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‘ Reference is made to the August 5, 1975, request of
the SSC for FBI materials. ~
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i( Ernclosed is a memorandum for your approval and ~
forfrarding to the Committee in response to Ttem V in referenced
request, relating to access to screem material by Adugust 18, 1975, w o
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(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)
- Mr, J. Cochran
- Mr., W. R, Wannall
62~116395 Aupust 18, 1975
K,[B 1 - Mr., W. O. Cregar
1 - Mr. J. P, Thomas
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. smnY ' GOVER:TIETAL amm“zo.fs ITH
\ wm»d’ RESPICT T0 LWTELLIGE.CE ACTIVITIES (SSC)
Refererce is made to Item V of the Awsust 5, 1975,
request by the SSC for access to scresn IBI materials,

g Materials considered responsive to the SSC request
: hava been assembled and are available for revier by S8C
‘ Staff Members in Room 4171, JBH Building, regording the

I folloving parts of Item V:

Part A, lMaterials pertaining to Mrs. Claire (4nva)
Chenmault and Spiro I. Agnev. Regarding Item V., A., 6.,
information pertaining to actions taken by the tthite House
as a result of information contained in the summary letters
described in Item V,, A., 4., is not contained in FBI files.
Regarding Item V., A., 7., the FBI has no record of any former
or current Special Agent (SA) ramed V7illlam Jackson vhe could
have performed the tasks enumerated in the SSC request,
Hovever, at the time that SA Thil Claridae vas assigned &0
the Albuguerque Field Office, there 'as alsn assioned there
a Snecial Agent mamed Cordon Jackson, noyr retired, The last
knon residence for SA Claridge, vho retired June 29, 1973,
is 612 16th Street 7,'7,, Albuguergue, 'ewr Hexico. The last
kno m residence for SA Jarkson is 1537 Uellesley Drive ™.LE,,
i LA Albuquerque, Uew Nexico,

Dep. AD Adm. _
Dep. AD lov, __

4 hsst. Dirs Part B. Iaterials pertaining to Yeoman Charles I,

o Radford.
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SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE

- CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE BEFORE COMPLETING.
TO: Intelligence Community Staff FROM:
ATTN: Central Index
- . ¥l

SUBJECT:

Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees

1. HOW PROVIDED (check appropriate term. If a document was made available

for review but not transmitted, so note.)

2. DATE PROVIDED

2| oocument | IBRIEFING I | INTERVIEW | lTESTIMONY | [ oTHER 8’&8!75

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

X |ssc

HSC )

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

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
58C lottar BISI75 Codeword)

7. KEY WORDS (enter the appropriate key words from the list provided separately; if key words not listed are

wrg L
#roORANR
R e (LI

A .

L eos . Spr eIt

used underline for emphasis)

Opevating Procedures
Intclligence collection

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

Hade available to appropriate personnel of the 530 Staff, for
rveview ot PAIHG, materiols pertaining to Mes, Claiwe (innn}

Chennault and Spivo T. fgnew. Addvesses furnished of two former
Special fgents of the Albuquergue, Hew Mexico office, Material
pertoining to Yeoman Charles D, Hodford, IHoterials relating to
the Nationel Sscuzity Agency Pwatch listh, !Mverisls pertaining
to authorization for FBI contacts with, dissemination of FBI
informovion to, racelpt of informstion from, end reguests by the
FBI for sction by the Speclal Sorvices Staff of the Internsl
fevenue Serviga, !
peetnlining to FBI cotivity with respect to the Mtlonal Eaviveon-
nentel Teach-in, Spril 22, 1970, Materiels pertaining to the
oplgin ond inplication of any decleion to gather intellipgence on
“doments Libevation” in the FBI Philadelphis Ficld Office from
1962 to the present, Jdditional S0 letters and metiwranda,
Porformonce vatings {forta FD-185) of several named current or

The"Handbovk of Technical Bquipment." Haterialg

former FBI cuployoes. THT AT LG AT MR ‘
62-116395 g, o AT AS VELLOW o we!

i
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INSTRUCTIONS

e Type or print clearly in ink.
e Indicate classification of the abstract top 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 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 feedback 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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This ic to identily additional copies of excised serials N
which are bein; ‘éeviewed in roou 4173 of the JoE sailding by ctaff -
meabers of thefenate Celect Comnitiee (G5 =C)e Coples have been

excised to protect sencitive infor mants and delete inforimation from :
other agencies waere there were scensitivities, \

; Yaech gerial, prior fo belng made gvailablo for rovicw N
to ).J.tu_JCrS of the £8C stﬁx, is apnroved b] the appropriate responsinle i
Leetion © i o

Aattazhed for ine file are 88 copics of cxcigcd soriale as

they were made availavle for review to the £5< on 1/23/%95, 19 of wiich
rcl e to the dNow Left Colntelpro and nine widel velate bo the Comaunist

Coimy, o, Colatclpro; coven coples rozarding Co:.:uwuivh Laxty, Oy

ointnlwo el were ede wvolldile on 1/50/15, aad 55 codics of
seridls which wore wade availaple for review on 7/331/15, 24 of wiich
rclated to the vinite 1iate Colntelpro and 11 relating {o the 3lack
Litremist Cointelpro.
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AT 62-2854

in Bureau letter to Atlanta, 2/27/62, captioned '"MARTIN
LUTHER KING, JR., SECURITY MATTER ~ C" (Bufile 100-106670).

A review of above~mentioned KING file reveals
that between Serials 1 and 256 of the file 100-5586 appears
miscellaneous newspaper clippings, memoranda and communications
from other offices.

A review of AT File 100-5718 (Bufile 100-438794)
reveals this file was established upon receipt of Bureau
letter to Atlanta, 9/20/57, captioned ''SOUTHERN CHRISTIAN
LEADERSHIP CONFERENCE, INFORMATION CONCERNING =~ INTERNAL
SECURITY! which is identified as Serial 2 in AT File 100-5718.
Serial 1 of AT File 100-5718 is a newspaper article from the
8/17/57 issue of the Pittsburgh Courier (Xerox copy enclosed
herewith), which was Teceilved in Atlanta on 9/21/57, having
been received at FBIHQ on 9/4/57 and thereafter forwarded
to Atlanta.

Instructions from FBIHQ as to the extent of in-
vestigation regarding the SCLC are reflected in Bureau letter
to Atlanta, 10/23/62, captioned "COMMUNIST INFILTRATION OF
THE SOUTHERN CHRISTIAN LEADERSHIP CONFERENCE, INTERNAL
SECURITY ~ C" (Bufile 100-438794 and AT File 100-5718).

Other serials appearing between Serials 2 and 165
in AT File 100~5718 are primarily newspaper articles and
communications from other offices.
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT e

Der AR
Memorandum e

Comp. Syst, ——
Ext. Affairs

Gen. Inv,

. Mr. J. B‘ Adamsf DATE:" 8—12—75 Files & Com.

- -]
Z- : Plgf & Eval.

/ -
SENSTUDY ~— 7 I P Y Y __\\-&)ﬂ__ 5? 3 M /?’f? Spec. Inv.

Training ——
Special Agent{ Leo Brenneisen, San Francisco

Office, spoke with Dennis Miller on August 6, 1975. He
said he is scheduled to be interviewed by a staff member
of the Senate Select Committee on August 11, 1975, about
COINTELPRO - Black Panther Party (BPP), and’ has been re-
leased from the secrecy agreement by teletype dated
July. 30, 1975.

Telephone Rm,

Director Sec'y

He continued that he was unsure how to
answer four questions should they be asked.

He stated the possible questions. Miller

conferred with Seymor Phillips and called Brenneisen ﬁﬁ/}
back on August 6, 1975. - ARy

Here are the questlons and the advice given / %?:
by Miller: i

1. What was the membership and
number of chapters of the BPP in
the 1970s? Brenneisen wanted to
know if he should answer the question.
He was told he could aniﬂfr

REQ,

2. Where did the idéa orlglnatezz[/:) ////J/ «5;/%’

to furnish false Oakland, Callfornla,
Police Department reports to BPP? o
Brenneisen said this was a suggestion AUG 21 1975

1-Mr. Wannall
1-Mr. Cregar
1-Mr., Mintz
1-Mr. Hotis
1-Mr. Daly

1-Mr. Miller
IDM:lgp , - )
@’ -

1979
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Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams from Legal Counsel
Re: SENSTUDY

by FBIHQ, and wanted to know if he
should answer the question. He was
- told if he is positive the idea
originated at FBIHQ, so state. 1If
not positive, so state.

.3. What are the names of the Special
Agents who prepared correspondence to
Eldridge Cleaver in an effort to cause
unrest between Cleaver and Newton? He
wanted to know if he should answer the
question. He was told to ask the staff
member conducting the interview to have
the Senate Select Committee request
this information from FBIHQ.

4, Do you think your conduct in
these matters was legal or moral?
He wanted to know if he had to
answer the question. He was told
. he could answer the question if
he chose to.

He was told he did not have to answer any
question, the Committee has the power to subpoena
witnesses,. he should not interpret any of Miller's
advice as instructions to be uncooperative with-
the Senate Select Committee and its staff.

RECOMMENDATTON:

For information.
i
A @

Al \ ‘ Eﬁ%"l
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Voo @ 1o M. J
* o 1 - Me., J. A, Mintz
R ¢ 1l - M. W. R, Wannall
) 1 - Me, W. 0. Cregar
/* 1 - Mr, L. F. Schwartz
The Attorney General Aungust 7, 1975
,;;/ Direct’o.r, FBI %m@ﬂ)é /'{9
“ U, S./SEVATE SELECT COMMITTEE con 3@”””3
0 TWEELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES : w,u<@0~“ 1

Enclosed for your information is a memorandum with \é

enclosure concerning an interview by a representative of the
captioned Committee of former(FBI Inspector Donald E. Moore,
Single copies of the memdrandum and its enclosure are also
enclosed for forwarding to Mr. James A, Wilderotter, Associate
Counsel to the President.

Inclosures - 4

62-116395 .
1 - The Deputy Attorney General a 35
Attention: Michael E, Shaheen, Jr. —

Spacial Counsel for
Intelligence Coordination

1 - 67- (Personnel File Former FBI Inspector Donald E. Moore)
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. 1 - Mr., J. B, Adams
“ A 1 - M, J. A, Mintz
1 - Mr. W. R, Wannall
1 - Mr, W. O. Cregar
1 - Mr, L, F, Schwartz
62-116395 fusust 7, 1975

\(p \lj@ U. S. SEVATE SELECT COIITTER TO
g ,, STUDY GOVERIDENITAL OPERATIONS WITH
: ¥ RESPECT TO INTRLLICEICE ACTIVITIZS (8S0C)

rFog RE: LITERVIET OF FORMER FBI
o TSPECTOR DONALD E, MODRE
P BY SSC STAFF MEMBLR
&
3

This memorandum and its enclosure contain
information concerning an interview on July 28, 1975, of
former FBI Inspector Donald E. Moore by Mr. Loch Jo%msan,
SSC Staff Member. Mr. Moore emtered on duty with the FBI
on Harch 10, 1941, and served continuously in a vaviety of
assigrments until his retirement on June 22, 1973.

On advance notice from Mr. Johnoon, i, ilsore tas
advisad that 1%, Johnson desived to interview him at Ir, ilore's
convenience relative to his knovledge of the Huston Report.
lr. loore vas advised that he was being released from any
applicable employment agreement for purpeses of the SEC
interviev concerning the Huston Report, It was explained
to him that he had the right to coumsel; hovever, the ¥BI
voulc be umable to provide private coumsel, IHe was also advisced
that thero were certain nrivilepged areas concerming vhich he

! 1rould hot be reguired to answer gquestions. These areas

o concerned information thich might divuige the identities of

FBI sources; information relating to sensitive methods and

e o~ techniques; inmfnrmation vhich might adversely aflfect ongoing

Asst. Di.: FRI investigations; and information originating with other

e ageneiaes, including foreipn intellizence agencies, I, Uoore

Ex. aois 7725 aGvised that if he desived an TBI represenkative to be

8 — aunilable for consuliatiom at the time and place of the
interviev, ome vwould be supplied, Uir. Hoore commenied that

Assoc. Dir.

Ident.

Inspection
Intell.
Loboraory — 67— (Personnel File Former FBI Inspector Donald E. Moore) (
Spa Inv.

swee- v — 1p5: 1hblhlo Q(,;/S'k .. SEE NOTE PAGE é

Leg | Coun (9)
Telephone Rm.

Director Soc’y . MAIL ROOM[ ]  TELETYPE UNIT [ﬁcw__ﬁﬁ b / / é. FA \p@“\
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SEVATE SELECT COMMITTEE Ol INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (S8C)

RE: INTERVIGY OF FORMER FBI IUSPECTIOR BY SSC

this would not be necessary but indicated that if necessary
he might contact a Bureau representative telephonically if

a matter requiring consultation should come up during the
interviev. . Moore subsequently contacted ., Johnson and
made arrangerents to be interviewed in My, Moore's office on
July 28, 1973, ’

On July 31, 1975, Mr. Moore voluntarily furnished
the attached memorandum which he prepared subsequent to his
interview with Mr, Johuson.,

Enclosure

NOTE:

Mr. Moore's memorandum concerning the interview was
voluntarily furnished to SA L. F. Schwartz.
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Interview of Donald E. Moore by
Mzr. Loch Johnson, Senate Select Committee
July 28, 1975

'

Mr., Johnson stated at the outset that this was an informal
interview and he did not place me under oath. He asked about my
background which was provided him and included the fact that I
served in the FBI from March 10, 1941, until my retirement at
the end of June 1973.

The interview concerned the so-called Huston Committee
and he asked if I knew Tom Charles Huston before the Committee
was established. I said I recalled meeting Huston once, in Bill
Sullivan's office, but I didn't recall when this was, but it was before
the Committee was formed. In response to questions, Mr. Johnson
was informed as follows:

I was aware of the meeting at the White House attended by
Director Hoover, Mr. Helms, Admiral Gayler and Gen. Bennett.
I was probably aware the meeting was to take place before the
meeting date but I can't recall this. (He said the meeting was
held June 5, 1970.) I was not at a meeting held in Mr. Hoover's
office June 8 but I recall hearing about the meeting, probably
from Bill Sullivan. I don't recall a meeting held in the Domestic
Intelligence Division after this at which Sullivan, Bill Cregar,
George Moore, Fred Cassidy and I were present. I did attend the
initial meeting of the Working Group headed by Sullivan and was
present because Sullivan asked me to be there. I remember Sullivan
and Cregar were at the meeting and I thought one or more other FBI
representatives were present. He mentioned George Moore and
Fred Cassidy were at the meeting.

I recall Mr. Helms and Mr. Angleton from,CIA were present
but did not recall the names of others including the representatives
from NSA, DIA and the military services. 1 recall Sullivan chaired
the meeting and that Huston sat at the opposite end of the table. '
Either Helms or Sullivan announced that Helms probably couldn't
stay for the entire meeting but I don't recall Helms leaving, althougu
he did not sit directly at the conference table.

#mORI6 .
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I can't recall the conversation at the meeting'but think that
Sullivan outlined the request of the President to study means of
getting better -intelligence information on new left activities and
violent protest movements in the US, especially with regard to
possible foreign support. I think Sullivan probably outlined areas
of concern and asked representatives present to document where they
felt intelligence was lacking, how it could be obtained, who should
obtain it and what was needed to obtain it. I said I couldn't at this
date recall specific observations or proposals and rather believed
the purpose of the meeting was to outline the general problem and
ask the representatives to document these and come in with specific
recommendations at a subsequent meeting. I am certain Mr. Huston
spoke about the purpose of the meeting but I can't recall his comments.

This was the only meeting of the Working Group I attended.
I told Mr. Suilivan that if agreeable with him I would not attend
subsequent meetings and I thought the FBI had several representatives
present and that the thrust was on new left and related activities. As
I recall he said '"suit yourself.'" Johnson pressed me on this and I
told him this was what I expressed to Sullivan but I also was somewhat
uneasy after the first meeting as I did not believe Mr. Hoover was
aware of collection efforts that were likely to be recommended. I
could not state what FFBI members attended subsequent meetings but
I believe Charles Brennan and Bill Cregar, and of course, Bill
Sullivan, attended as well as some other representatives.

I can't say who drafted the report but was sure it was under
Sullivan's direction. During the period of the meetings Deke DeLoach
had retired and Sullivan had been appointed Assistant to the Director
and moved from the 9th & D Building to the Justice Building. I
don't recall when Mr. Hoover's objections to certain of the
recommendations were added.. I can't say whether I'saw the report
prior to the objections being in it but may have; I do recall seeing
the report after the objections were in it. I don't know whether
Mr. Hoover told Sullivan to put the objections in it but presume
Sullivan knew Mr. Hoover's views and put the objections in on this
basis. I could not answer the question as to whether Mr. Tolson
was the person responsible for having the objections made but felt
he would have objected to the initial recommendations.

DocId:32982627 PFPage 18 . e
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I did see the letter from the White House saying the report
had been approved. I believe it was signed by Huston and stated
the President had approved the recommendations. I was aware
Mr. Hoover had either written or seen Attorney General Mitchell
expressing his reluctance and was aware the White House letter was
withdrawn. I din't know why it was withdrawn other than this
occurred after Mr., Hoover went to the Attorney General.

Mr. Johnson asked certain specific questions during or
after the above discussion. He asked what covert mail coverage
was involved since CIA in 1970 was engaged in covert mail inter-
ception. A fter checking with Mr. Leon F, Schwartz of the FBI,
Mr. Johnson was advised that while I had been released from my
pledge of confidentiality by the FBI in general with regard to the
Huston Committee this matter was under review by the Department

of Justice and I had not been released from my pledge on this

aspect. A similar answer was given to the question about what
was meant by the removal of restrictions on the use of surreptitious
eniry of embassies io obiain cryplographic materials.

