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LW ORMAT\OA\‘S%(\}HED EXCEPT

1 SLLR‘ET %\ERE“% \S U“\%&'&— OTHERW}SE,
i \WHERE SHO
The Attornsy General TONE | September 23, 1965
1 - Mr. Belmont
Director, ¥FBI 1 - Miss Hnrlmes
1 - Mr. Sullivan
- 1 - Mr., COntter
PAKISTANI MISSICH T¢  ° _\ 1 - Mr. Mossburg
7 THE UNITED NATIONS - ‘(5) ;
INTERNAL SECURITY - PAKISTAN ;o\(ngg)BY ﬂlﬁm‘c“%"
. - == S
3 O ASSIFY O LS o
< On September 21, 1955, an informant who has furnished
reliable information in the past advised that the Pakistani .

Mission to the United Nations had contacited the Sfviet Mission
to the United Nations and requested a meeting between the
Pakistani Foreign Minister and Andrei Gromyko, Soviet Foreign -
Minister, t was indicated that the Foreign Minister of Pakistan -~y
would be arriving in the United States or the evening of o
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Q.5  Qeptaomher 27 il ; nom_
= §, that date. This information was immediately furnished to the™ = =
SO Department of State. (5) e m=
Zs - | = =
:5;43 . At 8 p.m., on September 21, 1965, Mr. Tom Hughes, = 72
5;§ Director, Bureau of Intelligence and Resesrch, Department of State,
2 contacted a representative of this Bureau and veferred to the _
. eariier information regarding the proposed meeting between the 7
Pakistani and Soviet TForeign Ministers, Xr, Hughes stated.ths
following this meeting between the Foreigm Ministers, in all /
probability, the Pokistani Foreign Minister would attempt to
o fconfer with the President of Pakistan by zadin telephone, Mr, Fughes
9 |said that the Department of State believef that the results of
5 o &=|this conversation between the Pakistani Foreign Minister and the
4 o E|President of Pakistan would be of vital importance to the
£ o 8|U. S. Department of State in comnection with its future planning
5 |of action relative to the Pakistan-India @ispute, and to the
United Nations cease-fire order which had a deadline of 3 a.m.

September 22y "1965. Imasmuch as this Bureau does not have

- Totson technical coverage of-the Pakistani Missien to the United Nations,
Belmont 7@ Were unable to supply the Department~sE~StATE WITH the vital )
Delewh —__information requested / - AW =SS - =& ~J

e Y REC- 34 é" 8 LEP 24 1965 —y 2 ,f

Casper
At 10:25 a.m., September 22, 1933, we rggeived infor- o
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Gle———mation from the above informant that the £ord gn Minister. of (9 ;

Sullivan
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' SECRET
‘ 2

The Attorney General

Pakistan would meet with Andrei Gromyko at the Soviet Mission
the United Waticns, 3 p.m., September 22, 1965, This information
was immediately furnishéd to the Department of State; however,
our lack of technical coverage on the Pakistani Mission to the
United Nations again precluded our obtaining results of the
probable telephonic contact, following this meeting, between the
Foreign Minister of Pakistan and the President of Pakistan.(%Q

The curtailment of our technieal and microphone
surveillance coverage has severely restricted us £n supplying
valuable data to interested Gevernment agencies, relative to
the national defense.

1 - The Deputy Attorney General

NOTE:

