 21, 1870, At that thme § believad that by
reagon of your approval of the various memoranda dealing with the foreimn
Hatson operations, you wers in aocord with the procedures which the Sureau
bad followed and, in fact, spproved the eetoblishunent of additionn] ligisen
offices which 1 lioted in my letter to tie Fresident of Sexdomber 21, 1870,
end which 1 indieated was mﬁice;ted upon Mr. Breanan's memorandum of
%ptamkar 21, 1970.

¥ want to 2130 point oot that at no Hime, either in September or
more racently, did I ever susgest o the Presidest tho idea that we should
éxpand our foreiga Haizson operations. It waas the President's iden expressed
10 e ia eptember, 1970, thal such expansion ahould take place, aod, 09
| a resull thereol, I submitied vy letler to him of september 31, 1570, The
| President I Koow in my presonee divected My, Haldeman to prosent my
Isttor to the Prasident to the Secrstary of State {or promnt and immediate
. sopcurTence, Several months passed, and it was not until Decomber, 1979,
that Dy, Kicsinger inguired of me 85 to what had kappened to the expansion
of onr {oreizn laison which the Fresident bod asproved being expanded In
teptembey, 1070, %When Itoid Dr. Kissinger that {his matter bad been
delayed in the Etate Bepartment and that I had been awaitlog word for approval
of {he same by the Seoretary of State, Ur, Kisgioger stated ho wonld personally
take this matter up with the Pregidont snd that I would receive in a fow days
the State Department's approval of the expansion of our forelign Haison,
weveral days later in Descomber, 1078, I received n telephone onll from .
tocretary of State Ropers piating that the President bed gpolken to bim about
tho espansion of our foreipa Hnison oporations and thet he was in full aceord
| with the same with the excaplion of the opoping of an offiee s Helsinki 4a
viow of the prading negodistions to be carried on there by representatives
of the Russian Covernaent mxé the United Slatex Government concerning
the Bmflation of arme. 1 have previously indicated in my memorandum

with the racoopendation that instead of opening en office at I&ahinki, % opan
an office at Copenbiigen, with which the Seeretary agreed, |

' r heard nothing more about the sxpansion of mreign naissm rmm tha
?resiﬁanz ' i:r. Kissinger until Jw, 1971, when in a conferchce with the

. ¥
. . ’ i
. o
s .

'HW¥ 55035 DocId:32989615 Page 9 -
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to you, } concurred with the avggestion of the Hecretary of Hate and countered




%e::;ao_msdm for 3ir. Eullivan Jaly 31, 1971
- R |

Pregident, he expressed bis desire that we agaln expand cur forsiyu Haison

I view of tha valuable inforaation which bad bean procured by the Duvegu in
ils operabions shread, I indizpied to (ho Presidend thal § would conley wilth

Pr. Bissinger when bo worid be avaiiabio gboot this mutler as to ohlailn any
sugpestions bo migkl kave., In the intevinm, the Presidedd ok for San Clements,
Califorrda, sad B, issinger 20 on & worldwide t2ip and volh of them bave
juss retursed within the last fow days {rom Eln Clhwsnte, mmmi

¥ catlined the preceding b ¢ive you a chrenological pleture of what
baa taken place s tids Hold, 1 6o nod andevatand e somewhat sudden changs
in your stiiteds to the value wad hopovisaee of our forelga lisison aperaticas
in view of your coneurrance of it oxpansion in Seeamber, 1070, andtle
varions memorgds of My, Presnan snd 3. Yansall, who ave §a direet
contact with e afmmaa of toe foveign Beicon gituation.

Thereihrs, in view of the wtat  eonsider ohisotive veview by
Iesurs, Fei, Dolbey, aod Baavsr fogetbor with 1he many lotters and axat
expressions from Dr, Zizsinger aa (o the value of cur foreign Nalsen program,
1 camaot apvee with your mamerandum of June 7, 1971,

Thiz mm;im 1 received nacdhor memorandun {rom you trangmitting
a memorandum of e, W asnall upon the shalintionl mmg;m:ﬁmenw in ke
foreizn Bason ;:rmg-'m in which you rosch ths conainsion thad by jussling
statisties, you oo prove simost anvtiing. 7 46 oot shore tids s*iea, tionph
i do think that gintistics glons do not &w&y& prove o disprove 5 paviienlar
sitastion, ,

I bave pevsonally over the voers veviowsd all of lihe mmgviai which
we hove traosmitéied to Dy, Elssinger and mueh of the metorinl wideh we have
trensmiffed to the State Departaent and other Governmnat ageoriss cogreraing
our foraign lsizon program, sad § believe that we bave wade, 08 expressed
by the Pregident end Dy, ﬁmsmges', a very valueble comtnibotion to the %caﬁwy

moviedge of tie Pregident ang v, Eissinger in the foreisa lield, This Les
been accompitshed withoud “oporational™ fusetions, which, I'have proviously
fndicated In this mwwrm&am, w2 cannot embark ypon ia view ef the law. 7.4

“3e
“

-

H¥ 55035 DocId:32989615 Page 10 o -




Memorandum for Mr, Sullivan July 91, 1971
y .

Is oxder {hat I may be kept abreast of the oparations of our forelgn
lialsou pasts, ! have instracted Ausistant Birector Fonder in eharge of
inspections to nyrasge for an inspeetion of 811 of our P foreign Halson
Poats &2 &00n a9 possible and 19 make suck evaluntions of them 2s are

warracied,
Very teuly youre,

7.J=EDGAR-HOOVER
Jolm Edgar Eoovep
Dirgoloy
* 9
’
2 K
¢ g ¢
2 .
o™ LAY
HW 55035 DocId:32989615 Page 11 nle
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. UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE . = . -« . wi 7

. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION - .- = ~

' w:xgﬁ\c-;o;:, D.C. 20585 n - )
: | September 20, 1971 e PR T
The President .. L gL £ WA%NED )
= T U T TLONGG LEL
¢ - The White House . .. """ ‘A‘:éég\i?mmﬁmssmﬁb \ oo
st Washmoton D Co . .00 P05 ﬁz__ w‘&&&% o
. . S DATE LD |
Dear Mr. Presulent-' < i ah
In conﬁrfna’cion of our discussion this rﬁornmg,‘ Iam

proceeding to make the necessary arrangements for the opening of
additional liaison offices at Manila, Philippines; Rio de Janeiro,
Brazil; Santo Domingo, Dominican Republic; Canberra, Australia;
Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia; and New Delhi, India. Each of these offices .. . B
will be staffed by one Special Agent and one clerical employee, which - .
will result in an increase in our overseas personnel from the present .

ceiling of 88 to a total of 100. ;

. We consider that the new offices will be in a position to
" provide additional coverage in the important South Pacific and
Southeast Asian areas as well as to strengthen our operatlons n
Latin America.

I have today asked the Secretary of State to secure the
: necessary clearances, both for the increase in our personnel ceiling .
and for the opening of the new posts. I will mform you promptly When o
this has been accompllshed . . T

Smcerely yours,
% @“’*’ N

e, W -'.,Th';s document 13 pfrepared in response. to |
MOl L yom‘ frequest and is not for dzssemz-
T nation outsqu your, Commitiee; “Its use is limited to offwml proceedings by
.. dour. Contimittee and the content may not be. dzsclosed to’ unauthomzed person—
nel: 'wzthout the express approval of tke FBI ¢
H¥ 55035 DocId: 32989615 Page 12 .
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Honorable Henry A,
.- Assistant to the Presmen v
for National Security Aﬁa\rs
The White House
Washington, D. C.  /

Dear Dr. Xisginger: %\ R

gl TS

Attached is a copy of Ty letter of September 20; 1971,

to the President in confirmatio
on that date.

SR . ey St e me ™ P R

-5!-:- e S e 1 et sy i
Tep ‘.r»:., SRR C TS

BY LIAISON

3
SN
&%

(AN

n of my discussion with the President

1 felt you shouid be informed of our readiness to establish
six additional liaison posts as indicated therein.

Sine

A M ST b it Y

J

'
’.
3

_ This document is prepared in r
" nafon outside your Committee.
your Committee and the conten

rely vours,

e

Edgar I-Ioover

o,

EEENTY \NFORW\ ssx
' HERE‘E\!&&
- pATE

ONTAINED

W\

¢ L}

esponse to yowr' 'request and is not for dissemi-
Its ‘use is, limited to official proceedings by
t may not be disclosed to una,utko'rzzed DErsSon~

: ﬂ nel 'wztkout the empress approval of the FBI .
3

‘HH 55035 DDEId 32989615 Page 13
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AL e AMA e i AR D oeAX

kgr

i lqewew o aen v, October 14, 1971
S BY LIAISON
", . ! 3 -: .
Honorable Henry AT Kissinger.. = '¢;}f":f'“*1 SRR
Assistant to the President . o ' 1
for National Security Axfairs T :

The White House T ;
Washington, D, C. ' s

Dear Dzr. Kissinger: 'g

Cu October 12, 1971, Ambassador Wymbexley Coerr,
Deputy Director of the Bureau of Intelligence and Research,
Department of State, and 3r. R. Glyan iays, alsc of the
Department of State but assigned to the National Security
Council Under Secretaries Committee, requested additiona
inforration with reference to my letter of September 20, 1971,
to Secretary Rogers requestiing clearance for six new 1iaison
nnsts abroad. The State representatives explained that
various questions had been raised Dy the Anbassadors ia tus
countries concerned, particularly in view of the current
five percent rednctlon being effected by the Department of
State in United States personnel overseas. .

A copy of my letter of October 14, 1971,'to
Under Secretary of State John N. Irwip II is attached for
your information, You will note that it sets forth general
_ information conceraning our activities abroad and our reasons
s . for selectlon of the six proposed new postis,

Cw * T The Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General
have also been furnished a copy of this letter, .

—

‘ %" \

AL Sincerely yours, |
T ALL. INEORMAT!ONCONTA!NED :

¢ . . )

" Thé document is' pre i -
pared in response to your request and is: not for disse

ng,:;gno outside your C’ommztteé Its use is” limited to official pro]::eedmgsml;zg;

Y ommitiee and the econtent may nut be disclosed to unouthorized person~

nel without th
55035 DocId:32989615 P:ggwpress appyoval of the FBI

S R 4 HERE‘N IS NCLASS&F)ED
R o E DATE
Ly - T J. Edgar Hoover . -




All rernoranda und other roterials
roflecting reetings and conbacts
during 1971 bobueen officials of
the T3I ond officisls of the
Deyaricent of State on the subjleet
of Y“licgal atitgches'y

L H¥ 55035 DocId:32989615 Page 15
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ey,

- (! .w" v ‘ . . é;.
) v : ’ Beptember 13, 1971
. F Y, - BY COURIER SERVICE

-~ : - -

‘n

Br. G. Marvin Gentile E 2 : )

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Security , R
Department of State s
Washington, D. C. _ | ALLINFORMATION CONTAINE

~ HEREIN' !? UNCL SSiF!E
Dear Mr, Gentile: DATE 2113 H£ﬂ£ﬁ¥n

This is to inform you of severzl changes which
are being made in FBI personnel assigned overseas,

Legal Liaison Officer Daniel A, Grove, who has
been assigned to Hong Kong, British Crown Colony, is
returning to the Uniteg Otates for doumestic assigoment and -
will be replaced by EkHr, Roderick V. Prechtl, Jr., presently
serving as Assistant Legal Attache at Tokyo, Japan.
Hr, Raymond N. Byers, concerning whom you will be further
informed and who is presently assigned to the domestic field, :
ig being transierred to Tokyo, dapan, to rcplace Hr, Prechtl. h

Yr., James A, Hiller, Leval Attache, MaAndgua,
Ricaragua, is returning to the domestic field for further.
assignment. Mr. Armand A, Cammarota, presently Asgistant’'-
Legal Attache at Managua, is beirg named Acting Legal Attache.
¥r., Hiller is not being replaced at the preseant time.

Miss Grace L. Eklof, presently asgigned in llexico City, Hexico,
is returning to the domestic field for further “ssignment and_
is not being replaced - . ]

By letter dated September 3, 1971, we informed
¥r, Thomas Stern, Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for
Organization and ilanagement, of our desire to increase the
staff of the Office of the Legal Attache, London, England,
by an additional Assistant Legal Attache and of our intention
to offset this increase by 2 decrease in the number of employees

A

by

¢ ~ . \ .

Ooohis document is prepared in, 'response to your request and is not for dzssemz-
nation outside your C’ommzttee iIts use 18’ limited to official proceedings by
yowr Committee and the content may nut be disclosed to unauthorized person-
nel without the express ap¥roval of the FBI
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assigned to the Legal: Attache-Office in ‘Buenos Aires,~'~w°f'~-'lc-
Argentina., Upon concurrence, it is our intentlon to v
transfer Assistant Legal Attache Robert W, Scherrer from
Buenos Alres to London in order to accomnllsh thxs._

e It will be appreciated if you will notify the B )
Telel TR - gpppropriate” elenents tof “the Department of Btate of these ------ TaglE et
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‘Date: - .- September 14/ 197k sl e
:“Tq:“ ) _Presidential App01ntments Staff :Jﬂ .

- Depariment of State N ’ :

" !
Attentiocn: Miss Betty L. Groves
Chief, Title and Rank
From: John Edgaxr Hoover, Director
Subject: FBI PERSONNEL IN TOKYO, JAPAN, AND 5

2 . A Q
4 2 )
> . 4 &

™t o

BY COURIER SERVICE

HONG KONG, BRITISH CROWN COLONY

Mr. Raymond N, Byers, who has been employed by

-

this Bureau since January 21, 1952, -is being assigned to

the United States Embassy at Tokyo, Japan, as an Assistant

Legal Attache. He is replacing Assistant Legal Attache

Roderick V., Prechtl, Jr., who is being assigned to the %

American Consulilatre General at Hong Xong, British Crown
Colony, as Legal Liaison Officer, uir. Prechtl is replacing
¥r, Daniel A, Grove, the lLegal Liaison Offzcer’iacgz Ko g;
who is returning to the United States on. doméstit

F ;
Mr, Byers, who is serving in GS-=14, was born on

- January 1, 1921, at Franklin, Indiana. He was graduated:? .

I

HW 55035

from the University of Indiana at Bloomingten, Iadiana, in

1851 and received a Bachelor of Science degree., He will

be accompanied by his wife, Mildred, on this assignment and

expects to depart for Tokyo on or before September 30, 1971.
Mr, Prechtl, who was born om July 11, 1926, at

Elmira, New Yerk, has been employed by this Bureau since

November 16, 1950. He is. currently serving in GS-15. He is

. ; ED
SR : y oRMAT!ONCONTA!N
R | co Q;‘QE’EH LASSIFIED

. . . ' DANE

P )

. Tiis document is prepared in 'responSe to your request and. is not for dissemi-
nation outside your C’ommzttee Its use 13 limited to official proceedings by
your Committee and -the’ content may not be disclosed to unauthorized person-

‘pocta:Sobsers. PuyE REees oppeoval of the FBI .
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. ff‘““*& graduage of Georgetown University ‘and of -Georgetown Law . . .. .. . .,
e Scho6l; Washington, D, C. - He will be dc¢companied to Hong Kong

by his wife, Sharon, and his three daughters, Kimberly iarie,
aged 12; Kelly Ann, aged 9; and Kiernan Kathleen, aged 3,
Mr., Prechtl and his family plan to arrive in Hong Kong in
early October, 1971,

The foregoing is furnished for your vfficial use,
You may wish to advise the Embassy of the United States
in Tokyo and the American Consulate General in Hong Kong
of this change in personnel. It will not be necessary to
have anyone meet Mr. Byers or Mr. Prechtl when they arrive
at their new posts since these arrangements wlll be handled
by my repressntatives in Hoag Xong and Tokyo.
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To Mr. Thomas Stern L
Lef‘"iy Aszzisiant Szerolary ‘ ‘ '
§ . for Orpanizatisn and Management
: ; Leogariment of Stele
; - Eoom ZF‘,’{’} . ;

4 Kew Siate Depariment Building R 5

_:: Tashingion, T, Lo ZG338 g AR

Fromu: John Edgar Dosver, Ulrector -

Sabject:  OFFICE OF LECAL ATTACHE
,.g:'*"?:.u CitYy, MERICD; | ‘
REQPENING OF TRE DESIDIRT AGENCY -
-

!

poo

4 AT BE ;Z;E“ LT, SCHTEA

t

i . za srder o hendls the incresaesd volume ol work in ﬁw

i ‘ Offica of iho Lagal Atlache, Mexics Cily, biexieo, & pro SIDE R

; efficlent manner, I havs sonproved (be reopening ol 8 Tosident A»:iem:y
: in ::z»r‘:wm,a Sonord.  1nds will involvo as inecrens o% arsonead

K
3 - - andihe lu.Cﬁ “'3}}. ba {illsd By an emploves 2iveady auslgned (o {he
~SARe m the Legal Altachs, Mexico Cy, Haxics. -

R Aecorcingly, vour coneurrence is requested and your

L !
- ear t,f ami on ia ﬁ"iio matter 5:13& be sporecisted.
- e NR el .

-
v

- S ' - ALL‘AFOR;\M\TiO\iCONTA'NED

NP : " - HEREWISU cu«ss‘m
) ~ »’ LT R . .‘ . DATE L)
% ‘ . < o

i}

This document s prepa,recl m.,re o

sponse to your request and is not for dzssemz-
nation outside your C’ommzttee. ts use 18 limited to official profceedmgs by
. your Cominitiee and the content may nut be disclosed to unauthorized persons
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OFFICE OF THE : e : ~ ’ s
O¥FICE QF THE DIRECTOR .~ /’ A £

X ) 9 SRS

N1X ED STATLS DI‘PART\IENT OI‘ JUSTICE ) .y

FI‘.D.ERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGA’I‘ION o Bt
WAsmNcTON D.C. 20535 - N 3;
S IR September 20, 1971
BY COUR'IER SE’?.VICE ““
Honorable William P, Rogers ;

- The Secretary of State SR o IR
Waghington, D. C, ‘ N y . . I .

Dear Mr, Secretary:

The President has today instructed me to increase further:
our liaison operations abroad, and I have indicated that we could
station representatives at Manila, Philippines; Rio de Janeiro, Brazil; o

- Santo Domingo, Dominican Republic; Canberra, Australia; Kuala Lumpur, - -

- Malaysia; and New Delhi, India, "I proposé to station one Special Agent

~ and one clerical employee in each of these posts, representing an '
increase of 12 in our present overseas personnel ceﬂln,:> of 88,

In view of the Pres1dent’s 1nstrucuons, it would be aopreczated
n° the necessary arrangements could be made, both for the increase in
ur personnel ceiling and for the requisite clearances with the Ambassadors
concerned If you feel it desirable, one of my representatives willbe
available to discuss this matter in fur’cher detall with the approprla’ce

. official of your Depa.rx.ment o , b s ,
T o g T Smcerely yours, ‘f,- ;i:f.-.“,; R S

LR Thzs documenus p'repwred in’ résponise to your request cmd ishok for dzssem@-« S
: ) natzon outside: your -Committee. - Its use 18 limited to . offzcwl proceedmgs by
" your. Commzttee and the content moy, not be- dzchosed 3o ummthomzed person-
_mel without the ea:press approval of the FBI' . v
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OPTIONAL $ORM NO. -IO Sy 3010-104
o R ® . . @
UNI'EED STATES GOVEXNMENT

~Memorandum - -

COUTO MI‘.A.ROSGQgtﬁ—b‘, s : S . DATE;~ 10/12/71” ""W'“".i:;«i?t'"\“‘“ 1. 1“?“”
. o . e :

FROM '+ E, §, Millér - A GONTAINED

i A ‘ ; AL INFORMATIORS \F\ED
, (N s' ' HERE\N\S

».S‘%’Jmﬁ - EXPANSION - OF ;F;Q_R_@QE)LIAISON- Lo gATE
M B s o P o
S A on 10/12/71 I met, ‘at their request w1th\Ambassador

Wymberley Coerr, Deputy Director of the Bureau of Intelligence
and Research, Department of State, and R, Glynn Mays, als¢o - ' :
of the Department of State but assigned to the Natlonal Security
Council, Under Secretaries Committee, Also present was SA

* + Graham A. Day of this Division,

N )

'f j The State representatives advised that the Director's
j letter of 9/20/71 to Secretary Rogers requesting clearance for
§ six new liaison posts abroad had been referred to the Committee

-5 for clearance, As part of their normal procedure, the views of

the affected Ambassadors were solicited with the result that a
number of questions were raised, State is currently in the process

. of effecting a five per cent reduction in U.S. personnel overseas '
4 and each Ambassador was concerned with the proposed increase in
T the nersonnel comvlement with which he is charged, Several
Ambassadors asked what information might be given to the host

Wﬁw? government and others inquired as to why their post had been . .
3 selected, P - '
t Both Coerr and Mays appeared to be ‘genuinely” cooperatlve A

and indicated that they merely wanted our assistance-.in-preparing-

brief material which might be forwarded to the Ambassadors-’as’

2 general response to their inquiries, They were pleased to

. learn that a number of the new posts will be, in eifect, acting

¥ . as regional offices, covering more than one country. No question

- was raised, and of course no comment was made, concerning the

-~ deévelopment of high~level intelligence and it was explained that,
a$ in the case with our other posts, our representatives will be
establishing and maintaining liaison with the police and other
investigative agencies of the countries visited in order to

% expedite and insure the thorough handling of leads abroad arlslng
from the Bureau's domestic 1nvest1gat10ns.

o

It was explained that three of the new posts (Manila,
Rio de Janeiro and Santo Domingo) represent a reOpenlnv of
offices formerly in existence and ‘that only one post (New ‘Delhi) -
w111 be in a country not previously covered,

. , . This document is prepared in response to your request and is not for dissemi-
(ot g .. no¥on outside jyour Committee. Its use s limited to official proceedings by
iy 7 your Committee -and the content may not be disclosed.to unauthorized person-
,net wzthouf; the express appro'ual of the FBI .

) CONTINUED -~ OVER
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Memorandum E, S, Miller to Mr. A, Rosen
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' Both Coerr and Mays indicated that there was some
‘pressure to resolve the problem and prepare a response to
the Director's inquiry., They did not, however, indicate:.
how much time this might involve,

- In response to their inquiry we have prepared a
letter, addressed to the Under Secretary of State at their.
request, noting the general objectives of our foreign liaison
posts and explaining in general terms why each of the six
new locations was chosen, We have also indicated the territory
to be covered by each and have furnished general statistics
concerning the substantial increase in the results obtained
by our foreign offices during the past five years,

ACTION:
Attached for approval is the letter discussed above, .
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Ao CANED ¢ eo. o oo o October 14, 1971
: ‘ i ..“ ,CONA F,. . . ""u .. . . o i & - s . - L
?{L‘é‘é\i"ﬁ?&%gg\&sstﬂﬁ%%ﬂtPT B BY COURIER SERVICE
T N i) LA ” \ &
e WHERESHOWNOTHET R i et i et e e S
. e, .‘- i i :' . '-;) L ,.‘ . % . * oo 2 .
Honorable John N.. Ifwin Il -. e
Under Secretary of State - T T .
Department of State 2 :
¥ashington, D, C.
Dear Mr. Irwin:
Ambassador Wymberley Coerr and Mr, R. Glyan Mays O
of your Department have asked for additional details with S
reference to my letter of September 20, 1971, to Secretary -
Rogers. ©Opecific gquestions vere raised concerning the 3
location of the proposed new posis anrd concerning our E}‘,,
method of operation when they are established. ?R£§§
In general, our need for additional liaison egg
abroad stems from the constantly increasing travel abroad 5§D
| of United States citizens under investigation in this gzag
; couniry. #or example, jusi L{ive ¥5ars agd in fiscal 12g¢, =0
) a total of 653 persons wanted in che United States were =
E ocated through requests initiated by our Legal Attaches,
3 n fiscal 1571, 2369 such persons were located. In fiscal
! i 3966, slightly more than $300,000 in property stolen in ithe

United States was located abroad; while in fiscal 1971,
gqearly $1,500,000 of such property was so located. In
esponse to earlier programs aimed at reducing United States
ersonnel abroad, 1 closed our posts at Hanila, Rio de Janeiro
L énd Santo Domingo and endeavored to cover those areas by
"road trip from other posts. This has resulted in inevitable
. delays and in materially increased travel costs., As a
result, when the President asked that I increase our liaison

activities abroad, I suggested the recopening oif these,ihreé\“-~\\\;\

posts,

_ Our method of operation at each post will continue,
as in the past, to include the development and maintenance  ’
of a close, cooperative relationship with the police and

%

C, o Skl

Ca " This document is -ﬁepareél in r'éspon;se to yo  is 9 ssems
o ; é ‘ k Your request and is not for dissemi-
R Zz,;iz:% gnz;%%lg yo'm‘;Z ggmmzttee. Its use is limited to official pro];eedings by
, . C ee an e content may nut be disclosed to unauthori *S0~
F¥ 55035 DocIdul2eédhous tiagrpPes approval of the FBI .. Eiged porey
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. ..Bomorahle dJohm N, Iiwin IX .-~ """ " % .0 0

other investigative agencies of the countries visited for °

the purpose of expediting and insuring the thorough coverage

..of leads abroad arising from the invéstig ;ations being .
conducted by ‘the "FBI within-the United btates. ‘My. répre=" -5 <:. .
sentatives are not operational, will conduct no investigations,

- ahd 'will “secuie the information and-assistance -they- need:- by .-
direct request of the appropriate foreign agency in the ?
country concerned, As a matter of reciprocity, my repre-
sentatives will accept requests from those agencies for .
information or assistance in the United States. Specific
comments concerning the six proposed new offices follow:

CANBERRA, AUSTRALIA Australia and New Zealand

were originally covered by road trip from

HManila and subsequently, following the close

of our post in ianila, IZrom Hong Xong. The

volunme of work, particularly in Australia,

has increased to the point that it can no

- longer be handled efficlently at such a

distance, and it is expected that the s

establishment of a representative in Canberra -

wiil pwovide foxr the more rapid handling of ‘
“e . our requests. In addition to the Commonwealth -
- Police and[fhe Augtralian Security Intelligence
Organization, liaison would also be maintained -
with the state and territorial police awenciﬁ(s)

KUALA LUMPUR, MALAYSIA The Agent stationed’
heyre would pe responsible for liaison in
Thailand, Malaysia and Singapore, all currently
being covered by road trip from Hong Kong, and
would initiate coverage in Indonesia.