Mr. Johnson asked if I thought the Huston Committee had
been instigated by Bill Sullivan to more or less force Mr. Hoover
to take a more aggressive stance in intelligence collection, I
answered that I would not like to speculate on this and I could not
make a definite statement yes or no.

v

He asked why the Working Group met at CIA as opposed to
the FBI and whether this had special meaning., I answered thatI
did not think so, that the US Intelligence Board was headed by the
Director of CIA, was concerned with intelligence collection and
met at CIA and also meeting arrangements could probably be better
arranged at CIA in view of parking, conference rooms, etc.

He said Admiral Gayler had stated that he and his predecessor,
Gen. Carter, had tried to get Mr. Hoover to provide more support to
NSA with regard to Communications Intelligence and asked if I was
aware of any such efforts, and if they were in person or in writing.
I said I was aware that Gen. Carter and Adm. Gayler had asked for
support and I believe they might have seen Mr. Hoover personally
and perhaps had written him.

L
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THERE FOLLOWS A PRELIMINARY SUMMARY OF INFORMATION ,KQ\)G‘{

" PROVIDED BY SPECIAL AGENT (SA) JAMES P, KEHOE TO STAFF
| MEMBERS OF SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON AUGUST 12, 1975. CONPLETE
' DETAILS WILL BE PROVIDED TO THE BUREAU WHEN THEY ARE RECEIVED

FROM SA KEHOE'S ATTORNEY. 3

/ THREE SUBJECTS WERE DISCUSSED BY SA KEHOE AMD THEY WERE i}
SAM_SURVEY ,\ /z COVERAGE & ITH REGARD TO SAM SURVEY , =
— N = N St
IT WAS STATED THAT TO THE BEST OF HIS RECOLLECTION THIS BEGAN ?(g%/
1

; y

ABOUT 1959 AND WAS BELIEVED TERMINATED IN 1563. IT BEGAN AS A

SURVEY TO OBSERVE THE OUISIDE OF THE ENVELOPS DESTINED TO VARIOUS
CITIES IN EUROPE, LOOKING FOR IMNDICATORS WHICH WOULD LEAD TO
LOCATION OF SOVIET ILLEGAL AGENTS. AT A LATER POINT IN TIME
CE%IERAGE WAS ALSO MAINTAINED ON CERTAIN ADDRESSES IN EUROPE

KNGWN TO BE MAIL DROPS U%i6ﬁD BY THE SOVIE INTELL IGENCE
EE aéﬁ.; V2N
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E‘I-KENNEDY AIRPORT IN A ROOM AT THE POSTAL AIR MAIL FACILITY.
CERTAIN CONSTANT CITIES WERE EXAMINED AND 'OTHER CiTIES WERE
SELECTED ON A VARIABLE BASIS. WHEN LETTERS WERE OBSERVED THAT
WERE BELIEVED TO ‘MEET THE CRITERIA THEY WERE BROUGHT BACK TO THE
NEW YORK OFFICE (NYO) WHERE THEY WERE OPENED AND PHOTOGRAPHED
BY THE AGENT CONDUC:III\G THE Z COVERAGE « THE VOLUME WAS VERY
SMALL , PROBABLY CONSISTING OF ABOUT TEN LETTERS IN A SIX MONTH
PERIOD., A DESCRIPTION OF THE MACHIMZ UTILIZED IN THE OPENING WAS
PROVIDED AND IT WAS EXPLAINED THAT WHEN A LETTER , BELIEVED

TO HAVE BEEN SENT BY A SOVIET AGENT WAS OBSERVED , PHOTO COPIES
WERE PROVIDED TO HEADQUARTERS IN WASHINGTON, AS WELL AS, AN
INVESTIGAT IVE FILE BEING OPENED IN NEW YORK CITY (NYC), THE SIZE
OF THE SQUAD HANDLING THIS TOTAL OPERATION WAS ESTIMATED T0 BE
ABOUT TWENTY MEN. IT WAS INDICATED THAT THE POSTAL EMPLOYEES
WHOSE NAMES WERE NOT RECALLED MERELY PROVIDED THE MAIL POUCHES
AND WERE NOT PRESENI IN THE ROOM DURING THE SCREENING PROCESS.,
IT wAS ALSO STATED THAT ANY MAIL REMOVED AND BROUGHT TO THE NYO
WAS RETURNED TO THE AIRPORT FOR DISPATCH ON THE NEXT OUTGOING
FLIGHT , TO THE CITY OF DESTINATION.

<.
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i WITH REGARD TO SUN SURVEY IT WAS STATED THAT THIS OPERATION
WAS RUN BY THE SAME SQUAD BUT THAT IN THIS OPERATION THE ONLY

| MAIL SCREENED WAS MAIL ADDRESSED TO THE UNITED NATIONS (UN) AT

f! A POST OFFICE BOX IN GRAND CENIRAL STATION. THE SCREENING TOOK

,  PLACE IN A ROOM PROVIDED BY THE POST OFFICE AT GRAND CENTRAL
STATION AND THE PURPOSE WAS TO OBTAIN MAIL WHICH MIGHT BE.
ADDRESSED TO SOVIET MEMBERS OF THE UN AT THIS BOX NUMBER « THESE
LETTERS WERE ALSO RETURNED TO THE NYO AND OPENED AND PHOTOGRAPHED
IN A SIMILAR MANNER., IN THIS INSTANCE , PHOTOGRAPHS WERE NOT
FORWARDED TO HEAD QUARTERS BUT WERE FORWARDED TO THE INDIVIDUAL

CASE FILE OF THE SOVIET NATIONAL AN THE RESULTS OF THE MAIL
INTERCEPT WOULD BE REPORTED TO THE BUREAU AT THE NEXT REPORTING
SCHED ULE FOR THAT PARTICULAR CASE. IT WAS ESTIMATED THAT SUCH
COVERAGE RESULTED IN THE OPENING OF ABOUT FIVE OR SIX LETTERS
A DAY.

WITH REGARD T0 Z COVERAGE IT WAS EXPLAINED THAT SA KEHOE
HAD NO DIRECT KNOWLEDGE OF THIS OPERATION BUT HAD BEEN PRESENT
IN THE ROOM, IN THE NYO, WHEN MAIL WAS OPENED . NO ESTIMATE COULD
BE GIVEN OF THE INCLUSI.VE DATES OF COVERAGE OR THE VOLUME OF MAIL .
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7‘BUT IT WAS STATED THAT ALL MAIL TO THE SOVIET MISSION TO THE
UN (SMUN) WAS OPENED AND PHOTOGRAPHED IN THE NYO AND TP’IAT THIS
MAIL WAS PROVIDED BY POSTAL OFFICIALS AN THAT AFIER PHOTOGRAPHING ’
| THE INFORMATION WOULD BE PROVIDED TO THE INVESTIGATIVE CASE
FILES.
THE NAMES OF SOME IMDIVIDUALS EMPLOYED IN THESE THREE

OPERAT IONS WERE PROVIDED AN THE THOUGHT EXPRESSED THAT ALL
- THREE OPERATIONS MAY HAVE BEEN CONCLUDED AT THE SAME TIME AND THAT
©  THE DECISION TO CONCLUDE THE OPERATIONS CAME FROM WASHINGTON.

IT WAS STATED THAT SA KEHOE HAD NO KNOWLEDGE AS TO WHICH
OFFICIALS IN WASHINGTON APPROVED THE ORIGINAL PROGRAMS PR
TERMINATED THEM, BUT IT wAS FELT THAT THE ONLY PERSON WHO COULD
GIVE APPROVAL TO COMMENCE AND TERMINATE WOULD -HAVE HAD TO HAVE
BEEN FORMER DIRECIOR HOOVER ., OTHER QUESTIONS, SUCH AS DID THE
AGENT KNOW SPECIFIC NAMES, WERE ANSWERED EITHER AFFIRMATIVELY OR
MGATIVELY, DEPEND ING UPON THE CIRCUMSTANCES, THE NAMES RECOG~
NIZED WERE POSTAL INSPECTORS, AND QUESTIONS SUCH AS WAS THERE
COOPERAT ION BETWEEN THE CENTRAL INTELL IGENCE AGENCY (CIA) AND )
THE FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION (FBI) IN THESE OPERATIONS
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VERE ANSWERED MEGATIVELY. GQUESTIONS AS TO KNOWLEDGE OF THE CIA®S
MAIL SCREENING OPERATION WERE ANSWERED IN EFFECT THAT SA KEHOE
GENERALLY HAD NO KNOWLEDGE OF THESE OPERATIONS OTHER THAN WHAT

HE READ IN THE PAPERS.

A DIRECT QUESTION WAS ASKED IF SA KEHOE WAS AWARE THAT A
PIECE OF CORRE SPOMDENCE HAD BEEN FOUN) IN THE MEDIA BREAK-IN
INDICATING THAT MAIL OPENINGS WENT ON AS LATE AS LS78.. THE
ANSWER WAS GIVEN THAT HE HAD READ THIS STATEMENT IN THE PAPERS,
AWD IT WAS THEN ASKED HOW HE WOULD EXPLAIN THIS. HE REPLIED THAT
HE HAD NO KNOWLEDGE OF THIS WHATSOE\ER., BUT THAT IF THE BUREAU
ISSUED A ‘STATMENT ADVISING THAT ALL MAIL OPENINGS CEASED IN L 966,
THEN THERE WAS AN EXPLANATION, BUT SA KEHOE WAS UNAWARE OF IT.

A QUESTION AS TO WHAT SPECIFIC I ICATORS WERE LOOKED FOR
IN SAM SURVEY WAS NOT ANSUERED ON THE GROUNDS THAT SUCH INFORMATION
\REPRESENTED A SENSITIVE TECHNIQUE THAT WAS STILL VIABLE .

AT NO POINT IN THE FROCEEDINGS DID SA KEHOE EXCERCISE HIS
RIGHT TO CONSTITUTIONAL PRIVILEGE UNER TE FIFTH AMENDMENT .

CLA-SSLEIED—B YN HD— 55— FIDE- P Ev—

END .
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B g Director Sec’y

Mr. Callahan requested that a research be conducted to
determine whether the FBI or the Department of Justice would be
authorized to pay for private counsel for employees called to testify
before the Senate Select Committee and who desired private counsel.

I advised Mr. Callahan that the position of the FBI and the
Department is that we could not provide counsdidirectly to the individuals
because of the potential conflict of interest between the rights of the
individual and the duties of our officers. However, I told him that to my
knowledge the question concerning whether the Government ceuld pay for
private counsel selected by the employee has not been researched.

Mr. Callahan therefore requested that the research be conducted.

RECOMMENDA TION: e e

That the Administrative Division and Legal Counsel confer
and prepare an appropriate response to Mr. Callahans request.

. ~vi0g
1 - Mr. Wannall , EC-42 /. j’éf )
1 - Mr. Walsh / pe //03 VIR )
1 - Mr. Daly /{‘ AR
1 - J=. Doraluz | [ AUG 1 197
1 - Mr. Mintz LM
:3? RS

JAM:mfd 1
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\
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
Memorandum

Mr. J. B. Adams

DATE: 7/23/75

:ﬁmoué

JUSTICE TO RETAIN PRIVATE COUNSEL TO
REPRESENT EMPLOYEES

L
1] “H )

563 F)Lm e

/'egal Counsel memorandum to you dated 7-8-75

captioned

enate Select Committee on Intelligence

Activities, " Técommended that the Administrative Division

and Legal Counsel Division confer and prepare an appropriate

response to Mr. Callahan's request that research be con-
ducted to determine whether the FBI or the Department of
Justice would be authorized to pay for private counsel for
employees who are called to testify before the Senate

Select Committee and who desire private counsel.

We have

also undertaken to present the statutory considerations
governing the provision of such representation in a legal
proceeding as distinguished from a legislative hearing.

Title 5, United States Code, Section 3106, states:

"Except as otherwise authorized
by law, the head of an Executive

department or military department

counsel f }:‘@‘k t&cﬁé Mé -)
tion in which the Unlted States,
-an agency, or an employee thexeofpyg 1 1975

may not employ anrab

is a party, or is interested,
for the securing of evidence

the Department of Justice. .

This statutory prohibition makes it

OI‘

er_’//_{—f‘:::‘m
for, but shall refer the matter to

- -~

. .

clear that

only the Attorney General has the authority to make a

contract for special employment of an attorney.

This

Bureau, as an agency of the Department of Justice, ob-
viously does not have authority to do that which is
denied to Executive departments which are otherwise of

coequal stature to the Department of Justice.

1l - Mr. Callahan 1l - Mr. Adams

1 - Mr, Jenkins 2 - Mr. Mintz

1 - Mr. Donahue 1 - Mr. Wal XV"
>
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| Memorandum to Mr. J. B, Adams
' Re: Authority of FBI and Department of Justice
to Retain Private Counsel to Represent Employees

An examination of our budgetary language by

representatives of the Administrative Division and this
Division does not disclose any explicit or implicit
authority which would qualify as "otherwise authorized by
law, . . - under the above statute. The statutory
authorlty for provision of private counsel is contained in
Title28, United States Code, Section 515, which gives the
Attorney General the authority to app01nt and pay special
attorneys. However, this authority is circumscribed by the
statement that these attorneys "may, when specifically
directed by the Attorney General, conduct any kind of legal
proceeding, civil or criminal, including grand jury pro-
ceedings and proceedings before committing magistrates,
which United States Attorneys are authorized by law to

| conduct. . . ." It is evident then that this authority

| pertains only to proceedings held within the judicial

| system, not to hearings held before a legislative body.
Such a hearing is not a "legal proceeding" and is not
one "which United States Attorneys are authorized by
law to conduct. . . ."

In the event that employees need representation
in a legal proceeding and the Department believes that a
potential conflict of interest would prevent it from
providing counsel, outside counsel could be appointed and
paid under the statute up to the monetary limits fixed.
Whether the Department would allow the individual employee
to designate or select the outside counsel would be a
matter of Departmental policy but we see no reason why
such an individual selection would not ordinarily be
approved.

We are aware that the Central Intelligence
Agency (CIA) has recently engaged the law firm of Arnold
and Porter and that Mr. Mitchell Rogovin of that firm
has been designated as the individual attorney to represent
that agency. Inquiry with CIA has determined that the
authority relied on for this action is Title 50, United
States Code, Section 403j, which states:

R

: (CONTINUED - OVER)
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Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams
Re: Authority of FBI and Department of Justice
to Retain Private Counsel to Represent Employees

"(a) Notwithstanding any other
other provisions of law, sums
made available to the Agency
by appropriation or otherwise
may be expended for purposes
necessary to carry out its
functions, including --

"(1) personal services, including
personal services without regard
to limitations on types of
persons to be employed. . . ."

| appaven would emphasize, however, that the counsel

| hlredArepr ents the CIA, not individual employees, and

| that private counsel has the same problems as does their
"in-house" counsel. Therefore, no firm or individual
hired by that agency can provide counsel to the individual
employee in any situation which presents a potential
conflict between the interests of the individual and the
interests of the agency.

CONCLUSION:

We conclude that tgere_1s\gg_gggggfizg;jzg;gggggggs
the FBI or the Department to pay for private counsel
Selected by employees.called to testify before the Senate

elect committee_ or any_other leglslatlve body. TIf an
employee called to testify in such a forum deSi¥es private
counsel, or where a potential conflict of interest makes
representation by "in-house" counsel or the Department
impossible, the employee must decide if the possible
consequences warrant the personal expense of such counsel
and, if so, responsibility for payment rests with him.

Furthermore, private counsel retained by an
agency having authority to do so would be under the
same disabilities as "in-house" or Departmental counsel
in situations presenting a potential conflict of interest.

Y

(CONTINUED =~ OVER)
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Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams
Re: Authority of FBI and Department of Justice
to Retain Private Counsel to Represent Employees

The only authority for payment by the Department of
private counsel would be in a legal proceeding in the
judicial system under Title 28, United States Code,

Section 515.

RECOMMENDATION :

None. For information.

%

a

Y
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. This memorandum records Bureau waiver from seqrecy
agreement for interview of Atlanta Field Office (FO) SA Edward A.
Shea by Senate Select Committee (SSC) Staff Members at Atlanta,

7/22-23/75. \

\
'

et e retee sy s

Supervisor S. F. Phillips of the Senstudy 75 Project
was in- Atlanta 7/22/75 in connection with the interviews there
of six SAs (five from Atlanta FO; one who traveled to Atlanta
from Knoxville FO) by SSC Staff Mémbers Michael Epstein and
Mary DeOreo. Interviews concerned the former FBI investigation
of Martin ILuther King, Jr. At approximately 5:00 p.m.,

7/22/75, Epstein telephonically contacted Phillips and advised
that one of the interviews developed information resulting in
his desire to interview a seventh SA, Edward A. Shea of the ‘
Atlanta FO. In order to avoid another trip to Atlanta, )
Epstein asked if Phillips could obtain FBI clearance for ‘the
interview which would concern: (1) any possible COINTELPRO
operations in Atlanta with respect to King or the Southern
Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC); (2) Shea's assignment

to a '"file review or file rettieval' project during past year
concerning COINTELPRO; and (3) concerning COINTELPRO "generally."
(It should be noted that earlier this year, Shea handled a
project relating to classifying documents in Atlanta files
regarding COINTELPRO. Shea alvised.Phillips of this and also

said that he does not recall seeing any documents regarding
COINTELPRO/SCLC - KING.) Epstein desired to interview Shea

the morning of 7/23/75.

62-116395 9“-03‘* REC 11 62 //¢ 37{"53 8

“M—“

1 - 67- (Personnel File SA Edward A. Shea)
5 JUL 311975
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Memorandum toc Mr., W. R. Wannall
Re: Senstudy 75
62-116395

On basis of foregoing request, Phillips
telephonically contacted Assistant Director (AD) Mintz
who granted clearance for (1) and (2) above and suggested
withholding clearance on (3) pending further request from
Epstein after interview on items (1) and (2). Mintz asked
that Phillips touch base with AD Wannall for his concurrence,
In the absence of Wannall who was out of the building,
Deputy AD T« Leavitt concurred with Mintz. At about 5:30 p.m.,
7/22/75, Epstein was telephonically advised by Phillips as
indicateéed above-~clearance for (1) and (2); not for (3) at
this time. Arrangements were then made for interview of
Shea morning of 7/23/75.