. Classified "Secret" inasmuch as refers tq[%%chnical
surveillance coverage of foreign diplomatic establis mengg(ga
the unauthorized disclosure of which would cause serious damage
to the national defense.
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TO : Mr. A, H, BELMONT DATE: September 25, 1964 o z_//' -
JUNE 1 - Mr. Belmont T'& Cakaidpl
FROM :MRo w. C. SULLIVAN i - ﬁ?: %ggggd . !}f ﬁxﬁjmm
sugpcr: CONFIDENTIAL INFORMANT AND i oM. Baumgar‘éne;’i\an;\\?/
SIMILAR TYPES OF COVIRAGE "(.. . ;1 - Mr. Deegan AN LT
e s BBk (T A0
o CLASS Fi DBVWL&%‘ 1- Mr. J D, onohue _ AR
i DECLASSIFY ON:V25X 1 ! fepoie gy, P %ﬂ“fj
'-zf!gui This is a monthly memorandum setting forth the totaliy <
wm
Z£nZ number of the Bureau's confidential informants, mail covers (
> and the coverage we are maintaining for other Govermnment agencies
Ehxr ag set forth in the attached pages. :
=25
gdz - Technical surveillances are only utilized when necessary
%%g and are discontinued when they are no longer productive, Their
a:u:»?}, i number vories and as of this date we are operating 64 investizative
P itype (security) techmical surveillances in Bureau cases, we are
Zm5 iopé"‘a‘tlng one .&nvosmgailvn-v"oe Technical sarvplllaqce in
:"JE:‘: ccnn ctlon with the SiEying or tHE TtRIE8 Civil rlo'h’cs workers in
“‘Eﬁ.’:; ﬁ ss:.ss:.pps.., e are operarving (6 ini2llizence-tvpe (beﬂuvlﬁ“‘?‘”
P Fechiical Turveillonces restricfed to coverage O xoreign country,
A cdipiomatic and OfFicisl establiShments, which are in “addition £o
"IN those we are operating in Bureau cases,
XV
~\ In addition, at the specific requnst of National Security
;?':7‘3 ency, we ave maintaining coveEraze of celei:‘ype Tacilities o%"‘?’r
A }“&igdoﬁé‘,‘f"i‘c _esiabliShiments and p L the y'eniest - 0f the White House, we
AN are covering thbe teletype facilifics of Tass News Agency in New . York

: oo
LW :r;“‘l -7 @
| One _bundred and five microphone suryeillances are oreseq_“
& :mstalled of which 45 are concerned with securlty 1nves’“c1gamons

HW 55230 Docld: 32939 655 l:'age E ]

g i “Zhd G0 are installed in criminal matters, o)
-, * ’\
P o During August, 1264, 16 security informants were added ™
v S;f_z and 16 were deleted, maklng a total of 1,095 security informants,
W Z" ' Potential security 1nformants during the same period increased -
S & | from 367 to 369.
‘:_,“ o ea During August, 1964, 158 criminal informants were added
3 while i'109 criminal informants were deleted. Thls changes the number
7 of approved criminal informants from 3,290 to 3,339. Also, during
’?: Augast 1964, the m.mb r of potentlal criminal 1‘1iormants \,hanged
\.‘,\} . I" “ T -y i ‘o
BN Enc. TE ‘ E(‘ g2 - ST ﬁ
\H\; _K:‘:: 7 I?A—Q‘IO\TAL g '
L gppekap .o nttAAL SECURITY INFORMA;TION\ | .o
Lo e L1 D R S T}I)nauthomzed Diselosyre < ey, AR
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MEMORANDUM TO MR. A. H. BELMONT il 17 2]‘
RE: CONFIDENTIAL INFORMANT AND &

SIMILAR TYPES OF COVERAGE

from 8,130 to 8,169,

During August, 1964, four racial informants were

added and elght were deleted, leaving a total of 118 racial
} informants. The number of probationary racial informants is
76. ' . .

" As of September 25, 1964, the Bureau has in operation
a total of 79 mail._covers. Of this number, three are maintained
l ip criminal fugitive cases and none in criminal cases other than

fugitive, The criminal mail covers are handled by Special
Investigative Division. There are 76 mail covers in security

cases.
§§2£9§= : q,ayaagvﬁ%f&ﬁﬁt ek e
- Thzs is for your information. /kanuaéii &»Crﬂﬁvfy“f?‘éﬁik
| ' Arls PPN\ (I T T ¥,
o | \/ P
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INV, INT, : : RAC