. Kuala Lumpur was chosen as a central location
for the coverage of this large area which is
increasingly visited by persons of interest to
the FBI. Iy representatives in Hong Kong have
been unable to visit this area with sufficient
frequency to insure the prompt handling of our

“* . work. .

WW 55035 Docld:32989615 Page 25




;h$ggqq§a§}a #ohnhn.'lrwin I1.

ey e T e e e el s SR e mcs e £
R R N AT NN I N R AT IR S AT kRl TR
o g A . . '\ AT ST e Y g

MANYILA, PHILIPPINES Our lialson post was .
originally opened in Manila in August,

1961, and was closed on August 31, 1969,

in an effort to reduce overseas.costs,
Although relatively close to Hong Kong

- from which.the area has since been covered

the volume of our work in the Philippines. is
such that it can best be handied by a man

on the scene as we have encountered numexrous
delays in our efforts to secure information
at long distance. The continued United States
military presence in the Philippines, coupled
-with the large number of Philippine pationals
who have become involved in difficulties in
the United States and then returned to theixr
home, has resulted in the continuation of a
relatively large work load in this arxea,.

NEW DELHI, INDIA This is an area in which
we have not previously had regular coverage, -
and it has been necessary on & number of
ococcasiona fto despatch representatives from .
Rome or Hong XKong to handle problems arising
there. It is planned that our representative
in New Delhi wiil cover not only India but also
East and West Pakistan and Nepal. It is pnossible
.- . that additional terxitory may be assigned to
. o this office in the future. It is noted that
" . there are nine graduates of the FBI National
Academy located in thils area.

RIO DE JANEIRD, BRAZIL This office, which was

in operation from 1841 to 1957, was consolidated

with our post in Buenos Aires, Argentina, as an

* econony measure. During the more than four years
that it has been closed, it has become increasingly
apparent that the loss in prompt and effective
coverage is greater than the small saving justifies.
A number of individuals of interest to the FBI
have elther moved or traveled to Brazil, and it

ey
S
?

| g
=y,
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: has become apparent that prompt coverage
15 © . . can only be secured through direct and

1 _ . econtinuing liaison with the investiaative :
R agencies of this huge country,~ ‘o . -%

"SANTO DOMINGO, DOMINICAN REPUBLIC S
This ofiice, ormginal;y openad May 21, A
- 1965, was closed March 18, 19869, as an .o "
economy measure and coverage has been ) . L
e maintained by Agents assigned to the FBI o &
A - office in San Juan, Puerto Rico, It is

T ‘ - proposed that the Agent assigned to '
M ) . Santo Domingo will initiate coverage in
: : Haiti. There is a considerable population
of Dominican exiles residing in the
United States who continue to be involved
with the various poliitical factions in the
Dominican Republic, thereby creating :
problems of FBI interest in connection with
the Neutrality Act, the Foreign Agenis
Registration Act and othaer matters aifeciing
internal security interests. To a smaller
extent, this is also true of Haiti.

ST LT k]

s

] Although my request for this limited expansion
. was made at the specific instruction oi the President, I
know that he would not sanction an operation which was not
economically worthwhile, You may be assured that, as in
the past, these new posts will be carefully supervised and
proupt action taken should it be determined either that
their continued existence is not warranted or that additional
assistance is necessary. I hope that it will be possible )
for you to secure the requisite clearances in the near future.

T el ANTSRAAICT
<

Sincerely yours,

% Edgar‘HooVer-’

HW¥ 55035 DocId:32989615 Page 27 x 4 -
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=  ~UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 7
Memorandum o
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LUEGS e T ME Y Rosen lae SEselal et LEAG Lt paE: A L/RATX S Vi 2 e agvied Boneds o
« . - . - ° “ ) ’ :Q ) h . - .
FROM : E, S, Millﬁ? % ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED e

[ d -HEREIN}
% '..-" L giti .:-' ., PN L e . ‘. . . «:'D'ATE"’ ) < ]
"~ SUBJECT: @EN,S‘IPN. OF: ?OPEIGN;LIAI_SON-“ RS (R4 PR,

§ “On 11/2/71 we called Mr. R. Glynn Mays, who is =+ |

: assigned by the Department of State to the National Security -

: Council Under Secretaries Commitfee, and inquired concerning

] when we could expect a response to our letters of 9/20/71

i and 10/14/71 regarding the opening of six additional foreign -._
liaison posts.

" Mays stated that Bureau letter 9/20/71 had been'g?“
referred to the Naticnal Security Council Under Secretaries .
Committee as that group is responsible for the establishment
and alteration of overseas personnel ceilings. Inasmuch as
each U. S. Ambassador is a personal representative of the
President and is not subservient to the Department of State,
inquiries were sent to the six affected Ambassadors regarding
their concurrence in our proposal. Xach of the Ambassadors
]reSponded by raising various questions concerning such .t
matters as what information might be given to the host
government, FBI methods of operation overseas, and reasons
i2s to why their particular post had been chosen. These
: inguiries resulted in the visit of Ambassador Wymberley Coerr,
{ Deputy Director of State's Bureau of Intelligence and Research;
5 and Mr. Mays to the Bureau on 10/12/71 as reported in my . -~
memorandum of that date, As a result of that memorandum, -
a detailed letter dated 10/14/71 was forwarded to Under
Secretary of State John N. Irwin II furnishing specifics.
concerning our overseas operations and our reasons for
selection of the posts involved. ' '

~ Mays stated that upon receipt of the second letter,"
individual responses were prepared and forwarded to eachmpf I
the six Ambassadors who had raised questions. Replies‘are ;
still pending, and Mays said he knew no way of hurrying the
Ambassadors short of telephoning them., It was pointed out
to him that nearly a month and a half had elapsed since the
original request, which had been made at the instruction of
the President. He was asked to communicate our concern-at™

T et
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Thi§ document is prepared.in response to your request and is not for -dissemi-
nation outside your Committed, Its use is limited to official proceedings by
: _ your Committee dnd the content may not be disclosed to unauthorized Dersot-
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E. S. Miller to Mr Rosen ‘ '
.Re: EXPANSION OF FOREIGN LIAISON
'-Tthéhdelay to whatever level in the Department of Siate tﬁat
might be necessary in order to produce action. :
. . ACTION. N . -~ . «* - > PO 7
State, as usual, is dragging its feet, and we are
making no progress at the working level. If approved, the
attached letter will communicate our concern to Secretary
_— ‘R‘ogers. T ”.’f"—ﬂ-v’“mﬁw T : \
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(Honorable ¥William P, Rogers . - s :

2 A P A (5 & fe 3 EesT e Vi e
- L ~ . LR TRV
. . . \ ®
!' . .
LS g T Y e - . November 3, 1971 .
[ I ‘ .
S ’ ' . BY COURIER SERVICE
$ . Y PR B . «
R :: - ; .‘fl‘ to, F" 1 '--;'.j"' 00 bl D v oo o Wl O SN L B L A"
e x T ad e e T e U s e T e e e L T
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The Secretary of State a L
¥ashington, D. C. : , :

Deaxr Mr. Secretary: ' ' L . L > .

Reference is made to my letter of September 20,
1971, requesting clearance for six additional liaison posts
abroad. , , AT

As a result of specific inquiries received from
the Ambassadors concerned, further details were furnished
by letter of October 14, IY71l, to Under Secretary John N.
Irwin IIX.

As it hag been some time since the President ;-
requested this increase, I would appreciate an indication £
irom you as to when we can complete the necessary arrangements,

Sincerely yours, . - .
J. Edgar Hoover -
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nation outside your Committee. Its use is limited to official proceedings by
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R. Glynn Mays of the Department of State who has
been handling, on a working level, our request to expand our
foreign liaison telephoned 11/4/71. He stated that the 7
affected Ambassadors had been canvassed again for their . .
concurrence and each had raised a number of additional questions.“\
] He explained that basically, the Ambassadors were chafing '
P at a request for expansion at a time when the Government is
Ty in the throes of additional contraction in its overseas posts,’
and he indicated that a number of the Ambassadors had pointed
out that there are existing arrangements under which FBI
ol Jeads can be handled in their territory and they do not under-
= stand, based on the small volume of work they have witnessed
in the past, why ¥BI wishes to station a man in the territory
full time. With reference to our request to open in Kuala
Lumer, Malaysia, he said he would like us to authorize him C oA
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alternative. He stated an overwhelming percentage of the
personnel in the American Embassy at Kuala Lumpur are actually
Central Intelligence Agency representatives, and the Ambassador:.
felt there should be no further addition of securlty repre= .-

: sentatives. - : ///
A

’ Mays said that Ambassador Coerr, WhO had visited.
the Bureau with Mays 10/12/71 to discuss our request, had__.
+ - suggested that there be a further discussion at whlch the
numerous questions raised by the Ambassadors could be dis-
.cussed. Mays asked whether Assistant Director Miller and/or
another Bureau representative could come to the Department.
of State on 11/8/71 so that other interested State officials ~—————__
could participate in the discussion. Mays was told that the
request we had made was, as he has previously been informed,
a Presidential instruction and that ¥ -Bad Already.been/ &
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month and a half without action. He was told that we felt

no useful purpose would be served by further discussion of
operational details but that if the Department of State

had questions it desired answered, it should address them

to us in writing and we would deal with them in an appropriate
manner. We made no comment concerning the proposal to
exchange Singapore for Kuala Lumpur(actually,the two points
are very close and we see no objection to the change).

Mays said he understood our position and would
relay it promptly to his superiors. He indicated that the

United Nations Chinese problem and the Congressional action
concerning foreign aid had occupied the full time of the
top personnel at State with the vesult that they are not
familiar with the latest developments surrounding our
request. It is quite apparent that unless we call a halt
as we have done in our discussion with Mays today, we could
continue conferences and discussions endlessly without
chieving our objective., With reference to the implied
questioning of the volume of FBI work in the new areas, it
should be noted that our selection of the locations for the
new posts was based not on work load but on potential for
production of high level intelligence of interest to the
White House. This has not, of course, been included in
either our letters to State or our discussion with its

-
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For information. We will promptly analyze and
make recommendations concerning any request received from
State in writing.
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In response to the telephone call to the Director this
morning from Undersecretary of State John N. Irwin II, Irwin was -

As a result of pressing congressional commitments, Mr, Irwin had
no time available either today or tomorrow but arranged an
appointment for 3:30 p.m., Wednesday, November 24, 1971,

"‘Mr. Irwin stated that the meeting would be held in the

Iy

" office of William B, Macomber, Jr., Deputy Undersecretary of
State for Management, but that he, Irwin, would also be present.
3 It should be noted that it was Mr. Macomber with whom we dealt
R in arranging our 1970 expansion and it is under his direction

that State participates in the National Security Council
Undersecretaries Committee which must pass on all 1ncreases in/ -
U.S. personnel stationed abroaiﬂﬁ4¢4¢¢

= N .

ACTION: ‘\\%N .
”3 As instructed, I will atténd the neeting_scheduled

i

{

for 3:30 p.m., 11/24/71, and will take with me SA Graham A. Day
of this Division. . .
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‘100 M . - . Tovember 22, 1971 |
R m:omwm mm.-tconsom_;_" e

; Honorable John N, Irwin, II Under Secretary of State -called.’

He said he was calling about the posits.ons abroad Legal Attaches) that I
talked to the President about and the President authorized tc’ be done, and

¥r. Irwin said they, of ococurse, want to work out -how 'to do this. Mr. Irwin
continued that after getting my letter in October they sent it to the embassiss
to get some comments back and they wanted to talk about these and how was
‘the best way partly because of the situation overseas and a good part because
of the recent Fresidential order in conmection with the new economic policy
of refucing 5% overseas and this raises, fror an internal point of view, -
problems as to how they take this and where and the .amount of supjport T
they have to give overseas to the variety of agencies they support over and
~ beyond themselves. ¥r. Irwin said it “be helpful if they could talk: abont
these with me or whomever I might designate, lNr. Irwln continued thet he - ..
.'thought they had:talked once and then the FBI officer said he would like to .
have 11; in writing rather than further discussion.- .

‘¥r. Irvin said he talked to. Secretary of ‘State L‘illiam ‘P. ﬂogars
and Er. Ro ers . thought it would be helpful if they could, rather than going
. bhack and: rorth in writing, try and work it out becausge they know this is what
‘the Fresident requested be done. I -commented that the President is anxious,
¥ry. Irwin sald they do want to try to fit it in with the miscellansous politi-
- cal and administrative problems that exist rather t!um to aust wove. without
the opportunity for further &iscnss:.on. L e

. I told . Irvin I thought Mr: !-.iller, Assistant meetOr in charge
of the Domestic Intelligence Division and under whom the Legal Aftaches opér-
ate, would be the one to talk to and if hey lr. Irwin, would tell me wvhat time
. was convenient for him, I could chéck with yr. Mller. Mr. Irwin asked if they
should call Mr. Miller direct.and I told him I would call Mr..ldller and t.ell

h:i.m that hr. Irw:l.n wonld be 1n tauch ld‘.th him. u-. IMn thanked me. '

O\lcom'AmED very ”"17 TRy

| -LLlN‘FORMA“ ' . c.ox . °
- hERENISY *ss"‘“’ _ e e

John arHoover._ R

T}us document i3 prepared t'n re&ponaa te yow requeat amt ts not for dtssc'm- . s i@
nation - oulside your Commitice.. Its use is limited to official proceedings by =~ - . L.
-your Committee and the content may not.be disclosed. to unaathonzcd pemm- T
. nel without the express approval of the FBI . : S B
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B : MR, BIEHGP . \
 THonorable John B{Twin, I, Under Secretary of Flate, cahed.

% Yo eald he was ealling abdut the positions abroas {Lewal Attaches) thut 1
talked to the Vresident 2 cmt and the President authorized to be done, and
Mr. Irwin said they, of course, want {o worl out how to do this, Lir, Irwin
continued that after getting my lefier in Lciober they sent I to the embagsias

0 et 8ome comments baex ang they wanled {o talk atout theze

and how was

the best way partly because of the situation oversess and a

good rart tecanse

of the :‘ecent yresidgeniisl arder in connection v

vith the new econnmis polley

of reducing

they

5, overseas and this ralzes, from aninternal polnt of view,

nroblems as to how ’éﬂﬁ!}’ tnks this and where and the amouni of sumort
have to rive ove

iy

seas $0 the variety of arencies they m'mer% over am‘i
Irwin said it would be belipiul il ity could 131 &0out

an
POLE s .

beyonad themsaelives,
these with me oy whomever I might designzte, Hir, lrwin continued that he
thougtt they had {aikad onve and then the ¥8I officer said he would like t0 have

it in writing rather than further discussion, ,
Mp. Irwin séié he talked to Secretary of Sate Villlam £ \L’é’g:ﬁ

and Iir. Rogers thought it wouid he nelpful if they could, rathefths) poing
back and forth in xvmtm*, iy and work it out becauge they Enow thiz is what
the Proezident requeszled be done, 1 comamaoenied that the FPresidest is anzious,
Mr, Irwin s2id they do want to try to Gt & in with the m%sceik.rmaus nolitical
and adhinistrative protlems that exist ratm:': inan to just mmave withouk the -
opportimity {or further m.;c;w ion.

R

P
Ttold [tr. IrvdnItousit tir, Miller, Assistant Direstor in C'a"{
—sHa wornesiie intelliponce “ivision and uncer whon toe Lezal stiscles coerata,
ould be the one to falk (o and i be, iir, Irwis, would tell me what time waz
caavenient foz' Him, ! conld check with iv, .ililler. 3ir, irwin asked if they
Eivuld eall wr. Miller . direct - and 1 told him I would call 270, 1iiller ang toll

hem that Lie, Irwin would be ia toueh with bim, e, n"m*l tha ﬂ,cd R

? very fruly ve
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As’ instructed, "I met on 11/24/71 with State’ Under '
Secretary John N. Irwin II; Deputy Under Secretary William
B. Macomber, Jr.; his Executive Assistant, Samuel R. Gammon;
¥Wymberley Coerr, Deputy Director, Bureau of Intelligence and
Research; and R. Glynn Mays of State's Methods and Systems
Staff. I was accompanied by SA Graham A. Day of this Division.
Mr., Irwin, who was unable to stay for the entire meeting,
stated he was most appreciative of the Director's rapid and
cooperative response to his request for further discussion.
He pointed out that he has a tremendous respect for the Director
and for the organization which he has built and has instructed
his personnel at State to do everything in their power to
fulfill the ¥BI request. He notecd that the request did, however,
represent a substantial problem for State and that he had
asked for discussion because of the difficulties which State
had encountered.

State is fully aware of President Nixon's instruction
that FBI liaiscon activities be expanded. The President has
also, however, instructed that the official profile- of the
United States be lowered abroad and that a five percent
across~the-board reduction in United States overseas personnel
be made. Coming as it does on the heels of President Johnson's
fifteen percent reduction and President Nixon's earlier ten
percent reductlon, this has created serious staffing problems
in each U. S. Embassy., As the Ambassador's concurrence is
necessary before any new personnel can be sent abrecad, each
of those potentially affected by our expansion was consulted
by State and each one raised serious objections. Some, as
will be indicated below, questioned the necessity for an Agént———_
to be stationed in their countries and several, pointing to
the current expansion of the Bureau of Narcotics and Dangerous
Drugs, which is also being strongly resisted, asked why one
Justice representative could not represént both agencies,

As a result, both .Mr. Irwin and Mr. Macomber asked that we
take a hard look at our proposals to see if some adjustments
could be made which would result in a smaL&e: overall increase

in our overseasrpepsgnnelr- ’

) NATIONAL UCURITY INFORMATION
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Memorandum E: S. Miller to Mr. Rosen
41 % ° Re: EXPANSION OF FOREIGN LIAISON

—

I pointed out that there would be no possibility
of our "doubling up'" with Narcotics investigators, explaining
‘ that our functions and methods of operation are totally
3 different and would actually be incompatible in some areas.
I noted that our modest request had actually been scaled °
down before it was forwarded to State and that we had limited
each office to a single Agent .with only one Clerk-Stenographer.
I referred to the detailed explanation for our request which
had been furnished in our letter of 10/14/71 to Mr. Irwin
and stated that we would not have made the request if we
;haa not felt it fully justified and responsive to the
" President's instruction. I said that we would, however,
careéfully consider each part of the request once more to
see if there was any way in which the total number of personnel
i involved might be reduced. It was agreed that following this
review, we would meet again for further discussion during
the week of November 29, 1971. Comments and recommendations
conceruning the specific areas follow:

B

Rio de Janeiro, Brazil

The Agency for International Development Mission
here has been withdrawn in the face of local criticism of
U. S, efforts to influence the Brazilian Pélice, We have
béen covering this enormous country from our office in
Argentina on a 2,500 mile round trip basis. No criticism
has been made of our liaison contacts with the Brazilian
Police or other agencies, and we feel we should insist on
reopening our office here. By reducing our staff in
Buenos Aires by one Agent_and one _clerk (which we 1ntended

s  to do ar anyway)“fieopenlng”;hls offlce g};l result in~ no
" {ncrease in personnel T

e Wt 4 "oV TS PRARIPP-fro-arie gy gy T Aw o)

Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia

5 e
.
] .
- n s KAl
H

I JFK-Act..6_(1) (B)

and the addition of another investigative agency is
feared by the Ambassador as objectionable to the Malaysian
Government which is endeavoring to maintain a neutral position.
State asks that we let them explore the possibility of opening
in Singapore instead of. Kuala Lumpur.. Singapore is extremely
‘close and is actually a better location from the ‘standpoint
of travelers both east and west as Singapore is a normal
international aviation stop. We believe Singapore would be
just as _good a location as Kuala Lunmpur and recommeénd’ that
State be asked to make the ne§;fuary arrangements without

: further delay, -
hw 55035 DocId:32989615 Page 37
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Memorandum E. S. Miller to Mr. Rosen S
Re:- EXPANSION OF FOREIGN LIAISON ) - .

Manila, Philippines

Although the Ambassadox here has voiced objection,
we feel that we should insist upon reopening. this office.
‘There are’a number of National Acadeny graduatés in the

Philippines, and we have a ready reservoir of good will .
‘which we can tap both in our regular work and in- éur  search
for political intelligence. - -

Santo Domingo, Dominican Republic

\ The Ambassador here was most specific in pointing
" out that the present coverage from our office in nearby
| ’ San Juan seemed to be fully adequate, He added that the
| precarious political situation could be worsened by the
‘ addition of U. S. law enforcement personnel., VWe believe

H we could forgo.regpening Santo Domingo with no los§?"”The
L aﬁ Xpenit "in San Juan now covering the area (and who “was
— scheduled to reopen the office) can be fully briefed ccn-
cerning the collection of political intelligence and, by
stepping up the frequency of his visits, can not only cover
the Dominican Republic but also establish liaison in Haiti
and Jawaica. ‘

1 New Delhi, India

g
i ’ It was pointed out that, whereas we had planned
to cover East and West Pakistan from this point, the current
hostilities would make this unfeasible., India itself, however,
is a huge country with an enormous population and is of great
potential political significance. For the present, we could
, establish liaison from here with Iran and could await the
% . resumption of better relations between India and Pakistan
- before visiting the latter. We feel we should insist upon
“opening this office. ) . ’

- 3 - CONTINUED - OVER .
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Memorandum E. S. Miller to Mr. Rosen
Re: EXPANSION OF FOREIGN LIAISON

Canberra, Australia

We believe we could forgo opening an office here
at this time as, of thé various offices considered, this
FouTd probably be the least productive of polltlcal intelli-
gence since it has a stable government and enjoys friendly
' relations with the U. S. From a cost standpoint, this would
i probably be the most expensive post to open merely because

} of the great distance and high transportation costs.

ACTION:

It is recommended that we inform State we have
1 tvery carefully reconsidered our request and, in an effort
to be fully cooperative, we have altered our request with
the result that only six additional posztlonC*abro“d will be
; inesGasd vather (haiu the twelve Oilglndlly reyuested. We will
i, 2sk to open at Rio de Janeiro, Manila, New Delhi and Singapore,
'making other arrangements for the coverage we had requested
from Santo Domingo and Canberra. We will press for an
early meeting for the consideration of this proposal and
ask that we be permitted to proceed at the earliest possible
i moment as there has already been so much delay.