Subsequent interview of Shea (being reported
separately) apparently satisfied Epstein and it does not
appear there will be any further request as to item (3).

.};}' ??,»
QJ“ S
fm

ACTION ¢

None., For information.

TN

(
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This memorandum records that no effort s being
made to respond to a request of the Senate Select Committee
(SSC) dated 6/27/75, pursuant to instructions of the
Deputy Attorney General, until such time as the Department
can obtain clarification from the SSC regarding the meaning
of paragraph 2 in the SSC's letter of 6/27/75.

Labcrufo
Legal Co, ‘ H 6‘
Plan. & Eyal. L/

Spec. Inv.

Training

Telephone Rm. —
Pirector Sec’y —

Memorandum Wannall to Adams, dated 6/30/75, reviewed
a draft copy of the SSC's letter to the Department. This
draft copy is dated 6/25/75. It is identical in content with
the final version dated 6/27/75.

Memorandum Cregar to Wannall, dated 7/2/75, reported
the results of a meeting in the office of the Deputy Attorney
General on the morning of 7/2/75. 1In this memorandum it was
pointed out that the Deputy Attorney General found considerable
difficulty in understanding paragraph 2 of the SSC's draft of
a letter dated 6/25/75. He noted that in view of the
ambiguities found in the letter, as well as the lack of any
specific agreement entered into with the SSC by the Department.
and/or the FBI, the Department should prepare a letter over
the Attorney General's signature asking for clarification.

In the meantime, the Deputy Attorney General advised that we
should take no action responsive to the requests levied on

the FBI in this letter, To date, we have received no infor-
mation from the Department that a letter asking for clarification
of the SSC has been sent

Enclosure g\‘\‘ﬁ ' - RECI0 o é q“ ‘@\3:’7

62-116395 = D
WOC:1hb | E‘\\C\.OS“K\: = - / \5)
(6) \ CONTINU@._.]OVER
5? ﬁu J‘ ‘ ¢ :f-:»;-,-'.

H¥ 55116 DocId:32989627 Page 34




. HW 55116

Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
Re: Senstudy 75
62-116395

The purpose of this memorandum is to note for the
record that no effort is being made to develop responses to
the SSC request of 6/27/75 until such time as the Department
obtains the clarification described above. This position
was noted during a conference that the Director and other
Bureau officials had with the Attorney General on the morning
of 7/15/75.

Enclosed herewith is a copy of the 6/27/75 request
mentioned above.

ACTION:

For information and record purposes.,

»
o P
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June 2%; 1975

The Honorable Edward H. Levi s o
Attorney- General SuL F1A97% E
U. S. Department of Justice : ;
Washington, D. C. 20530 S - ‘

b
~r T wnl e

o
ﬂ Q.

Dear Mr. Attorney General:

° Enclosed with this letter are notifications
concerning certain matters currently unfer investigation
by the Select Committee which relate to government entities

under your jurisdiction.

These notifications are submiffed pursuant to
‘an agreement between the Committee, the various intelli-
gence entities, and the White House. Pursuant to that
agreement, the various entities in the Executive Branch
have agreed not only to make available fhe pertinent
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 investigate.
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
which the Committee has not specifically requested, and
all material relating to any prior Execitive Branch inguiry
into the matter. In addition, we would welcome a current
analysis of the particular questions raised by the Commit-
tee and any other observations on the smject that YW, Vbrfrﬂng
belleve.would be helpful. 3x?v’ OF LEGISH

5l

-@C(\n( LU (J; i\

We welcome the promise of coonara%lam“¢n¢ va?T“m?m?XF l
disclosure that underlies that agreemerni. Su00°ss in fui- ﬁf
filling the iull disclosure policy conualned iin the ag g |
ment is indispensible tc the Committee's analysls na to \ '
the formulation of our ultimate findings, icorniclusions, and §i
recommendations. . : i
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The anérable 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
legislative 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 zactivities 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-~
tigation. (We would, of course, welcome your suggesticn
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, 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 pergons 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 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

¢ o Vice Chairman

ot

¥ 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 INVESTL1GATION
(INCLUDING DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE)
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I. Issues

The Committee's inquiry into the intelligence and
counterintelligence activitles 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
Comnittee secks to deftermine whether FBI intelligence
and counterintelligence activities achieve legitimate
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 counterinfelligence activities? Should the
FB1fs authority be clarified or revised or
& incorporated in a comprehensive statutory
charter?

B. vhat 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. What have been the purposes and aims of FBI
intelligence and counterintelligence activities?
Should these c¢bjéctives 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?

BE. 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
should 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 ingquiry may develop during the course of the
Committee's work.

[y
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Areas of General Inquiry

-A.

BO

.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 adeguacy
of the present legislative framework for the FBI'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
r - Task Force leader
Mark Gitenstein

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 FBI'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 acfivities 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 Intelll—
gence Division.

FL Y .
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 The Committee's inquiry focuses on the following
specific areas:

i. FBI Inﬁernal 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 .
p political activities.. Consequently, the Com-
= s mittee must examine how the FBI's responsibili-
ties have been defined.

\ n 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
—H: 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. 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

L Y

- ¢

HW 55116 DocId:32959627 Page 44

e I I e I i T o e e o I B B B T B e e e I e - S




S @ @
‘ - s -5 - '

3. FBI Foreign Counterintelligence Opérations

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 suéh practices
3 require statutory authorization. The impact ”
| : . of counterintelligence operations on United
. ) "States foreign relations will also be considered..

|
|
i S The Committée seeks to determine the nature of

| . Responsible staff: Senior staff
| n Task Force leader
| . Loch Johnson

o€ Barbara Banoff

o

4. 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 PForce leader
Mark Gitenstein

F1Y

<
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5. FBI Intelligence Activities and State or Local
Law Enforcement Agenciles

The Committee seeks to determine the nature of
the relationships between FBI intelligence
.activities and state ahd 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 is

P necessary for the Committee to evaluate the
centralizing influence of the FBI, as well as
the FBI's role as a check on local law enforce-—
ment abuses.
Responsible staff: Senior staff

& Task Force leader

- i Mark Gitenstein
* ' Walter Ricks

F1Y ) ' -
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ITT. .Case Studies

Geheral Questions

The descriptions which follow of the specific cases the
Committee intends to study are.intended fto 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
in+its 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 T
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 in the activity?

Ht 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?.
T.- 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?

'
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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?
17. What steps have been ﬁaken to investigate sudh
abuses?

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

i 19. Nhat 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.

F2 S
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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 interception of video and data
communications, local monitoring devices, and all
other forms of electronic or technical monitoring.
The Committee's general gquestions apply to each of
the techniques listed above, as well as to the
matters set forth in the following specific cases.

"1. Warrantless Electronicrsurveillance

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.

1 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 ¥BI 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?

» 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?

L Y ) -
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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?

To what extent 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 reques%s the following additional
documents bearing on the questions stated above:

aO

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

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

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.

Responsible staff: Senior staff

FLY

Task Force leader
Mlke Epstein
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ﬂ 2. Varrantless Electronic Surveillance and
e A " eaks®

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

3 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

Justice Department address the following specifiec

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.

LY
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e (3) The date of each dissemination.

(4) The use which was in fact made of the
information by the reciplent.

¢c. VWhat evaluations were made of the original
* grounds for the surveillance as 1it progressed?

d. What were the results of therevaluations?
"e. Who made them?

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

- g. How does each of the above instances relate
* ¢ to these reasons? .

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

Responsible staff: Senior staff

Task Force leader
Mark Gitenstein

o - — 4 e e —e e e
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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 Committee requests that the FBI and the -
Justice Department address the following specific
. questions:

a. Through what procedures and by whom were
& wiretaps and electronic bugs-of Dr. King
initiated, approved continued, and termina-
kS 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 ©tetween 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 tiwse evaluations?

g. Who made them? .

- e e e e e

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?

1
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Responsible staff:
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To whom were any results of the
surveillance disseminated?

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

nature of the information..

(1) The

(2) The basis for the dissemination.

(3) The date of each dissemination.

(4) The use which was in fact made of
the information - :

Senior staff
Task Force Leader
Mike Epstein

wa ss11s DocId:32989627
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Surveillance at the Democratic National— - -
Convention, Atlantic City, 1964 ]

The Committee is examining the use of
survelllance and other intelligence operations
in Atlantic City, New Jersey, on or about the
time of the Democratic Mational Convention in

'1964. This case may involve specific allegaticns

of abuses and other controversial matters where
there is reason to believe improprieties may
have occurred.

Questions

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 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. Waé the FBI requested to conduct such
surveillance by any person, or organizatlon
outside the FBI?

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

To whom were the results of the survelllance
disseminated?

As to each person whom information was
disseminated, please state
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{1)
(2)
(3)
(1)

The
The
The

The
the
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nature of the information.

basis for tﬁe dissemination.

date of each dissemination.

use which was in fact made of
information. .

Responsible gtaff: Senior Staff

%
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5
Questions ‘
i The Committee requests that the FBI and the Justice
Department address the following specific questions:
e 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?

i

JEK Act 6 (L) (B)

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?

L. Vvhat procedures were employed to authorize any

5. To the extent applicable by their terms, each of

surreptitious entry identified under 2, and who
authorized each such entry?

the above questions and the General Questions
wlll be explored specifically with reference to
any entry or proposed entry at an embassy in

May 1972.

Responsible Staff:

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

.The Committee 1s examining the conduct of mail covers

and mall openings by or on behalf of the FBI and any
Instances of mail openings or intercepts which may
have been conducted by or on behalf of the FBI. This
inquiry may involve allegations of zbuse or other
controversial matters where there is reason to
believe improprieties may have occurred.

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 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 Tor the dissemination
of information from mail covers requested by the
FBI. This includes a list of all entities to whom
mail cover information has been disseminated since
January 1, 1960.

3. Whether 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

s in and authorized the mail cover, and a brief:
explanation of the purpose of the mail cover and
why it was initiated.

4, Whether or not the FBI has opened mail or caused
mall 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
55116 DocTd:32989627
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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
- pelate to the origins, authorizations,
conduct, and termination of and procedures
for the mail covers, intercepts, and openings
- 1dentified in 3 and 4 above.

Responslible Staff: Senior Staff
Task Force Leader

Paul Wallach T
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.D. Other Specific Techniques

.A;:As to the- following techniques, the Committee's
T Inquiry will "initially be confined to the General
-Questions. As the inquiry proceeds, areas of
potential abuse and thus-of specific inquiry beyond
the General Questions may develop:
" 77 "1, Incommunicado detention and interrogation.
y 2. Photographic and television surveillance.
. 3. Polygraphs.
3, The obtaining of bank, credit, school, and
other personal records and information,
. including the obtaining of information under
¢ ~ false pretext.

i\
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E. 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

wheré there is rcason to belleve improprieties may

have occurred. The scope of this investigation

’covers:

1.. COINTELPRO -- Communist Party USA;
2. COINTELPRO -- Socialist VWorkers Party;
3. COINTELPRO -- White Hate Groups;

< 4. COINTELPRO -- Black Extremists;

5. COINTELPRO -~ New Left;

6. COINTELPRO —- Special Operations (except as
targeted against hostile foreign intelligence
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:

10

DocId:32989627

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

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 orilginal review of COINTELPRO
asativities conducted by the Department of Justice
in 19742 ’

t
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" 3. What were the purposes of each program?

-4, In each case, by what means was it intended the
purpose would be accomplished?

5. What internal FBI procedures were adopted for
the consideration and approval of specific dis-
"ruptive activities and for determining the
results of such activities? ‘
s+ 6. 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. . -

. 7. As to each instance in which such information
a was obtained through electronic surveilllance

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

(b) Was the surveillance legal?

(¢) Was the surveillance cdnducted pursuant to
s 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?

8. As to each case listed above and all fundamen-
tally similar cases, what was the legality and
s 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?

%

&
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e 9. In what activities has.the FBI engaged since
= April 28, 1971, the purpose or .effeé¢t 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 fommittee 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

1y
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F.. Clandestine Informént Activities

-

e

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.

L1

L oa In addition, the Committee is examining informant
Sctivities 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 inguiry
covers the general circumstances surrounding the
following incidents or cases:

a. Wounded Knee;g
b. Kent State;

‘c. - 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:

1Y
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— r‘a. Ku Klux Klan;
b. Students for a Democratic Society;
‘c. Weathermen; .
d. .Black Panther Party;

e. Communist Party USAj;

3

f. W.E.B. DuBois Clubs.

Additional 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
. " Department address the following specific questions:

|

! 1. With respect to both categories of cases listed

& 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
o ~ such allegations of misconduct and to prevent
\ such alleged misconduct from taking place in the
‘ future? .
l 3. What instructions has the FBI given to its in-
] ) . formants with respect to possible improper,
. , illegal, unethical, or provocative conduct?

4. What has been the largest number of informants,
' . , - Sources, and undercover personnel in use at any
l ~one time during each year from 1960 until the
. present in connection with security, intelli-
} 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
until the present? :

LY
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" 6. What limits, 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,

3 and programs from 1960 until the present?

Documents v (

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. s

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

3.

the prevention of sabotage.

e

i, 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 FBIL's national security
responsibilities.

Responsible staff: Senior staff
Task Force leader
& Mike Epstein
o Jack Smith
Walter Ricks
Pat Shea

19
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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 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

. ¢ 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. o

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-
tion with other agencies?

i, 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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Joint FBI-Police Operations

The purpose of this inquiry 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 problecms which may arise in attempting to
deal with potentially violent situations.

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

T The Committee is inquiring into the relation-

ships between the FBI and other law enforcement
"agencies and private organizations in Mississippi
in connection with the White Knights of the
Ku Klux Klan. The purpose of the inquiry is to
determine what effect, if any, FBI activities

¢ had on the actions of other law énforcement
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 following -
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-diéruptive
operations directed at it?

d. To what extent were the purposes achieved?

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

F1 Y
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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.

SRS
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Responsible staff: Senior staff
Task Force leader
Jack Smith
Les Seidel
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The Black Panther Party, Chicago

The Committee
ships between
ment agencies
tion with the

is inquiring into the relation-
the FBLI and other law enforce-
in the Chicago area in connec-
Chicago chapter of the Black

.Panther Party. The purpose of the inqguiry 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 2
other controversial matters where there is rea-
son to believe improprieties may have occurred.

Questions o . -
The Committee requests that the FBI and the
Justice Department address the following
specific questlons.

Was the Chicago chapter of the Black

a.
Panther Party a target of ¥FBI COINTELPRO
operations? .

b. If so, how and by whom was it selected -as

a target°

¢c. What were the purposes of any dieruptive
operations directed at 1it?

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

f. Over what period of time did the disruptive
activities occur?

What evaluations were made'bf thelr effects?

.

h. By whom were they made?

i. If FBI informants were used to infiltrate
the organization, what kinds of information
did the informants gather?

FAN
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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? ’ ;

w_Bgsponsib]_e staff: Senior staff

EL
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Task Force leader
Walter Ricks
Chris Pyle
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I.. The "Huston Plan"

.

The Committee is examining the FBL'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
"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
. othe 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
it there is reason to believe improprieties may have
’ occurred.

©

[ -
Questions

'The Committee requests that the FBI and the Justice
Depgrtment 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 reépect to any assistance provided to the
Interdepartmental Committee on Intelligence
(Ad Hoc) by personnel of the FBI:

a. Who were the FBI participants?
b. What kind of assistance was provided?
" e. What was the role of the FBI in preparing

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

1Y

HW 55116 DocId:329892627 Page 72 .

_—




——

HW 55116 DocId:32989627

-mants.

’

What were the specific arguments advanced
for the inclusion of the allegedly illegal
options in the special report submitted for
the President's consideration? Were other
allegedly illegal options considered and
rejected? . "

Were any measures takén 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-

-~
~ N

What are the present- views of the FBI and

the  Department of Justice as to the legality
and propriety of the various cptions included
in the special report?

Responsible staff: Senior staff

Task Force leader
Barbara Banoff
Loch Johnson

F1Y

Page 73




[4

HW 55116
_—

| . o _‘-3‘* - @

. ¢ Jwo. Alleged Political Misuse of the FBI

The Committee 1s 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 involve
speclfic allegations of abuse and other contro-
versial matters where there is reason to believe
s improprieties may have occurred.

Questions

—

Department address the following specific questions:

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

¢t Dpersonal 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. 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.

k., 1In eaéh such case, what has been the response
of the FBI?

5. What measures has the FBI employed to
a. 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?

F1
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e 2 7. 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
Conmiittee secks to establish the contents of
such files, the circumstances surrounding the
transfer of a portion of such files within the

s 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.

A

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 Gitensteiln

FEY
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IV. Department of Justice

‘The”Committee is examining activities of divisions o
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
b
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
€ 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
and military intelligence agencies?

2. 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?

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? R

4, 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

*

TN
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intelligence agenciés wifh-respect to narcotics

intelligence? . .

What standérds 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 intelligence activities and intel-
ligence data systems.

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 communications be channeled through

-the Attorney General?

What have been the policies and procedures of
the Justiceé Department for evaluating the
‘budget requests of the FBI for intelligence
and counterintelligence activities?

Responsible staff: Senior staff

DocTd: 329592627

Task Force leader
Mark Gitenstein
Barbara Banoff
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¥ B. The Internal Security Section-(formerly Division)
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< . 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
activitices, coordinated certain interdepartmental
intérnal security policies, and engaged in the
collection, analysis, and dissemination of intelli-
gence. o

Questions

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

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

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

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

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?

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
gathering of intelligence?