OFFICE TS M8 TS, TEL SMC TFMC OMC SI CPSBI €I PCI  RAC PROD
- AIBANY 0 0 0 e} 0 0 0 10 2 37 73 0 o .
ALBUQUERQUE 0 0 0. © 0 1 0 6 0 59 105 O 0
ANCHORAGE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 22 38 0 o
ATTANTA 2 0 0 0 o 0 0 3 1 55 149 11 15
BALTILIORE 0 2 0 0 i 0 0 20 1 71 14 ¢ 0~
‘ BIRMINGHAM 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 32 60 - 10 3~
BOSTON 0 3 0 0 3 0 0 5 1 54 162 O oN
BUFFALO 0 6 0 0 2 0 0 14 3 51 115 O o !
BUTTE 0 0 0 0 .0 0 o 6 1 51 93 ) 0
CHARLOTTE 0 0 0 0 't} 0 o 3 2 66 125 14 .10 ¢
CHICAGO. i 13 3 0 5 0 0 80 15 166 320 3 0>
CINCINNATI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 5 61 144 1 0!
CLEVELAND | 1 4 © 0 0 0 0 31 6 72 194 © 0 4
DALIAS 0 0 0 0 - o 0 0 6 5 - 59 - 170 - 2 s SN
DENVIR 6 o6 0 O 0 0 6 4 3 51 110 0 o’
* DETROIT 1 7 0 0 (1] 0 0 21 6 116 192 1 o= &
" EL PASO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10. 0 23 59 0 (s D
HONOLULU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 2 11 50 0 0
HOUSTON 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 69 57 0 0 3
INDIANAPOLIS 0 0O .0 0 0 0 0 20 2 62 106 O 0
JACKSON o 0 ‘0 0 0 0 0 0 0 37 48 5 14
‘ JACKSONVILLE 0 1 0 o 0 0 0 2 o 53 151 1V 5
KANSAS CITY 0 3 0. O 0 0 0 2 1 75 239 O 0
ENCXVILLE. 0 0. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35 140- 5 2
1AS VEGAS 1 0" O o 2 0 0 0 0] 57 124 O, o
LYTTLE ROCK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 s) 63 75 7 0
" LOS ANGELES 2 2 0 0 2 0 0 o6 21 116 419 2 1
o LOUISVILLE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 1 79 115 O 0
. TNVEST IGAT IVE-TYDE TECHNICAL SURVBILLANCES (INV) (TS) SECURITY INFORMANTS - S1
A MICROPHONE SURVEILLANCES .- MS POTENTIAL SECURITY INFORMANTS-PS!
" INTELLIGENCE~TYPE TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCES (INT) (1S) CRIMINAL INFORMANTS - CI
TELETYPRE COVERAGE - TREL. ‘ POTENTIAL CRIMINAL INFORMANTS -~ E{
; SECURITY MAIL COVERS - SMC | . ' RACIAL. INFORMANTS - .RAC
" FUGITIVE MAIL COVERS - FMC ‘ RACIAL INFORMANTS PROBATIONARV -
OTHER MAIL COVERS - OMC. AUJNFORMKﬂONCONENNED g%gg

* . . HEREIN NCLASS!F!ED
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"105 76