: Ts o 3clnts —

3 H?@A/S¢ A i

e

T Ty J

"ﬁ”‘ﬁzmm

HW 55035 Duéld:32939615 Page 39
B S e, L, s -

.
o e 4 Pt S PRSI e S e 10

P S TR P

AR 1 i AT Tk e qnpktﬁ'r’gw"




) FY
o tomor @).
UNIT LD STATES GOVERNMENT , - N
S Memorandum
{/’ . ~ :'S . %
Mr. Rosen .. pATE: 11/29/71 . - - :
. . r % /{.
E. S. Miller . ,
| sumecr: EXPANSION OF FOREIGN pIatsoN Lo N S
¢ - B el .:‘ B e e x‘_\\, .

o el il s o

As approved by the’Dlrector, we have pressed State
for an early meeting at which we can present our altered
proposal for expansion of our foreign liaison. Deputy Under
Secretary of State William B. Macomber, Jr., has indicated N,
that 3:30_p. m.,,Tuesday,Nll/30/71 is the earliest moment o

e e ey

: he has available., We will, therefore, meet with State at -
} that time and will urge that our proposal be approved I R
v promptly. Cev .,;;
; ACTION: s A o
% For information, 3 ‘ : ’
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As indicated in memorandum 11/29/71, we had an -~
appointment to discuss our expansion fuxrther with Deputy
Under Secretary of State Macomber at 3:30 p.m., 11/30/71.

t noon on 11/30/71, Mr. Macomber's office advised that he
had been unexpectedly summoned by the Secretary of State
to a meeting which would occupy the balance of the afternoon,
and we were asked to postpone our discussion until 12/2/71.

I stated that I was quite anxious to resolve this matter
without further delay and asked to meet with other State
representatives to discuss our proposal as originally planned.
Accordingly, we met with Ambassador Wymberley Coerr, Deputy

: Director.of-State's Bureau of Intelligence and Research;

i Samuel R. Gammon, Executive Assistant to AMr. Macomber; and

3 R. Glynn Mays of State's Methods and Systems Staff. I was
accompanied by SA Graham Day of this Division.

Y
‘e dand

- I stated that the staffing problems encountered
by State had been e=xplained to the Director and that, in
an effort to cooperate, he had authorized us to materlally
reduce our initial request. I said that we would agree to
Slngapole in place of Kuala Lumpur as suggested by State,
and we would cancel our request to open offices in Canberra
and Santo Domingo. I pointed out that we would staff our
office in Rio de Janeiro by reducing our present staff in
. Buenos Aires and that we were therefore requesting, in effect,
] only six additional positions abroad(3 Agents, 3 clerks) in
g péi%g,of the prigimal 12, from which we would open oiflpes
ke 1r/wanllagjhgbrde/ﬁanelro, NeW~De1h#/'and/e1xher'Slngabo;Q(

]
aé .

,‘
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Kuala Lumpur,
= - -
Ambassador Coerr“sald that he greatly apprec e
- the Director's cooperation and asked that his thanks be
conveyed to the Director for this.._He_instructed Mr, May
to immediately wire the Ambassador in Singapore to explore
the possibility of our opening there in place of Kuala Lumpur,
He then stated that our choice of Manila was especially
troublesome because, at Presidential direction, a special
reductlon in U. S. personnel had ‘been made there over and °

2 Al

o . *3 °Thzs document is prepared in fresponse to your request and is not fo'r dissemi-
~.7 nation outside your Commnittee. Its use is limited to official proceedings by
your Committee and the content may not be disclosed to unauthorized person-

nel without the expressyapproval of the FBI .
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‘above all of the over-all percentage decreases made in other
‘posts. He said that the situation in Manila was so critical
that he would ask that we discuss it further with the Director
LU L 4Vto .8ee_whether we.might. open in Canberra, .Australia,. in.place.:
et Y - & 5 Manlla, ‘possibly covering - the Philippines from Canberra.:-.’
? 'In addition, Mr. Mays said that the Ambassador in New Delhi .
shessean Badd. expressed .doubt..whether.-there was..sufficient FBI.work .in. .: ;...
| "India to justify stationing a man there. Mays asked for -
i ‘ figures which State could use to support our request,

S I stated that we were faced with a situation in

which the President had, on September 20, 1971, asked the
* Director to expand his liaison operations abroad and that

here we were more than two months later without having taken

a single action in direct response to the President's instruction.
: I pointed out that it seemed to me that the President's instruction
i § should take precedence over any Ambassadorial question and
: 5 that I saw no point in becoming involved in quibbling with
= individual Ambassadors in efforts to justify doing what the
President had asked. Ambassador Coerr said that he understood
our position perfectly and State would proceed to correspond
with the Ambassadors further., He did ask that we present
the snecial nroblem of Manila for determination by the Director.

With respect to Manila, we have a fair volume of
work there now which we do not have in Australia., Further,
we do not feel it would be feasible to cover Manila from
Australia because of the distance involved, and we want to
leave our office in Hong Kong free to concentrate on the
greatly enlarged Chinese problem. We feel, therefore, that
despite the Ambassador's objection, we should insist upon
reopening our office in Manila,

- = T ey ¢ e
KR

g

- )

A b ¥
¥
"

y

- ACTION: If approved, we will inform Ambassador Coerr that
~ his proposal that Canberra be substituted for Manila has been
reviewed by the Director and that he feels, as he did when-
he approved the reduced proposal that it is essential for‘\\‘N\\\‘\\
-us to reopen our office in’ Manlla. We will also tell !
- ‘Ambassador Coerr again that too much time has already elapsea.
and that this matter should be resolved promptly. . i

R |
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. (2) We have considered a status letter to

“- Dr. ‘KisSsinger ~concerning.this--but -believe.that this would. .. ..o -
be premature inasmuch as State Under Secretary Irwin has ' '

. indicated his desire to cogperatg and.it appears that . = .

State is about to authorize part, if ‘mot all,
amended request. We will watch this situation very closely,
however, and will submit a proposed letter to Dr. Kissinger

(if it appears that State is continuing to drag its feet, —
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Coerr, Deputy Director of State's Bureau of Intelligence and
Research, was advised 12/3/71 that we could not accept Canberra,
Australia, as a substitute for Manila, Philippines, and that

we felt that we had already done everything in our power to

cooperate by reducing our request for additional positions e

* overseas from 12 to 6 (3 Agents, 3 clerks). We pointed out
that we made our original request oan September 20, 1971, and
that two and one half months have elapsed without action.
Ambassador Coerr said he understood our position perfectly
and that he expected to have some definite word for us in
the very near future. -

:

Withi nmf;ggnglnutes, Ambassador Coerr telephoned

and said that he had been able to &§&cliré approval for us to

g0 ahead with the four offices which we had discussed in his

'3’#’ &K 71 r w“ s e eemd Ja £2 - B
*"C .....4-*1"-.-.. .u.c kas EC? ye'v had & £izal ITHEOoOLnSC LG

tHe Ambassador in Singaporg, however, so he could not state

whether our new post WIll &e in Kuala Lumpur or Singapore,

We have approvgl hoy ever, to_open new Leoal/Attache dffIceré '
/

in. New Delh'd‘ﬂ_qlla Rio de Janelro, and 1n glther Slngapo
or ‘Kuald Lumpldr. ~Ambassddor Coegx,531d he expected'to

able to advise us which of the latted - twa'lwould be Approved
within a very short tlme., ‘.

:  ACTION: (L The Admlnlstratlve Division' should notlfy the
Agent and clerical personnel selected for Rio de Janelmo, Manila
and New Delhi that State Department.-clearance has been.granted

"anq they should proceed to apply for their passports and/or
visas at once. The Administrative Division will be notified

immediately as soon as we receive the final clearance for -
Singapore or Kuala Lumpur. Previously approved transfers of personnel

to Santo Dommgo and Canberra, Ausiralia, are belng cancelled

»

5

o ) . .

S

¢ . ,'\‘

B - olhis document is prepared in 'response to your request cmd is not for dzssemz—

. notion outside your Committee. Its use.ts limited to official proceedings by
your Committee and the content. may nut be disclosed to unouthorized person~
nel without the express Qppro'val of the FBI .
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(2) The Files and Communications, Laboratory and

Administrative Divisions should be prepared to furnish the

necessary commupiqatigns7equipmept_and_§uppligs.“
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(3) A letter of confirmation addressed to Secretary
Rogers is being prepared and will be submitted separately,

Tw

e e
- — 2
«

(4) Letters informing the Attorney General and -
Dr. Kissinger will be promptly prepared as soon as we hear

‘ from State regarding whether our office will be in Singapore
or Kuala Lumpur. . .
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Docombor 6, 12871 L
BY COURIER SERVICE .

Honorable Williaw P. Rogers
The Sceerotary of Siate
. Rasbhington, . C.

Dear i, Bewretary:

Pollowing oy loettar of Hovomber I3, ISYL, which
inquived canpcerising oupr requast for 6 additioenal Lialisoy :
posts abroad, ny roprosentatives met on t¥e crcazsions i
with o¥ficials of your Department. In opder i cooperais :
with the eurrent affort fo reduce American personiel ovorsens,
gur Feguest was recuced so that festead of 18 nadditieonal
pRraonael, only 8§ would be required.

NG L3

Yy

G Docembor B8, 1P, Anbassader Wymberley oSy i
Deputy Divector of the Durgan of Intsllipgeuce and Resenych, ‘

advyiaed that cleoarnncso was being granted foy our reduced '
¥aguest. This will rnssp that now liaison posia will be
eztabliished ot ifow Dodbi, Indias Masila, Philippings; i
Ri¢r Go Jnnoire, Brawnili and in eiiber Singaporys, Republic
of Singapore, or Kusia Lumpur, Hslaysia,

Your coongraiion and assistapse,-whiclk have @
us to respond to the Presidentts reguest, asre iadeed appreciated.

Sincerely yours,

J. Edgar Hoover

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED - : B

D :
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIE
DATE sza.m_. BY4

A S R LR

This document is prepared in response to your request and is not for dissemi
nation outside your Committee. Its use is limited to official proceedings by
your Committee and the content. may not be disclosed to unauthorized person-
nel without the express approval of the FBI . o
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'~ We are recommending that opening of our mmew office
at New Delhl, India, be temporarily postponed in view of the
present situation. ok '

War was declareﬁ on India by Pakistan the same day .-.
that clearance was .réceived from State for our office there.
" e have been watching the situation closely and it has t
deteriorated to the pocint where we believe it would be futile
for us to station a man there right now. All commercial -
airplane flights to New Delhi have been cancelled by the
Indian Government and State has advised us that they are
congidering the possibility of evacuation of American
inationals as is currently being done in Pakistan. Our
Legats are dependent upon developing friendly relations with
the investigative agencies of the host country,. Recent 2

e 1 ™ ,: 4 AT
statcnents Sy ...rCSl“Cn.. };l:‘;cr‘ Secrgtarzr 'D(\rrorc and

Ambassador Bush have tended to blame India for escalation

of the situation with the result that considerable hostility
has been developed in India against the United States. A
very recent demonstration arocund the United States Embassy
in New Delhi is evidence of this., This is just not the

time for a new Legat to introduce himself as a United States
representatlve to Indian agenc1es.

-l

We checked with State on this and Glynn Mays, w1th
whom we have dealt in connection with the expansion, said
the situation is such that the Indian Governmeﬂ“'mtdh%"even
‘decline to issue a visa to our representative althouoh he
‘cannot say for sure. As our purpose in sendingl@ &ih16d97l
India is to have him secure political intelligence items ™~
from his contacts, it would seem that he would B& Unaple to.
do this until the 51tuat10n eases and a less hostlle attltude
prevails, -

!
ACTION: “

it is recommended that we hold up onr 'sending our
personnel to New Delhi for a period of 30 days, on the -
expiration of which the situation will be reassessed and a

further recommendation made for the Dlrector s consideration,

\CDS; Categorj ¥ ) LJ@ {}5 Nk g ik, Unauthorized Disclosure

ggré_i%defig . - Subject tol Criminal Sanctions

C283 . NATIONAL § RITY IN FORMATION
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Mr, B, 5, Hilleyx 12/31/5

f

NTAINED
ORMATION CO
ﬁ%&?&x CLASSIFIED
D gl _ BY

EZPANSION OF FORBIGY LIALSOH DATE

¥%. 1, Wanpnall

We have besuy pushing Glynn layw, who im handling
cur e¢xpaasicn ou the workingy level at Gtate Yor & figal
, " @ecleion on whoiher we oan open 2w offics iu Binglupore op
; Euala fumpuy. Oo 12/2/71 he advised that noarly alli the
ot

£ i
arvangoneals have ben conpleted wiich will enable ve to
open in Singapore; Lhovevdr, & final sgspoase Irom the
: Siustpore Goysronpeat hag net yet beoen received, e stated
| that ho ig wakiang evesy sifori, throurk the 4. B, Asbassador
| in Sloggposroe, to expedits thiz watter ang that bhe will ianform
‘ ud 2t once wheo the £iaal vord is recsived,

With respest o our pow office at Rio de Janeira,

razil, Bars sotad that the U, 8, Eshassy had been formally
rmovad from Hios to Brasilis abput onon month age. This s

& pove vwhich has beon doder way during the pasy rour youisrs

and vas anticiveied Ly our Legdl Attache ip Buenoes Aires
who advised Lhat our new ofifise should Lo oposned in

Rie do Janeiro neveribeleosg as the bualk of our work {5 in

Rio and sdiacent Sap Paule. The U, 8. diplomatic establishmont
im Rio wiil honceforth bDe kuoown as the Consulate General,
and Haves iundicated that, a8 ian the gasg of tbhy Consulate
Gencral ot Hony XKoug, our reproseatative would b2 koown as the
| Lopal lisison Cificer, becsuse go attache title is used in
! & Copsulate Gensral,

1 - Ve anticipzte o gifficulty with thig as wo have
: had none 44 Hoag Koag. Gur ropreseatative wil}l continug
to e Encwes within tha Buresu as Legal Altache, and the
. title Legal Liaison Cificer will Lo uced only by our Kail
© ool in aldreszing pouches to him. - = S -

-, PR,

ACTION: Attached
Lerai, Tenng Alres, of tho ebivrg in statuz aof the ¥, S,

estasliohnent in nic @@ Jaeird and that cur represontaitive
., - ¥ELL upe the title Legsl lLiaison Officer ithere

- o@}s » 3
v 4 Ao, e edo g TS

L
:".'.‘-

This document is prepared in response to- your request and is not for disseni-
nation outside your Committee. Its use is limited, to official proceedings by
your Committee and the content may not be disclosed to unouthorized persot-

for approval is o cable remianding the

7 ~upproval of-the~FBl~—
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. Dear Mr Hoover'.x e . A .
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g croa et '.::' T LR IR LRI Unauthorlzed DISCIOSure et "- o e
- R “*Subject to Criminal S’anctaons ' ' :
HW 55035 DocId:32989615 Page 49

On behalf of Secretary Rogers, 1 w1sh to thank
~tyou for your letter of.December.6. .I share your . )
satisfaction that, since our conversation of a few . ,
weeks ago, our staffs have reached agreement on
increasing the FBI's liaison activities in certain
overseas areas, I am particularly gratified that .
this has been accomplished so as to meet the =~ R
President's general instruction to you and his earli-

er directives to the Under Secretaries Committee to e
keep a tight control on all overseas personnel, _and
to our ambagsadors overseas to monitor and direct the

et S AL e B b =i

operations of all. elements 8351one6'to their missions.
W—_

sl AT « e Ty ¥

We have recently instructed ourx Ambassadors in o
Brasilia, Manila, and Singapore to consult with their
respective host governments on this subject, and we % 8
expect to hear from them shortly. Once we receive
formal clearance from those host governments and have
resolved the remaining technical and administrative
questions; your agents will be able to assume thelr
new respon51b111t1es in those areas.v . )
S A [ S T LA N TR IR :, ~_n'~ A.;,.w‘\.u"x. Sl gewty o 8

Because of the current situation in South A31a
however, this is not the propitious moment to establlsh'
an office in New Delhi. We will keep in touch both
iwith our Embassy and w1th your staff to defermine when
’best to proceed e

e B0 S e AR T b e e e e 2 mmm&mﬁmm

albaitls AETH JCLAESIFIED
The Honorable .- . .. Lf Rt Dﬁﬁiﬁiax&uﬁg".m

J. Edgar Hoover,
Director,
Federal Bureau of Investigation.
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CONFIDENTIAL | .

-2 . .5

I particularly appreciate your strong personal ;
interest and assistance in helping our two depart- i

ments respond to Presidential guidance and direction.
T am confident that through continued close effort, “ i
our respective staffs will shortly resolve the ) g

remaining questions at hand. ;
With warm regards, ]
' . Sincerely, §

n N. Irwin
Chairman
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Memomna’um | S

Comp.{Syst.

\&‘A\‘Q Ext. Affairs
TO ¢+ Mr. J. B. Adams ‘\gﬂ \F\En \‘}‘,%ATE 7 /3 /75 ziel:s:VCom. -

g L\‘\&? & § enoc' - ’

p“éﬁj/ Legal Counsel%% lﬁi& A v;ﬁ/

R\\ I-Mr. Wamnall =~ tebeoifeg §I
1- Mr Mlntz Plan. & Eval,

supjEcT: COMMISSION ON CIA ACTIVITIES Spec. Inv.

WITHIN THﬁ. UNITED STATES }Av‘/\ ;T.,,SR
S,c»f_, O 0 E

On July 1 1975*‘Doug-Marv1n Spe01a1 Assistant to the = N
Attorney General telephomcally advised me that the Attorney General
desired the Bureau's views on a letter to be addressed to the Presiden
by the Attorney General commenting on the recommendations of the
captioned Commission in its final report.

..j(

5 &

At 3:21 p.m.on July 1, 1975, he furnished me a copy of the .
proposed letter to the President and a copy of its enclosure, "Comments
on Recommendations of the Commission on CIA Activities Within the
United States. ' I took the material immediately to Mr. Wannall and
following our review, we discussed our suggestions with Mr. Callahan
and Mr. Jenkins and then telephonically advised Mr. Marvin of the
proposed changes. Mr. Marvin adopted all of the proposed changes
except our suggestion that the paragraph regarding Recommendation 30
should include a comment that any agreement between.the CIA and the FBIL
should not be undertaken until we have more informatiqn concerning possible
legislation which may be enacted following the conclusion of the inquiries
being made by the Senate Select Committee. < .

CRIGINALFIRR I fr> 776

On July 2, 1975, I received from Mr. Marvin a copy of the final
draft which was transmitted to the White House and discussed with him the
absence of any change in the paragraph regarding Recommendation 30.

Mr. Marvin explained that while they concurred in our reservations about
)attempting to draft an agreement without considering the possibility of new
legislation, they felt that the cover letter to the President indicated
( sufficiently that the comments were preliminary observations and that
considerableradditional work would be necessary. Adtached is a copy 01 the
final letter to the President dated‘77‘1‘/75*aﬁd its eé j / o

ROT RECORDED |
RECOMMENDATION gt bl Q
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@ftiee of the Atturnep Geneval
Washiugton, 2. @. 20330

7-1-75

The President . Au.mm-"‘am’m CONTAINED
The Whitg House . g!e

Dear Mr. President:'

In your memorandum of June 1llth you requested our
comments on the recommendations of the Commission on
CIA activities within the United States (The Ro‘kefeller
Commission). Many of the recommendations bear directly
on the operations of this Department, since a change in
the charter of the Central Intelligence Agency will often
carry with it implications with respect to the responsi-
bilities of the Federal Bureau of Investlgatlon.

I amAen01051ng a memorandum Wthh consists of
preliminary observations on tHe recommendations. The

-basic purpose of the memorandum is to point out those:

recommendations which may require some modification
before they are 1mplemented

The observatlons are preliminary in nature because
the development of guidelines in this area requires a

- considerable amount of work and a great deal of consulta-

tion with other agencies of the gOxgrnment as well as
with the Federal Bureau of Investigation. We have already

" begun this process and are moving as quickly as possible.

i_will, of course, keep you irifovmed on the pfogress

" of the Department in developing guidelines with respect .
‘to the relationship of the Department, 1nclud1ng the FBI i

to the CIA.
. . Sincerely, C s
D it 17 T
- Edwvard H. Levi
" Attorney General
Eﬁclbsu;e

/4"’;";/— Q‘i z/lyx » @f;\':""""“'w“’; @GLUQ(-MA .
S R Zoed (/X L2u
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MEMORANDUM

COMMENTS ON RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE COMMISSION ON CIA
ACTIVITIES WITHIN THE UNITED STATES

-~ The'COmments of the Department of Justice on -
the recommendations of the Commission are as follows:

. Recommendation 2, suggests an Executive Order
spelling out the CIA's jurisdiction for collecting in-
formation about the domestic activities of U.S.
citizens. The functions of the FBI in domestic intelli-
gence investigations and counterintelligence investiga-
tions within the Unit=d States ought to be kept quite
separate from the functions of the CIA. The. problem is

_more than "proper ¢oordination with the FBI" as the
recommendation seems to suggest. Domestic counterin-
telligence is within the responsibility of the FBI. As
to that part of the recommendation urging the destruction
of information, it should be noted that some of this in-,
formation may have found its way into FBI files where it
may or may not be legitimateiy retained. Further, the
‘recommendation suggests that information inconsistent
with the Executive Order be destroyed at the conclusion
of pending congressional investigations or as soon there-
after as permitted by law. In this respect, it should be
made clear that no files should be destroyed before the
Department of Justice closes its case as to possible
criminal violations by CIA off1c1aLs or employees.

Recommendatlon 3, that Con ess establish a
Joint Committee on Intelligence, raises the question whether
this committee would be yet another oversight committee
. for the FBI as wz2ll. As the report recognizes, when there
. .are too many committees assuming an over51ght functlon
conflicte and confusion 1Lev1cabLy arise.

Recommendation 6 concerns theest&bllshment of
guidelines-governing CIA's relationship with the Department -
of Justice with respect to allegatlons of criminal conduct
by CIA or its employees.. It is no longer Department policy,
< if it ever was, to defer prosecutorlal decisions to CIA,

” . or cases concerning CIA activities. This Commission recom-
mendation is a good one, and the guidelines must make clear-
that the Department will pros~acute.criminal conduct by CIA
or -its employees wich tne same v1gor it would prosecute
any other criminzl conduct )

l$1 55035 DocId:32989615 Page 55
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Rec{mmendation 9(g) suggests that the CIA's
Inspector General Reports -- some of which may involve
allegations of criminal activity -- should be provided to
the National Security Council and the Executive Oversight
body- for the CIA whose establishment is recommended else-
where in the report. Such a reporting requirement is un-
objectionable, but it should not -be read as -putting the
decision whether to bring allegations of criminal conduct
to the attention of the Department of Justice in the
hands of persons outside CIA.. Any possible criminal
violations by GIA or its employees should be reported
directly and immediately to the Department of Justice by
the CIA Imspector General.

Recommendation 12 calls for guidelines on CIA
employees' conduct. These guidelines are important and
will not,we suspect, be easy to draft. The recommendation

~also suggests that the Director of Central Intelligence

should approve all actions rdising questions of - CIA author-
ity. If any proposed activity raises the possibility of
criminal violation, the Attorney General should also be
consulted.

Recommendation 13 snggests that the CIA should
be prohlbited from engaging in domestic mail openings,

but it leaves open the question, whether the CIA ought to

participate in the opening of th&\pail of U.S. citizens
abroad. -Further, part (b) of the récommendation ‘implies
that the CIA may conduct mail cover examinations in the
United States. This raises the question whether the CIA
rathexr than the FBI should be conductlng any domestic
activities of this sort. !
N .
Recommendation i4 raises‘serious problems. For
one thing, it suggests the uevelopment of an evaluation

. e

unit within the Department of Justice or the FBI to coordin-~

ate intelligence and counterintelligence information. This
could be viewed as an invitation to create a new internal
security organization for the purpose of keeping track of
dissident domestic political groups. On the other hand,
failure to create such an organization could be seen as v
perpetuating some of the difficulties suggested in the
report. The Department cf Jusvice is studylno this recom-
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mendation to determine the proper solution to this problem.

Recommendation 15 suggésts that the President refrain.
from directing the CIA to perform what are essentially

“internal security tasks. - Because of the need for a rather

strict separation of the functions of the CIA and the ¥BI,

the difficult gquestion of defining an internal security

matter probably ought to be undertaken. The recommendation -
also calls for destruction of certain files of the CHAOS
project. No files of the CHAOS project should .be destroyed
before the Department of Justice closes its dase as tc possible

criminal violatiors by CIA officidls ox employees in. connectlon
with the CHAOS files,

Recommendatlon 16 calls for a wrltten determlnatlon
by the Director of Central Intelligence that CIA infiltration
of domestic groups is necessary "to meet' a clear danger to ..
agency facilities, operations, or- personnel, and that ade-
guate coverage by law enforcement agencies is unavailable."”