-
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b. What type of information has been stored

in readily retrievable form by the Unit
and Section? .

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 printouts to the CIA, as
reportedly occurred in 19692

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

-for intelligence informatiqn?

"With respect to the use of grand juries by

the Special Litigation Section 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 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?

¢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 the
Analysis and Evaluation Section?

13 . ',

Page 79




. . b -
3 . 3 i N
~ i *
P

7. What have been the practices and procedures
v s of the Internal Security Division ang the

i Departmental Security Office for advising the
Attorney General and other executive agencies

with regard to the Federal Employee Security
Program? . .
' Responrsible staff: Seniof"staff
Task Force leader
Barbara Banoff
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FEQLRAL EARAY OF ANGSOGION ':
COMMUNICATIONS SECTION
\ mm159%
i TELEINPE
d N
NROO AT CODE,’ ndl vdi“ﬂ?
4:15 PM unyg AveUST 13, 1975 Wee .« e
10: DIREQTOR (62-116395) ?iﬂfiiggﬂ9a’
FROM: TyézTA (62-2854) c
Favstiy . 15 )

"'“REWELETYPE TO ATLANTA, AUGUST 14, 1975,
: ANT
FORMER SA EDWARD F. GAMBER, HOME ADDRESS 2861 G
QUARTERS DRIVE, MARIETTA, GEORGIA, 30062, WAS CONTACTED BY

ASAC THIS DATE AND ADVISED CONCERNING CAPTIONED MATTER
IN ACCORDANCE WITH REBUTEL.

END
AJN FBIHQ CLR TU
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OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL jﬂﬂ

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530
]

. August 14, 1975

TO: John A. Mintz, Assistant Director
Legal Gounsel Division
Federdl Bureau of Investigation

L.

FROM: Michael E. Shaheen, Jr.
Special Counsel for Intelligence
Coordination

oo
LN

SUBJECT:OSenate Select Committee Request for Documents -

o~ e

Attached is a request from the Senate Select Committee dated
Avgust 13, 1975, for underlying materials logically related to
Department of Justice file #82-46-5. Please arrange for compliance
with this request as soon as possible. *
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FR2%5< CHURCH, IDAHO, CHAIRMAN

WILLIAM G, MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR
10

4 JBEN L - WER, TEXAS, VICE CHAIRMAN % .
PHILIP A, HAR™, MICH. IIOWARD H. BAKER, JR,, TENN,
WALTER ¥, MONDALE, MINN, DARRY GOLDWATER, ARIZ.
WALTER D, HUDDLESTON, KY. CHARLES MCC. MATHJAS, JR., MD.
ROUERT MORCAN, N.C. RICHARD S. SCHWEIKER, PA. ‘-q ® ¢
g S Ainifed Diafes Denafe

SELECT COMMITTEE TO
STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH
2 . RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES -

(PURSUANT TO S. RES. 21, 94TH CONGRESS) !
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

®

_August 13, 1975

Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., Esq
Special Counsel for
Intelligence Coordination

Pl
Office of the Deputy Attorney General <@§_}é§y¢
U.S. Department of Justice %;éﬁJ“
Washington, D.C. 20530 W

Dear Mike:

On July 17, 1975, the Committee received from
the Department of Justlce a summary of the material in
departmental file 1o .Y E2-46-5. Thrs was "in addition to

- - materials received by the Committee-on June 25. 1975.

The Committee now wishes staff access to all
underlying materials logically related to the above and
maintained in the files of the Justice Department and the
FBI. Please expedite this request since it is of immedi-
ate importance to the Committee.

j ’ : Sincerely yours,

| | %)E,QW g
h | : !

ohn T. EL1iff
Director
Domestic Intelligence Task Force




Fruenal sorcAU OF INVESTIGATION
o . - ‘ COMMUNIGATIONS SECTION . “Avsoe, Dir. %
1

1 Dep. -ADD-fxdm-—-—
Dep-A.D.-INVeear
. AUB1319TS e T
NR 224 NY CODE ‘ ‘,' , Admin. - i
/ . 5 1% P2 -t Comp. SYS.- r——
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| 61 0 g)ﬁ{ CpOR , FBI ol
L . ; Inspection 5
{ FROM ¢ "/SA Ch NEW YORK (185-1466D) . 0 C . - Intell! 4‘%/
; o ’) % / ‘:/> Laboraz)lgval
| cowﬁi\ NT 1AL |1 St 0% e
! . Training e
‘ ATT N INID [ Legal Coull —moem
} .fl/: - Telephone R,m. -
( SENSTWDY s 1975, Director Sec'y —

@)"“NEE'”Tdﬁ’k‘”S"s’i]fIA TELEPHONICALLY CONTACTED SPECIAL AGENT
JOSEPH J. PALGUTA ON AUGUST 13, 1975, AND FURNISHED THE FOLLOWING
INFORMAT ION ¢
ON AUGUST 11, 19754 MR . PATRICK A. SHEQ\, A MEMBER OF THE
SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELL IGENCE OPERATIONS (SSCIO),
TELEPHONICALLY comcmu@ YOR K ssu-igfaun THEY MADE AN

APPOINTMENT TO MEET IN NYC AT 2:00 PM ON AUGUST 13, 1975. SOURCE

MET WITH SHEY AS ARRANGED ON AUGUST 13, 1975, SHEY TOLD SOURCE / ‘
THAT sSaM JAFFE (FORMER NEW YORK 2524-S) VISITED A FRIEND OF HIS,

AR, MILLER , WHO IS ALSO A MEMBER OF THE SSCIO. WHILE IN:

MILLER®S OFFICE , JAFFE WAS RELATING TO MILLER THAT H):. HAD A

. REG-102 {2 A - 5733
16 10126160
S G 5@ mm|HE = «.'ﬁ

NS ( -

. D .
. .
RN |
3
N
N

8 4 AUG 1 91975 o




) 1 ’
PAGE TWO NY 105-14660 CONFINDE NTIAL

PLEASANT RELATIONSHIP WITH FORMER SPECIAL AGENTS (SAS) JOHN Gu 4 *
WILLIS AND EDWARD F. GAMBER WITH REGARD TO(SOVIET INTELLIGENCE o
MATTERS . ) ) S

DURING THE TIME THAT JAFFE UAS RELATING ABOVE DATA TO MILLER ,
SENATOR CHURCH, THE CHAIRMAN OF THE SSCIQ ENTERED WILLER'S OFFICE
| AND BECAME VERY NUCH INTERESTED IN JAFFE'S STATEMENTS. JAFFE
RELATED TO MILLER THAT AS A REPORTER FOR THE COLUMBIA BROADCASTING
COMPANY , HE COVERED THE STORY INVOLVING THE RELEASE OF FRANCIS G.
POWERS BY THE SOVIETS (POWERS WAS THE FORMER U-2 PILOT WHO WAS
SHOT DOWN IN THE USSR IN 1966). JAFFE RELATED TO MILLER THAT
THEREAFTER HE WENT TO HONG KOMNG. JAFFE ALSO TOLD MILLER THAT
WHEN HE RETURNED FROM HOMNG KoNe f(SOURCE BELIEVES THIS TO BE IN
1966- 19 6SfPHE LEARIED THAT IE WAS "FINGERED™ BYJE SOVIET
DEFECTOR BY THE NAME OF PENKOVSKIY., THIS DEFECTOR ALLEGEDLY
REPORTED THAT HE SAW JAFFE'S NAME ON A PIECE OF PAPER ON THE
DESK OF A SOVIET INTELLIGENGE OFFIGER JJ JAFFE TOLD MILLER THAT
THE FBI, UPON LEARNING THAT INFORMATION FELT THAT JAFFE WAS A
“DOUBLE AGENT" BECAUSE OF THE COOLNESS OF BUREAU PERSONNEL TOWARD

HIM WHEN HE RETURNED TO THE UNITED STATES FROM HONG KONG « JAFFE




" PAGE THREE NY 15-14668 €0 N %L
TOLD MILLER THAT EVER SINCE HIS RETLRN FROM HONG KONG , HE CANNOT
HOLD A JOB, AND BELIEVES THE FBI IS THE CAUSE OF HIS PREDICAMENT .
JAFFE IS OF THE OPINION THAT THE FBI IS BEING VINDICTIVE TOWARD
HIM IN PURSUING THIS MATTER AND DEPRIVING HIM OF MAKING A

L IVELIHOOD .

YR. SHEY TOLD THE SOURCE THAT THE SSCIO IS LOOKING INTO THE
ABOVE MATTER TO DETERMINE IF JAFFE'S STATEMENTS ARE TRUE, AND TO
DETERMINE IF SOME CONTROLS COULD BE CREATED SO THAT THE FBI GOULD
NOT BE VINDICTIVE IN SIMILAR SITUATIONS.

SOURCE ADVISED THAT HE TOLD SHEY THAT (T KNEW NOTHING ABOUT
THE FBI'S ATT ITUDE romgo JAFFE AFTER 1964, SINCE HE RETIRED FROM
THE BUREAU THAT YEAi}j{SOURCE ADVISED THAT SHEY TOLD HIM THAT AS
YET HE HAS NOT TALKED TO FORMER SA EDWARD F. GAMBER , BUT MAY
INTERVIEW HIM IN THE FUTLRE. |

SOURCE ADVISED THAT SHEY TOLD HIM THAT JAFFE IS CURRENILY
EMPLOYED AS A FREE-LANCE REPORTER WORKING IN WASHINGTON, DC.
SQURCE STATED THE HE INFORMED SHEY OF FORMER SA GAMBER'S CLRRENT

EMPLOYMENT o




L I
W , . | |
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PAGE FOUR NY 105- 14660 CO NFI Dﬁ/N TIAL
SOURCE ADVISED THAT HE MET WITH SHEY ON AUGUST 13, 1975 FROM
2300 PM UNTIL 3:30 PM.
THE ABOVE INFORMATION WAS OBTAINED FROM THE SOURCE IN A
GUARDED MANNER, AND ON.Y THE PERTINENT FACTS WERE OBTAINED .
THE NYO WILL PERSONALLY REINTERVIEW THE SOURCE REGARDING THE
ABOVE AND OBTAIN COMPLETE DETAILS CONCERNING THE MATTER .
CEASSEFIED—BY— 26895 XeD-S—2 N0 35— ERMUITE .
END .
LRF FBIHQ CLR

HW 55116 DocId:32989627 Page 87




OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10
JULY 1973 EOSTION .
Gj,'\ FPMR (41 CFR)} 101 11 8

*~~ UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT : | j
k) Memorandum S5

W. Raymond Wannall .

Assistant Director, Intelligence Division DATE: August 13, 1975 -

Federal’ Bureau of Investigation

,/ ’ ‘ i *?&~m~~.*ﬁ“PE)Q

FROM Douglag’ R. Marvin | 3 2
jkw\Counselor to the Attorney General .

. SUBJECT: Senagte Select Committee Request for Information

[ on Warrantless Electronic Surveillances
2 /
s\ﬁl :
~ M In accord with our telephone conversation of August 12th,
| '§§? I am forwarding to you a letter from the Senate Select

Committee requesting answers to questions relating to
electronlc surveillance conducted by the Fede¥al govern-
ment in the interests of national security. The Committee -
has been told that we would try to respond to their

request by August 20th. That date is fast approaching

b3 and may not be a reasonable period of time in which to
compile the information requested and respond to their
! .- .. questions. .That date is.a.useful .target. however. .since ..

iospact to complying to this request must be considered

any issues to be presented to the Attorney General with
prior to August 19th, the date the Attorney General 1s /Aé{

scheduled to leave Washington. . yard
v : Would your office please prepare responses to the following
i questions that involve areas with which, I believe, you
¢ are familiar: questions 2-10, 11i(b)-(d), 12, 14, 15, 17,
% © 21 and 24. ‘ .
Thank you.

Lt
it e PFLaY 355,
| ‘ REC- 19 2 AUG 19 1975

’ L i %
\ e MW
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Washington, D.

Dear Mr. Attorney

TN

The Honoralkle Edward H. Levi .
" Attornsy Cseneral ‘

U. S. Deparciien Justice .

e e e e e et o

AATIIAG, Sfa, MO,

f' t
Alnilen 5 w,,, Lornale

. SELECT CO\in\l{"l'r'C' 0
STUDY‘ COVEPNMEN VAL GUYiBATICNS WITH
RESPECT TO INTELLAGTLILE ACTIVITIES

{ronsuANT Yo S, RES. 2, 11111 CONGRCSS) - .

\'IASHINGTON. D.C. 203510 !

'

July 7, 1975

General: B

s
-

Thank _you for vour letters of .June 24 and June
© 25, 1975, xelating to elactronic surveillance conducted by
tHe federzl government in the interests of national sscu-
rity and foreign intsilicence. The Sslect Committee zlso
appreciates your providing the information of a sensikive
Balure Lo yous segasaie lsitier of Juna 24, 1975, °
Your letters, and the recent testimony ﬂ‘ Xavin
T. Maroney and Clarence M. Xelieyv before the iouse Sub- ..
committee on Courts, Civil Liberties, and the Adweinistration
of Justice, have raised several additicnal questicns which
the Comnmitize2 wishes to pursuzs. Further gquestions are
raised bv the July 1,. 1875, White House news briefing by
the Press Secretary relating to the effect of the recent
t Zweibon decision. Some of thase questions relate to general
] policy censidcrations in the electronic suxveillanca area;
others acddress cur aneed for & more complzite Zactual base
from which we can draw our conclusions. A list cf thsse
. questions is attachad tc this lcotiter These guestions, of #
course, do not supersade pricr reguests for mat erlai_ . .
relating to electronic suxrva:.lance, which are itemized in
the document _rgguests 0f May 14, June 16, and June zl.
s idered

a

Rather, thoy

as supplLementary Fo"‘
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The Honorable .Edward H. Levi
Page two o . . = July 7, 1975 i

. " . e . . B
. 5 . » - . . L

. - - M - -
g

I believe that the answers to these questions™
are e sential to a complete understanding of the policies
and 1 ;ocedures followed by the Justice Department in clec-
tron ¢ surveillance cases. Full-information on these mat-
ters is necessary for the Committee to fulfill its mandate
"to -ecommend the enactment of any new legislation . . .
‘nece isary or desirable .to strengthen or clarify the national - |
security, intelligence, or surveillance activities of the
United States and to protect the rights of United States
citizens with regard to these activities." With the cdén-
tinued cooperation of the Justice Department, I am convinced .
that the Committee. will be able to discharge this respon-
sibility in the critical area of national security electronic
surveillance. : * )

. - Sincerely,

o ——— P

- . X R ’ .
H¥ 55116 DocId:32989627 Page 90
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rWarranLlcss Flectronlc uurvnllldnce for h

ational Sccurtity Purpo es

L

. . . .
- W
£ . .., .

: . -
. - - L] . . . d’ P
With respect to the "Special Revicw Group" which vou
have establishaed within itthe office of the Attornzy

General for the purpose of examining reguests for non-

consensual clectronic surveillance w1ulout a judicial

warrant, the follecwing questions are asked:

a. What have been the names and titles of ithe persons
serving on tihe Spec:al Review Group? -

b. If the Assmstaﬂt Attorney Gereral ‘of the Crlmlnal

.Division is not a mcmber of the Special Review
Group, does hé 'normally have the opporxtunity.to
review requests for warrantless electronicisur-—
velllagqe? . o

c. Have any individudls other than those serving on

the Special Review Group or the. Assistant Attorney

General of the Crljwu :]1 Divislon had the opportunity

....... A Eo | i
to revicw raguests foxr warsantloess clectfonic sur-

weillance? ITf co, whom?

d. Does the Spccial Review CGroup have the authority
to deny rcquests for warrantless electronic sur-
veillance? . ‘

e. Does the Special T exi 7 Group revicw requests for

) reauthorizations of warrantless elccitronic surveil-

lance?

Q '

Do Justice Ocpartmznt standards and procedures for the
authorization and reauthor -ization of warrantless elec—
tronic surveillance’ require the concurrence of the
state Department in the request for such surveillance?
If -so, in what types of cascs is such concurrcnce re-
quired? - . .

H " .
wWhat procedures, if any, have been followed to obtain
the concurrence of the State Department in the request -
for warrantless electronic surveillance? :

Somenias 1t ee o -
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What have been the jdentities of the agencies and the
Presidential appointees’ who have initiated requi:sts
for. warrantless clcctronlc surveillance Irom 1966 to .

. the present? y s a o

liow many such rcquests have been initiated by each
agency and cach Prcsi&ential appointce?

How many of the Lequcsts initiated by each agany and

Prcvndentzal appoiniece navc been approved by the
Attorney General? ,

3
How anj requests have been made by each ugcncy and
éach Presidential appointee foxr the gontlnuatzon of
preVJously approved suxvellluncc9

, .
o’

How many of the reoueots for the continuation of pre-
viously appreved surveillance made by cach agency and
each Presidential appointee have been approvcd by the
attqorney. General? N

Ty Tt mee s

What procedures have been followed for the review of
all such surveillance on a regular basis to ensure
that the criteria for the c*mrvca.llumce arce satisfied?

With respect to non~consensual clectronic survei.l tance

the United States by agencies cf
governnment, the following guestions

instituted ouiside
thé United States

axrxe asked:

-

b.

c.

da“

Vogs{
fo

v

what have been the standards and procedures, if
any, cstablished for Lhc aunthorization and levi
of such sucveillance

What has been the total number of such sﬁrvoil—
lances by year and by month for cach year from
1966 to the pre esent?

What have been the identities of the agencies and

the Presidential appointees who have initiated ‘such
requests From 1966 to the present?

How many such reguests have been initiated by ecach
agency and each Presidential appointee?