INV, INT, RAC
OFFICE TS M8 TS TEL SMC FMC OMC SI -PSI CI PCI  R&C P03
MEMPHIS 0 0 0 0 3] 0 0 1 G 32 129 3 (O
MIAMI 1 5 0 0 1 0 . 0 21 7 108 237 1 0
MILWAUKEE 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 5 26 84 0 1
MINNEAPOLIS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 . 5 50 152 0 0
MOBILE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 38 128 8 1
NEWARK 0 8 0 0 4 0 0 40 36 102 300 O 0
NEW HAVEN 0. 0 o 0 1 0 0 16 7 35 75 0 ¢
NEW ORLEANS 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 8 0 25 90 9 5
NEW YORK 33 18 36 21 22 e 0 222 95 176 572 1 1
NORFOLX 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 24 85 3 0
OKLAHOMA CITY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 48 81 O 0
OMAHA -0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 43 68 0 0
PHILADELPHIA 1 7 0 0 1 0 o 38 4 83 182 0 0
PHOENIX 1 2 0 0, 0. 0 0 14 3 26.. .126 0 0
PITTSBURGH 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 16 5 73 167 GO 0
PORTLAND 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 13 0 34 72 0 0
RICHMOND 0 o 0 0 0 0 .0 6 6 62 114 1 1
ST, LOUIS 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 22 0 61 168 0 0
SALT LAKE CiTY 0 o 0 0. 0 0 0 14 2 26 65 0 0
SAN ANTONIO 0 0 0 0 0 ) 0 19 ) 49 124 O 0
SAN DIEGO 0 0 o O 0 0 0 33 2 33 121 9O 0
SAK FRANCISCO 3 5 1 0 7 2 0 72 21 143 317 O 0
SAN JUAN 2 1 0 0 1 0 0 13 8 30 77 0 0
SAVANNAH o .0 o 90 0 0 0 1 1 53 147 _ 6 5
SEATTLE 3 1 ) 0 3 0 0 41 4 65 163 0 0
SPRINGFIELD 0 C 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 58 160 © 0
. TAMPA 1 1 0 0 i 0 0 21 25 47 124 13 11
WASHINGTON 9 7 35 23 18 0 0 52 49 69 160 2 0
TOTALS - 65 44 76 3 0 1095 369 3339 8169 118 76




OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10° S, SCapmn V06
MAY 1962 EDITION L ~
- GSA GEN. REG. Nlo 27

" * UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

M emorandum

T JUNE
o MR. TOLSON DATE: 10/6/64
FROM V N cc Mr. Belmont
A. H., Belmon Mr. Nohr
AMJNFORMKHONCON?MNED Mr. DeLoach YA
} HEREiNI Ui LASSIF!ED Mr' Sulli ,w
SUBJECT: DATE . ivan L
‘Mr. Rosen /[ f*' ,
wxgg?:QLAL INVESTIGATIVE Mr. Evans U )C g ,g— v
TECHNIQUES o Mr. Conrad - ,Q_,
/<
This is to set forth the procedure being followed, under presset
: |conditions, relative to the use of the following'special investigative
s techniques. \, .
, 1., 'TRASH COVERAGE ML u

By radiogramto all offices dated 9/17/64, the fleld was 1n4trucycc
ithat trash covers were not to be used and any in existence must be 4

discontinued. . /@d/

Xp &%/Jr
2. MAIL COVERS

f By instructions to the field dated 9/30/64, all offices were
iinstructed to discontinue mail covers in existence and to discontinue **e

use of this technique. ,4" L
-k, AR
: b o
. ) \; 3‘»/

3. TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCES L
‘ Technical surveillances are being used only in securlty-tyﬂe
cases. Any departure from this, such as in a kKidnaping case, 1is presented
to the Director for approval.

We are presently examining each of the technical surveillances
to insure that this technique is not being used in a case with prosecutivs
possibilities. The attached proposed instruction to the field stresses
the fact that the Bureau will not authorize any technical surveillance
in a case with prosecutive possibilities, ass=we~do ndi VWant to run intc -

l-‘___/ /o'; -
the question of tainted evidence, REC- 3196?23 meL 52\ 3
i We dlssemlnate a great deal of 1nformat10n outside the Bureau =

‘from our technical surveillances, for examp¥s=to the™Thite House,

‘ jState Department, CIA, the military 1ntelllwenca agencies, and the

| Department. This is necessary because we secure a great deal of intellii-—
| gence data on such matters as the plans of various countries regarding
issues beéing considered at the United Nations; the purpose of a pending
contact between a foreign diplomat and the State Department, or the
White H9p§e; plans of the Communist Party to initiate programs, or to

de.lug?:'the Whi't_e House with tele%ﬁ%(}?\ﬂ&ﬁ gﬁﬁ?ljerr ?sﬁ:fﬁORl\Eﬁem ts of
AHB CSH_(8) " XEROX Unauthorized Disclosure -
ww 55253» 1dstze’ d ﬁgﬂ% OCT 19 1964 Subject to Criminal Sanctiong