On the basis of the Commission report, it is not clear under
what circumstances it would ever be necessary and proper

for the CIA to infiltrate doméstic groups. Perhaps a briefing
of officials in the Department would lead to a better under-
standing of the implications of this policy.” In any case,
there should be explicit guidelines deflnlng the Director's
authorlty to order such infiltration.

&

Recommendation 17 calls fo¥,ithe destruction of some
CIA files, upon the conclusion of the™qurrent congressional

... investigations or as soon thereafter as” pgssible. As indi-

cated earlier, no -files should be destroyed until the Justice
Department's investigation is completed.

Recommendation 18 states that the CIA may investigate
individuals affiliated with it, but tbhat such 1nvest1gatlons
"must be coordinated with the FBI" when there is evidence
of espionage or violation of -law involved. If the CIA is to
avoid getfing into law enforcement 1nvest1gat10ns, perhaps it
should simply turn all criminal ‘investigations over to the
Bureau rather than "coordinate" with the FBI or 'any other
enforcement agency. This problem of separating law enforcement
from foreign intelligence is a Aifficult problem. The De-
partment of Justice has the problem under study and w1ll try
to make a more definite statement about it later.

Recommendatinn 19 would compel the FBI to accept
cases involving allegations of security violations "without
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regard to whether a favorable prosecutive oplnlon is issued
by the Justice Department.' - This could raise serious
_difficulties. Tor examplé, it would have the effect of
putting the FBI in the uncomfortable position of 1nvest1gatlng
-a matter without reasonable expectation of prosecutlon
‘Recommendation 19(a) could be read as requiring the Director
of Central Intelligence to refer all serious or continuing o
- security violations to the Security Committee of USIB for
its determination whether -the case should be referred to the
-Department. The Director should be able to refer these cases
dlrectly without resort to an. 1ntermed1ary : :‘:, ra
- % .
Recommendation 21 supports legislation making 1t a
‘criminal offense for CIA employees to leak classified infor-
-mation. In general, the recommendation raises controversial
-issues similar to those raised in connection with some of :
_ “the-provisions-in S.1. The Department,:.of, course; ‘will.work
“with the“€Central Intelllgence Acency in draftlng any necessary
~1eglslatlon . ;. -

..... A ’ ’

-t

Recommendatlon 22 suggests that the Dlrector of Central
{Intelligence should approve in writing certain physical sur-
*veillance operations, but again it does not provide the
"Director with any clear guidelines as to when and under what
- eircumstances approval should be given. It is-not clear to
what extent, if at all, the CIA should undertake physical sur-
veillante operations within the United States. Moreover,- there
Cls the issue of the role of the FBi%tEhgatters sﬁch as these
The 1ssue 1s under study by the Department

-

(N

&
Recommendation 23 is amblguous in that it could be read

as meaning that all interceptions of wire or oral communica-

. tions within the United States would require a warrant. Read
another way, the recommendation could be undéerstood to mean”
that the CIA could conduct warrantless activities in foreign
intelligence matters either within the U.S. or abroad. It has
been the Administration's position that certain national security
surveillances do not require a warrant. Also, the recommenda-
tion fails to discuss procedures already agreed to by the Direc-
tor of the Central Intelligence Agency regardlng the 1nterceptlon

by the CIA of wire or oral communications of American citizens |
abroad. :

Recommendation 28 suggests that equipment for monitor-
ing conversations should not be tested on unsuspecting persons
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living within the United States. Perhaps this recommendation
should also’ apply to unsuspecting American citizens living abroad

‘as well.

"Recommendation 30 suggests that the Director of Central
Intelligence and the Director of the FBI should draft a de-
tailed agreement setting forth each agency's jurisdiction and
devising procedures for effective liaison between them. While
it is important that there be cooperation between the CIA and
the FBI, this issue ought not be left solely to an agreement
between the two agencies. At the least, if there is to be an
agreement, representatives of the Attorney General or his De-

. partmental designee ought to be involved in its negotlatlon
and preparation. -

L4
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’t. Jd. A, Mintz

(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)
Mr. W. R. Wannall

Mr. W O. Cregar

Mr. V. V. RKolombatovic
Mr. T. E. Burns
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O
P

\' The Attorney General Jiune 20, 1975

Divector, FBI

0

TION CONTAINED
UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE Q‘é‘h‘gﬁ’ﬁw LAsssFlE.D
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)
) DATE L_. .,.,...

By letter dated May 14, 1975, with attached appendices,
the SSC reguested certain information and documents from the FBI.

Enclosed for your approval and forwarding to the

Committee is the original of a memorandum with enclosure which

1 is in response to one of the Committee's requests. We have
enclosed a copy of your letter to lir. Lioyd N. Cutler, lay 2,
1975, described within, since it has a direct bearing on our
response to the Committee's request and describes the procedure .
necessary to gain access to the sealed portion of the Joseph \ :
Rraft file. ,

A copy of this memorandum with enclosure is being
furnished for your records. ér /

Enclosures (4)

‘ni"l‘ﬂ"}[ ;l' . ~ \‘\ \0
}J e
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DI 2 - Mr. J. A, Mintz
R _ (1L - Mr. J. B. Hotis)
- - . 1l - Mr, W. R. Wannall
1 - Mr, W. O. Cregar
1 - Mr, V. V. Rolombatovic
1 - Mr, T. E. Burns

62--116395 Junc 20, 1975

UNIITLD STATES SENATE SERECT COiITInG
T STUDY COVDRUENTAL OPRRATIONS
TITH RESPLCTY TO INTELLICENCE ACTIVITIES (8SC)

RE: FROQUDST PERTAINING T0 ELECTRGHIC

SURVRILIANCE .
DEC SIJF‘IED BY
oy v 135D

Reforence is made to SS8C let‘ter to the Attorney
General dated May 14, 1975, with attachoed sppendices roguesting
coertain docuents am& other information from the IBI.

Iten number 17 in Appendix D yeguested all momoranda
and other mtexzals reflocting written or ornl authorization
and re-guthorization by the Attorney General and/or the
Direcktor of the FB8I for clectronic surveillance of Joscoph Kraft.

A roview of FBI files, including the unscaled portions
of the FUI file containing assorked memoxanda xegarﬂing an
clockronic surveillance on Joscph Xrafi has failed to locate
any vritken or oral autkhorization for such clockronic sunrveil-
lance as reguested in the refereonced cormunication.

Vie have, however, located in the wnsealed portion
of the dShove f£ile ceriain wemorands which reveal that a Bureag
e"fmzal, apparently at the direction of the late Director
of the ¥BI, J. I:dgar Hoover, traveled o0 a foreign country
vhere at the urging of such Dureau official the ecurity sorvice
b of that nation placed an electronic surveillance on Joscph Rrafils
‘ Lickel xoon for a period of opproxinately one week in 19GS.

Por the Coamittee’s furtheyr mfomatz.on, it is noted
Aesoc. Die that the Attorney General, Bdward H. 3evz,, by letter dated
bep. AD Adm. _ 150 2, 1975, to Lloyd H. Cutler, Tsquive, 1666 & Streed:
ke 4B T — Horthwest, Washington, D. €. 20006, as attorney for Joseph

st Braft, set forth the terme of an arrangement botween Hx, Cutler

comp. syat. — Ot behalf of his client and the Abtorncy Gencral conceyning

e s — Fhe disposition of cortain records relating o surveillance

Fllec & Oom — agtivities directed against Mr, Kraft. This agrcemni: precludes

tdent. Q{J/Iﬂ)"é R/

nspection —— TEB : jmn Kx\w. ORIGINAL AND ONE TO AGV,, L7 e,
Lokt ) e MATERTAL ATTACHE Ly, o Sl B g
g 20— :;:;msﬁﬁﬁ’ MR A YA

Training

Legal Coun.

ROUTE 17 TNVELOPE ~ ° & y:f

Telephone Rm. — mem& is pre ed dnresponse to your request omd 18 N0t for dissemia .. . s o - ses-020 ?
Dirsetan Bedfpiomnn IS %@%ﬂlﬁb tsi0e 3‘37? %%ﬂ* Its use is limited to official proceedings byjpo N
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Request Pertaining to Dlecktronic Surveillance

exanination of the sealed portion of lMr, Kraft's file except
upon personal approval of the Attorney General subsequent to
his notificiation of Mr. Rraft or his counsel in writing, at
least ten days prior thereto and providing him or them with
an opportunity to discuss the matter pexsonally with the
Attorney CGenoral bkefore the grant is made,

The SSC may of course wish to undertake appropriate
steps to secure the Attorney General's approval in accordance
with the arrangement in order to permit access to the sealed
portions of the file to determine whether any information rela-
tive to your reqguest iz located therein.

Enclosed with this memorandum for your information
is a copy of the arrangcnent described abovegd

Enclosure

1 - The Attorney General

NOTE: gﬁéégm

See T. J. Smith memorandum to E. S. Miller 6/8/73,
captioned "SPECOV."

The partlculars revealed above regarding coverage of
Kraft while in Prance during 1969 have been the subject’of ‘
detailed testimony by Mr. Kraft 5/10/74 before the United States
Senate Subcommittee on Adminstrative Practices and Procedures,
the Subcommittee on Constitutional Rights of the Committee on the
Judiciary, and the Subcommittee on Surveillance of the Committece
on Foreign Relations. His testimony appears in the printed records
of the above Committees' proceedlngs and an earlier public dis-
closure of the surveillance concerning Joseph Kraft appeared in the
9/20/73 issue of the New York Times. Mr. Kraft had apparently
learned the particulars of the surveillance through adminstration
leaks. We have deleted the identity of the country involved in
the elsur in an attempt to fulfill the confidential nature of our
relationship with the French security service, the DST, and to
avoid further embarrassment to them. The French actually conducted
the microphone surveillance in question and have previously formally
protested to us concerning media reports and other public dis-
closure which revealed their involvement in the surveillance.

SE?&?T NOTE CONTINUED PAGE 3
-
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Request Pertaining to Electronic Surveillance
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NOTE CONTINUED: SE%%ET

We have alluded in the memorandum to the SSC to certain memor-
anda found in the Kraft file in an effort to be completely |
candid with the Committee since they are obviously aware of

many details of the electronic survfillance, Our flat denial !
of any memoranda regarding authorization or re-authorization with-
out reference to the Sullivan memoranda would raise more questions
than it answers and flies in the face of the Committee's knowledge
of the existence of our elsur file on Kraft., For additional insight .
into this matter attached to this note are two memoranda from W. C.
Sullivan to Mr., Hoover which are of the type referred to by us

in the memorandum to the Committee. As a fallback position,

should the Committee rephrase its request and seek to obtain the
assorted memoranda from W. C. Sullivan to Mr. Hoover referred to
above, it is felt we could comply with such request after appro- i
priate sanitization of the exchange of correspondence between 1
W. C. Sullivan and Mr. Hoover. The sanitization would be under-
taken in order to preserve our interests, particularly protection
of the French DST, and to protect the privacy of the only three
individuals who reportedly had knowledge of the electronic sur-
veillance within the Bureau, W. C. Sullivan, former Paris ILegat,
Norman Philcox, and the late J. Edgar Hoover. This note has been
classified "Secret" in order to protect the confidentiality of our
relationship with the French security service the disclosure of
which could reasonably be expected to result in serious damage to
national security. Classified by 6283, XGDS 1, Indefinite.

SE?%ET
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5-140 (Rev. 1-21-74) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535

Addrocsce:  SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE

l:]L'i!'R X LHM [ Memo 1 Report dated 6/20/75
zSe_ﬁateD Select Committee. Re: Request Pertain-
Caption of Document: 3 o to Electronic Surveillance. : .
Re SSC let to AG 5/14/75 w/attached appendices - ‘
requesting certain documnts & other info of FBI, ¢
Or,f;ginating Offi: FBT A 34“: !

Delivered by:;

Réceived by:

Title: L/ofry < ,//Ll
Return this receipt to the Intelligence Division, FB

NTAINED '
ORMATIONCO :
e S

DATE .
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. Deax Mr.

~Office of the Attarney General
Washington, 4. €. 20330

" May 2, 1975

Lloyd N. Cutler, Esquire

Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering s
1666 K Street, N.W. . mmm?}woﬁzmz TAINED

Washington, D.C. 20006

-
Cutler:

Pursuant to our discussions concerning the disposition of

" certain records relating to the surveillance activities
directed at your client, Mr. Joseph Kraft, the Department
is maklng the following temporary arrangements.

1. Pending further Departmental action relating

uto the policies which will govern records of the

* TP e 22 T -3 P -l
L_ypc involived in Myr. Xrafi's Cas8, Qo \Asuusu\_ax\_u;

recoxdings, or othexr records of any €type 1lu Lhe

'.’Depertmcnt s .custody or control which constitute,

Summarize, or describe the contents of the over-
hearings obt tained as the result of any ‘electronic
surveillance directed against Mr. Kraft and mem-—

t{bers of his family will be placed under seal.

2. As long as the items described above remain
no official or employee cf the Department will

any such access, cxcept as described below. The
onlj material referring to these items will be a

a file number,

'} 3. Should some future need which we do not now

foresee require any official or employee of the
Department to obtain or permit access to the

be made personally by the Attorney General. The
Attorney GCeneral snall not grant any access withou
notifying Mr. Kraft or his counsel in writing at

~~ i - PP T -y s o

__ éo‘& //23?5138/7[
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under seal, no official or employee of the Depart-
ment will have access to them for any purpose, and

allow any person outside of the Department to have

51ngle Indéx card needed to locate the sealed items.
The index card will bear only Mr. Rraft's name and

aforesa@id items, the decision on such access shall

_ 1east tcn days prvor thercto, and prov1d1ng hlm or
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//thcm an opportunity to discuss the matter per-
.sonally with the Attorney General before the
grant is made. The notice shall set forth the

P date upon which access will be permitted if it is
7 granted, and the purpose for which and person by
/f whom access is sougnht. The Attorney General will
perqonally inform Mr. Kraft or his counsel of a
decision t0 grant access as soon as practicable.
after it is nade, but in any event at least five
business days before access occurs.

o & . 5

/ s . 4. Although this arrangement is not intended to
‘ constitute a permanent solution to the questions

Jyou have raised concerning these documents, it
will not be rescinded or modified by the Attorney
General or his successors unless the Attorney Gen-—
: . .jeral gives Mr. Kraft or his counsel ten days' )
. W priox notice and affords him or them an opportun-—~
ity to discuss the matter personally with the
Attorney General before he rescinds or modifies

'
; - IS . A N AL r* b2
£he agresmans, IF Lhe Attornmoy Cenernl fhen

. {decides to rescind or modify thls agreement he
. - jshall personally inform Mr. Kraft or his counsel
of that decision at least five business days before

it is implemented. :

‘As a result of our discussions, I understand that this
: temporary arrangement is acceptable to Mr. Rraft, of course
without waiver of any legal rights he may have as a result
of prior surveillances. As I advised you, we are working
now on general policy determinations which, we hope, will
offer a permanent solution to the problem this settles temp-
orarily. Of course, under the terms of this agreement we

will notify you of any policy determination which would
involve a modification of this agreement.

Until a final policy is determine@, this agreement should
assure Mr. Xraft that no person will read or otherwise use
these documents in any manner so long as they remain under

the seal arrangement.

® : Sincerely,

L Y S R ..

[ ,M & NG
dwéfé'h ﬁ§v1 l

. Attorney General
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i : Mr. Tolson
&’9 Mr. Deloach
Mr. Mohr
. Mr. Bishop
P Wl . .t s /ﬁ’ . Mr. Casper
LN L T O >(8wa T Mr. Callahan
" ) N — Mr. Conrad
Mr. Felt
DO NOT *ILE Mr. Gele
Mr. Rosen
. {Mr. Sullivan

! s T June 30, ”1969— Mr. Tavel
i

——

‘\

o ; 3 "L Mr. Trotter
e b A o F : —
S / / ) £ Tele. Room =

My . Hoover: Mis Holme~J__..

]‘Z//I/L:
IR R e

) i Mwmgis A -.:,:7,.
Instead of taking up your time giving you a vexi it
-—ypeport, I will set out briefly the basic facts in this nc |2 £
relative to my European trip.

\

First, I am sure you would want to know how very, very
willing and cooperative this high~ranking official was. The
moment I arrived I called for an appointment with him and was
given it immediately. It was obvious he had to work me in before
others scheduled to see him because they were in his outer office
when I went through. He was too gracious, however, to mention it.

Second, I presented directly the request and predicated
it on my reason to believe that this person could be in contact
with the Soviets and it was necessary to determine one way or
the eother. Giving it this predication I thought would malke aur
position much more valid and secure., He told me Liey would do
it for us without any hesitation. Parenthetically, I might add
that such a cover is regarded as illegal. However, he made no

1 meption of this and they do it all the time, He pointed out that

| if this man is living at a hotel or an apartment where complicated
switchboards are involved, there would be some technical problems.
I told him that I understood this. He assured me that if it is
technically possible to do it, it would be done and if it required
solving a problem,it would be solved if at all possible. ;4A

Third, -as it was necessary..for -this official to have
this man located, the situation analyzed, and the eguipment put
in use, I decided not to stay for a day or so to get a sampling
of the product. If it could have been put on immediately, I would,
of course, have stayed around a day to see what it would be like.

”““??f’”%*”*“ e Fourthy LT 1nstrueted our Legat concernzng 1he ‘saasttivity v
' ":.of this mafter’ and made arrangements that thé producét can be'sor .7 . ¥
Y handled that th» glrls 1n hlS offlce will not know about 1t ate all

}thls W1th anyone back here at the Seat of Government ' He isa”
competent pro;e551onal and can be relied upon in this matter.

MP >{C/,R E TQ%' (h A B
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Fifth, the material will be sent directly to me without

any mention of the individual's name. I will arrange securely

for the translation here and then get the material to you
immediately in order that you will be able to handle it directly
with the gentleman.to whom you alluded in our conversation.

Sixth, the high~ranking official with whom I dealt suggested
that we might want to give consideration at the end of this :
operation to listening to the tape with one of his translators

to see if they had overlooked anything significant, which he

said could happen because they know nothing about this person's
background, contacts,; etc. He said that if it were possible he
would send the tape over here but this is not possible because

they have an unbreakable rule that the tape can't be taken out of
this clandestine central headquarters where the work is done and

if it were removed; it would cause considerable wonderment and
speculation. However, he said he could safely and securely have

me enter a portion of this area to listen if I thought it necessary.
I told him this was a decision which could be faced after the
product was examined carefully and that then you would make the

A S
u.u\,a...v...CI'l.

Respectfully submitted,
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Dear Mr. Hoover: PR S . i T
H

This is to advise you that the French
have overcome some very difficult operational
problems and have installed a microphone in this
fellow's room. As I mentioned yesterday the
elahorate switchboard prevents using a telephone
surveillance.

Just as soon as they get an adequate
product, it will be sent into me immediately and
I will handle the translation under very secure
conditions.

Yeou will kept promptly advised of S aan
developments. - . d

‘Respectfully submitted,
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wise state verbal request of (name), initiative, subpoena, etc.) INFORMATION (enter
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Memoranda and other materials reflecting written or oral
authorization and reauthorization by Attorney General and/or
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e Date the abstract and put on any internal control numbers required.

e "FROM" entry should clearly identify the organization providing the
information.,

e If additions (as when a copy of document sent to SSC is later sent to
HSC) or changes to a previously submitted form are necessary, submit a
copy of the original abstract, with the change indicated.

SPECIFIC ITEM NO. 8. SUMMARY - enter brief narrative statement describing

substance of information and showing relationship to Intelligence Community

matters if appropriate. Any féedback or evidence of investigatory interests

should be noted. Commitments made to supply additional information should be

noted. Additionally, certain administrative information may be entered here,

e.g., restrictions on review of a document, if document was paraphrased, whether
interviewee is current or former employee, etc. If actual document or transcript

is provided, that fact should be noted and no summary is required. Additional :
pages may be attached if necessary.
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(L -~ Mr. J. B. Hotis)
- Mr, W. R. Wannall
Mr. W. O. Cregar
- Mr, A. F. Watters
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The Attorney General June 20, 1975

. birector, FBI

UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTERL
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

Reference is made to memorandum and appendlceg
thereto from the SS5C dated May 14, 1975, requesting documents
and other information from the FBI.

Enclosed for your approval and forxrwarding to the
SSC is the original of a memorandum contalning a response
to one of the Committee's reqguests.
A copy of this memorandum is being furnished for4
your records.

Enclosures {2)

62-116395
a4
1 - The Deputy Attorney General Ju; 4”51“’
Attention: X. William O'Connor T
Special Counsel for L, wk
Intelligence Coordination u o oy
¥ N ’
AFW:jmn | INED 2 =TT e
: [R5 . N‘TA ' X
(9 J ALLIRFORY T‘ms%?ﬁﬁb L
HERE‘\‘(. Uk T .‘;'\&‘N“ YT
DATE (¥ -
s [7 r
» 5 }
; ’i l gv)»\’
)~ ENCLOSURE w
REC-83

L3 UL 211975 -' i*‘

- gaaﬂalgﬁ»%m K

GPO : 1975 O - 569-920




=
e
@ <. P e,
.- -y
< -

. 2 - Mr, J. A. Mintz
| (1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)

. 1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall
l - Mro W‘ Oo Cregar
1l - Mr. A. F. Watters
62-116395 June 20, 1875
A
UNITED STATES SEMATE SELECT COMNITTER
TO STUDY GOVERMMENTAL OPERATICNS
WITE RESPECT TO INTELIICENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)
RE: FUREGER DOCUMNENTS PRERTAINING
TO THEE FBI AND DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
INED
ALL \NFORRATQONC?Q?A . ORGANIZATION, STRUCTURE, AND
HERElN EY?‘Y \ ¥~ JURISBICTION
DATE [ .=

Reference is made to S5C letteor dated May 14, 1975,

with attached appendices, reguesting certain documents anc‘s‘. other
information from the PBRI.

Appondiz B, Part II, Item number 2, of referencea
lgtter requested all memoranda and other materials pertaining

to the origins, contents, and implementation of Mational Security
Action lemorandwum 161, dated Junc 9, 1862,

By menorandunm dated Narch 5, 1264, to J. Edgar Hoover,
Chairman, Interdeparvtmental Intelligence Confexcncse,
the Attoraey General, implenmented Presidential insztrvctions
contained in Watlonal Security Action Memorandem 161. In his
i*arch, 1964, communication to ¥Mrx. Hoover, the Attorney General
directed that the Interdepartmental Intelligence Conference
should continue to function in accordance with principles

governing its operations previously approved by the Hational
L% Security Council,

By wemorandum dated April 10, 1875, captioned

assoc. Dir T United States Senate Select Commitiee to Study Governmental
oep. aD Adm. - Operations With Respect to Intelligence Activities,® the S8C
oo™ — was furnished both MNational Security Zction Memorandum 161 and  C.

Adiin, the Attorney Semeral's 1964 memorandum. These two documents G
Comp. Syst. — wore provided to the Commitiee as supplemental aktachments to Qo

Ext. Affairs —

e aco— an FBI Intelligence Division position peper on jurisdiction
. dated Pebruary 13, 1975, -
Inspection

L\‘;f‘ Vy(b(} {H.\

e AFW:jmn jmw ORIGINAL, AND ONE COPY TO AG C/

e st (8) SEE NOTE PAGE 2 [//°
Spec. lav.

9 A
ool Covmr 2 -/ [~ f.‘«“‘ 3 y3

Telephone Rm. —

Director Sec’y —.  MAILROOM[ ] TELETYPE UNIT[ ] ENSL@SUBE GPO : 1975 O - 569-920
55035 DocId:32989615 Page 73
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Further Documents Pertaining
to the FBI and Departmont of Justice

Organization, Structure, and Jurisdiction

Any information with respect to the origins of National
Scourity Action Memorandmm 161 would logically be in the records
of The White House, and you may desire to consult with The White
House regarding this aspect of your request.