How many -of the .requests initiated by each agency

" ang@ cach Presidential appointee have beeén- approv 2d

by the Attorney Gcnpral7

H¥ 55116 DocId:32989627T Page 92 S
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f. How many rcquests have beenmade by each agency and
each Presidential appodintee for the contlnuatnon of
such prcv1oualy approved surveillance? .

g. How many of the requcsts forx the continuation of
‘such previously approved surveillance have. beoen
approved by the AL»OLPCY General?

h. For cach year fron 1966 to the present, how many
- such surveillances have been institut ed in (1)
“North Awmerica, other than. the United States; (2)
South America; (3) Woestern Europe; (4) Fastern
Burope; (5) Africa; (6) the Middle East; (7) South-
east Asia; (8) the rest of Asia? s

X For each year fLon 1966 to the present, how manv
such surveillances have been directed aL subjects

who are UnlLLd States citizens? .

S A o = "‘

i. With respect to the rc~u:rcm01t that the hLLOlneY
General must be satisfied that the subject of the sur-
"veillance "plans unlawiful activity directed acainst-a
fércign power or & foreign-based yolltlcal group"
the following uuesiions avre asked: :

a. To what extent dces the recent decision in
© Zweibon v. 41"cnell by the United States Court
of Appeals for the District of Columbia limit or
otherwise afifect this standard?

.b. What has been the total nu“bel of subjects under
surveillance and installations for telephoone and’
microphone surveillance requested and approved
under the standard "nlbns uﬁlawful activity directed
against a foreign ¢ er” and under the standard
"plans unlawful “Cgldj Lty dJrccted against a
foreign-bascd political group” for each year

from 1966 to the present? - :

c. How many of~the subjeccts in cach category and for
each year identified in "b" above have been United
Stales citizens?

d. What have been the ide wtitiec of all "foreign-

s ThE ‘based political groups" elatcd ‘to the surveillances, =~
T identificd in TBTEBDOvER T o Eeals e et b e i
’ L > .
H¥ 55116 DoclId:32989627 Page 93




the requirement that the Attorney
satisficd that the subject of the

"assisting a foreign power or fOJCJJ
group”, the Lollqung quwuvlon are

With respect to
Gencral wmust be
surveillance is
bascd political
asked:

a. What has been the total number of subjects under
surveillance and installations for telephone and
microphone surveillance requested and approved

.under the standard sisting a foreign power"
-and under the standard "assisting a foreign-based
political group" ior each year from 1966 until the

. present’ :

oo
an

x

b. How many of the subjects in each category and for
each ycar identified in "a" above have been United
StatéS'citizens? - : ) o

.

s ———

2.7 What have !
based political groups
lances identified in "

séén thé” lamntlulﬁs of all "iorelqn~
related to the surveil-

" abdve?

a

-
-

w1Ln respect tO the reculrcmch Tnat the ALTOrney .
General must be satisfied that the requested surveil-
lance is. "necessary .for national security orx Foreign
intelligence purposes important to national securlty
| the following questicns arc asked:
f . a. Is this standard intended to supplant the standard
for national security electronic surveillance’
undex former Attorney Genceral Elliot Richardson
(i.e., that the propcsed surveillance must be
neccssary to protect the Nation‘against actual or
potential attack or any other hostile action of a
foreign power, that it be nccessary Lo obtain
foreign intelligence information decemed essential
. -to the security of the United States, or that it
be necessary to protect national security informa-
tlon agalnst forc:gn intelligence agtlv1tzcb)°

b. 1Is thS standard intended to modify the standard
for national sccurity electronic surveillance:under
foxmer Attorney General Elliot Richardson?

™ EN i & >

A AL T e e e e - w 4 e ” s 4 LI ——
SRl o s S . T ey o JETETY
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4.

L0,

"da. If the answer to

What have been the standards and procedures, if any,

. . ° ) f{“. TRV T
- -5 - : \‘i3f (i o
: '_(l/J.JL;JLVQfE;}J

c. If the answer to "a" or "b" above is yes, what is
the reason(s) for such change? '

.
H -

111

a" or "b" above is yes, what is

the precise legal authority supporting suchk<chanqge

in the formmlatinn of the standard? '

e. If the answexr to "al or "b" albove is yes, what is
the reason(s) for the deletion of the word "essen-—
tial" from the formulation of the standard undex
former Attorney General Elliot Richaxdson?

f. If the answer to "a" or "b" above is yes, plcase

. give examples of hypothetical situations where
national security electronic surveillance would be
permitted: (1) under the current standard Iut not”
under the former standaxrd, and (2) under the formax
standard but not under the curxent stazndard,..

that have been established for determining that "the
minimum physical intrusion necessary to obtain the
information will be used"?

< & -
1Y

- - - -

LLIl LedpulL wwo WALLAILLUDD CLULLLUIZIL Sul VLo
in cases of "leaks” of information decemed either "es-—

.Ssential" or "important" to the security of the United

States, the follcwing questions are asked:
a. Has there becn a Justice Department policy specifi-
cally addressed to such cases? )

LI

. b. Have there been Justice Department standards or

procedures specifically addressed to such casoes?

c. Have surveillances in such cases been approved by
the Attorxney CGeneral under the standard "assisting

“.. a foreign power or a foreign-based political group"?.

d. If the amswer to "c" above is.no, under what stan-
daxd have surveillances in such cases been approved?

e. What has been the total number of subjects uhder
surveillance and installations for telephone and -

-microphone surveillance requested and approved for
such cases for each yeay from 1966 to the present? ’
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£f. Wwhal have been the identities of the qU(nClud and )
the Presidential appointees who have iniliated .
) rcquests for warrantless electronic surveillance
in such cases £rom JDGQ to the prosent? ,
g. How many such recquests have besn initiated by each
agency and each Presidential appointea?
. » * - ']
. h. How many of such xequests initiated by each agency -
and cach Presidential appointce have been approved '
) by the Attorney General?
™~ i. Of the total number of sub;oci“ under surveillance ;
’ in such cases for each year from 1966 Lo the |
present, how many were (1) emplovees of news media : i
oxganizations; (2) current employces of the LcncLil !
government; (3) former employces of the federal :
: government; (4) other? -
16. With respecct to the dissemination of information obtain- '
ed from naiional security electronic au1»vll]ante, the
- -=folieowing questicnc axe: acheds .~ T S A
=, '.*?}3?.-‘!.' howo hearn Fhoe aitandardn anad zir:\.:"f‘-z‘:nrn:".'-*.'n’:: tha
. disscmination ot such information?
b. What have been the idcntitic* of the agencies apd
Presidential appointees who have received informa ’
. tion cbtained from nu“‘onal sccurity electronic
surveillance for cach year from 1966 to the presaent? i
- c. What have Dbcen the standarxds and procoaurea for the ;
dissemination of such information to agencies 'and !
Presidential appointees who did not initiate the
request for the surveillance? )
17. Can additional monthly data on warrantless electronic T
surveillances prior to November 1272 be mude available tY
in vicw of the fact'that the FBI was able to preciscly :
, state the number of warrantless electronic surveillances
in operation on ninetcen separate .days, ranging from ’
March 4, 1965, to March 31, 1972, in response to a re-
quest by the Select Committee? (By letter of June 9,
1975, the FBI's Office of the Direcclor informed the
, Committece of the number of warrantless electronic .
oo . .
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surv01llunccs in ovcratlon on, thrcy da/s bcfore,
and thirty days after testimony by the Director be—
fore the House APDIOPrl&t’Ons Conumittee from 1965, to
the present.) o . .
18. In his tecstis Rony before the !ouse Subceoismittece on
Couris, Civil Liberties, and the administration of
Justice, Kevin T. udfonev, Deputy Assistant Attorney
- General for the Crimiral Division, stated in reference
to a threc-man Executive Branch commission used in
Great Britain to review applications for national
gecurlty electronic surveillance, "Whether such a com-—
mission would be feasible under cur system . . I -
think it iight well be."™ Is it the official positic
of the Jus“*ce Department that a similar commission -
composed of- Execultive Branch officials would be an
acceptable alternative to the prescnt system for
auvthorizing national security clectronic surveillance?

..\/'

)
.
‘J'

3S%. In the testimony referred to a“owe, Mx coney also

-, Mar
stated, "I think the Department ‘has frevio sly com-
mitted itself . . . to cemplete disclosure to an over— '
sight committee." "¥With respect to this statement, the

-
o-_-|1_.--.'.-.._ e mte D mmy A m~rAR .

2 ees o
- - .

3 < - &

a. When and in whai context has the Justice Devart-
’ ment ccmmitted itself to complete d]oblOodlC to an
OVOLQJUQL cowmit Lee°

b. What material or information, if any, that relates
to the authorization for, identities of the sub-
jects of, corduct of, aznd disscmination of infor-
mation from particular clectronic surveillances
would the Justice Department be unwilling to dis-
close to an overxsight committee?

20. What is the basis for Justice Depariment opmos:tlon to
the concept of a specially-designated court, composed )
of one or threg federal judges, which would review
applicaticns for warrants in cases of national sccu-
rity elcctronic surveillance?

5 .
In his testimeny before the House Subcommittee on -
Courts, Civil Liberties, and the Adwministration of
zw.Jastice, Clarence M. Xelley stated thakt he would accept
a requirciment of judicial warrants for national security
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. electronic surveillance if the standard fox igsuance

of the warrant was "laéss than probable cause". When

s sked by Mr. Badillo what the appropriate atandard'
should be, he answered, "I ithink rcasonable grounds,
that as a regsult of: Lk_ pursuilt of an investigation

(it is), pousible Lo b.-lz.*"o that thare has been, or

will be, or there is a neced for the gathering of intel-

ligence." CDoes this statement reflect the officiaX

position of the FBI in recgard to (1) a warrant reguire-

ment for naticnal sccurity electronic-surveillance, and
(2) the appropriate starndard for Lhe issuance of a

warrant?- . e

What have “con the standards and OlOCCdUTCS followed

by the Justice Department for the authorization and

conduct of national r"“L,\;\rii:y clegtronic surveillance

where ¢ne (but not all) of the parties to the conver-
sation consents to _the mol*toringz -

esn
> ~e

with respect to the July 1 Whl ¢ Eouse ncus briefing
by Ron MNessen relating to the effect of the Zweibon .
* decision, the fol;ovlug guestions are asked:

o, Whri 12 he natnre At the JgIrecrtive 7Yrom the
President to the Aiktorney General, referred to by
Mr. Nessen, relating to Justice Depariment policy

~and proccdures Ioxr PlCLLrOHlC suxr vc133 ince of
United States citizcns?

b. BHow docs this dircctive affect Justice Department
policy and procec:xes for electronic surveillance
" . of United States citizens? :

c. Will the Justice Department support legislative
proposals that would require a court oxder for.any
electronic surveillance, as was indicated by .

‘Mr. Nessen's statement?

d. If the answer to "c" above is yes, which of the

’ pending hills’ in Congress, if any, would the:
Justice Department be willing to support?

'aafg4;@§. If the answer to "c¢" above is yes, what would the -

"Justice Department consider. to be the appropriate
judicial standard for the issuance of ‘& warrant?...

f. 1If the answer to "c" above is yes, what would the
Justice Deparctment consider to be the appropriate
bmox_courts to issue such warrant?
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With respect Lo eclectronic surveillance
‘encodnd,
in the intesrests of national security and foreign

;ntclllgencc, Lhe following qucstions are asked: N

a. What were the total numbex of such burvelllanccs
: for each ycur from 1866 to 19682

directed at
non-conversational COm.UDlCdL1OHb conducted

b. What havc bean the Jdcntltle¢ of the agencies and
the Presidential appointecs who have initiated

requests for such surveillance for each year from
1966 to the present?

c. How many such reguests have been initiated by
each agency and oach Dre sidential appointee for
each year Lrom.lﬂso to the nrcscntd

d. - How many of such requests 1n1Llated by each ag encv-'

and cach :1051denL1al appointee have been approvud
by the 7

~-the prescnt? ' =

e. How many requests have becn made by .ecach agency

and cach Presidential appointee for the continna-,
« tion of such previously approved surveillance for
each vear from 1966 +n ﬁha r\?‘ofron%')

£. How many of the reguests made by cach agoncy and
" each Prosidential a;rowﬁtbc for the continuation
of such previously approved surveillance have been
approved by the ‘Attorney Ceneral for cach year.
from 12366 to the present?

.g. For each ycar from 1366 "to the present,
such surveillances have been instituted
United States; (2) ¥orih America, other
United States; (3) South ~Amerxica; (4)
Europe; (5) FRastern Furope; (6) Africa;
Middle East; (8) Southcast Asia;
Asia?

how ::2ny
in (1) the
than the
western

(7) the
(8) the rest of
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| Mr. J. B. Adgms ¢
Mr. J. A. Mintz
\ My, W. R. Wannall

The Attofncy General August 8, 1975
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Enclosed for your information is the original of a N
nemorandun concerning an interview by Staff Mombers of captionod Yy
Committec of ¥BI Spocial Agent Louis A. Crescioli. A copy o
oif this memorandum is also enclosed for forwarding to 3

Mr. James A. Wilderotter, Assoeiate Counsel to the President.

Enclosures (2)

62-116395

-

1 ~ The Doputy

Attorney CGeneral
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Michael E. Shaheen
Special Counsel for
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oy s {(Attn: Mr. L. A. Crescioli
it Lo {_&W - Mr. T. J. McNiff )

Hl 25).
m'r}:’ﬁ STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTER

TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS
WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

RE: INTERVIEW OF SPECIAL AGENT LOUIS A, CRESCIOLI

BY SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE STAFYF MEMBERS

Set out below is information concerning an interwview
of Special Agent Louis A. Crescioli_ by Senate Select Commitiee (SSC)
Staff Members. Mr. Crescioli, who has been a Bureau Agent . "
since September, 1854, is currently assigned tTo FBI Headquarters,
Domestic Liaison, handling liaison responsibilities with the
military and the U. S. Postal Service.

On advance notjce from Mr. James Dick, SSC Staff Member,
Hr. Crescioli was advised that he was fo be interviewed at 2:00
p.m., August I, 1975, in the Senate Office Building, Washington,
B, C. Mr. Cresclali was informed by this Burezu'’s Legal Counsel
Division that he was being released from any applicablie employment
agreenent for purpose of this ipterview as it relates fto Bureau
liaison operations with regard to the U. 8, Postal Service.
Hr. Crescioli was advised there were certain areas concerhning
which he would not be redquired to answer gquestions, namely:
information which might divulge the identities of FBI sources;
information relating to sensitive methods and techniques;
information which might adversely affect on~going FBI investigations
and information which originated with other agencies, including
foreign intelligence agencies.

After meeting at the Senate QOffice Bullding with Stafif
¥embers at the scheduled time, it was learned the interview of
Hr, Crescioli would oceur in Room 610 of the Carrol Arms Hotel
heee b ——whikh is located across the sireet from the Senate Office Building,
pep. 0 . _ Washingfon, D. €. The interview commenced at approximately 2305
Wit Dk p.m., and was conducted by Mr. Dick and his SS8C Staff Associatle

Admin.
Comp. Syst.
Ext. Affairs

accompanied Mr. Crescioli and was present daring the interview.,

Files & Com. ¥ \L‘"!
Gen. lnv. ‘b 4 3'?(*/,»—’ /
B, j}. - 62~23533 . S L, 5’
7k = 67= (Louis A. Crescioli) ‘if‘ . G b

“T'sboratory " " ;
s Mzt ] Ty ,/ / S8 oI PAGK 4 7N
Training (12) / \\ \, - f

Legal Coun. ot - 2N ,‘, l 7 (e

Telgephone Rm. g::&@%L}k’/ (7(' GPO 654-545

Mr. Paul Wallach, Special Agent Thopas J. McNiff, FBI Headgquarters,
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DNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COMRIITTED
TO STUDY GOVERNMEUTAL OPCRATIONS
VITA RESPECT TO INTELLICENCE ACTIVITIES

At tho outset lir, Croscioll was informed of his
rights; namely, that ho did have a right to an attorney, thnt
the ipterview was cntirely voluntary and that he could reiuse
to answer any questions asked of him. The intorview included
the following guestions asked by lessrs, Dick and Wallanch which
are deened pertipent:

In order to asscess the expericnce of Special Agont
Crescioli, his prior Euxeau bockground was requested. Mr. Crescioli
responded that he entered on duty as a Special Agent in September,
1054, and sorved in five iicld officos haundling both criminal
and sccurity matters prior to his assignmont to FBY Headduarters,
During tho poriod 10068-=73, Illr. Crescioli was assigned as an DI
Hoadguartors Supervisor handling substantive cases in tho
internal seccurity areca. From 1973 to November, 1974, hce was
assipned to the Foreign Liaison Unit of the Liaizon Section,
and from Novenber, 1974, to the presont, he has been assigned
to the Domestic Liajison Unit handling lianison specifically
with the military and U. S. Postal Service.

- Hessys. Wallach and Dick wore most interested in
ascertaining tho proccdure followed Ly lir. Croscioli o securo
authority to boe present at this interview. He wasg specifically
cuaried as to the namss of the individuals vho authovrized his
attendance and what comments or instructiond, if any, theso
Bureau oificials gave him, My, Crescioli responded by stating
that upon receiving a telephone enll fyrom Mr. Dick reoaucsting
his appearance, a menorandun setting forth this reauest was
prepaved by Mr. Creoscioli and “walked through' various Durenu
lovols foxy approval, The ldentities of Luveoan officilals approvins
the memorandum were made kpown ito these Staff llembors, however,
it was pointed out fo them that no particular comment of
pertinence to instant matter wns recalled by Iiy. Crescioll as
having been made hy any of these officials,
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TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPEDRATIONS
YITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

To the question ags to what problenms have been
expexrienced by MNr. Crescioli with the Postal Sexvice since
assuning his role of Linison Qfficer, Mr, Crecseioll rosponded
that cooporation with the Postal fervieo has beoon cxeelleont
and no real problems have been cncouniered. Mr. Crescioli
explained that he has visited the Postnl Inspeciion Service
on the average of once every two weeks since November, 1974.
He added that on occasion ho will be tclephoned by an official
of tho Inspection Sorvice with a quesiion regarding o national
security mall cover requested by the IBI, a question regarvding
training procodures or o guestion regarding handling of
Freodom of Information Act requests, In his linison capacity,
Mr. Crescioli would initiste the necessary arrangements to
iimve these tquestions resolved and the answer returned to the
Postal Inspection Service. In this same area of conversation,
Mr. ¥Wallach asked Mr, Crescioli if he ever visited the Postal
Inspection Service to meroly “chat' with the Postal Inspectors.
Mr. Crescioli responded that bhecause of his heavy liaison
responsikbilitices with apencics othsr than the Postal Serxvice
he did not have tine to visit tho Postal Sorvice for othor
than official reasons.