DooIid: 3298’9
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Mr. Tolson ‘ e

RE: SPECIAL INVESTIGATIVE
TECHNIQUES |

H

the Communist Party or subversive elements to infiltrate the racial
movement; possible racial disturbances; advance planning of Martin Luther
King and his associates; demdnstrations against Congressional committees,
et cetera. Ve also pick up information regarding Security Index subjects
which is included in investigative reports that eventually go to the
Department, as the Department passes on Security Index cases,

\ Our safeguards in the area of technical surveillances are

(a) careful evaluation before they are installed. Current instructions
are that they shall not be used in any case with prosegutive possibilities

(b) Paraphrasing or covering up of the source when we disseminate, so
that the recipients cannot determine that the source of the information
is a technical surveillance. ;

(¢) Should a case develon prosecutive possibilities, despite our eficris
not to .use technical surveillances in any case which may develop into
prosecution, we will insist on a complete understanding with the Depart-
ment and the US Attorney, so that we will not run into another case,
such as the JARQC case, handled so ineptly by US Attorney Hoey.

Ged L daue s r e e 7w ar

e AR . SMDRM s

i
L

4, MICROPHONE SURVEILLANCES

Microphone surveillances are being employed in security cases (44)
and criminal intelligence matters (60). Each installation of a micro~
phone must be approved by Mr. Tolson's office.

st o,

fre v A
mtntan———

We are presently going over each of these existing surveillances,
in the security field, to insure that they are not being employed where
there are prosecutive possibilities, and the same precaution will be
used in future installations. The attached radiogram to the field
. 80 instructs the field. .

[TV

Intelligence information coming from these security microphones
is likewise disseminated, when pertinent, to outside agencies, with
appropriate paraphrasing and coverup of the source so that the
recipients will not know the source. As in the case of technical
surveillances, valuable intelligence data is derived from these sources.

In the criminal intelligence field microphone surveillances
have been a primary source of information permitting us to gain knowledge
of the activities in the field of organized crime, and particularly -

2

‘L:’HH 55230 DocId:32989655 Page 9




Mr. Tolson ~—
RE: SPECIAL INVESTIGATIVE —
TECHNIQUES

L]

Cosa Nostra. The information derived has enabled us to know of the
organization and planning of leaders of organized crime, and has pro-
vided data leading toward our primary goal of infiltrating, penetrating
and disrupting organized crime, and provided leads to develop live

. informants within organized crime, TFollowing the leak from the Depart-
ment in the Las Vegas case we stopped disseminating to the Department
and the US Attorneys any information coming £from our microphone surveil-
lJances, and since that policy was adopted we have had no further leaks
£from these sources. The only dissemination we make is when we pick up
information about a possible forthcoming murder, or a matter within

the jurisdiction of local authorities. VWe then disseména»e to carry
out our responsibilities, but we paraphrase and cover the source., Fe
have had no difficulty in this regard. The attached radiogram to the
field reiterates instructions that information coming from these
criminal intelligence microphones must not be disseminated without
prior Bureau authority.

Xf approved, we will operate along the lines set forth above.

A \&% o
RS .

LHH 55230 DocId:32989655 Page 10




) gy B . cc Hr. Belmo. Mr. Baumgardng
' My, Sullivan Mr, Branigan
' T Mr, BDelLoach

EX-1(p | THS ATTORNEY GUNERAL August 2, 18965
S0 T o) s A

oy REG- 49 31 rector, ¥BI
: ALL INFORMATION CONTA!NED

| ) HEREINIS J cu\ssmeo
: TECHNICAL SULRVEILLANCSS AMD
© qum USE OF DLHCTRONIC DEVICES

On the morning of July 30, 1965, e, 0. B,
DelLozch aund Hr. A, I. Belmont, of this Dureau, mui with
dr. Harold ¥. feis, of vour nivice, and ir, lowawd Wizzens,
of the Crimipal Division, with rederence to the President’s
Femaraacum of Jduns 34, 1085, deanling witk techn gal
surveillances and the use of elcetxsu c davices,