1 - The Attorney General

NOTE :

Although memoranda and other documents have been
prepared in the past in connection with the internal
! security programs operated by the FBI pursuant to our legal
authority in this field, National Security Action Memorandum 161
simply transferred supervision of these internal security
‘ programs from the National Security Council to the Attorney General.
These were ongoing programs whose essential character was not
altered by National Security Action Memorandum 161. It appears
that no documents were prepared within the FBI in connection
with its implementation. However, we have previously furnished
to the Committee, with Departmental concurrence, copies of the
Attorney General's memorandum of March 5, 1964, and we are
referring the SSC to this document,

' HW 55035 DocId:32989615 Page 74
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5-140 (Rev. 1-21-74) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 0 t€( é—[ N {5, [
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535 S——

Addressee; ______Senate Select Committee -
i CJLTR [XLHM [IMemo []Report dated 6/20/75

U.S, Senate Select Committee,
‘Captign of Document: gStpusture, and Juri

‘ sdg.c,tion'
Appendix B, Part II, item number

1 A
Origimating Offices FBI :
Delivered by: 5)2;:“’/ k‘c&’@ Date: D/~ 25

Received b

) CUTI . 3 &
Titlel. 'ﬂp&)&,

Return this receipt to the Intelligence Division, FBI

A

R, e =, SR

ALL INFORMATION

LASSIFIED
e S
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1. HOW PROVIDED (check appropriate term. If a document was made available 2. DATE PROVIDED
for review but not transmitted, so note.)

| X | DOCUMENT l |BRIEFING | I INTERVIEW I ITESTIMONY I 'OTHER 6[20L75

3. TO WHOM PROVIDED (check appropriate term; add specific names if appropriate)

ssc
b4

HsC
4. IDENTIFICATION (provide descriptive data for documents; give name or identification number of briefer,
interviewee, testifier and subject)

Memorandum
5. IN RESPONSE TO (list date and item number if in response to formal request, other- 6. CLASSIFICATION OF
wise state verbal request of (name), initiative, subpoena, etc.) INFORMATION (enter

U, ¢, S, TS or

8SC letter 5/14/75; Appendix B, Part II, Codeword)
Item 9 .

7. KEY WORDS (enter the appropriate key words from the list provided separately; if key words not listed are
used underline for emphasis)

Operating procedures

8. SUMMARY (see reverse side before completing this item)

Memoranda and other materials pertaining to the origins,
contents and implementation of National Security Action

Memorandum 161, dated 6/9/62

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREINISU sleiED
DATE Wl

62-116395 TRFAT Ag “.m«

: ORIGINAL VIA LIAISON TO CENTRAL COMMUNITY INDEX
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(4) " IN CONNECTION WITH SENSTUDY 75,
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e TIndicate classification of the abstract op~and bottom.

e Date the abstract and put on any internal control numbers required.

e "FROM" entry should clearly identify the organization providing the
information.

e If additions (as when a copy of document sSent to SSC is later sent to

HSC) or changes to a previously submitted form are necessary, submit a

copy of the original abstract, with the change indieated.

SPECIFIC. ITEM NO. 8. SUMMARY - enter brief narrative.statement describing
substance of information and showing relationship to Intelligence Community
matters if appropriate. Any feedbdack or evidence of investigatory interests
should be noted. Commitments made to supply additional information should be
noted. Additionally, certain administrative information may be entered here,
e.g., restrictions on review of a document, if document was paraphrased, whether
interviewee is current or former employee, etc. If actual document or transcript
is prov1ded that fact should be noted and no summary is required. Additional
pages may be attached if necessary.
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[> _ - v ‘ 2 - ) JQ Ao Mintz ‘f)
| e . Mr, J. B. Hotis)' '

Ll 1 - Mr. W. R. Wanmall .~
CODE TELEIYPE N ;TEL
1 - Mr, W. 0. Cregar
- TO SACS SAN DIEGO JULY 17, 1975
SAN FRANCISCO 1 - Mr, S. F, Phillips
} / SEATTLE PERSONAL ATTENTION
7 ;FROM DIRECTOR FBT (62-116395) 2,
5 ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED s
SENSIURE 43 EREN | aU“\’iCLASo!HEzD Q«b
—— DATE {8 iy
REBUTEL MAY 2, 1975. &p

INQUIRIES MADE OF BUREAU BY SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC)
CONCERNING BELOW-LISTED FORMER FBI EMPLOYEES SUGGESTS THAT THEY -
MAY BE INTERVIEWED BY SSC STAFF. INTERVIEWS WILL CONCERN
COINTELPRO ACTIVITIES DIRECTED AGAINST THE BLACK PANTHER PARTY
IN THE LATE 1960'S AND EARLY 1970'S BY THE SAN DIEGO, |
SAN FRANCISCO AND SEATTLE OFFICES. SET OUT BELOW ARE 18T
KNOWN ADDRESSES OF THESE FORMER BUREAU EMPLOYEES.

EACH OF THESE FORMER EMPLOYEES IS TO BE IM?IATELY

TOPY REVAIRED T
PERSONNEL RECORDS UMY

CONTACTED AND ALERTED THAT HE MIGHT BE APPROAGHE&'; BY THE SSC
STAFF. THEY SHOULD BE TOLD THAT IN THE EVENT “THEY ARE INTER-~

VIEWED AND DURING THE COURSE OF SAME, QUESTIONS ARE ASKED WHICH

Y
YAY
™ RELATE TO SENSITIVE BUREAU OPERATIONS (SOURCES, METHODS,
“oen o am_  SFP:1hb |l hib .
pomome (D) @ SEE NOTE PAGE 3
éj:i“'s st X / ’}D’a“ 3 g
Exa.:ff:irs.: i SETIES NTRVEVE TR 1aY T ' )f‘ﬂ\ - / - /ﬁ.‘.\\v\ }
Zl:’.slfvf:om.— Z 1LI¢KGA”0 S 3““"“0“ e
Ident. i " I \
::'s':f;‘cﬁon JUL’ 1 i{ tg,{\) '\’?‘, ; 3 JUL 21 197% | x‘ ~§/ /\\

Laboratory
Plan. & Eval. .

Spec. Inv.

Nt
TELE LY E“’ > “(Mﬁ,,,

-‘-""-"’“'—"-\4

Training

Legal Coun.

Np
Telephone Rm. — < {‘ 73 (‘o LI \
v 1) -

.
{rector ’ ; 3 7
B 4 S\IUE—Z 2“@?5}2001“ ] TELETYPE UNIT Y[ <
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PAGE TWO 62-116395

TECHNIQUES, THIRD AGENCY RULE AND ONGOIKNG INVESIIGATIONS),

THEY MAY REQUEST AN FBI AGENT BE PRESENT. BUREAU WILL PROVIDE
AGENT ON REQUEST OF INTERVIEWEE., AGENT WILL NOT BE PRESENT AT
INTERVIEY ITSELF BUT MERELY AVATLABLE NEARBY FOR CONSULTATION
PURPOSES, AS A PRELUDE TO INTERVIEW, THE FORMER EMPLOYEE MAY,
AFTER BEING CONTACTED BY SSC STAFF, CONTACT BUREAU'S LEGAL
COUNSEL DIVISION BY COLLECT CALL FOR FULL INFORMATION TO ASSIST
HIM, INCLUDING OBLIGATIONS AS TO CONFIDENTIALITY OF INFORMATION
ACQUIRED AS FBI EMPIOYEE, IT IS EMPHASIZED THAT BUREAU'S OFFER
OF ASSISTANCE IS NOT INTENDED TO IMPEDE SSC WORK BUT IS DONE
AS COOPERATIVE GESTURE AND TO SAFEGUARD SENSITIVE BUREAU
INFORMATION. CONTACTS WITH THESE FORMER EMPIOYEES TO BE
HANDLED PERSONALLY BY SAC OR ASAC. IN EVENT THIS NOT FEASIBLE
FOR JUST CAUSE, TO BE HANDLED BY A SENIOR SUPERVISOR.

BUREAU SHOULD BE ADVISED BY TELETYPE AFTER THE FORMER
EMPLOYEES HAVE BEEN CONTACTED IN LINE WITH THE ABOVE INSTRUCTIONS.
IF A FORMER EMPIOYEE KO LONGER IN YOUR TERRITORY OR TEMPORARILY
AWAY, SET OUT LEAD TO OTHER OFFICE IMMEDIATELY WITH COPY TO
FBI HEADQUARTERS.

SAN DIEGO: ROBERT S. BAKER, 4268 HORTENSIA, SAN DIEGO,

-

CALIFORNIA 92103. . —

. W 55035 DocId:32989615 Page 79
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SAN FRANCISCO: ALBERT P. CLARK, 66 ELM AVERUE, LARKSPUR,

CALIFORNIA 04939. WILLIAM COHENDET, 1557 BALBOA VAY,

BURLINGAME, CALIFORNIA 94010.

SEATTLE: LEROY'W, SHEETSZ_5725 72ND STREET, N.E.,
MARYSVILLE, WASHINGTON 98270,
NOTE

The referenced Bureau teletype 5/2/75 was a general
instruction to all SACs concerning the 5SC and Bureau's
cooperation with same., We are currently processing a request
from the SSC concerning COINTELPRO-BPP in West Coast offices,
and among the items of information we are supplying are the
current whereabouts of Agents who worked on COINTELPRO as
Coordinators and Supervisors in the indicated offices. This
teletype to alert the former Agents is in accordance with the
procedure we have been following.

j HW 55035 DocId:32989615 Page 380
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STUDY GOVERMMENTAL GPERATIONS WITH" «
fé, o RESPECT TO OMTELLISGENCE ACTIVITIES
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(PURSUANT TO . BEx:.21, 35TH CONGRESS) B

. WASHINGTO,D.C, 20510

ALL\NFORMAT‘ NS%?‘:‘TA‘NED . June 27, 1975 O g
HERE! % BY 104

DATE Vo %l

e e em ek 3 Forw e

The Honorable Edward H. Levi e : .
Attorney  General JuL =197 o o F
U. S. Department of Justice (P,

‘ Washington, D. C. 20530

s Ly
b et —

i

' : :J..o;:".‘ \
Dear Mr. Attorney Generalj gsq 7 \/)/’
\

o,
iy
A, £
aegares”

‘ "L iyt
Enclosed with this let‘ter~are notifications= | /"
5 concerning certain matters currently unfer ‘1ni’?=§tilgatlon -

. by the Select Committee which relate to government entities
\g\under your Jjurisdiction.

These notifications are submifted pursuant to
an agreement between the Committee, the various intelli-
gence entities, and the White House. Pwwrsuant to that
Q\~ agreement, the various entities in the Ixecutive Branch

%have agreed not only to make available fthe pertinent
Q\ witnesses, but also to submit in response all information
. and material which they possess that is relevant to the
areas and cases which the Committee wiskes to investigafte.
The response should include all relevant underlying docu-

mentation and other information, including documents
- which may not have come to the Committee's attention and j/
? which the Committee has not specifically requested, and
Uy all material relating to any prior Execmtive Branch inquiry
\ into the matter. 1In addition, we would welcome a current
% analysis of the particular questions raised by the Commit-
tee and any other observations on the smdject that gg‘g‘ ATWE ;\EFA\»?’
believe.would be helpful. _m_}qr»" OF Lo e 1
mcn;\L u?—‘-:‘.i 3%
We welcome the promise of coomva-’sﬁc} AR T RE BAToE | R |
QD disclosure that underlies that. agreemernt. Succnss in fuli- \\331
“ fllllng the iull disclosure policy f-o*z‘calneq in uh_c_e agr;er“_. Y
ment is indispensible tc the Gommittee's apalysis and-to XY
the formulation of our ultim éan.%T‘F g?oﬁ ws:ums R
recommendations. EEC (7 m 5% L_gl
’I&\._ ;8:78 s eI L"“i ‘E;‘:’-;’
W iag 3 J[H%a RS2

EmosuE | g
‘84 JUL\221975 L 2-)[6395 . m;m -

3
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The Honérable Edward H. Levi

‘Page Two June 27, 1975
Within the Committee mandate, contained in
S. Res. 21, there are four broad subjects relating to the

intelligence community which we are required to investi-
gate and study in order to determine the facts and ulti-
mately to decide whether to make recommendations for
legislTative or other changes. They are:

1. The structure, performance, and utility of
government operations with respect to intel-
ligence activities.

2. Whether certain policies or practices are
or are not illegal, unethical, or otherwise
improper.

3. Whether there has or has not been excessive
duplication or inadequate coordination be-
tween and among intelligence agencies and,
more generally, the efficiency of intelli-

_gence activities.

4., Whether there has or has not been adequate
internal and external control and oversight
over the policies and practices of intelli-
gence agencies.

In attempting to find the answers to these funda-
mental questions, the Committee is proceeding in two ways.
First, we are examining intelligence functions broadly as
instruments of government policy, giving attention to the
authority for particular functions, the problems which
intelligence activities are designed to solve, the proce-
dures by which intelligence activities are and have been
proposed,, approved, executed, evaluated, and terminated,
the range and scope of the activities utilized to achieve
intelligence objectives, and the propriety and utility of
the activities undertaken. Second, we will examine in
depth certain subjects within the broad topics of inves-
tigaticn. (We would, of course, welcome your suggestion
of other cases that would give added insight into intelli-
gence matters under your jurisdiction.) These specific
subjects for investigation are not intended to limit the
scope contained in the more general questions.

~

F1 Y
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The Hénérable Edward H. Levi L '
Page Three ) ) June 27, 1975

" -

.
-

-

The annexed notifications spell these matters

out in greater detail. In addition, they ask certain
specific questions, set forth certain previously requested
documents not yet received, request additional documents,*®

" and, in some cases, ask for the names and present addresses
of persons who have held certain positions. Where appro-
priate, the subject's description indicates that, pursuant
to the agreed Outline for Inquiry Procedures, the matter
primaridy concerns allegations of abuse or other contro-
versial specific matters where there is reason to believe
improprieties may have occurred. Finally, the notifications
indicate the name(s) of the staff member(s) who, in addition
tor the Committee's senior staff, will be responsible for the
particular matters. - )

. ! The Committee, in the course of the next few

months, will undertake other subjects for investigation
as its work proceeds and will notify you as appropriate.

We look forward to your cooperation in these
. ~

</

matters.

Frank Church
Chairman

. ohn Tower
b/// Vice Chairman

;yydbf ) e s e

¥ These specific requests are not, of course, intended

to limit the agreement to come forward with all rele-
vant information and material, including documents, whether
or not they have been brought to the Committee's attention
or have been specifically requested by the Committee.

® ¢
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<~ " FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
: (INCLUDING DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE)

"o

I. Issues

The Committee's inguiry into the intelligence and
counterintelligence activities of the Federal Bureau.
of Investigation is examining fundamental issues which
bear directly on the adequacy of current legislation
and administrative organization and procedure. The
Committee seeks to determine whether FBI intelligence
and, counterintelligence activities achieve legitimate
ot obgectives in conformity with the rule of law. Among
the basic issues to be addressed are the following:

"A. VWhat is the legal authority for FBI intelligence
- and counterintelligence activities? Should the
FBI's authority be clarified or revised or
P incorporated in a comprehensive statutory
charter?

. B. VWhat limitations are placed on ¥BI intelligence
and counterintelligence activities by the
Constitution and laws of the United States?
Should these limitations be clarified or
revised?

C. What have been the purposes and aims of FBI
intelligence and counterintelligence activities?
Should these cbjéctives be -modified? .

D. How have the intelligence and counterintelligence
activities of the FBI been organized and coordinated
with other agencies of government? Should these
procedures and practices be revised?

E. What have been the procedures for and techniques
of intelligence gathering and dissemination and
counterintelligence operations used by the FBI?
Under what conditions and through what procedures
sfiould these methods and techniques be used in
the future?

F. What have been and should.be the mechanisms for
internal and external policy-making, control,
and supervision of FBI intelligence and counter-
intelligence activities?

.
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) As a means of examining the ‘above issues in the
- ¥ eontext of actual FBI intelligence operations,
the Committee intends to study certain specific
topics, some of which are general in nature, and
others of which involve specific cases, programs
or techniques. Part II, below, contains descriptions
of the general areas into which the Committee: intends
to inquire. Part III contains descriptions-of the
specific cases mentioned above. The descriptions
specifically indicate whether the investigation may
, concentrate on specific allegations of possible
: abuses or other controversial matters where there .
is.reason to believe improprieties may have occurred.
In dddition to the topics described below, additional
areas of inquiry may develop during the course of the
Committee's work.

Y N
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II. Areas of General Inquiry

A. .Legal Authority. for FBI Intelligence and Counter-
intelligence Activities

The Committee is examining the legal basis for FBI
intelligence and counterintelligence activities.
There may be serious question as to the adeqguacy
of the present legislative framework for the FBIl's
functions in these fields. Current statutes

+ authorize the FBI to perform investigative and law
enforcement functions, but they do not specifically
authorize intelligence or counterintelligence
‘activities. Therefore; the Committee seeks to
determine whether the FBI's authority should be
clarified, revised, or incorporated in a compre-
hensive statutory charter.

Responsible staff: Senior staff
¢ Task Force leader
Mark Gitenstein

B. Organization and Operation of the FBI Intelli-
gence Division

The Committee is investigating the structure and
operating practices of the FBI Intelligence Divi-
sion. Proposals have been made that the national
security intelligence and counterintelligence
functions of the FBI should be lodged in a separate
agency or otherwise separated from the FBL's
criminal investigative activities. Further recom-
mendations have been advanced for improved coordina-
tion between the FBI and other intelligence agencies,
‘for strengthened supervision of FBI intelligence and
counterintelligence activities by the Attorney
General or an independent board, and for clearer
standards and procedures for FBI actfivities in this
grea. Therefore, the Committee desires complete
information on the operating practices and proce-
dures of the FBI Intelligence Division and of the
field office activities supervised by the Intelli-
gence Division. ’

. L4
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- . The Committee's inquiry focuses on the following
’ g spec1flc areas:

1. FBI Internal Security Intelligence Operations

The Committee seeks to determine the nature

and purpose of FBI intelligence operations

"directed at foreign intelligence activities

and subversive or extremist activities within

the United States. It has been alleged that

the scope of FBI intelligence investigations

is too broad and has extended to legitimate -
., ~ pbolitical activities.. Consequently, the Com-
. mittee must examine how the FBI's responsibili-
ties have been defined.

< Responsible staff: Senior staff
: Task Force leader

s ‘ ’ Mark Gitenstein

2. The FBI and the U. S. Intelligence Community

The Committee seeks to determine what have
been the policies and procedures for coordina-
tion between the FBI and other agencies in the
—-Us S. intelligence community. There have been
occasions in the past where friction between
the FBI and other agencies has produced serious
dissatisfaction.within the U. S. 1nte111gence
community. The purpose of this inquiry is to
evaluate the adequacy of past and present co-
. ordinating mechanisms.

Responsible staff: Senior staff
‘ Task Force leader
Mark Gitenstein

&
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FBI Poreign Counterintelligence Operations

The Committée seeks to determine the nature of

FBI counterintelligence operations directed at
foreign intelligence activities within the

United States or at any other hostile foreign-
related activities within the United States.

Since FBI operations to "counter" these activi-
ties go beyond intelligence collection, the
Committee must consider whether such practices
require statutory authorization. The impact -
of counterintelligence operations on United

' " States foreign relations will also be considered..

* L,

-
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Responsible staff: Senior staff
- .Task Force leader
Loch Johnson
Barbara Banoff

Inspection Division Investigations

The Committee is examining the relationship

of the FBI Inspection Division to FBI intelli-
gence and counterintelligence activities. This
includes both regular Inspection.Division
reviews of Intelligence Division and field
office functions and specific investigations

of allegations of improper conduct in connec-
tion. with FBI intelligence activities.

Responsible staff: Senior staff
Task Force leader
Mark Gitenstein

N
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5. FBI Intelligence Activities and State or Local
' Law Enforcement Agencies

The Committee seeks to determine the nature of
the relationships between FBI intelligence
.activities and state and local law enforcement
agencies. This subject involves the delicate
balance between the necessary ccntralization
of certain law enforcement activities and the
Constitutionally-mandated decentralization of
general law enforcement responsibility. It 1is
¢ necessary for the Committee to evaluate the
centralizing influence of the FBI, as well as
e the FBI's role as a check on local law enforce-
: ment abuses.
Responsible staff: Senior staff
3 Task Force leader
- Mark Gitenstein
: ‘ Walter Ricks

L4
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Lase Studies

Genheral Questions

The descriptions which follow of the specific cases the
Committee intends fo study are.intended to serve the
dual purpose of notifying the FBI of ‘the issues the
Committee will explore in connection with cach case

and eliciting from the FBI all information and material
inyits possession relating to the questions the Committee
wishes to explore in each case. In order to avoid
unnecessary repetition of certain questions which will
be basic to.the Committee's investigations of each
case, certain fundamental questions are set forth
below. As .to each case described, the Committee
intends to explore these fundamental.questions, and
expects that the FBI will, as to each case, provide

all information and material it has relating to these
basic questions even though they are not repeated in
the discussion.of each particular area.

1. What is or has been the legal authority for the
activity? : )

.2. What have been the purposes of thé activity?
3. What techniques have been employed iIn the activity?

Hﬁ What kinds of information have been” gathered in
the activity?

5. How have specific uses of the activity been initiated
and approved?

6. How have the targets for the activity been selected?
7- What have been the criteria for target selection?

8. How has the intelligence which is collected been
used?

9. To whom has the intelligence collected been dis-
seminated? '

10. What has been the basis for any dissemination with
respect to each recipient?

11. How has the activity been coordinated with other
intelligence agencies?

4
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12. What have been the effects of this coordination?

l%. ‘To what extent has each of the foregoing been. com-
patible with the legal authority.for and the purposes
of the activity?

14. By what means has the activity been monitored,
controlled and administered?

15. What are the potentiai abuses to which the activity
. may lead? ’ ,

16. To what abuses has the activity led?

v ]

17. What steps have been faken to investigate such
: abuses?

«"18. What steps have been taken to avoid such abuses?

> 19. MWhat have been the costs and utility of the
- activity? )

In some instances, the specific questions set forth
below may appear to .repeat some of the general questions.
The purpose in such cases is simply to clarify the appli-
cation of. the general question to the specific case.
Except where inapplicable by their terms, all general
questions relate to each specific case.

FL Y
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Electronic Surveillance

The Committee is examining all forms of electronic
interception of communications including wiretap-
ping, electronic eavesdropping, consensual elec-—
tronic surveillance infterception of video and data
communications, local monitoring devices, and all
other forms of elecfronic or technical monitoring.
The Committee's general questions apply to each of
the techniques listed above, as well as to the
matters set forth in the following specific cases.

°l. Warrantless Electronic Surveillance

The Committee seeks to determine whether the
Attorney General should have the authority
to authorize electronic surveillance for cer-
tain purposes without a prior judicial warrant.
{ This power has been exercised by succeeding
Attorneys General since 1940, upon the explicit
directive of the President. The Supreme Court
has ruled that this power does not extend to
purely domestic matters, but the remaining scope
of the Attorney General's authority remains un-
defined by the Supreme Court.

Questions

The Committee requests that the FBI and the
Justice Department address the following specific
- questions:

a. What is the scope and basis of the claim
of .Executive authority to conduct warrant-
less electronic surveillance?

o b. What have been the procedures for considera-
tion and approval of requests for warrantless
electronic surveillance authorized by the
Attorney General?

¢c. What are the specific disadvantages of the
judicial warrant requirement for those
electronic surveillances which have been
authorized by the Attorney General?

F1Y
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Does the Fourth Amendment permit the
issuance of judicial warrants for elec—
tronic surveillance on grounds other than
ordinary probable cause where national
security intelligence purposes are advanced
to justify the surveillance?

e. To what cxtent are the specific procedures
of Title III of the Omnibus Crime Control
. Act of 1968 inappropriate for electronic
surveillance conducted for national secu-
rity intelligence purposes9

' Documents

The Committee requests the foliowing additional

x a. All written justifications for the specifid

authorizations by the Attorney General for
warrantless electronic surveillance from
January 1, 1960, until the present.

b. All documents reflecting the denial by the
Attorney General of specific requests for
warrantless electronic surveillance from
January 1, 1960, until the present.

c. Committee staff access toinformation con-
tained in the impounded documents, deposi-
tions, and other materials in all pending
civil suits which involve warrantless

: ‘electronic surveillance and in which the

' Committee has received the consent of the
plaintiffs for such access.