When asked if the various FBI field offices have
liaison representatives with the various Regional Postal
inspoctors in Chavge, lMr., Crescionli responded that with
regaryd fo national security mail covers, the Special Agent
in Charge of the local ¥BI office is the designated Buroau
linison contact with the Rogionnl Postal iInspoctor in Chargo.

The above Staii lembers werc interested in asceritaining
whether or not national security maill cover checks were routed
through lr. Crescioli prior to delivery to the Chicf Postal
Inspector. Mr. Crescioli responded that these mnll eover
requests are not routed through him for review but rather are
rouited through normal Dureau channels prior to delivery by
Couricr Service to the Chicf Postal Incpoctior.
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WIITSD STATDS CLINATS LOLOCT COIRMTINS
T OIUDY COVEINEINGAL QUTTATICS
VITH LISTCCT 0 WATLLICINCE ACTIVIRILG

: When asked i€ ho knew of Sureny Aronts actunlly
Wodng ongored in phyoically lopdling tho oeil 1o ooy Post
GEfien, particulasly rolotimrp o mnll covors, Ur. Crogcioli
peapended thot o hind no Dnowlodcos of sush aotivitico.

. Crosciloll poinbed ous that o his LInowledes 0l pnil
sover requocts vers fovworded o propoy TFonital puthordtics
for pondling by Pestal cuployvess oniy.

In conciusion, v, VWalloeh fpaudved if Lr. Crescioli
had Lknowladpn of thoe reason foy the discontinuence of noil
covers by the FOY og an dnvestipative teenniqur for a period
o% tioo In tho past. lr. Croesciodl responded thot Lo hod no
nculedpo of this oodtor. .

£t this pyint, the intorvicw wos ftorminaied at
approxinatoly 23100 D.o., with Lotk lLossre. Yallach and Dick
axpressing thoeliyr apprecintion of lr. Crogeloiifs appearance
and responsos on this occoasion.
1 - The Attorney General
ROTL S

Results of abkove interview fron notations nade
by Special Agent Crescioli at the conclusion of the inteorview.
Speeinl Apgent leNiff, the dictator, has reviewed the above

and has notod no discrepancies batween reporied resulis of
the interview and that which transpired on the above cceasion.

*&gﬂ
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT e
1 - J. A, Mintz B AD T =
Memorandum Gem: 3.3, Horis) Lo
p 1 - W. R. Wannall o e
j }O Mr¢ W. Ro Wamall&b DATE: 8/6/75 lees&Com.__
: en. Inv.
! -// ? 1 Ident. "
J,r’ ! 0. Cregar inspection
‘n‘ . - 5, ntell.
FROM J G 7 »D{ee‘gakﬂ(? l G Deegan Il.ab::Iraiory
) - . l H A Newman Legal Coun.
S / b an. val,
supect; SENSTUDY — 75~ \Ji‘ﬁ‘:m s s S v
) e v T Training
. LA S Telephone Rm. ——
( -.&..4.4_10’\“0 OO bl&g\_g_bm ’1{& Director Sec’y ——
Through arrangements : Mr. John Hotis, Legal ;$fﬂ
Counsel Division, 1t Chief Homer A. Newmanj IS-1 Section, NI/
Intelligence Division, was interviewad for the purpose of mu
developing general information ‘regarding the handling of 97
informant flles within the FBI by Mr. John T. ELliff and
Mr. Mark Gitenstein of the Domestic Intelligence Task Forcej
U. S. Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activities.
The interview was conducted on 8/4/75 in FBI space and
lasted from approximately 2:00 p.m. until 2:30 p.m.
The interview was extremely general in nature and /Z
dealt exclusively with general information regarding the
handling of informant files both in the field and at FBIHQ.
The questions asked dealt with such matters as what type of H;‘}
files were maintained in the field and at FBIHQ regarding j; w:_
informants and generally the types of information contained -
therein. They were particularly interested as to whether or
not an individual informant file either at FBIHQ or in the
field would contain information which would specifically
identify informants other than the informant on which the
file was maintained. They also inquired whether or not there-
was a sub A section of each informant file maintained at FBIHQ
as was the case in the field. Questions were also asked as to
whether or not the individual file maintained at FBIHQ on
informants would run into several volumes. This inquiry was
answered to the effect that the size of the file 'would depend
on the activify of the 1nformant gow long he had been g;:g ~
operated, etc. .AZin >, jjeé)
i cah ® AUG 19 1975 Wg '
XQ HAN:cah (6) REC- 102 CONTINUED OVER gpw/’\ A
Ner— —————y ) ‘\’0
/, R
¢
84 Ay
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
Re: Senstudy

It was readily apparent that they were asking these
questions with the thought in mind of requesting access to
certain informant files, the identity of which they already
had but did not divulge. They did state specifically that
the informant files in which they would have an interést
amounted to approximately ten and were all on informants
that had publicly been exposed for one reason or another
and were no longer being operated as current informants.

The indication was that the request would be for access
only to such files for review in FBI space.

ACTION:

For information. r] X‘(Q{
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| Memorandum S
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Labowtocy
Legal Coun, ___
’Plcm &Eval, __

HEREIN IS UNCLASS!FIED
Legfill Counself/ J DATE ,,/,35/;@ BY

SUQECT STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL
/4 {COMMITTEE REQUESTS

FROM

rainmg

elephone Rm.1
DIFGCRQP Sec'y v -

\
\
v \"\

k]

The purpose of the memorandum is to set fortl‘n in
summary form the requests we have received from varlous Com-
mittees in Congress and the status of our replies.

e e Koo =k

" Date of Request " Nature of Request - Status “
Letter,. 5/14/75 Includes among other thlngs Responses to most
information concerning wire- (questions prepared,
taps, including the recon- approved, and ¢
struction of Bureau files, delivered. Seme
as well as Inspection sur- responses are a \éh

veys for ten offices. '} ing White House

1a)
S Y or Departmenta1§
.~ approval.

314

RN

Letter, 6/27/75 Request for information Department seekln%\\
concerning alleged abuses. . clarification. o

| 2
Letter, 6/30/75, Request pertaining to - Partial response j
- received by COINTELPRO. delivered. 8]
. Bureau, 7/8/75 g
3]

Letter, 7/3/75 Requests documents pertain- Response being
- ing to COINTELPRO be furnish- prepared
. ed to the Committee in Com-

mittee spacepp(. 102 (/9‘ ~/ / A 3 < b 5 ;

Letter,  7/8/75 Communication to .all em- Response being
' ployees. concerning Senate Jprepared.
Select Comm1ttee 1nqu1r1es Bt

'9 AUG 19 1975

1 - bgr. Wannall . y \ 1 - Mr. Mlntz
(Attn: Mr. Cregar -1 - Mr. HOETTS" == ==
1 - Mrs. Metcalf —— XEROX = 1 - Mr. Daly
: AUG 19

FH 9 conrIvuED - OVER gt

8 LA%‘? Vo

Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regzzlarly on the Payroll Savings Plan
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams
RE: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL
COMMITTEE REQUESTS

-

-

Letter, 7/14/75

the foreign intelligence
field.
Letter, 7/14/75 Request concerning
' COINTELPRO documents.
Letter, 7/14/75 Material pertaining to
Martin Luther King.
Letter, 7/14/75 Material pertaining to
‘ Ku Klux Klan.
Letter,: 7/16/75 Information regarding
functions of Attorney Gen-

- eral with respect to super-
. vision of and policy-making
for internal security and

intelligence activities.
Letter,: 7/23/75 List of people interviewed
‘ ' in 0&C Inspection Review.

List of Agents in New York
City area who had surname
""Kehoe."

Letter, 7/24/75

Letter, 7/28/75 Superseding request for FBI

Request concerning two highly
sensitive Bureau programs in

Status

Response being
prepared.

Response being
prepared.

. Awaiting Depart-

mental decision.

Response being
prepared.

Response being
prepared.

Response prepared
and delivered to
Department.

Response. being
prepared.

Response. being

"materials for delivery and/or prepared.

access of Committgei /,

: 0] . s Q’
Committee on the Judiciary ZA

Material concerning Flag-
_ging procedures in Identi-
fication and NCIC Systems.

Letter, 7/18/75

- Status

Response being
prepared.

CONTINUED - OVER

P VoL

HW 55116 DocId:32989627 Page 108




.
~ .
- . n . -
« -

Legal Counsel to Mr, Adams
RE: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL
COMMITTEE REQUESTS

Subcommittee on Oversight

Cominittee on Ways and Means (Vanik's Committee)

Date of Request Nature of Request

Letter, 7/14/75 Description of FBI's in-
formant programs.

Letter, 7/22/75 All documents and materials

authority.

Letter, 7/24/75 Review documents and
materials related to
budgetary matters.

Subcommittee on Civil and Constitutional Rights

Date of Redquest - " Nature of Request
Letter, 7/9/75 Requested information
. concerning surreptitous
entry.
Letter, 7/15/75 - Requested information per-

taining to our assignment
of Bureau personnel to Con-
_gressional Committees.

" Hearings

Request to arrange testimony
before Subcommittes on

Labor Management of the Post

Office and Civil Service Com-
mittee concerning mail covers

and mail openings.

Status

Response awaiting
Bureau's approval.

" Status

- Being discussed
provided to the Senate Select with Department.
Committee to Study Governmental

Operations and request for all

materials related to budgetary

Briefing concerning
Budget Matters being

arranged.

Status

Response prepared
and delivered to
Department.

Response prepared
and delivered to
Department.

" Status

Date of testimony

. has not been
- Postal Facilities, Mail, and

established.

CONTINUED - OVER

-3 - N
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"ﬁégal Counsel to Mr.

Adams

RE: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL
COMMITTEE REQUESTS

Hearings (continued)

Date of Request -
7/29/75

Orally advised by Committee
staff members letter sent

- requesting Bureau testimony
" relating to Budget matters.

RECOMMENDATTION :

- For information.

DocTd:32989627 Page 110
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" Status

Testimony to be
8/7 ox 8/8/75.
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3« Memorandum vy
Ext. Affairs
TO : Mr. J. B. Adams DATE'® 7/2,'4/75 z:l:.sl:vflom- -
Ident.
1 - Mr' Wannall Inspection {:‘
ow ¢ egel C°“nsf%h\/ 1-Mr. Cregar  fawli”
'\/ 1 -~ Mr. Hotis o u,—j\u
sujEcT: _PROPOSED/PROCEDURES EORACCESS  { _ ipymr. Daly oo
. TO FELMATERIALS BY THE-SENATE _ ' Doy —
SELEC'T COMMITTEE
Syl S

&

On the afternoon of July 24, 1975, K. William O'Connor, Special
Counsel in the Department, met with Deputy Associate Director Adams
and me to present us with a copy of the proposed procedures and to discuss
any amendments the Bureau might request. Iasked Mr. O'Connor who had
approved this latest draft of the proposed procedures and he said that they
i had been tentatively approved by the Attorney General and the White House.
\ I specifically asked him who in the White House had approved them and '

he said that they had been approved by Mr. Buchen (Counsel to the »
President). R

St

BN Mr. Adams and I discussed the procedures with Mr. O'Connor
- R and suggested to him as indicated by my inked notation on the bottom of
= ‘75’ page 2A that the word "use' used in subparagraph (d) should be further

Q:",] defined by a footnote that would specify the limitations on information to be

Tl provided the Committee and its staff concerning the identities of persons

Q‘ to whom the FBI has undertaken an obligation of confidentiality. Mr. O'Connor
\Q'Z; . “‘*i agreed to the proposed change and in our presence telephonically communicated
v “X with John E(Jll)iff and obtained his concurrence in the amendment to sub-

3 -8 paragraph (d). -

£ REC-102  /y 2 -// 4 ézﬁ{

Mr. Adams told Mr. O'Connor that the FBI was no agreemg
to the procedures in substance but that we recognized the authorﬂ:y of the
Attorney General in these matters and would abide by his decision that the
proposed procedures would be implemented on agreement by the Committee.
Mr. O'Connor said he understood that and he advised John EIliff that the
Bureau had acdquiesced in the proposed procedures with the one amendment
described above. Mr. O'Connor departed indicating that he was going to
proceed to meet with the Committee and obtain final agreement as to_the text
of the propgsed procedures. The draft of the procedures is attached for the

Dlrectoriqu}'n}ormatlon 8 JUL 201975
[ HCLOs SURE |

JAM:mfd ,a-j

689 19757 CONTINUE
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams
Re: Proposed Procedures for Access to
FBI Materials by SSC

RECOMMENDATION:

That this memorandum and the proposed draft of the proposed
procedures be forwarded for the information of the Director.

2 S

e,
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FROPCSED PROCEDURES

(1) The Domestic Task Force Ileadertwill submit pericdically a list
pertaining
of speeifde matericls, wmokewegsd to the inguiry being conducted under

S.R. 21, to uhich il Somritbes staff wishes access or of which the

. g c1f1c1“cy,
guestions as to the scevelfor meaning

X

Committee desiiss o0 vowy.

of any portion cf much list shatll be identified by the Special Counsel

. and discussed et the TUime of acceptance of the list, between the DIFL

and the Special Coiw, v,

The first such: Jist will be delivered to the Department of
Justice within 48 ;::.",f 5 of the adeption of this procedure, and will
sumarize and supertoo: all the presently outstanding reguests; this
list will Lo in pricuil) ocder:. aos f'"_x“o by The Committee, mth fixed
GELIVEry/access datiu o SCLIRed, 1hosSe materdsls ror which the Lom-
mittee requests qeh Y OF acees es shall be delivered to the Committce
or made accesaible in hoom 4171 of the Hoover Building not later than
w:i.thin 48”96 hours of bho date specified. The Committee Chairman and
Vice Chairmen shall be informcd by the Attorney General, within 24 hours

each ‘
of recelpt of ¥xe requoat, of any delay beyoqd 48”96 hours, the expected
length of the delay, &rd the spec_{fm reasons for the delay. Partial
access or deljf-v*-ry stall be proffered, by the Bureau of/to any materials
requested duiie the balisnce of such materials are being prepaved. A
partial proffer shall ot extend The time of full response set forth

herein.

% Wherever used hercin, the teria Dorestic Task Force leader (DIFL)
Staff Director,
is Undem“cood to incluciz the! Chief Counsel and the Minority Counse

of Lhe Selmin Select Comittee.
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These procedures shall apply to all matters covered by para-

graph 1. In th2 event of a specific problem arising with the

applicability of these procedures to any matters in current litigation

or any mrtie . in which eniminal prosecution is pending, or any matter

which the <% 22y Geneval shall specifically designate as extreordinarily

| sensitive, a ynecial procedure shall be undertaken.* Such specific

problem arcas sh.ll be identified by the Attorney General to the Chairman

and Vice Chair. by letter unon consideration of the lists submitted

pursuant to ihis miovision. The special procedure to be followed shall

be propoacd, Jditined, adopted, and followed after consideration by the

4 pn

: SSC of the gwwn’fic problem arca and pertinent inguivry and discussion at

the staff level.

2 Ine folivr.ig Drocedures shall apply (a) wnere dellivery or materials

Ny

requested miss” ‘ecpardize FBI sensitive sources or ongoing operations,
cr (b) where 1t Lomestic Task Force Leader requests access to materials,

rather than d-liveny te the SSC,

(3) The Deparir-nt will furmish access at the Hoover Building in Room
4171 to those materials requested:

(a) only 1o the mexbers of the Comnittee, where it is determined
by the Attorney Ceneral that the materials involve peculiarly sensitive

foreign intelligenc= sources or peculiarly sensitive ongoing foreign

intelligence cparations.

* No rvestricticn of currently operational arrengements is intended under
this provisicit.

. HW 55116 DocId:32989627 Page 114
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(b) In all other cases, to the appropriately cleared staff who

3 21 of the materials.

‘u_ll }‘ AV 200088 T

(e o oweawtion o (a) and (b) above is made for the identities

v

of so-callud "Live" infermants or potential informants as defined in the

FBI Manual ol Instructions as to which no access will be furnished

unless the idenilw of the individuzl as an informant or potential

informant has ~lriady been made known to the Committee, jointly agres

on the limited Jisclosure of such identities to the Chairman and Vice

Chaixrman.

- (d) As o other information which would identify persons, as

¢ o

GLILLLSD ¢ Vu'l\.) &l \ e i;c \JJ‘___L‘_,\J JEX,

-

o e A L Cmarn aded mva e,
(g XA L 2l L \.U y:..uv.u«u B R T L R g

- o b ) e

FBI, and 2 ddentity the FBI hes undertaken an obligation of

g

mpittee and its staff shall preserve the

confidentiality & 24 shall make no use which would impair the confi-~

i

dentiality of tids ss of information to which access has been

given, uniess the identity of the J.ndlva.duaJ _as a source has already

been made known to the Commitlee, or unless such information appears

in materials which have been screened by the FBI as provided in

paragraph 6 below.

{imetin aAQJCj.imli«mééuaujif%*_04?AA*2?C))AJE”“;L“*U
ww&ewmﬁm»ﬂw&j??—
'c E‘a(.a:,ﬁmw*.m’w{»iwbm %Z/@U =

@Eﬂkm’“’“g
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(&) Those materials to which the staff has access may be reviewed
and studied in Room 4171 of the Hoover Building and such notes may

be taken as deemed appropriate by the Staff.