Iz visw of the ﬁﬂﬁt that this Bureau doem obizain
authority fyom you om €ach technical surveilisnce, and
thus the Departoent exercises'central control oyer the
nee of this technicue By the FBI, Lr. Lels advised that
LY wonld be upnecessary for us 0 Send in TLHE A43LE sgne
tioned iu the last oparagraph of the President's memorandum, .-

{‘

[« -2

¥ith zoference Yo the first parsgraph on puge 2
of the President®s memorandun, desling with mechnical aand
glectronic devi ces, A5 you are avare we also consult with
you velative o tie use of microphone sumvezzlauces, nngd
T - coasequently we wueet the reguiresmenis of this paragraph.

Daring the discussicn with llessrs, Reis and ¥illens -
it wes zgreed that we would forwvard ssmnles of the requests

|
|
1 we have npade in comnection with itechpical surveilionces, =
{ 7V@ so iﬂ%u the Depariment can devise appropriate instruciiong O
ﬁ ‘q‘;; to other government Ageacies congerniag the format and =
J _Axv} procedures to be Iollowed in wmaking reguestis of fthe AviozFaey. -
e z@&& Gengral, As of wpossibie as szsm«n'*e, I am enclosing thede “7 N
%E-g‘ samples of actual requests, from vwhich we have elzm;nazﬁa: o
LRt the names of the subjects. - =
S of
é[ 7 é/ This document is pripared in response to your request and is dissemiz- %
\ nration outside yo Wittee. Its use is limited to offici prroc dings by
} your Commitiee g content may not be disclosed to ed, persot~
o“;é&nclcmw}zm&@wfﬁ'ess approval of ti;e FBI .
Noh ' 4

Callanan
Contad e

DeLc ) . ‘;‘5 uf.f ﬂ:ﬂ,/
C”" AHB:CSH (8) PR

Felt _____.____./ = ALt ; .
Gale Y, ek s ) 4
AERIIBITINTET YD NAIITI DI here Sy s k] SE‘\/T » R

?J’ﬁi’v"un:;é__}‘_ ).: U SENT DIRF(#/’ ‘ / NT FROM D/o ! 2s *é:}, .
Tavel 2 G\\ } IF é( ‘l N I _L/ -, s el s (96:5' {C
Trotter ._.._._L._._. 3 - : <4 - .~k
e Ay . =

“‘_____.A.,‘ LG L p;ﬁ@v*@] TELETYPE umr[j BY _ . i g

A:32989655 Page 11




T et e e o .

;.\;-"— . ' 9-30-64
- iIr. Belmont
- Mr, Evans
g s _ Uf”’?’ - Mr. Baumgardner
. I 1« Hr, J, D, Donoznue