Senior staff
Task Force leader
Mike Epstein

Responsible staff:

F2 N
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2. Warrantless Electronic Surveillance and
"T,eaks"

The Committee 1s examining several instances of
the use of warrantless electronic surveillance
and other investigative-techniques in connection
with "leaks" of classified information. These
"cases may involve specific allegations of zsbuse
or other controversial matters where there is
reason to believe improprieties may have

occurred. These instances include:

a. The investigation of alleged "leaks" by or
to 17 Executive officials and newsmen :
- between May 1969 and February 1971.

b. The investigation of alleged "leaks" from
a military staff member assigned to the
National Security Council in 1971-72.

¢. The reported investigation of columnist
Joseph Kraft in 1969.

d. The reported investigation of the activities
of Mrs. Anna Chennault and Vice Presidential
candidate Spiro Agnew in 1968.

e. Any other instances of warrantless electronic
surveillance in connection with the investi-
gation of "leaks" to the press.

. Questions

The Committee requests that the FBI and the

Justlce Department address the following specific

questions:

a. Through what procedures and by whom were.

- each of these electronic surveillances auth-
orized and approved, continued, and terminated?

b. As to each person to whom information was
disseminated, please state:

(1) The nature of the information.

(2) The basis for the dissemination.-

FLN
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(3) The date of each dissemination.

{4) The use which was in fact made of the
information by the recipient.

What evaluations were made of the original
grounds for the surveillance as it progressed?

What were the results of the evaluations?
Who made them?

What are the reasons for use of electronic
surveillance without judicial warrant to
investigate "leaks" of classified information
to the press? '

How does each of the above instances relate
to these reasons? .

To what extent would requirement of a
warrant interfere with the ability to
detect such leaks?

Responsible staff: Senior staff

s Task Force leader
Mark Gitenstein

Bioe
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3. Surveillance of Dr. Martin Luther King

This investigation examines the authorization for,
conduct and termination of, and deliberations
regarding the surveillance of Dr. King. This case
may involve specific allegations of abuses and other-
contreversial matters where there is reason to be-
lieve improprieties may have occurred.

. Questions
The Cémmittee requests that the FBI and the 4
. Justice Department address the following specific
questions: ‘ : p

a. Through what procedures and by whom were
wiretaps and electronic bugs of Dr. King
initiated, approved, continued, and termina-
ted?

b. What were the locations, extent, and
' duration of the electonic surveillances
of Dr. King?
.¢. What were the grounds of national security,
if any, for the introduction of the electronic
surveillances of Dr. King?

d. - What was the relationship @etween the information
collected and each of the purposes of the
surveillance?

e.  What evaluations were made of the original
grounds for the surveillance as it progressed?

f. What were the results of these evaluations?

g. Who made them?

h. What periodic evaluations were made of the
relationship between the imformation being
collected and the original objectives of the
surveillance?

i. What were the results of the evaluations?

j. Who made them?

FL Y
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_ k. To whom were any results of the
Y e surveillance disseminated?

1. As to each person to whom information was
disseminated, please state

(1)
(2)
' (3)
(4)

The
The
The

The
the

nature of)the information.'
basis for the dissemination.
date of each dissemination.

use which was in fact made of
information -

Responsible staff: Senior staff

L N

Pask Force Leader
Mike Epstein
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Surveillance at the Democratic Natlonal—~ a-s -
Convention, Atlantic City, 1964 . :

The Committee is examining the use of

surveillance and other intelligence operations
in Atlantic City, New Jersey, on or about the
time of the Democratic National Convention in

'1964. This case may involve specific allegations

of abuses and other controversial matters where

there is reason to believe improprieties may
have occurred.

Questions

The Committee reGuests that the FBI and the Justice
Department address the following specific questions:

a. Did the FBI conduct elecfronic surveillance

and other intelligence operations at this
time and place?

b. Who were the targets?-

¢. Through what procedures and by whom were the

decisions made to engage in electronic
surveillance and intelligence operations
at this time and place?

d. What were the nature, extent, and duration
"of the electronic surveillance and other
intelligence operations at this time and
place?

e. What was the relationship between each target
selected and the purpose of the surveillance?

f. Was the FBI requested to conduct such
surveillance by any person, or organization
outside the FBI?

g. If so, by whom, when, and for what stated
reason?

h. To whom were the results of the surveillance

disseminated?

i. As to each person whém information was
disseminated, please state




«

HW 55035 DocId:32989615

{1)
(2)
(3)
A1)

Responsible staff:
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The nature of the information.
The basis for the dissemination.
The date of each dissemination.

The use which was in fact made of
the information. ‘

Senior Staff
Task Force Leader
Mike Epstein
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"+ R. Surreptitious Entry

The purpose of this
extent to which the

entry as an intelligence technlque, either through
its own operations or through operations by other
agencies and individuals. Thls case may involve

allegations of abuse

inquiry is to determine the
FBI has used surreptitious

and controversial matters

where there is reason to believe improprieties

s may have occurred.

Questions

£

The Committee reques

-

Department address the following specific questionS'

Ehrlichman?

2. What surreptitious entries have been carried
out by the FBI or by another government agency
with the knowledge of the FBI from January 1,

1960, to the pre

place,and target.

3. As to any instance in which the FBI has refused
to comply with another agency's request for
surreptitious entry, what was

©

a. The basis for the refusal?
b. The reason given for the request?

k. vhat procedures were employed fo authorize any
surreptitious entry identified under 2, and who

authorized each

5. To the extent applicable by their terms, each of
the above questions and the General Questions
will be explored specifically with reference to
any entry or proposed entry at an embassy in

May 1972.

Responsible Staff:

FL
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< 1. What are the scope and basis of the claim of

. Executive authority to conduct warrantless

¢ surreptitious entry as asserted by the
Department of Justice in United States v.

ts that the FBI and the Justice

sent? Please list by date,

such entry?

Senior Staff
Task Force Leader
Mike. Epstein
Paul Wallach
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¢ Mall Covers and Mail Openings

.The Committee 1is examining the conduct of mail covers

and mail openings by or on behalf of the FBI and any
Iinstances of mail openings ar intercepts which may
have been conducted by or oh behalf of the FBI. This
inquiry may involve allegations of abuse or other
controversial matters where there 1s reason to
believe improprieties may have occurred.

N

Questions

The Committee requests that the FBI and the Justice
Department address the following specific questions:

1. The specific purposes of all mail covers conducted
in connection with FBI intelligence and counter-
intelligence activities. This includes all

t documents pertaining to FBI decislons to request
Postal Service mail covers and lists of all
subjects upon whom mail covers have been placed
as a result of FBI requests since January 1, 1960.

2. The procedures and practices for the dissemination
of information from mail covers requested by the
FBI. This includes a list of all entities to whom
mall cover information has been disseminated since
January 1, 1960.

3. UWhether or not FBI personnel may have conducted
mail covers in violation of existing Postal Service
‘regulations. For any mail covers which may have
been .conducted by FBI personnel or for the FBI by
persons other than Postal Service employees, from
January 1, 1960, to the present: identify the
physical location where the mail cover was )
conducted, the names of all persons who participated

« 1iIn and authorized the mail cover, and a brief
explanation of the purpose of the mail cover and
why 1t was initiated.

4. Whether or not the FBI has opened mail or caused
malil to be opened, either with or without the
permission of the Postal Service. For all
incidents of mail opening which may have been
conducted by FBI employees or by other persons
in cooperation with the FBI, from January 1,

1960, until the present: identify the physical
lecation where the mail was opened or intercepted,
the names of the individuals who participated in
the opening or intercept, and the purpose of the

DocId: 32989615 MKendmg or intercept.
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Documents

The Committee requests the following additional
documents bearing on the questions stated above:

1. All documents which“discuss, refer to, or
- relate to the origins, authorizations,
conduct, and termination of and procedures
for the mail covers, intercepts, and openings
- i1dentified in 3 and 4 above.

Responsible Staff; Senior Staff

Task Force Leader _
Paul Wallach .

FL S
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- D. Other Specific Techniques

:r:.As to the. following techniques, the Committee's

T Inquiry wiIl initidlly be confined to the General
-Questions. As the inquiry proceeds, areas of
‘potential abuse -and thus-of specific inquiry beyond
the General Questlons may develop:

OO incommunicado detention and interrogation.
L s 2. - Photographic and telévision surveillance.
. ?Q Polygraphs. '

. The obbaliming of Banlk, predit, school, and
other personal records and information,

including the obtaining of information under
€ ~ false pretext. .

FLN
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'COINTELPRO and Disruptive Activities

The Committee is investigating the circumstances
surrounding the origins of, authorization for, and
implementation of the FBI program known as COINTEL-
PRO and any similar programs. This inquiry may

involve allegations of abuse and controversial matters
where there is rcason to believe improprieties may ’
have occurred. The scope of this investigation
covers: )

1. COINTELPRO -- Communist Party USA;

2. COINTELPRO -- Socialist Workers Party;
3. COINTELPRO -- White Hate Groups;

4., COINTELPRO -- Black Extremiste;

5. COINTELPRO ~- New Left;

6. COINTELPRO ~- Special Operations (except as
targeted against hostile foreign 1nte11igence
services);

7. ~COINTELPRO -- Puerto Rican Independence Groups;
8. COINTELPRO -~ Operation Hoodwink

9. Any other activities of the FBI which have or
have had the purpose and effect of disrupting
domestic groups or discrediting U.S. citizens,
whether or not carried out under a COINTELPRO
program.

Questions

The Committee requests that the FBI and the Justice
Department address the following specific questions:

1. Under what circumstances, through what proce-
dures, and by whom were these programs initiated
authorized, and terminated?

2. Under what circumstances and through what pro-

’ cedures did the FBI discover and report to the
Attorney General the existence of items 7 and 8
identified above and similar disruptive activities
not Included in the original review of COINTELPRO
astivities conducted by the Department of Justice
in 19742 ’

]
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What were the purposes of each program?

In each case, by what means was it intended the
purpose would be accomplished?

What internal FBI procedures were adopted for
the consideration and approval of specific dis-

"ruptive activities and for determining the

results of such activities? ,
As to each operation listed above, and any
others of a fundamentally similar kind, identify
by type the sources of the information used
against individuals and groups for disruptive
purposes. :

As to each instance in which.such information
was obtained through electronic surveillance

(a) .What or who was the target of the sur-
veillance? ’

(b) Was the surveillance legal?

(e¢) Was the surveillance conducted pursuant to

—_ warrant?

*

" HW 55035 DocId:32989615

(a) .What were the dates of the surveillance?

-

(e) What were the precise means of surveillance?

(f) Who authorized the surveillance (both
within and without the FBI)?

(g) What was the purpose of the surveillance?

As to each case listed above and all fundamen-
tally similar cases, what was the legality and
propriety of the distruptive activities? Should
any of the activities referred to in the above
sentence be forbidden by statute, considered

for future use, or otherwise subject to statu-
tory or administrative regulation? :

FT Y
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. 9. In what activities has,6the FBI engaged since
- April 28, 1971, the purpose or .effect of which
' has been to disrupt domestic groups or discredit
U.S. citizens or which bear any other similarity
to the purposes or effects of COINTELPRO,
activities?

10. What restrictions, directives, or other measures
have been adopted by the FBI and the Justice
. Department to limit or regulate the use of
¢ ¥ such disruptive techniques? -

The Committee will investigate all COINTELPRO and

- disruptive activities identified above.  On the basis )
of a review of the summaries of COINTELPRO cases prepared
for the so-called Petersen Committee, as well as other

+» sources of information, the Committee  will develop
further requests for information and documents.

Respdnsible Staff: Senior Staff
Task Force Leader
Les Seidel
Mike Epstein
Walter Ricks

L

4

HW¥ 55035 DocId:32989615 Page 108




D

HW 55035

- o

}:?,'

-

t

5

s e & *
» .
s
. - . _ .
P 5
¥ 5

- 24 - ,

Clandestine Informant Activities

"The Committee is examining all aspects of the
FBI's use of informants, sources, and undercover
personnel and the techniques employed by such per-
sons. Although informants are the single most
productive source of intelligence information, the
difficulties of controlling their activities may
increase the possibility of improper conduct. The
use of informants to infiltrate organizations also
may pose dangers to the right of associational pri-
vacy. Consequently, proposals have been made for
.the imposition of a judicial warrant requirement
or other safeguards for the use of informants.

The Committee seeks to evaluate such proposals as
well as the contributions of informants to the
accomplishment of legitimate objectives.

In addition, the Committee is examining informant
Yectivities with respect to several particular situa-
tions and cases. This investigation may involve
‘specific allegations of abuse or controversial
matters where there is reason to believe improprie-
ties may have occurred. The Committee's inquiry
covers the general circumstances surrounding the
following incidents or cases:

a. Wounded Knee;
b. Kent State;

¢. - New York v. Stroble (Attica);

d. United States v. Buckalew (Gainesville);

e. United .States v. Briggs (Camden);

f. New York v. Dillon (Hobart College);

-

g. United States v. Marshall (Seattle).

Additional cases may also be examined.

In addition to the above cases, the Committee is
;examining the role of FBI informants in providing
information to the FBI concerning members of the
following organizations:

E2 Y
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o . j:a,, Ku Klux Klan;
b. Students for a Democratic Society;
-c, Weathermen;
d. .Black Panther Pa?ty;
e. Communist Party USAj; ¥
'f. W.E.B. DuBois Clubs. )
Aéditional studies of informant activities with
° respect to members of other organizations may be
formulated.
& Questions ' _
s The Committee requests that the FBI and the Justice
. ) ﬁepartment address the following specific questions:
1. With respect to both categories of cases listed

‘

LﬁHW 55035 DocId:32989615

above, what allegations, whether unfounded or
not, of improper, illegal, unethical, or provoca-
tive conduct by FBI informants have been made in
connection with these situations or groups?

What measures has the FBI taken to investigate
such allegations of misconduct and to prevent

such alleged misconduct from taking place in the
future? .

What instructions has the FBI given to its in-
formants with respect to possible improper,
illegal, unethical, or provocative conduct?

What has been the largest number of informants,
sources, and undercover personnel in use at any
one time during each year from 1960 until the

" present in connection with security, intelli-
gence, and counterintelligence matters, cases,
and programs?

What has been the annual total amount of funds
(including reimbursement for expenses) paid to
informants and sources for each year from 1960
until the present?

%
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6. What 1imits,'if any, have been placed on the
type of information which informants have been
intrusted to report back to the FBI?

What have been the annual percentage of
potential informants who became paid infor-
mants in connection with security, intelli-
gence, and counterintelligence matters, cases,
! and programs from 1960 until the present?

Documents - ( .

. Please provide a summary of ten cases (for each
- . of the following categories) where the FBI's use
, of informants, sources, or undercover personnel
resulted in:

¥. the conviction of an espionage agent of a
foreign government. -

2. the prevention of the theft of national secu-
rity information. .

3. the prevention of sabotage.

4. the prevention of an act of violence.

5. +the prevention of the carrying out of a con-
spiracy to overthrow the government.

6. _any other successful preventive actions in

furtherance of the FBI's national security
responsibilities.

Senior staff
Task Force leader
o Mike Epstein

T ' Jack Smith
Walter Ricks
Pat Shea

Responsible'staff:

1Y
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- .g.' "Notional!” Organizations

The Committee is examining the FBI's alleged
creation of the support for "notional'” organizations
for intelligence or counterintelligence purposes.
Although it may rely upon informants and other
clandestine operatives, this alleged practice is
sufficiently novel to require separate attention.

Questions

The Committee requests that the FBI and the Justice
o« Department address the following specific questions:

1. What groups, organizations, movements, or other
associations has the FBI caused directly or
& indirectly to be formed or created for intel-
ligence or counterintelligence purposes? Please
provide a complete list from January 1, 1960,
to the present. -

2. What groups, organizations, movements, or
other associations has the FBI supported finan-
cially or materially? Please provide a complete
list from January 1, 1960, to the present.
3. In which cases has the FBI supported or created
such organizations in coordination or coopera-
t£ion with other agencies?

4. How have the presence of such "notional” organi-
. zations affected the public's perception of the
movements of which they form a part?

5. How have any FBI programs for the creation and ”
support of such groups been coordinated with
any similar programs undertaken by the CIA or
other U.S. intelligence agencies?

Responsible staff: Senior staff

Task Force leader
Mike Epstein

&
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H. Joint FBI-Police Operations

. The purpose of this ingquiry is to examine certain
allegations that joint FBI-police operations re-
sulted in misconduct or abuse. - These cases are
complex and involve a variety of techniques.-
Nevertheless, they may indicate some of the most
serious problems which may arise in attempting to
deal with potentially violent situations.

+ 1. The White Knights of the Ku Klux Klan,
Mississippi

® ¢ - The Committee is inquiring into the relation-
ships between the FBI and other law enforcement
agencies and private organizations in Mississippil
in connection with the White Knights of the

e” Ku Klux Klan. The purpose of the inquiry is to
determine what effect, if any, FBI activities

¢ had on the actions of other law enforcement

agencies and private individuals with respect
to the White Knights of the Ku Klux Klan in
Mississippi. This investigation may involve
allegations of abuses or other controversial
matters where there is reason to believe impro-
prieties may have occurred.

Questions

The Committee requests that the FBI and the
Justice Department address the follow1ng
specific questions:

a. Was this organization a target of FBI
COINTELPRO operations?

b. If so, how and by whom was it selected as
a target? .

¢. What were the purposes of any disruptive
operations directed at it?
d. To what extent were the purposes achieved?

e. What disruptive techniques, if any, were-
*  employed?

-

F2 N
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f. Over what period of time did the disrup-
tive activities occur?

g. What evaluations were made of their effects?

h. By whom were they made?

i. What were the results of the evaluations?

.j,, Were FBI informants used’to infiltrate the

organization?

k. If so, what kinds of information did the
Informants gather?

1. . What activities did the informants engage - °
in other than information gathering?

m. Identify by date and names the persons
involved in all contacts the FBI had with
other law enforcement agencies and private
groups and individuals with respect to
alleged Klan bombings of. Jewish synagogues
and the homes of Jewish leaders in Meridian,
Mississippi, during May - August 1968.

DocId:32989615

Responsible staff:

h
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Task Force leader
Jack Smith

Les Seidel
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e 2. The Black Panther Party, Cﬁicago

The Committee is inquiring into the relation-
ships between the FBI and other law enforce-
ment agencies in the Chicago area in connec-
tion with the Chicago chapter of the Black
.Panther Party. The purpose of the inquiry is

to determine what effect, if any, FBI activities
had on the actions of other law enforcement and

intelligence agencies with respect to the Black

Panther Party in the Chicago area. This inves-
tigation may involve allegations of abuses or -

¢ other controversial matters where there is rea-

° son to believe improprieties may have occurred.

Questions

-~

The Committee requests that the FBI and the
Justice Department address the follow1ng

. specific questlons

a.

LY

”
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Was the Chicago chapter of the Black
Panther Party a target of FBI COINTELPRO
operations° .

If so, how and by whom was it selected as
a target°

What were the purposes of any dieruptive
operations directed at it?

To what extent were the purposes achieved?
What disruptive techniques,'if any, were employed?

Over what period of time did the disruptive
activities occur?

What evaluations were made'bf their effects?
By whom were they made?
If FBI informants were used to infiltrate

the organization, what kinds of information
did the informants gather?

115
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.did the use of such surveillance relate to
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What techniques did the informants employ
to gather the information?

Were the techniques used by the informants
all approved and monitored by the FBI? If
not, which were not so approved?

What activities did the informants engage
in other than information gathering?

.What other methods and sources did the FBI

use to gather intelligence on the organiza-
tion? '

If electronic surveillance was used, how
each of the general questions?

To what extent was information on persons
and groups not members of or affiliated
with the Black Panther Party gathered,
stored, or disseminated by the FBI as a
result of its investigations of the organi-
zation? ’ ; :

7#_Bgsponsible staff: Senior staff

FLY
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I.. The "Huston Plan”

The Committee is examining the FBI's role in the
"disposition of .the report of the Interagency Com-
mittee on Intelligence (Ad Hoec) in 1970. This
report as submitted to the President included cer-
" tain options which were specifically identified as
"illegal™. It purported to represent the joint
recommendations of all members of the U. S. intel-
ligence community, but FBI Director J. Edgar
Hoover disagreed in a series of footnotes.
The serious consideration given to such al-.
_ legedly illegal proposals gives this case
.~ o«the utmost significance.for the Committee's under-
standing of the risks of uncontrolled intelligence
activity. This case may involve specific allega-
tions of abuse and controversial matters where
" there is reason to believe improprieties may have
’ occurred.

-

. ) .
. Questions

The Committee requesﬁs that the FBI and the Justice
Department address the following specific questions:

1. _What contacts occurred between Tom Charles
Huston and personnel of the FBI and the Depart-
ment of Justice during 1969 and 1970? Identify
by date and names of persons involved.

2. What was the purpose of each such contact?

3. With respect to any assistance provided to the
Interdepartmental Committee on Intelligence
(A4 Hoc) by personnel of the FBI:

a. Vho were the FBI participants?
b. What kind of assistance was provided?
¢. What was the role of the FBI in preparing

.fhe various drafts of the special report
of the Committee? ‘

%

>
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4. What were the specific arguments advanced
- for the inclusion of the allegedly illegal s
‘ options in the special report submitted for o
the President's consideration? Were other L
allegedly illegal options considered and
rejected? : T
5. ‘Were any measures taken by the FBI to imple-
ment specific elements of the Huston Plan?
This includes both the allegedly "illegal'

b aspects and other provisions such as the
expanded recruitment of 18-21 year old infor- .

mants.

6. What are the present- views of the FBI and

: the. Department of Justice as to the legality
5 and propriety of the various options included
in the special report?

Responsible staff: Senior staff
Task Force leader
Barbara Banoff
Loch Johnson

F1Y
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+ v Jw. Alleged Political Misuse of the FBI

The Committee is investigating allegations that
the intelligence and investigative resources of
the FBI have been misused by various Presidents,
Attorneys General, Members of Congress, and FBI
executives themselves. This subject may involive
specific allegations of abuse and other contiro-
versial matters where there is reason to believe
s Improprieties may have occurred.

Questions

o

Department address the following specific questions:

¢« . 1. Have.persons outside the FBI sought the FBI's
assistance for partisan political purposes or

¢ personal advantage? Please identify each
instance by the name of the person seeking to
so use the FBI, the date, and the nature of the
assistance sought.

2. In each such case, what has been the response
of the FB1? .

3. Have persons inside or outside the FBI sought
to employ the resources of the FBI for purposes
outside the FBI's authority? Please identify
each instance by the name of the person seeking
to so use the FBI, the date, and the purpose
“for which the person sought to use the FBI.

4, In each such case, what has been the response
of the FBI?

- 5. What measures has the FBI employed to
2. Respond to critics.

b. Affect the reputation or credibility of or
otherwise discredit critics.

6. What were the nature, purpose, duration, and
results of Project INLET involving preparation

of an intelligence letter for the President
and other Executive officials?

o

DocId: 32989615 Page 119 ¢

The Committee requests that the FBI and the Justice

I A




F . = T
- . g A | . - i .L.
i o ; A , S e e e e s o
s L T
. 5

. E o P
+ 5 :
- . . . »
. . z
. - ..
e P

- 35 -

+'» s+ T. Vith respect to any so-called "secret files"
maintained within the FBI, including the
"official and confidential" and"personal and
confidential’ files maintalned by the executive
assistant to the FBI Director J., Edgar Hoover
on his behalf until the time of his death, the
Conmiittee secks to estaeblish the contents of
such files, the circumstances surrounding the
transfer of a portion of such files within the
) Bureau at the time of Director Hoover's death,
~the transfer of a portion of such files to
Mr. Hoover's residence, the destructlon of any
¢ such files, the transfer of any such files from
Mr. Hoover's residence, the use of information
within such files, and thelr relationship to
the official investigative files of the FBI.
s The Committee desires all information bearing
on these matters, including the results of
¢ any inquiries conducted within the FBI and
the Department of Justice.

8. What measures have been taken to ensure that the
intelligence and investigative resources of the
FBI are not misused for political purposes or
personal advantage.

9. What additional measures should be taken?

‘ : . Responsible Staff: Senior Staff
‘ Task Force Leader
’ Mark Gitenstein

3 , . L Y

&

llﬂi 55035 DocId:32989615 Page 120




S

@ | - 36 - @

L 4

IV. Department of Justice

cfhe“Committee is examining activities of divisions of
the Justice Department other than the FBI which perform.
internal security and intelligence functions.

pose of these inquiries is to determine whether these
functions have been carried out in conformity with the
rule of law.