(5) The Committee staff shall select from these materials to which
access is herein provided, those materials which it deems pertinent
to the Committee's inquiries and necessary for delivery to the

Committee's offices.

k HY 55116 Docld: 32989627 .Page 116
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(6) The Bureau shall make copies of such materials as are specified
by the staff under the provisions of (5) above for trensfer to the
Committee's offices |
. (a) before the coples of such materials are taken to the

~ Committee's offices, the Bureau shall, within 24 hours of the
selection, make appropriate excisions and paraphrases of infor-
mztion which might, if .ir\:advertently disclosed, endanger sensitive

or sensitive

FBI sources ané/ongoing operations.

(D) If the Task Force Leader has any objections to the excisions

i or paraphrases, the materials in issue will be forthwith conveyed by
T L Duigau, wath & writien ctatoment of ftc grounde for ite noeitinn

E to the Special Counsel who shall resolve the matter by negotiation
within 24 hours.

(c) In the event the matter is not resolved within 24 hours, the
Special Counsel shall submit the matter forthwith to the Attorney
General who shall notify the Chairmen forthwith and arrange for an

« . .« , ¢
appropriate disposition.

(7) The Committee staff may remove to the office of SSC for appropriate

use, any notes which they may make upon review of material screened by

the FBI, as provided in (6) above, without such notes being reviewed

by the Bureau. The Committee staff may remove notes on unscreened
materials only if such notes are reviewed and cleared by the Bureau

under the provisions of (6) (&) thru (¢} above,
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(8) The staff and the members of the Committee may examine the
original materials to which the staff has been gilven access as
extensively as necessary, in the Hoover Building at Room L&l?i,

during normal FBI business hours; upon reasonsble notice, special

arrangements may be made for access at other times.

(9) These procedures are adopted subject to satisfactory experience

in implementation. If after a fair trial the procedures herein do

not operate suitably in the view of either the SSC or the Alttorney

General, the procedures may be unilaterally set aside by either the

P mcesAVasnd fea A -

SSC or the Attorney General and other appropriate and suitable

methods of procedure undertaken.

L»HH 55116. DocId:32989627 Page 118
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OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA FPMR (43 CFR} 101~11.8

. @

\o, l°/ 00 -

FROM : Legal Coun;é%’«\/ vt /;ﬁf
| o

susjecT: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL
COMMITTEE REQUESTS

Training

Intell, —o &t
O

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT ";‘,‘;‘ fpﬂ["" F//
Memorandum o
{w“ e :mm:
: Mr. J. B, Adams L gﬁ" DATE:7-24-175 B
AR Y a" 5?’ ” Ident, .
¢ M Inspection —_

,Q
ouh. A
Plan. & Eval; t‘.._i

Spec. Inv.

Telephone Rm.

Director Sec’y

The purpose of this memorandum is to set forth in

@ Senate Select Committee

“On Intelligence Activities (Church's Committee)

Date of Request

Nature of Request

Letter, 5-14-75

Letter, 6-27-75

Letter, 6-30-7T5,
received by Bureau
T-8-175.

Letter, 7-3-1T5

1 - Mr. Wannall

Includes among other things
information concerning wire-
taps, including theis recon-
struction of Bureau files, as
well as Inspection surveys
for ten offices.

Request for information
concerning alleged abuses.

Request pertaining to
COINTELPRO.

Requests documents pertaining
to COINTELPRO be furnished

to the Committee in Committee
space.

summary form the requests we have received from various Committees
in Congress and the status of our replies.

Status

Department seekmg?
clarification.

Response be iné
prepared.

Response being
prepared.

(Attn: Mr. Cregar) ?\g_g‘, AR 1 - Mr§ Hdbis 3 0197
1 - Mr. Daly J

1 - Mrs. Metcalf

CONTINUED -~ OVER
/"
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Responses to most o *’\
questions prepared, ~'
approved, and
delivered.
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( Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams
4 RE: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL
i COMMITTEE REQUESTS

Date of Request Nature of Request Status
Letter, 7-8-1T5 Communication to all employees Response being
concerning Senate Select prepared.

Committee inquiries.

Letter, 7-14-75 Request concerning two Response being
highly sensitive Bureau programs prepared.
in the foreign intelligence field.

Letter, 7-14-75 Request concerning Response being
COINTELPRO documents. prepared.

Letter, 7-14-75 Material pertaining to Response being
Martin Luther King. prepared.

Letter, 7-14-75 Material pertaining to Response being
Ku Klux Klan. prepared.

Letter, 7-23-75 List of people interviewed Response being
in O&C Inspection Review. prepared.

Subcommittee on Civil and Constitutional Rights House J udiciary
Committee (Edwards Committee)

Date of Request Nature of Request Status

Letter, 7-9-75 Requested information Response being
concerning surreptitious prepared.
entry.

Letter, 7-15-15 Requested information Response being
pertaining to our assignment prepared.

of Bureau personnel to
Congressional Committees.

-2 - CONTINUED - OVER
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams
RE: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL
COMMITTEE REQUESTS

Hearings

Nature of Request Status

Request to arrange testimony Date of testimony

before Subcommittee on Postal has not been established.
Facilities, Mail, and Labor

Management of the Post Office

and Civil Service Committee

concerning mail covers and mail

openings.

RECOMMENDATION:

For information.

ffil/““'a
N

/;&gyg Tl
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OPTIONAL FORM &to 1]
MAY 1962 EDITION
» GSA FPMR (43 CFR) 10111,
d Assoc? Dll’

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT i T ,
- De: m nv. /

L' Memorandum =5

Comp. Syst.

Ext. Affairs
} TO : Mr., J . M. Adams DATE: T-16-<15 Fils & Con. —

ﬁfrﬂblt)é tdent

;“' 7 o < Inspe.cﬁon
ell, . ~-1
FROM : Legal Counselqy | el

ielslog sm fim } e

suBjecT: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL ";‘:jm‘n';v
COMMITTEE REQUESTS Telephone Rm, .
Director Sec’y
The purpose of this memorandum is to set forth in \\\\
summary form the requests we have received from various Committees \{
in Congress and the status of our replies. ~.
Senate Select Committee =
On Intelligence Activities (Church's Committee) O
Date of Request Nature of Request Status (\;
Letter, 5-14-75 Includes among other things Responses to most N>
information concerning wire- questions prepared,
taps, including their recon- approved, and ET
struction of Bureau files, as delivered. :
well as Inspection surveys / .} 3
for ten offices. . o
A
Q
Letter, 5-28-75 Requests certain Senators Being handled under 0
on Committee be given same guidelines as 3
access to any information Freedom of InformatSon
concerning them in FBI files. Act requests. Letterdo
Committee from

Department requesting
discussion be held.

Letter, 6-13-T5 Requests complete informa- Material being
tion concerning mail openings gathen Jor re wonse
and mail covers. oD Ll i a7
REG- 102 A =B
Letter, 6-27-T75 Request for information FB JUL 30 19-j5 ,';
concerning alleged abuses. - j

1 -~ Mr. Wannall 1 - M Mntz (O *?‘
(Attn: Mr. Cregar) 1 - Mr. Hotis ‘
1 - Mrs. Metcalf 1 - Mr, Daly\&

22 PVDkis (1) CONTINUED - OVER (]!
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams
RE: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL
COMMITTEE REQUESTS

Date of Request

Letter, 6-30-75,
received by Bureau

7-8-15,

Letter, 7-9-5

Letter, 7-3-75

Letter,7-8-T5

Letter, 7-14-75

Letter, 7-14-175

Letter, T7-14-75

Letter 7-14-75

. HW 55116 DocId:32989627 Page 123
L

Nature of Request

Request pertaining to
COINTELPRO.

Request briefing for
Committee Members con-
cerning documents in
possession of Committee
which may be highly
sensitive., Documents were
furnished by White House and
were material studied by
Rockefeller Commission.

- Requests documents pertaining

to COINTELPRO be furnished
to the Committee in Committee
space.

Communication to all employees
concerning Senate Select
Committee inquiries.

Request concerning two

Status

Response being
prepared.

Response being
prepared.

Response being
prepared.

Response being

highly sensitive Bureau programs prepared.

in the foreign intelligence field.

Request concerning
COINTELPRO documents.

Material pertaining to
Martin Luther King.

Material pertaining to
Ku Klux Klan.

Response being
prepared,

Response being
prepared.

- Response being

prepared.

-2~ CONTINUED -~ OVER
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams
RE: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL
COMMITTEE REQUESTS

Subcommittee on Government Information and Individual Rights
(Abzug's Committee)

j Date of Request Nature of Request Status

Request asking for identity We have responded.
‘ of FBI personnel who served
| on Interagency Evaluation
| Committee between 1970 and

1973.

Hearings
Request to arrange testimony Date of testimony
before Subcommittee on Postal  has not been established.
Facilities, Mail, and Labor It has been postponed
Management of the Post Office  from 7-15-75 to
and Civil Service Committee around 7-24-~75.
concerning mail covers and mail
openings.

RECOMMENDATION:

For information:
0 !

(y » |
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‘ 2 - Mr’A Mintz D/

(1L - Mr, J. B, Hotis)

TELETYPE URGENT
1 - Mr, W. R. Wannall
A AUGUST 14, 1975
1 - Mr. W, A. Branigan
BI (62-116395) PERSONAL ATTENTION

1 - Mr, W, O. Cregar
1 - Mr, L. F. Schwartz

" NEW YORK OFFICE HAS ADVISED THAT FORMER SA JOHN G. WILLIS
Q—._.____\'\“N

WAS RECENTLY CONTACTED BY SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC) STAFF

MEMBER PATRICK SHEA WHO INTERVIEWED HIM RELATIVE TO HIS KNOWL-

EDGE OF FORMER BUREAU SOURCE SAM JAFFE _WHO ALLEGEDLY HAS BEEN

IN CONTACT WITH SSC. JAFFE ALLEGEDLY ADVISED SSC THAT HE

FORMERLY ENJOYED A PLEASANT RELATIONSHIP WITH FORMER SA WILLIS

RO )

~SR28em/py

22

n® pma ey,

AND FORMER SA EDWARD F. GAMBER WITH REGARD TO SOVIET INTELLI- / )
W 3

GENCE MATTERS. JAFFE ALLEGEDLY.-STATED TO SSC THAT BUREAU « <

by
s

tole sty

PERSONNEL BECAME COOL TOWARD HIM IN APPROXIMATELY 1966-1968

VR, T e

AFTER JAFFE RETURNED FROM HONG KONG AND THAT SINCE THAT TIME

JAFFE HAS BEEN UNABLE TO HOLD A JOB AND BELI S} THAT THE FBI 2
05 RECHLr Ly 25 5 s
IS BEING VINDICTIVE TOWARD HIM%D 1S DEPRIVING HIM OF Z % %

: ’ ﬂQ’ AUG 15 1975
Y OF MAKING A LIVELIHOOD. iy
e J

ﬂ | SEE NOTE PAGE 3
|
|
\
|

v/

IFS:1hb
Assoc. Dir. @i@ )
Dep. AD Adm.

Per- P — 1 - 6§7-456921 (Persommel File Former SA Edward F, Gamber)

Asst. Dir.:
Admin,
Comp. Syst.

1 ~ 67-66250 (Personnel File Former SA John G. Willis)

Ext. Affairs ’ .
Files & Com. FEDERAL DURERY OF INVESTIGATION i) .
ol COMMUNGHTONS SEGTON  (U/° s [ e

Inspection i ! } i" \:\ / /z
:‘L:;:L,;ctory ) ML "’\ \\ ‘ R / /t’
Plan. & Eval. PE \ ; ,f

Spec. Inv.

Training 4

Legal Coun.

Telephone Rm. A
Director Sec'y —.— TELETYPE UNIT GPO 954-546

; ]‘“‘8541“381%&‘3 8962? Page 125 i ot




¢ ®

PAGE THO 62-116395

- FORMER SA WILLIS ADVISED THAT HE TOLD SHEA THAT HE

RNE( HOTHING OF THE FBI'S ATTITUDE TOWARD JAFFE AFTER 1964,
SINCE HE RETIRED FROM THE BUREAU THAT YEAR, SHEA INDICATED
TO WILLIS THAT HE HAD NOT YET TAIKED TO FORMER SA GAMBER
BUT MAY INTERVIE{ HIM IN THE FUTURE.

FORMER SA GAMBER IS CURRENTLY EMPIOYED BY THE WELLS
FARGO ARMOREDCAR DIVISION AND RESIDES IN THE ATLANTA AREA.
YOU SHOULD IMMEDIATELY ATTEMPT TO CONTACT GAMBER AND ALERT
HIM THAT HE MAY BE APPROACHED FOR INTERVIEW BY SSC STAFF.
HE SHOULD BE ADVISED THAT IN THE EVENT HE IS INTERVIEUED
AWD, DURING THE COURSE OF THE INTERVIEY, QUESTIONS ARE ASKED
WHICH RELIATE TO SEWSITIVE BUREAU OPERATIONS (SOURCES, METHODS,
TECHNIQUES, THIRD AGENCY RULE AND ONGOING INVESTIGATIONS),
HE MAY REQUEST AW FBI AGENT TO BE AVAILABLE FOR CONSULTATION.
BUREAU (JILI PROVIDE AGENT IF REQUESTED. AS A PRELUDE TO
INTERVIEY, 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 HIS

OBLIGATIONS AS TO CONFIDENTIALITY OF INFORMATION ACQUIRED AS

HW¥ 55116 DocId:32989627 Page 126
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PAGE THREE 62-116395
(

FBI EMPLOYEE, IT IS EMPHASIZED THAT BUREAU'S OFFER OF
ASSISTANCE IS NOT INTENDED TO IMPEDE SSC WORK BUT IS DOWE AS
COOPERATIVE GESTURE AHND TO SAFEGUARD SENSITIVE BUREAU INFOR-
MATION. CONTACT WITH FORMER SA GAMBER SHOULD BE HANDLED
PERSONALLY BY SAC OR ASAC, OR IF THIS IS NOT FEASIBLE BY A
SENTIOR SPECTAL AGENWT OF YOUR OFFICE,

SUTEL RESULTS OF CONTACT WITH GAMBER AS SOOIl AS POSSIBLE
IN ABOVE CAPTION. IF HE IS IO ILONGER LOCATED IN YOUR
TERRITORY OR TEMPORARILY AVAY, SET OUT LEAD TO RESPONSIBLE
OFFICE YITH COPY TO BUREAU,

NOTE

Jaffe is a former Bureau source who is currently
engazed in a Freedom of Information Act request appeal.
Appropriate files are being reviewed to determine vhat, if
any, significance there may be in the allegations attributed
to Jaffe by the SSC Staff Member. Procedure for alerting
former Sa Gamber is in accordance with vhat ve have been
doing concerning many other former employees.

HW¥ 55116 DocId:32989627 Page 127
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A o0 INFORMATIVE NOTE

8/4/75

Date

Qégégt In connectlon with our responses to
& |the Senatg Select Committee (SSC), the

" [White Hodse has instructed that the Intel-
ligence’ Community prepare a briefing for
Senatgrs Church and Tower of the SSC
regafding warrantless electronic surveil-
lances and surreptitious entries. During
meetings of the Intelligence Community, it
was agreed that NSA, FBI and CIA would give
the briefings. No date has been scheduled
for the briefings, although it is antici-
pated representatives of the White House
will monitor a preview of the actual brief-
ing to be given Senators Church and Tower.

During meetings of the Intelligence
Community representatives, to discuss the
contents of such a briefing, it was agreed
among representatives of NSA, CIA and FBI
that efforts would be made to avoid identi4
fying specific foreign targets of surrepti+
tious entries or warrantless electronic
surveillances.

Attached is a memorandum from CIA
advising that CIA has already disseminated
to the SSC information concerning sensitive
technical operations against certain
Embassies and diplomatic establishments in
the U.S.Ci)

ACTION' For 1ﬁ¢;/m L on and record purposes,
a

W ey
L(‘)F adsified by S, R R\ Vg
WOC :bew 2 ﬁh Exempt fro DS, Categor?& &
ﬁfm

} j},&/ Date of Dec \mcauon.lndenmte
H¥ 55116 DocId:32989627 Page 1285
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FROM : Legal bunsel =Y ol LoV e el
e

OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10
MAY 1962 EDITION s
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101~11.6

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Assoc, Dir.

Memor/a,ndum ‘ @J
| L e

MI'. J. B./ dan]s DATE: 8/6/75 Files&Com._

Gen. Inv.

} R g Labora
- Legul@%—

% 2‘6 ) L Plun&Ea__
suspor{ JENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ; .‘?9, Sy ¥R Taiing.

D > NTEfﬁGENCEKdTiVﬂTES“ ‘ "‘ ¢ Teloephone Rm,

/ ,,..»-'*“‘MMWM* ' - ~J b’lo rw xSf’Z_aU‘)) 2- , Director Sec'y

fi.

1
P

t"“"

S PP
ot

fg' 2619755 g,

HH 55136, DocId: 3298962

On 8/6/75, Daniel M. (Mac) Armstrong, III, who was
on the personal staff of former Acting Director Gray, called to advise
that he had been contacted by John Elliff. He had known Elliff casually
during the confirmation hearings regarding Mr. Gray. EIlIiff told him_
that he was personally interested in determining background on two madtter:
which were: (1) the decision to abolish the Crime Records Division; and
(2) the Legal Attache program.

Armstrong told him that he had no knowledge concerning the
Crime Records Division and had not even learned of its abolishment until d
after the fact. Armstrong referred Elliff to Dave Kinley regarding that
topic. Armstrong said that Elliff did not want to talk to him concerning the
Legal Attache program over the phone and said he would contact him in th 4
near future for an appointment to see him personally.