A. The Attorney General

LY

The Committee is studying the functions of the

Attorney General with respect to the supervision

« of and policy-making for internal security and

intelligence activities. The Committee seeks to
determine whether his duties are properly defined
and his office properly organized to perform

r

< these functions effectively.

* Questions

. The Committee requests that the Justice Department
address the following specific questions:

1.

To what extent has the Attorney General been
involved in the consideration or approval of

~"the policies and activities of U. S. foreign

2.

§

L,HH 55035 DocId:32989615

and military intelligence agencies?

Has the Justice Department made any agree-
ments with the CIA or any other U. S. intelli-
gence agency with regard to the investigation
or prosecution of agency personnel?

Under what circumstances and for what purposes
has the Office of Legal Counsel provided legal

advice to the Attorney General on matters per- -

taining to foreign and domestic intelligence
activities?

To what extent has the Attorney General
authorized cooperation, including the exchange
of information and the conduct of joint opera-

tions, between the Drug Enforcement Administra-

tion or its predecessors and the CIA or other

2
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intelllgence agencies with respect to narcotlcs
T ! intelligence?

Q‘S. What standards and procedures has the Attorney
) General adopted for:.

a. The collection, analysis, use, and dis-
" semination of narcotics intelligence.

e b.' The collection, analysis, use, and dis-
s semination of organized crime intelligence.

¢. The use of intelligence information by the
4 Immigration and Naturalization Service.
r

d. Law Enforcement Assistance Administration
grants for the support of state or local
¢ police intelligence activities and intel-
ligence data systems. .

6. To what extent have communications between the
White House and the FBI or other agencies
under the jurisdiction of the Attorney General
bypassed the Attorney General? To what extent
should such communlcatlons be channeled through

-the Attorney General?

7. What have been the policies and procedures of
the Justice Department for evaluating the
budget requests of the FBI for 1nte111gence
and counterintelligence act1v1t1es°

Responsible staff: Senior staff
Task Force leader
Mark Gitenstein
Barbara Banoff

i1y

£

k HW¥ 55035 DocId:32989615 Page 122




o ‘a ;. % ¥ . . ‘. . - 38 - ‘ .
P

B.' The Internal Securiﬁy Section (formerly_Division)

“ £ . The Committee is examining the activities of the
- -Internal Security Section of the Justice Depart-
‘ment and its predecessor, the Internal Security
"Division. These entities have supervised the
Department's internal security law enforcement
activities, ccordinated certain interdepartmental
intérnal security policies, and engaged in the
collection, analysis, and dissemination ~f intelli-
gence. . '
b]

Questions ’ ) .

‘The Committee réquests that the Justice Department
address.-the following specific questions:

1. Under what circumstances, if .any, has the
Justice Department seriously considered prose-
N cutions under the Smith Act and laws pertain-
; ) ¢ ing to seditious conspiracy, rebellion, or
~ insurrection, or "subversive activities",
' ' since January 1, 19602

2. To what extent has FBI intelligence activity
provided valuable evidence for use in the
prosecution of specific federal crimes?

3. What have been the practices and procedures
for coordination of policy through the Inter-
departmental Committee on Internal Security?

4y, What have been the practices and procedures
for the interdepartmental and interagency
evaluation of domestic intelligence and
domestic collection of foreign intelligence
through the Intelligence Evaluation Committee
and its predecessors?

5. With respect to the Interdivisional Intelli-
gence Unit and the Analysis and Evaluation
Section of the Internal Security Divisioq,

a. iWhat have been the practices and proce-
dures of the Unit and Section for the
gathering of intelligence?

E1S
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6.

What type of information has been stored
in readily retrievable form by the Unit

and Section?

To whom and for what reasons has intelli-
gence information been disseminated by
the Unit and Section?

What were the reasons for the submission

.of IDIU computer printouts to the CIA, as

reportedly occurred in 1969?

To what extent did the Unit and Section
make specific requests to other agencies
within and outside the Justice Department

-.for intelligence :anf'ormatlon‘7

"With respect to the use of grand juries by

the Special Litigation Section of the Internal
Security Division,

.-

b

Have any allegations of misuse of the grand
Jury process in cases handled by Special
Litigation Section attorneys come to the
attention of the Department? If so,
briefly describe each such allegation and
what, if any, action was taken by the
Department in response to such allegation.

To what extent, if any, did the use of
grand juries in cases handled by the Special
Litigation Section attorneys differ from the

.use of grand juries in cases handled by

other sections of the Justice Department?

To what extent, if any, was information
obtained through the use of grand juries
included in the intelligence files of the
Interdivisional Intelligence, Unit or the
Analysis and Evaluation Section?

E 55035 DocId:32989615 Page 124
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7. What have been the practides and procedures

of the Internal Security Division and the
Departmental Security Office for advising the
Attorney General and other executive agencies

With regard to the Federal Employee Security

Program?

Responsible staff:

1Y

LY
-

Seniof"staff
Task Force leader
Barbara Banoff
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The Honoraole rdward H. »Lev1

Attorney General oo 1 197% g
U. S. Department of Justice -
Washington, D. C. 20530 o _ . . ’

' . PRI o '
Dear Mr. Attorney General: - , e

. 7
3 . t
Enclosad with this letter are notifications

concerning certain matiters currently unfer investigacion
by the Select Committee which relate to government encities

under your jurisdiction.

These notifications are submiited pursuant to
an agreement between the lommittee, the varilous interlx-
gence entities, and the White Pouse. rwrsuant to
agreement, the various entities in the rzecutive Branch
have agreed not only to make available the pertinent
witnesses, but aWSo to submit in response all information
and material which they possess that is relevant to tae
areas and cases which the Committee wiskes To investigate.

-
that

The response should include all relevant underlying docu- ,>'
mentation a2nd other information, including documents f//d4§
v L

which may not have come to the Ccommitfes's attention and .
which the Committee has not specificaliy requested. znd
all material relating To any prior Execitive Branch
into the nmatter. In addition, we would Melcome

tee and any other observations on the sibject 1t
believe.would be helpful.

We welcome tThe prcmise of COO““”&U7 f}ﬂﬁc
disclosure that underlies that agreement,
£iiling the full disclosure policy cor EJ_
ment is indispensible TO Vommlutee
the formulation of ocur ul
recommendations. *r.
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The Honorable Edward H. Levi
Page Two June 27, 1875
A %

S . , 5
Within the Committee mandate, contained in ) '
S. Res. 21, there are four broad subjects relating tc =he
intelligence community which we are reguired tc investi-
gate and study in order to determine tne facts and ulti-
mately to decide whether to make recommendations for g
legistative or other changes. - They are: .
1. The structure, performance, and utility of :
¢ government operations with respect to intel- ' ’
ligence agtivities. :
, 2. Whether certain policies or practices are
< or are not illegal, unethical, or otherwise
improper. ) -

’ 3. Whether there has or has not been excessive
duplication or inadequate coordination be-
tween and among intelligence agencies and,
more generally, the efficiency of intelli-
gence activities.

4, Whether there has or has not been adequate
internal and external control and oversight .
over the policies and practices of intelli- :
gence agencies.

In attempting to find the answers to these funda-
mental questions, the Committee is proceeding in two ways.
First, we are examining intelligence functions broadly as
instruments of government policy, giving attention to the
authority for particular functions, the problems which
intelligence activities are designed to solve, the proce-
dures by which intelligence activities are and have been
proposed,, approved, executed, evaluated, and terminated,
the range and scope of the activities utilized to achieve
intelligence objectives, and the propriety and utility of
the activities undertaken. Second, we will examine in
depth certain subjects within the broad topics of inves-
tigaticn. (We would, of course, welcome your suggestion
of other cases that would give added insight into intelli-
gence matters under your. jurisdiction.) These specific
subjects for investigation are not intended to limit the
scope contained in the more general questions.

%
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The Honorable Edward H. Levi
Page Three June 27, 1¢75

o

)

The annexed notifications spell these matters
out in greater detail. In addition, they ask certain.
specific questions, set forth certain previously requecuud
documents not yet received, request additional documents,®
and, in some cases, ask for the names and present addrasses
of persons who have held certain .positions. Where appro-
-priate, the subject's description indicates that, pursuant
to the agreed Outline for Inquiry Procedures, the matter
primarily concerns allegations of abuse or other contro-
versial specific matters -where there is reason to believe
improprieties may have dccurred. Finally, the notifications
indicate the name(s) of the staff member(s) who, in addition
tor the Committee's senior staff, will be responsible for tThe
particular matters. \
' The Committse, in the course of the next few
months, will undertake other subjects for investigation
as its work proceeds and will notify you as appropriate.

We look forward to your cooperation in these
matters. e

'.cérely yours,

Ve

R u,-,': e /4._.,«-/ {
Frank Church
Chairman

A

: ohn Tower
L/// ‘ Vice Chairman

% These specific requests are not, of course, intended

to limit the agreement to come forward with all rele-
vant infermation and material, including documents, whether
or not they have been brought to the Committee's attention
or have been specifically requested by the Committee.

L. ’
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I ! FEDERAL BUREAU OF INV :‘:3‘;’:1‘1_0%1
(INCLUDIKG DEPALSMENT OF JUSILCH)

I. Issues
The Committeef’s inguiry into the intelligence and
counterintelligence activities of the Federal Bureau
of Investigation is examining fundamental issues which
bear directly on the uzdeguacy of current legislation
and administrative organizaticn and procedure. The
Committee sececks to determine whether FBI intelligence
and counterintelligence activities achieve legitimate
E] objectives in conformity with the rule of law. Among
the basic issues to be addressed are the following:

"A. VWhat is the legal authority for FBI intelligence
- and counterintelligence activities? Should the
FBI's authority be clarified or revised or
& incorporated in a comprehensive statutory
charter? \

B. '#hat limitations are placed on FBI intelligence
and counterintelligence activities by the '
Constitution and laws of the United States?
Should these limitations be clarified or
revised? '

C. VWhat have been the purposes and aims of FBI
intelligence and counterintelligence activities?
Should these cbjéctives be modified?’

D. How have the intelligence and counterintelligence
activities of the FBI been organized and coordinated
with other agencies of government? Should these
procedures and practices be revised?

E. What have been the procedures for and techniques
of intelligence gathering and dissemination and
counterintelligence operations used by the FBI?
Under what conditions and through what procedures
sfiould these methods and techniques 'be used in
the future?

F. What have been and should.be the mechanisms for
internal and external policy-making, control,
and supervision of FBI intelligence and counter-
intelligence activities?

.
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As a means of examining the above issues in the
context of actual FBI intelligence operations,

the Committee intends to study certain specific
topics, some of which are general in nature, and
others of which dvivolve specific cases, programs

or techniques. Part II, bclow, contains desecriptlons
of the general areas into wanich the Commititee. intends
to inquire. Part III contains descriptions-of The
specific cases mentioned abeve. The descriptions
specifically indicate whether the investigation may
concentrate on specific allegations of posoible
abuses or other controversial matters where there

is reason to believe improprieties may have occurred.
In zddition to the topics described below, additional
areas of inquiry may, develop during the course of the
Committee's work. % ‘
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II. Areas of General Inquiry
A. Legal Authority. for FBI Intelligence and Counter-
intelligence Activities ‘ ‘

1ot
o N

> oA v

The Committee is examining the legal basis for FBI
intelligence and counterintelligence activities.
There may be serious question as to the adeguzacy
of the present legislative framework for the rsl's
functions in these fields. Current statutes

+ authorize the FBI to perform investigative and law
enforcement functions, but they do not specifically
authorize intelligence or counterintelligence
*‘activities. Therefore; the Committee seeks to
determine whethepr the FBILls authority should be
clarified, revised, or incorporated in a compre-
hensive statutory charter.
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Responsible. staff: Senior “staff i
¢ ’ Task Force leader '

. N

Mark Gitenstein E

AT

B. Organization and Operation of the FBI Intelli-
gence Division

" The Committee is investigating the structure and
operating practices of the FBI Intelligence Divi-
sion. Proposals have been made that the national
security intelligence and counterintelligence
functions of the FBI should be lodged in a scparate 5
agency or otherwise separated from the FBI's
criminal investigative activities. Further recom-
mendations have been advanced for improved coordina-
tion between the FBIL and other intelligence agencies,
for strengthencd supervision of FBI intelligence and
counterintelligence activities by the Attorney
General or an independent board, and for clearer
standdrds and procedures for FBIL activities in this
area. Therefore, the Committee desires complete
information on the operating practices and proce-
dures of the FBI Intelligence Division and of the
field office activities supervised by the Intelli-
gence Division. )
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The Committee's inquiry focuses on the followv.ing
specific areas:

1. FBI Interq@l Security Intelligence Operations

The Committee seeks to determine the naturs
and purpose of FBI intelligence -operations
‘direcved at foreign intelllzence accivitics
and subversive or c¢xtremist activities within
the United States. It has been alleged that
the scope of FBI intelligence investigations
is too broad and has extended to legitimate

J political activities. Consequently, the Com-

- mittee must examine how the FBI's responsibili-

ties have beégn defined.

. ‘ Responsible staff: Senior staff
: Task Force leader
Mark Gitenstein

»

2. The FBI and the U. S. Intelligence Community

The Committee seeks to determine what have
been the policies and procedures for coordina-
tion between the FBI and other agencies in the
— Uo S. intelligence community. There have been
occasions in the past where friction betwnes
the FBI and other agencies has produced serious
dissatisfaction within the U. S. intelligence
community. The purpose of this inquiry is to
evaluate the adequacy of past and present cc-
ordinating mechanisms.

Responsible staff: Senior staff

Task Force leader
Mark Gitenstein
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FBI Foreign Counterintelligence Operations

The Committee seeks to determine the nature of
FBI counterintelligence operations directed at
foreign intelligence activities within the
United States or at any other hestile foreign-
related activities .ithin the United States.
Since FBI operations to "counter" these activi-
fies go beyond intelligence collection, the
Committee must consider whether such practices
require statutory authorizatior. The impact

of counterintelligence operations on United
States foreign relations will also be considered.

Senior staff

Task Force leader
Loch Johnson

. : BarQara‘Banoff

Responsible sfaff:

Inspection Division Investigations

The Committee is examining the relationship
of the FBI Inspection Division to FBI intel
gence and counterintelligence activities.
includes both regular Inspection.Division
reviews of Intelligence Division and fiéld
office functions and specific investigations
of allegations of improper conduct in connac-
tion with FBI intelligence activities.

1i~
Thi

Senior staff
Task Force leader
Mark Gitenstein

Responsible staff:
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FBI Inteiligence Activities and State or Local

Law Enforcecment Agencies

-

The Committee seeks to determine the nature of
the relationships becween FBI irntelligence

.activities and state and local law enforcenent

agencies. This subject involves the del:l :ate
balance between the ncecessary centralization
of certain law enforcement activities and the
Constitutionally-mandated decentralization of
general law enforcement responsibility. It is
necessary for the Committee to evaluate the
centralizing influence of the FBI, as well as

the FBI's rdle as a check on local law enforce-

ment abuses.

Responsible staff: Sewnior staff
. Task Force leader
™ Mark Gitenstein
Walter Ricks
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Geheral Questions .
The descriptions which follow of the specific cases the
Committee intends to study are. intended- tc serve the
dual purposc of notifying the FBI of the issues the
Committee will explore in connection with cach case
and eliciting from the ¥FBI all information and material
in-its possession relating to the questions the Committee
Wwishes to-explore in each case. In order to avoid .
unnecessary repetition of certain questions which will . N
be basic to.the Committee's investigations of each

- case; certain fundamental gquestions are set forth i

below. As .to each case described, the Committee

intends to explore these fundamental questions, and

¢ expects that the FBI will, as to each case, provide
all information and material it has relating to these ' b,
basix questions even though they are not repeated in 4
the discussion.of ‘each particular area. B

1. What is or has been the legal authority for the
activity? ’

2. What have been the purposes of the activity?
3. What ftechniques have been employed in the activity? "

4. What kinds of information have been gatchered in -
the activity?

5. How have specific uses of the activity been initiated
and approved?

6. How have the targets for the activity been selected?
7. What have been the.criteria for target selection?

8. How has the intelligence which is collected been
used? :

9. To whom has the intelligence coilected been dis-
seminated? .

10. What has been the. basis for any dissemination with =
respect to each recipient? )

11. How has the activity been coordinated with cther #
intelligence agencies?
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12. What have been the effects of this coordinat on?

15. To what exbent has each of the foregoing been com-
patible with the legal authority for and the purposes
of the activity?

14. By what mecans has the activity been mcaitored,
controlled and administered? '

15‘ What are the potential abuses to which the activity
. may lead? . —

16. To what abuses has the activity led?
17. What steps have been takxen to investigate such
abuses? _ 1

."18. Wnhat steps have been taken to avoid such abuses?

.
19. Mhat have been the costs and utility of the

. activity? SN

Tn some instances, the specific questions set forth

below may appear to .repeat some of the general questions.
The purpose in such cases is simply to clariry the appli-
cation of. the general question to the specific case.
Except where inapplicable by their terms, all general
questions relate to each specific case.
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4. Electronic Surveillance

The Committee is examining all forms of electronic
interceptioﬁ‘6f_communications including wiretap-
ping, electronic eavesdropping, conscnsual elec-
tronic surveillance interception of- video and data
communications, local monitoring devices, and all
other forms of electronic or technical menitoring.
The Committce's general questions apply to each of
* the techniques listed avbove, as well as to the

matters set forth in the following specific cases.

“1. Warrantless Electronic Surveillance
The Committee¢ seeks to determine whether the
. ‘Attorney General should have the authority
To authorize electronig surveillance for cer-
tain purposes without a prior judicial warrant.
This powe{ has been exércised by succeeding
Attorneys General since 1940, upon the explicit
directive of the President. The Supreme Court
. has ruled that this power does not extena to
purely domestic matlers, but the remaining scope
of the Attorney General's authority remains un-
defined by the Supreme Court. :

oy

Questions

The Committee requests that the FBI and thé
Justice Department address the following specific
- questions:

a. What 1is the scope and basis of the claim
2 of .Executive authority to conduct warrant-
less electronic surveillance?

I’ b. What have been the procedures for considera-
tion and approval of requests for warrantless
electronic surveilllance authorized by the
Attorney General?

¢. What are the specific disadvantages of the
judicial warrant requirement for those
electronic surveillances which have been
authorized by the Attorney General?
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o d. Does the Fourth Amendment permit the "
issuance of judicial warrants for elec-
tronic surveillance on grounds other tThan
ordinary probable cause where national
security intelligence purposes are advanced
to justify the surveillance?

IR
{ T¥°

e. To what ecoxtent are the specific proccdures
of Title IIL of the Omnibus Crime Control
Act of 1968 inappropriate for electronic wd
surveillance conducted for national secu- g
rity intelligence purposes? . -,

. Documents . : T
‘The Committee:requests the following additional
e documents bearing on the guestions stated above:
AN
) a. All written justifications for the specific
® authorizations by the Attorney General for s
warrantless electronic surveillance from i
January 1, 1960, until the present. ”

b. All documents reflecting the derial by the
Attorney General of specific requests for
warrantless electronic surveillance from
January 1, 1960, until the present.

t'a

¢. Committee staff access toinformation con-
tained in the impounded documents, deposi-
tions, and other materials in all pending
civil suits which involve warrantless
s ‘electronic surveillance and in which the
Committee has received the consent of tne
plaintiffs for such access.

CHl

Responsible staff: Senior staff - S
- Task Force leader
Mike Epstein
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Warrantless Elcctronic Surveillance and
"T,eaks"

The Committee 1s examining several instances of
the use of warrantless electronic surveillance
and other investigative techniques in conncction
with "leaks" of clasaified infoyrmavion. These
‘cases may involve specific allegations of abuse
or other contrcoversial mzitters where there is
reason to belleve improprieties may have
occurred. These instances include:

The investigation of alleged "leaks" by or
to 17 Executive officials and newsmen
- between May 1969 and February 1971.

2.

The inveétigation of alleged "leaks" from
a military staff member assigned to the
National Security Council in 1971-72.

The reported investigation of columnist
Joseph Kraft in 1969.

The reported investigation of the aétivities
of Mrs. Anna Chennault and Vice Presidential
candidate Spiro Agnew in 1968.

Any other instances of warrantless electronic
surveillance in connection with the investi-
gation of "leaks"™ to the press.

Questions

The Committee requests that the FBI and the
Justice Department address the following specific
questions:

a. Through what procedures and by whom were
each of thése electronic surveillances auth-
orized and approved, continued, and terminated?
b. As to each person to whom information was

disseminated, please state:

(1)

(2) The basis for the dissemination-

The nature of the information.
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v (3) The date of each dissemination. -
4
(L) The use which was in fact made cf the e
.information by the recipient. . =

¢c. What’ Uvaluationb were made of the original
" grounds for the survelllance as it progressead?

d. Wnhat were the results of the eva;uatians?

- o

e. Who made them?

2 f. What are the reasons for use of electronic | W
surveillance without Judicial warrant to ’
investighte "leaks" of classified information
to the press? :

g. How does each of the above instances relate
. to these reasons? :

- ‘\

he To'what extent would requirement of a
warrant interfere with the abillty to : i
detect such leaks?

Responsible staff: Senicr staff
Task Force leader
Mark Gitenstein
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Martin Luther King

Surveillance of Dr.

This investigation examines the authorization for,
conduct and termlnatlon of , and deliberations
regarding the surveillance of Dr. King. This case
may 1nvo]ve SpPlelC ailegations of abuses ¢ and other
contreversial mavters wicre thore is reason Lo be-

lieve JmpIOpT«Cblu$ Ay have occurred.

Questions ) -

The Cbmmittee requests that the FBI and the ' *
Justice Department address the following specific

‘questions:

Through what procedures and by whom

" wiretaps and electronic bugs of Dr.
initiated, approved, gontinued, and
ted?

were
King
termina-

o

What were\the locations, extent, and
duration of the electonic surveillances
of Dr. King?

What were the grounds of national security,
if any, for the introduction of the electronic
surveillances of Dr. King?

What was the relationship Zetween the information
collected and each of the purposes oi the
surveillance?

What evaluations were made of the original
grounds for the surveillance as it progressed?

f. What were the results of those evaluatior.s?

g. Who made them?

h. What periodic evaluations were made of the
relationship between the informaticn being
collected and the original objectives of the
surveillance? :

i.
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results of the evaluations?

What were the

Jj. Who made them?
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To whom were any results of the

survelllance disseminated?

As to each perscn to

whom information wWas

disseminated, please state

k.
1.
(1)
(2)
. (3)
()

Responsible staff:

1N

¢

The nature of‘the infofmation.
The basis for the dissemination.
The date of each diséemination.

The use which was in fact made of
th%‘information-

Senior staff
TQ§k Force Leader
Mike Epstein
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o = b, Surveillance at the Democratic Natloh°1—~w

Convention, Atlantic City, 19514

The Committee is examining the use of

surveillance and othér intelligence operations

in Atlantic City, New Jersey, on or about the

time of the Democratidc Mational Cenvention in

1964 This case may involve specific allewabtions

: of abuses and OCLher controversial muutcls where
) there is reason to belleve improprieties may
* have occurred.
., - Questions Y
The Committee requests that the -FBI .and the Justice
Department address the\following specific questions:
: a. Did the FBI conduct electronic surveillance
and other intelligence operations at this
¢ time and place?

b. Who were the targets?

¢. Through what procedures and by whom were the
decisions made to engage in electronic
surveillance and intelligence operaticns
at this time and place?

d. What were the nature, extent,- and duration
of the electronic surveillance and other
intelligence operations at this time.and

- place?

e.  What was the relationship between each target
selected and the purpose of the surveillance?

£+ Was the FBI requested to conduct such
survelllance by any person or organization

s ~ outslide the FBI?

g. If so, by whom, when, and for what stated
reason?

h. To’whom’%ere the results of the surveillance
disseminated?

i. As to each person whom information was
disseminated, please state
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5 {1} The nature of the information,
(2) " The basis for the dissemination.
(3) The date of each dissemination.’.
{49 The use which was in fact made of
the information.
Responsible staff: Senior Staff
* ‘Tfask Force Leader
Mike Epstein
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Surreptitious Entry

The purpose of this inquiry is to determine the
extent to which the FBI has used surreptitiqus
entry as an intelligence technique, either through
its own operations or through operations by crher
agencies and individuals. Tq*qwcsse rmay involvse
allegations of abuse and controversial malters
vwhere there 1s reason to believe impropricties

. may have occurred. o w

Questions
The Committee requests tbat the FBI and the Justice
Department address the following specific questions:

1. What are the scope and basis of the claim of

. Executive authority to ‘conduct warrantless

: surreptitious entry as-asserted by the
Department™of Justice in United States v.
Ehrlichman?