Armstrong said he was passing this information along to us in”
order to keep us advised of his contacts with the Senate Select Committee
concerning his Bureau information which came to him as a result of his

Bureau employment. . L =\ y s
o REC26L2 - /175 T, E_féééf

EX EX-T01 e rers
;ii UG 1519715
For information. : A

RECOMMENDATION:

1 - Mr. Wannall
1 - Mr. Hotis
1 - Mr. Mintz
1 - Mr. Herington _

g(]' I§:mfd , 3,/
6 .
vt
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SENSITIVE

>

Senate Seléct Committee Staff Knowledge

SUBJECT:

MEMORANDUM

\§ N % .
ofgglA,qugstlc Electronic Surveillance

Against Foreign Targe

1. 1In our discussions preparatory to the briefing to
be given to Senators Church and Tower, we have agreed to try
to avoid identifying specific foreign targets of the various
types of operations which will be discussed, although it was
generally recognized that it would be impossible to avoid
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discussing the Soviet target specifically.
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I have recently
learned that the SSC Staff is aware of the fact (from materialy /.
turned over to them by CIA) that CIA "participated in a series ™

of electronic surveillance operations in the U.S."
mation is contained in a single paragraph, which goes on to;
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This being so, it can be expected that the Staff will

have brought this information to the senators' attention, and
I will be prepared to respond factually to questions with re-

spect to these operations, which of course were carried out in
pursuit of NSA requirements, and with FBI coordination and/gr -

EXT0)  geoos b2 /03 P

3. Notwithstanding this regrettable breach in the ﬁ%&ﬂ&m
. ciple we have agreed to try to maintain, I believe we sh%@ld
resist pressures to expand on the number -of identified tEFTELSwm.
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On July 31, 1975, Mr, Dan Dwyer, Research Assistant, — Directorsec’y
Senate Select Comm1ttee, advised SA Seymor F. Phillips that he ot

had some specific questions to ask concerning his review of the !,gé%%
Classifying Guide, Files and Communications Division. Thereafter, &
BUpervisor Paul FoShegand Classifying—Unit Supervisor 0dell 2 ::5’
Wheeler answered the follow1ng questions raised by Mr. Dwyer. %gg
(1) Explain the difference in applicant mail categories, i.e. ;ggﬁ
67, 77, 116, 151 and 1612 The various applicant type categories  B-.%
were discussed with him. (2) What is the difference between LAY
main files, general files and setup files? These definitions were =il
given to him in accordance with the manualj; in addition, our pro- ﬁ;ﬁ%ﬁ{i
cedures for handling "O" files, "0O" files and subfiles were also * mé‘:
explained. (3) When is a 62 file interchangeable? It was explained &

-

g.
e

to him that the 62 classification is 1nterchangeable with other
designated cla551f1cat10ns, for example, that incoming 62 material
could be placed in an existing file on tThe subject rather than
opening a separate 62 file. (%) Describe what you mean by the /
o4

A8

2475

standard sublist. It was explained that a subnumber is assigned

to each one of our field offices and to each foreign country; that
subfiles are used when it is an’clclpated that the volume of mail
will be sufficient to place the file in separate subs for future
ready reference to a particular area or locality. (5) What is

the meaning of the character of a case? It was explained that we
have utilized 185 classification numbers to date and that each of
these classifications has a corresponding character. The example
given was the 26 classification and corresponding ITSMV ¢haracter. C
(6) What is meant by the [13% classification being ‘interchangeable
with the subvegsive list? It was explained to him that from the

185 classifications approximately 60 of these are termed subversive
from an administrative standp01nt The 13@ classification which és)
designates a [fecurity informant)is interchangeable with certain L$>
subversive class:Lflcatlons on the subversive list.

o~

Bureau file 62-116395 FX. 0,
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2 - lr. J. A, Hintz
‘ (1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)
. \ 1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall

S The Ajtorncy Genoral Aupust 7, 1975
= { / 1 - Mr. V. O. Cregar
ke 1= 1Ir, T. J. HeNiff "

VN7 Director, FBI
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y ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES . 5?
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This is in rcsponse to an oral regquest from -

L lir. Loch Johnson, Scnatoe Seleet Cormittee Staff lomber,

< that two former FBI Spcecial Apgent cnployces be made 5 -
e available for interview and/or their current addrosses /

” be made available to the Senate Sclect Commitiee so that 7/ gz

TN the Conmittee may arrange for the interviows. and

g Attached Zor your approval and forwarding to

) the Commitice ig the original of a remorandun responsive
) to the above reguest. A copy of this nomorandunm is boing
provided foxr your yocords

¢ -1 Enclosurcs (2)
" 62-116395 -
< REC-Z'G /,./ﬁ 7 / - fa - L A ;2/ / _
' 1 - The Deputy Aitorney Gemeral =~ /7% /D )2 )
Attention: Michael #. Shahcen e
y 2 Special Counsel for )
' Intolligonce Coordinntion 2@ AUG 151975 '
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- Mr. J. B. Adanms
- Mr, J. A. Mint=z
(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)
- Mr. W. R. Wannall .
1 - Mr, T. J. McNiff
62~116395 August 7, 1975
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UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE » \
TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS T g
WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES .- "  c@®%
- 0.
ADDRESSES QF_FORMER-— oll" o
o BUREAU EMPLOYEES _

-

On July 28, 1975, Mr. Loch Johnson, Senate Select
Committee Staff Hember, orally requesited of Special Agent
Paul V. Daly, FBI Headquarters, that former ¥BI Special Agents
Thomas J. Smith and Richard D. Cotter be made available for
interview and/or their current addresses be made available
to the Senate Select Committiee so that intervicws may be
arranged. The subject matter of the intervicw is to be linited

to the above former employees' knowledge concerning the
"Huston Plan."

This is to advise that both Messrs. Smith and Cotter
have been released from their employment agreenent with this
Bureau for the purpose of an interview by the Senate Select
Committec concerning their hknowledge of the "Huston Plan.”

In response to Myr. Johnson'!s request, there is set forth below

the last known address for ecach of the above-named former
employees:

Thomas J. Smith, 3410 Menphis Lane, Bowie, Maryland
20716, —

| Richard D. Cotter, 5337 Ravensworth Road, Springfield,
f-Virginia 22153 —
"1 - The Attorney General JD
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UNITED STATES SENATE SELLCT COIMITTEE
TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS
WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

NOTE :

Reference is made to Legal Counsel memorandum to
J. B. Adanmgs, dated 7/29/75, capiioned "Senstudy 75, wherein
the request of Mr. Johnson is set forth as well as the approved
release of Messrs. Smith and Cotter from their employment
agreement as it relates to the "Huston Plan.”™ On 8/4/75
Special Agent Thomas J. licNiff attempted to contact llr. Smith
at his home phone 301=262-1921. An adult female answered and
advised that she was baby=sitting for Mr, and lirs. Smith who
are currently in New Mexico and are not expected to return
for an additional tvo weeks. Special Agent HcNiff left his
nare and office phone numboy with the request that Mr, Smith
call him upon his return to his residence.

; Mr. Richard Cotter on 8/4/75 was contacted at his

hone residence phone 256~7227 and advised of the SSC desire

to interview him within the parameter outlined above. Mr. Cotter
was advised that he has been released from his employment
agrecnent withwthe above parameter and that should he so request
a Bureau Agent will be made available to him for consultation

at the time of the interview. It was pointed out to Mr. Cotter
that during the interview there are certain privileged areas
concerning which he would not be required to answer questions,
namely: information which might divulge the identities of FBI
sources; information relating to sensitive methods and techniques;
information which might adversely affect on-going FBI investipgations
and information which originnted with other agencies, including
foreign intelligence agencies. MNr. Cotter concluded by saying
that upon being contacted by the SSC he would advise this Bureau
of the date of the anticipated interview and his decision as to
vhether or not he would rocquest that a Bureau Agent be made
available for consultation.

- HW 55116 DocId:329892627 Page 134
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CJLTR  [XLHM [ Memo  [JReport dated 8/7/75
dnite q, States Senate Select Committee, Re:
ption of Documen

dresses of Former Bureau
Employees. (7/28/75 request)

i}
Originating Office: _ i FBI

Daf;:;l5 & / 7 |

Delivered by:

Received by:

Title: G\J\rxﬁ-"’(’

Return this receipt to the Intelligence Division, FBI

——— e

Rowid Vot

(/;_ // /3957 S/
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CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE

SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE
BEFORE COMPLETING.

TO: Intelligence Community Staff FROM:
ATTN: Central Index
FRT
SUBJECT: Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees
1. HOW PROVIDED (check appropriate term. If a document was made avaiI;ble 2. DATE PROVIDED
for review but not transmitted, so note.)
% | bocument | [srierinG | [ \nrerview | | TesTimony | [ oTHER 8/2/25
3. TO WHOM PROVIDED (check appropriate term; add specific names if appropriate)
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INSTRUCTIONS

e Type or print clearly in ink.
e Indicate classification of the abstract top 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 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 Imntelligence Community
matters if appropriate. Any feedback 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.

~
. T .
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\ The Attorney General f . July 22, 1975
‘ﬁj ‘Director, FEI REG2E 2 /7 < 575 - X
%PRQPOSMOC@_@ES =
/S"NATE SELECT COMMITTEE _

I have reviewed the proposed procedures as set
forth in memorandum to you from Mr. K. William O'Connor
dated July 21, 1975, and I will abide by your judgment in this
matter., To clarify our position relative to raw files, I
strongly recommend you incorporate in your fransmittal
letter a reference to this.

1 - The Deputy Attorney General /‘
‘lu?}-
1 - Mr. Mintz (d¢tached) 1t i
S § 17 SN
JBA:ams L

S,
(6) ()}u\) aDIbt
/éw':éw,\zb ’{—! bt %
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TO MR. KELLEY:

/22 /1

-

The attached constitutes the revised draft
of proposed procedurgs which we met on yesterday
with the Attorney General and staff. Mr. Mintz and
Ifeel it incorpona.tes the matters agreed upon at the

/ . meetmg )
oL L "*}"" "/é
T Please note the memo to Mr. Levi from” ,

O'Connor indicates these procedures are designed >
"to permit broad access for SSC staff to FBI
materials, " and the proposed procedures do not rule
out the possibility that the Committee can request
complete files for review. Accordingly, if you have
no objection, we will advise the Attorney General
that you have reviewed the proposed procedures and
will abide by his judgment, however, we continue to
object to granting of access to raw files of the FBI
to representatlves of the SSC. Attached is a letter
to the AGCso stating.

" _ADREC2S b
_/ 2 \\“)\7\,
| EncLosuRE Y3 B Apams "o e

2 —(/63 %’1@6

Enclosures
//Zéa&qj’é ,

0l liive e N aees e le ,
/Le—w—uwwx_/ Bet) Ye
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OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL
WASHINGTON, DI, 20530

y . July 21, 1975

i Ildenf.
Inspection
Intell.

Edward H. Levi
Attorney Ceneral

K. William O'Connor
Special Counsel for Intelligence ;
Coordination ;

Spec. Inv.

o v
o

Training

| Telephone Rm., __

SUBJECT: Proposed Procedures - SSC

Director Sec’y

This draft of "Proposed Procedures" has not been discussed
with SSC staff. It is intended to reflect the substance of the
discussion had on 7/21, in your office; and incorporates (as
undersoored) additional language for the purposes suggested by
that discussion. Also reflected are the slight editorial changes
requested by the SSC in the draft attached to Senator Church's
letter of July 18, 1875.

f TIPS

P -
-I..I.LCDC ):JJ.V\...'\J.W.CD Qe ‘\L\-D—LOLSCLJ. l.U y\...l.u....c. u.r.vuu. ﬂb&«CDD -L\JL

SSC staff to FBI materials at the FBI, or delivery of such r"aterlals,
if appropriate, to the SSC. The p'fcqmt scope of the access is
defined by the requests as received; those extant arve the subj ect

of superseding redraft under paragreph 1. The prospective scope
requested information is not restricted, but is subject to ne,goucﬁc
as indicated in the amendment to paregreph 1.

The proposed modification of paragraph 3 will be the focus of
most contyoversy. The SSC will probably objec* To ‘.he wrt‘lho} ding
cf sources under paragraph 3{(d} (proposed) saymo that access to
information at the FBI offices is all that is reqm:f‘ud that no
note on such documents can be removed from the premises of the FBI
under procedure 6; and that if they wish to pursue any sources,
the appeal. provision of existing paregreph 6 should cover it
Since that was the purscse of paragraph 6, and since Daragfapn 6(a)
was dwlgped to focus on any real problem which might arise, the
scope of the stated problem under paragraph 3{d) may be seen by the
SSC as an attempt to withhold information from the SSC staff, and
delay the inquiry (since the Bureau would have to do considerable pre

EHGLDSURE\
EHCLOSURE REC-26 [ Q\ , -
cc: Deputy Attorney General o Q i
Director, FBI L4 -
VM}?. Scalia T ?at%\%i’1 975
Doug Marwvin -
DocId: 32989627 Page 140 LE@% OUi’l%L X
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delivery work under 3(d) to make properly defined and reviewed
deletions). Accordingly, I would expect SSC to assert (a) DOJ
does not trust SSC probity or security, and (b) DOJ is following
a dilatory and unnecessary tactic.

In anticipation of these problems, I have re-written
paragraph 8 to permit unilateral abrogation if the procedures
do not work. If actual information withheld is. capriciously
defined, or if any lapse of good judgment occurs, I would expect
prompt abrogation by SSC and a very severe criticism of the

. Director, the Attorney General, and the Department.

I think that is a high risk, and assumption of it places
a very heavy burden upon the Bureau, initially, and upon the
Department, ultimately.

My recommendation is that the proposed procedures be
attempted as redrafted, subject to Attorney General and White
House approvel; but a vigorous caveat is indicated as to the
need for real restraint in the exercise of initial FBI discretion
under paragraph 3(d). ‘

DocId: 32989627 Page 141
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PROPOSED PROCEDURES

(1) The Domestic Task Force Leader: wiil submit pericdically a list

of specific materials, relevant to the inquiry being conducted fmder

S.B. 21, to which the Committee staff wishes access or of which the

Committee desires delivery. Any questions as to the scope or meaning

of any portion of such list shall be identified by the Special Counsel

. and discussed at the time of acceptance of the list, between the DIFL

and the Special Counsel.

The first such list will be delivered to the Department of
Justice within 48 hours of the adoption of this procedure, and will
summarize and supersede all the presently outstanding requests; this
list will be in priority order, as fixed by the Comnittee, with fixed
delivery/access dates specified. Thoée' materials for which the Com-
mittee requests délivery or accéss shall be delive];*ed to the Committee
or made accessible in Room 4171 of the Hoover Building not later than
within 48 96 hours‘ of the date specified. The Committee Chairman and
Vice Chairman shall be informed by the Attorney General, within 24 hours
of receipt of the request, of any delay beyond 48 96 hours, the expectad
length of the delay, and the spec:{fic reasons .for* the delay. Partial
access or delivery shall be proffered, by the Bureau of/to any materials
reques‘t;ed, while the balance of such materials are being preparsd. A

partial proffer shall not extend the time of full response set forth

herein.

ofe

* Wherever used herein, the term Domestic Task Force leader (DITL)
is wnderstood to include the Chief Counsel and the Minority Counsel
£
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The Attorney General may exempt specific topical areas of

inquiry from the scope of these procedures. Such topical areas

shall be identified by the Attorney General to the Chairman and

Vice Chairman by letter upon consideration of the lists submitted

. pursuant to this provision. As to any such exemption, the proce-

dure to be followed shall be proposed, defined, adopted, and

followed after consideration by the SSC of the specific exemption,

and pertinent inquiry and discussion at the staff level.

(2) The following procedures shall apply (a) where delivery of
materials zéquc-:,sted might jeopardize FBI sensitive sources or
ongoing operations, or (b) where the Domestic Task Force lLeader

requests access to materials, rather than delivery to the SSC.

(3) The Department will furnish access at the Hoover Building in
Room 4171 to those materials requested:
(a) only to the members of th; Committee, where it is deter-
mined by the Attorney Geneval that the materials involve peculiarly
senéi‘tive foreign intelligence socurces or sensitive ongoing operations.
(b) In all other cases, to the appropriately cleared staff who
7111 have access to all of the materials.

(c) An exception to (a) and (b) above is made for the identities

of so-called "iive" informants or potential informants as defined in

the FBI Manual of Instructions as to which no. access will be furnished

HW 55116 Ducid;32989627 Page 143
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unless the identity of the individual as an informant or Q_o_‘_t_eg_ti_al_ .
" informant has already been made known to the Comﬁ.ﬁ:e;e, or Lmiess the
A'ttorhey Generel, the Chairman and Vice Chairman, jointly agfee on the
limited disclosure of such identities to the Chaivman and Vice Chairman.

(d) An exception to (a) and (b) above is made for information which

would identify persons, as sources, who have provided or continue to

provide information to the FBI, and as to whose identity the FBI has

undertaken an obligation of confidentiality. In order to preserve

that obligation of confidentiality, the FBI will withhold access to

this class of information, unless the identity of the individual as

a source has already been made known to the Committes, or uniess the

Attorney General, the Chairman and Vice Chaimman, jointly agree on -

the limited disclosure of such identities to the Chairnan and Vice

Chairman.

(4) Those materials to which the staff has access may be reviewed and
studied in Room 4171 of the Hoover Building and such notes may be

taken as deemed appropriate by the Staff.

(5) The Committee staff shall select from these materials to which
access is herein provided, those materials shich it deems pertinent
to the Committee's inquiries and necessary for delivery to the

Committee's offices.

. HW 55116 Docld: 32989627 Page 144
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(6) The Bureau shall make copies of such materials as are specified
by the staff under the provisions of (5) above for transfer to the
Committee's offices

- (a) before the copies of such materials are taken to the

~ Committee's offices, the Bureau shall, within 24 hours of the

selection, make appropriate excisions and paraphrases of<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>