2. What surreptitious entries have been carried
out by the FBI or by another government agency
with the knowledge of the FBI from January 1,
1960, to the present? Please list by date,
place,and target. =

(VW
L]

“As to any instance in which the FBI has refused
to comply with another agency's request for
surreptitious entry, what was

©

a. The basis for the refusal?
b. The reason given for the request?

k. ‘Vhat procedures were employed to authorize any
surreptitious entry identified under 2, and who
authorized each such entry?

5. To the extent applicable by their terms, each of
the above questions and the General Questicns
will be explored specifically with reference to
any entry or propo sed entry at an embassy in
May 1972.

Senior Staff

Task Force Leader

‘Mike Epstein

Paul Wallach

Respoﬁsible Staff:
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Mail Covers and Mail Openings

The Committee 1s examining the conduct of mail covers
and mail openihgs by or on behalf of the FBI and any
instances of mail openings or intercepts which ay
have been conducted by or.on behalf of the FBI. This
inguiry may involve allcsations of abuse or octher
controversial matbers where there 1s reason o
belleve improprieties may have occurred.

[y

Questions

The Committee reqﬁests that the FBI and the Justice
Department address the following specific questions:

1. The specific purposes of all mail covers conducted
in connection with FBI 3ntelligence and counter-
intelligence activities. This includes all

¢ documents pertaining to FBI decisions to request
Postal Service mail covers and lists of all
subjects upon whom mail covers have been placed
as a result of FBI requests since January 1, 1960.

2. The procedures and practices for the dissemination
of information from mail covers requested ty the
FBI. This includes a 1list of all entities to whom
mall cover information has been disseminated since
January 1, 1960.

3. UYhether or not FBI personnel may have conducted
mall covers in violation of existing Postal Service
‘regulations. For any mall covers which may have
been .conducted by FBI personnel or for the FBI by
persons other than Postal Service ‘employees, from
January 1, 1960, to the present: identify the
physical location where the mail cover was
conducted, the names of all persons who participated

s 1in and authorized the mail cover, and a brief
explanation of the purpose of uhe mail cover and
why 1t was initiated.

i« Whether or not the FBI has opened mail or caused
mall to be opened, elther with or without the
permission of the Postal Service. For all
incidents of mall opening which may have been
conducted by FBI employees or by other persons

in cooperation with the FBI, from January 1,

1960, until the present: 1aenu11y the pt JSiCal
lecation where the mail was opened or intercepted,
the names of the individuals who particivated in
the opening or intercept, and the purpose ol the

opening or intercept.
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Documents

The committee requests the following additional
documents bearing on the questlons stated above:

1. All Qocuments which'discuss, refer to, or
- relate to the origins, authorizations,
.conduct, and terminaticn of and procedurces
for the mall covers, intercepts, and oyenincs
identified in 3 and 4 above.

Responsible Staff; Senlor Staff
% Task Force Leader

o o Paul Wallach
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; D,. Other Specific Tcchniques

:--As to the following techniques, the Committee's
77 inquiry will-ihitially be confined to the Genecral
‘Questions. As the inquiry proceecds, areas of )
‘potential abuse and thus of specific inquiry teyond
the General Questions may develop:
: 1. Incommunicado detention and interrogation.
.2. Photographic and television surveillance.
- ‘3
. 3. Polygraphs.
&
, 4. The obtaining’ of bank, credit, school, and
other personal records and information,
including the obtaining of information under
2 false pretext.
4
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FE. COINTELPRO and Disruptive Actlvities

L4

The Committee is investigating the circumstances
surrounding thé'orlglns of, authorization for, and
implementation of the FBI program known as COA“&uL—
PRO and any similar programs. This inquiry may
involve allcgations of abuse “nd‘ggﬁyrove oja* Tk
. where there ig rcason to belileve improwvnricties iay
have occurred. The scope of this ;nvestigatlon

ters

, covers:
1. COINTELPRO -~ Communist Party USA;
2. COINTELPRO --; Socialist VWorkers Party;
3= COINTELPRO ~— White Hate Groups;
=" §. COINTELPRO - Black Extremists;
5. COINTELPRO ~~ New Left;

avL o
YH

"

6. COLNTELPRO ~— Special Operations (except as
targeted against hostile forelign intelligence
_services);

i COINTELPRO ~—- Puerto Rican Independence Groups;
8. COINTELPRO -~- Operation Hoodwink

9. Any other activities of the FBI which have or
have had the purpose and effect of disrupting
domestic groups or discrediting U.S. citizens,
whether or not carried out under a COINTELPRO
program. ’

guestions

The Committee requeéts that the FBI and the Justice
Depdartment address . the following specific questions:

1. Under what circumstances, through what proce-
dures, and .by whom were these programs initiated,
authorized, and terminated?

2. Under what circumstances and through what pro-
cedures did the FBI discover and report to the
Attorney General the existence of items 7 and 8
identified above and similar disruptive activities
not included in the original review of COINTELPRO
astivities conducted by tne Department of Justice
in 19742
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-propriety of the distruptive activities?

What were the purposes of cach program?

In each case, by what means was it intended the
purpose would be accomplished?
What internal FBI procedurcs were adoptéd for

the consideration and approval-of specilic dis-

"ruptive activities and for detlermining tae

results of such activities?

As to each operation listed ébove, and any
others of a fundamentally similar kind, identify
by type the sources of the information used
against individuals and groups for disruptive
purposes.

As to each instance in which such information
was obtained through electronic surveillance

-{(a) .What or who was the target of the §ur—
veillance? '

(b) Was the surveillance legal?

(c) Was the surveillance conducted pursuant to

e warrant?

(a) ‘What were the dates of the surveillance?

(e) What were the precise means of surveillance?

(f) Who authorized the surveillance (both
within and without the FBI)?

(g) What was the purpose of the surveillance?

As to each case listed above and all fundamen-
tally similar cases, what was the legality and
Shouid
any of the activities referred to in the above
sentence be forbidden by statute, considered

for future use, or otherwise subject to ctatu-
tory or administrative regulation?
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9. In what gctivities has:the FBI engaged sin:c
- April 28, 1971, the purpose or effect of wnich

has been to disrupt domestic groups or discredit
U.S. citizens or which bear any other similarity
to the phrposes or effects of COINTELPRO,

activities?

10. What restrictions, directives, or other ncasures
have been adopted by the FBI and Tnhe Justice
Department to limit or regulate the use of

) such disruptive techniques? o

The Committee will investigate all COINTELPRO and

- disruptive activ

ities identified above.
of a review of the simmaries of COINTELPRO cases prepare

On the basis

for the so-called Petersen Committee, as well as other
. sources of information, the Committee will develop
further requests for informatiqQn and documents.

Respdnsible Staff: Senior Staff

Task Force Leader
Les Seidel

Mike Epstein
Walter Ricks
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F. Clandestine Informant Activities

L4

The Committee is examining all aspects of the
FBI's use of informants, sources, and undercover
personnel and the techniques employed by suéh per- e
sons. Althcugh informants are the single most
productive source of intelligence information, the
difficulties of controlLiing thelr activities may
increase the possibility of improper conduct. The
use of informants to infiltrate organizations also
may pose dangers to the right of associational pri-
vacy. Consequently., proposals have been made for
,the imposition of a judicial -warrant requirement

g or other safeguards for the use of informants.
The Committee saeks- to evaluate such proposals as

‘ well as the contributions of informants to the
- accomplishment of legitimate -objectives.

Ly

< N
In addition, the Committee is examining informant -
Sctivities with respect to several particular situa-
tions and cases. This investigation may involve ot
specific allegations of abuse or controversial
matters where there is reason to believe improprie-
ties may have occurred. The Committee's inquiry
covers the general circumstances surrounding the
following incidents or cases:

a. Wounded Knee; : i

b. Xent State; ) .

c..- New York v. Stroble (Attica);

d. United States v. Buckalew (Gainesville);

e. United .States v. Briggs (Cémden);

. New York v. Dillon (Hobart College);

g. United States v. Marshall (Seattle).

Additional cases may also be examined.

In addition to the above cases, the Committee is

examining the role of FBI informants in providing
information to the FBI concerning members of the “
following organizations:

FI A 7 '
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o a. Ku Klux Klan;

3

b. Students for a Democratic Society;

L "
LY

c. Weathermensy ' ;
d. Black Panther Party;
e. Communist Party USA;.

“f. W.E.B. DuBois Clubs.
Additional studies of informant activities with ;

- respect to members of other organizations may be
formulated. 4 ‘

¢ Questions
A8
he Committee requests that the FBI and the Justice ol
epartment address the following specific questions:

1. With respect to both categories of cases listed RO
above, what allegations, whether unfounded or
not, of improper, illegal, unethical, or provoca-
tive conduct by FBI informants have been made in
"connection with these situations or groups?

2. What measures has the FBI taken to investigate
such allegations of misconduct and to prevent
such alleged misconduct from taking place in the
future?

3. What instructions has the FBI given to its in-
formants with respect to possible improper,
illegal, unethical, or provocative conduct?

b, What has been the largest number of informants,
sources, and undercover personnel in use at any
one time during each year from 1960 until the
present in connection with security, intelili-
gence, and counterintelligence matters, cases,,
and programs?

5. What has been the annual total amount of funds
(including reimbursement for expenses) paid to _
informants and sources for each year from 1960 2
until the present?
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. §. What limits, if any, have been placed on the
type of iqformation which informants have odeen
intrusted to report back to the FBI? .

7. What have been the annual percentage of
potential informants who became paid infor-
mants in connccetion with sccurity, intelli-
gence, and counterintelligence-matters, C(&S€S,

: and programs from 1960 until the present?

Documents - o ,

.. Please provide aYsummary of ten cases (for each

. of the following categories) where the FBI's use

K of informants, sources, or undercover personnel
resulted in: : %

¥. .the conviction of an espionage agent of a
foreign government. ..

‘ 2. the prevention of the theft of national secu-
! rity information.

3. +the prevention of sabotage.
| k., the prevention of an act of violence.

5, the prevention of the carrying out of a con-—
spiracy to overthrow the government.

6. . any other successful preventive actions In
furtherance of the FBI's national security
responsibilities.

Responsible staff: Senior staff

_ " " Task Force leader
& Mike Epstein
Jack Smith
Walter Ricks
Pat Shea
&
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» . "Notional" Organizations

The Committee is examining the FBI's alleged
creation of the support for "notional" organizations
‘for intelligence or counterintelligence purpcses.
Although it may rely upon informants and othzre
clandestine opcratives, this alleged practice is
sufficiently novel to require separate attention.

Questions _ - e s

k]

The Committee requests that the FBI and the Justice
- Department address the following specific questions:

Wt :.‘ 1

i

o o
—

A 1. What groupsy organizations, movements, or other
‘ associations has the FBI caused directly or

. indirectly to be.formed or created for intel-
ligence or counterintelligence purposes? Please
provide a.complete list from January 1, 1960, —
to the present.

2. What groups, organizations, movements, or s
other associations has the FBI supported finan-
cially or materially? Please provide a complete
list from January 1, 1960, to the present.

3. In which casés has the FBI supported or created
such organizations in coordination or coopera— «
tion with other agencies? ‘

v ~
s %
DT

4, How have the presence of such "notional® organi- -
. zations affected the public's perception of the
movements of which they form a part?

5. How have any FBI programs for the creation ang ”
support of such groups been coordinated with
any similar programs undertaken by the CIA or
other U.S. intelligence agencies?

Responsible staff: Senior staff

Task Force leader
Mike Epstein

b VI
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H. dJoint ¥FBI-Police Operations

The purpose of this inquiry is to examine certain
allegations that joint FBI-police operations re-
sulted in misgonduct or abuse. These cases are
complex and involve a variety of techniques.” - .
Nevertheless, they may 1nalcate some of the most
serious probloms which may arise in attempting to
deal with potentially violenu situations.

+ 1. The White Knights of the Ku Xlux Klan,
Mississippil

¢ o The Committee is inquiring into the relation-

' -ships between the FBI and other law enforcement
agencies andl.private organizations in-Mississippi
in connection with the White Knignts of the

e” Ku Klux Xlan. The purpose of the inguiry is to
determine what effect,>if any, FBI activities
: had on the- actions of other law enforcement
. . agencies and private individuals with respect
‘ to the White Knights of the Ku Kiux Klan in
Mississippi. This investigation may involve
allegations of abuses or other controversial
.matters where there is reason to believe inmpro-
prieties may have occurred.

Questions

The Committee requests that the FBI and the
Justice Department address the follow1ng
specific questions: :

a. Was this organization a target of FBI
COINTELPRO operations?

b. If so, how and by whom was it selected as
a target?

¢. What were the purposes of any disruptive
operations directed at it?

d. To what extent were the purposes achileved?

e. Wnhat disruptive techniques, if any, were
© employed?
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v f. Over what period of time did the disrup-
tive activities occur?
g. What evaluations were made of their effects?
h. By whom were they made?
i. What were the results of the evaluations?
o * j. . Were FBI informants used to infiltrate the
organization?
_ ) k.. If so, what klnds of information dld th '
L informants gather? i

1...What activities did the informants enhgage
in other-than information gathering?

¢ m. Identlfy by date and names the persons
involved in all contacts the FBI had with
other law enforcement agencies and private
groups and individuals with respect to
alleged Klan bombings of Jewish synagozues
and the homes of Jewish leaders in Meridian,
Mississippi, during May - August 1968.

Responsible staff: Senior staff
‘ Task Force leader
Jack Smith
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PN 2. The Black Panther Party, Chicago -
The Committee is inquiring into the relatiocn-—- %
ships between the FBI and other law enforce- o

ment agencies in the Chicago area in connec-—
tion with the Chicago chapter of the BTack
.Panther Party. The purpose of the inguiry is

to determine what effect, if any, BI activitics
had on the actions of other law enforcement and
intelligence agencies with respect to the Black
Panther Party in the Chicago area. This inves-
tigation may involve allegations of abuses or

i b

a7 L

st
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. other controversial matters where there is rea- . 5
° son to believe improprieties may have occurred.
- 27
| Questions

The Committee requests“that the FBI and the

Justice Devartment address the Lollow1n0

specifie dquestions:

a. Was the Chicago chapter of the Black : e
Panther Party a target of FBI COINTELPRO “
operations?

b. If so, how and by whom was 1t selected as
a target?

¢. What were the purposes of any disruptive . C
operations directed at it?

d. To what extent were the purposes achieved?
e. What disruptive techniques, if any, were employed? .

f. Over what period of time did the disruptive
activities occur°

g. What evaluations were made.of their effects?
h. By whom were they made?
i. If FBI informants were used to infiltrat=

the organization, what kinds of information
did the informants gather? h.
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j. What techniques did the informants emp..0y
to gather the information?

k. Were the techniques used by the informants
all’approved and monitored by the FBI? If
not, which were not so approved?

"1.” What activities did the informants engage
in other than information gathering?

m. What other methods and sources did the FBI
use to. gather 1nte111gence on the organiza-
tion?

n. 1f electronic surveillance was used, how

.did the use of such surveillance reTate to

each of the ceneral questions?

0. To what extent was information on persons
and groups not members of or affiliated
with the Black Panther Party gathered,

stored, or disseminated by the FBI as a
result of its investigations of the organi-
zation? ;

Senior staff
Task Force leader
Walter Ricks
Chris Pyle

Responsible staff:
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Y. The "Huston Plan"

The Committee is examining the FBI's role in the
disposition of .the report of the Interagency Com-
mittee on Intelligence (Ad Hoc) in 1970. This
report as submitted to the President included cer-
" tain options which were specifically identified as
"jllegal™. It purported to represent the jolint
recommendations of all members of the U. 8. Intel-
ligence community, but FBI Director J. Edgar
Hoover disagreed in a series of footnotes.
The serious consideration given to such al-
~ legedly illegal proposals gives this case
. +the utmost significance for the Committee's under-
"standing of the risks of uncontrolled intelligence
activity. This ¥case may involve specific allega-
tions of abuse and controversial matters where
x there is reason tc believe improprieties may nave
occurred. (-

<

3 N )
Questions N

The Committee requests that the FBI and the Justice
Department address the following specific gquestions:

1. What contacts occurred between Tom Charles
Huston and personnel of the FBI and the Depart-
ment of Justice during 1969 and 197C? Identify
by date and names of persons involved.

2. What was the purpose of each such contact?

3. With respect to any assistance prowvided to the
Interdepartmental Committee on Intelligence
(Ad Hoc) by perscnnel of the FBI:

a. Vho were the FBI participants?

b. What kind of assistance was provided?

¢. What was the role of the FBI in preparing

the various drafts of the special report
of the Committee?
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I, What were the specific arguments advanced

= for the inclusion of the allegedly illega:l
options in the special report submitted for
the President's consideration? Were other
allegedly 'illegal options considered and
rejected?

5. 'Were any measures taken by the FBI to imple-
ment specific elements of the Huston Plan?
This includes both the allegedly "illegal™

., aspects and other provisions such as the
expanded recruitment of 18-21 year old infor-
mants. : -

v —

6. What are the;present- views of the FBI and
) the. Departmerit of Justice as to the legality
. and propriety of the various cptions included
in the special report?

Responsible staff: Senlor staff
Task Force leader
Barbara Banoff
Loch Johnson
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.« J. Alleged Political Misuse of the FBI

The Committee 1is investigating allegations thas ,
the intelligente and investigative resources ol s
the FBI have been misused by various Presidents,
Attorneys General, Membe;s of Conércgs, and rBX

execulives themselves. Yhis subject m2y invelve
specific allegations of abuse and other contro-

versial matters where there is reason to believe
+improprieties may have occurred. o

Questions ) %
The Committee requests that the FBI and the Justice
Department address the following specific questions:

< 1. Have persons outside the FBI sought the FBI's
assistance for partisan political purposes or L.
¢ personal advantage? Please identify each
instance by the name of the person seeking to
so use the FBI, the date, and the nature of the "
assistance sought.
2. In each such case, what has been the response
of the FBI?

3. Haveé persons inside or outside the FBI sought
to employ the resources of the FBI for purnoses
outside the FBI's auvthority? Please 1dentify x
each instance by the name of the person seeking o
to so use the FBI, the date, and the purpose
"for which the person scught to use the FBI.

k., In each such case, what has been the response
of the FBI9

5. What measures has the FBI employed to
a. Resbond,to critics.

b. Affect the reputation or credibility of or
otherwise discredit critics. :

6. VWhat were the nature, purpose, duration, and
results of Proeject INLET inpvolving preparation H

of an intelligence letter for the President i

and other Executive officials?
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With respect to any so-called "secret files™”
maintained within the FBI, including the
"official and confidential™ and"personal and
confidential’ files maintained by the executive
assistant to the FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover
on his behalf until the time of his death, the
Comniittee secks to establish the contents of
such files, the circumastances surrounding the
transfer of a portion of such files within the
Bureau at the time of Director Hoover's death,
the transfer of a portion of such files to

" Mr. Hoover's residence, the destruction of any

such files, the transfer of any such files from
Mr. Hoover's residence, the use of information
within such files, and their relationship to
the official investigative files of the FBI.
The Committee desires all information bearing
on these matters, including the results of

any inquiries conducted within the FBI and

the Department of Justice.

What measures have been taken to ensure that the
intelligence and investigative resources of the
FBI are not misused for political purposes or

personal advantage.

What additional measures should be taken?

Responsible Staff: Senior Staff

.Task Force Leader
Mark Gitensteiln
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J . IV. Department of Justice

| &

| The Committee is examining activities of divisions of
the Justice Department other than the FBI which perform
internal security  and intelligence functions. -The pur-
pose of these inquiries is to determine whether these
functions have been carried out in conformity with the

rule of law.

A, The Attorney General

%

The Committee 1is studying the functions of the

Attorney General with respect to the supervision

° . <0of and policy-making for internal security and
intelligence activities. The Committee seeks %o
determine whether his duties are properly defined
and his office properly organized to perforn

. these functions effectlvely

LQuestions
The Commitﬁee requests that the Justice Department
address the following specific questions:

1. To what extent has the Attorney General teen
involved in the consideration or approval of
"the policies and activities of U. S. foreign
and military intelligence agencies?

2. Has the Justice Department made any agres-
ments with the CIA or any other U. S. intelli-
gence agency with regard to the investigation

. or prosecution of agency personnel?

3. Under what circumstances and for what purposes

' ‘has the Office of Legal Counsel provided legal
advice to the Attorney General on matters per-—
taining to foreign and domestic intelligence
activities? ’ .

k., To what extent has the Attorney General
authorized cooperation, including the exchange
of information and the conduct of joint opera-
tions, between the Drug Enforcement Administra-
tion or its predecessors and the CIA or other

.o -
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intelligence agencies with respect to r.arcotices
intelligence?

What standards and procedures has the Attorney
General .adopted for:.
a. The collection, analysis, use, and dis-

" semination of narcotics intelligence.

b. The collection, analysis, use, and dis-
semination of, organized crime intelligence.

¢. The use of intelligence information by the
Immigration and Naturalization Service.

d. Law Enforcement Assistance Administration
grants for the support of state or local
police 1ntelllgence activities and intel-
11gence data systems.

To what éxtent have communications between the
White House and the FBI or other agencies

under the Jjurisdiction of the Attorney General
bypassed the Attorney General? To what extent
should such communications be channeled through
the Attorney General?

What have been the policies and procedures of
the Justice Department for evaluating the
budget requests of the FBI for intellig~nce
and’ counterintelligence activities?

Responsible staff: Senior staff

HW 55035 DocId:32989615

Task Force leader
Mark Gitenstein
Barbara Banoff
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B. Tne Internal Security Section -(formerly Division)

The Committee is examining the activities of the
Internal Security Section of the Justice Depart-
ment and its, predecessor, the Internal Security
Divisicn. These entities have supervised the
Departmentfs-internal security law enforcement
activirics, ccordinated certain interdepartmental
intérnal sccurity policies, &nd engaged in the
collection, analysis, and dissemination ~f intelli-
gence. o o

Questions

‘The Committee reguests that the Justice Department
address.-the follawing specific questions:

1. Under what circumstances, if .any, has the
Justice Department seriously considered prose-
cutions under the Smith Act and laws pertain-

¢ ing to seddtious conspiracy, rebellion, or
insurrection, or "subversive activities",
sinee January 1, 1960°?

2. To what extent has FBI intelligence activity
provided valuable evidence for use in the
prosecution of specific federal crimes?

3.. What have been the practices and procedures
for coordination of policy through the Inter-
departmental Committee on Internal Security?

i, What have been the practices and procedures
for the interdepartmental and interagency
evaluation of domestic intelligence and
domestic collection of foreign inteliligence
through the Intelligence Evaluation Committee
and its predecessors?

5. With respect to the Interdivisional Intelli-
gence Unit and the Analysis and Evaluation
Section of the Internal Security Division,

a. What have been the practices and proce-
dures of the Unit and Section for the
gatherin%‘of intelligence?
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b. What type of information has been stored
in readily retrievable form by the Unit
v s and Section? ‘ ‘ e

e. To whom and for what reasons has intelli-
gence information been disseminated by
the Unit and Section?

‘d. What were the reasons for the submission
.of IDIU computer prinftouts to the CIA, as
reportedly occurred in 1969?

e. To what extent did the Unit and Section

v - make specific requests to other agencies
- & within and outside the Justice Department

~for intelligence information?

6. "With respect to the use of grand juries by
" the Special Litigation‘§ection of the Internal
Security Division,

a.- Have any allegations of misuse of the grand
jury process in cases handled by Special
Litigation Section attorneys come to the
attention of the Department? If so,
briefly describe each such allegation and
what, if any, action was taken by the
Department in response to such allegation.

b. To what extent, if any, did the use of
grand juries in caseés handled by the Special
Litigation Section attorneys differ frcm the
use of grand juries in cases handled by
other sections of the Justice Department?

¢c. To what extent, if any. was information
obtained through the use of grand juries
included in the intelligence files of the
Interdivisional Intelligence, Unit or *he
Analysis and Evaluation Section?
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What have been the practices and proceduras
v . of the Internal Security Division and the

' Departmental Security Office for advising th
Attorney General and other executive agencic
with regard to the Federal Employce Security
Program? . .

-

e
.

Senior staff
Task Force leader
Barbara Banoff

Responsible staff:
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