Airtol

bod pod ot o b

To: ALL CFFICES
ORMAT IONCONTMNED

I‘ro... Director, FLI a‘ELREIN S LASS|F|
" A COVZRS | DATF-_

B e
e et o s

roed as

¢ . > . - ) .
7 ’ Tho Burcuzu o longer desires that moil cewers be
CA an .a.nvest:.s tive techmicue., Therefore, this is to advise that a1l
£ i mail covess have becn discontirued and the Buresu will not :
" entertain additilonal zeqguoestis for mail covers in the futurs,
JDD:k1b o o T .
FELSA ) : : #
. W wmem o p f ;( . -
s i
NOTE: .
See cover memorandum Sullivan to Bolmont, captioned
"Confidential Informant and Similar Types of Coverage," dated 940—64
prepared by JDD:k1b. ‘ ,['_
AN
This document is prepared in re
e ¥ Sr
nation outside your Committee, splts ufe cg%ztgeg :;‘fd . Mﬁrw S
your Commzttee Gnd the con tent i t be dwclosed to 1 proceedm«ﬂs by :: -
nel 'wzthout the express approval of the FBI . od person- 1.0 B
WE >
0‘2'_, ce 4l[ ;;g—’ZD O“m“"ﬂ ; LT N
N =
. . ) 't..-" P ==
a B . - ey 2 o3
/ ,' ' T B h=u5“ X d’_;}ie«' ig o =® D2 -
~ i : S¥ . . o . T
AN a.-"i 1- o v. REC 4 \ bR 5528 L 2
l Lo | W
1 ) [ — ‘
Zotaon . S " ' _co:.'.:.'.-r-sl v - _ \,; e [{
g:?-r_———_— ' . T T ;‘ oc 3 ; !El
Callaban ) ‘1)’) AT & T 22100 s
) v * Y <. f
e \ o AT
Gale . ol I e ,rwup,x.,.. _ N |
gc\lll:n e ‘)}?OC’ M "t\r SUere e i N : .o p i
L.Z.’.‘. T %)26 Ik . - C ke Yy i Tk oh B
w0589 —Doo1a: 47989655 _Page 12 '
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T RADIOGRAM

5

1\8

NATIONAL sg

1 -~ Belmont
_OCTOBER 6, 1964
- Mohr '

.= DeLoach
- Sullivan
- Rosen

- REvans
- Conrad D

—

CODE

g
-d

HO0Y INIGV34-, 93y

URGENT

e

TO: SAC? . ALL INFORMATIONCONTAINED
b m i . HEREIN | SIFIED i |
 FROH; DIRECTOR, Fpr . DATE . gywb

A Joum:.
TECHNJICAL BURVEILLANCES ARE TO BE USED FOR INTELLIGENCE .

L HASTp y 1

PURPOSES CONLY AND, TIIEREFORE, YOU SHCULD INOURR THAT YOU DO NOT

PROPOSE OB REQUEST TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCES XN CASES WHICH DAVE
PROSECUTIVE POSSIBILITIRS, THE SAME POLICY APPLIES TO MICROPHONE

10

SURVEILLANCES WHICH INVOLVE TRESPASS, DISSEMINATION OF
INTORMATION FROM TECINICAL AND HMICROMIONE SURVIJILLANCES NUST

oo

ORMAT

S
& S & BY PARAPHRASED AND APPROFRIATFLY WORDED TO PROTECT THN SOURCE. \J/
23 , . . &,
Eq g WITR PARTICULAR REFERENCE TO INPORVATION DEVSZOPED FROM S
- - . A
g,g & CRIMINAL INTELLIGENCE MICEOPNONES, YOU ARS AGATI INSTRUCTED TEAT
NO DISSEMINATION £ TO BE MADE OUTSIDE THE DURMAU WITHOUD DPRIOR

BURTAU AUTGORITY. WFO ADVISED 5¥ MAXL. © geivege |
| (o ' EReTRa
g lh) e deidly Ju Qi

o o oﬂ-low,é; _ _ .
1 - WFO (B»J)Zl& 7%“”"4’ ' B«I&, éé‘ f//éd P

TR . - (16} ) _77.,“.,,;;_., '
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: T e L N ORMATION Conroe e,
1A I - - - AIN

;,’ R B e 1 ~ HEREINISUNCAsSIy, D
I © 7 |MMarcaso, 1835 | .8Y

| MEMOTRANTUNM TOR THR ATTORNEY GENERAL

| : ] |

fostollziien ¢f micresriisnes, you will rocnll thnt Ladviced you thiat back
" |

under the cdminizivation cf Ldtcrnoy Genoral Clz=k T rocommaonded that

, . With reforence to th0 prozor controls over wirctanpiny and the

all Goverarment ogonciss reixain from wirctnppizy unloss there was

‘epocifiz axnnroval n coch insionee by the Attornsg Conaral wiho is the

chicf inw olficer of the Goverameni, I repcoicd e eame recommendation
to cach succeszive Lilornoy General following the administréijon of Zitorney
CGoneral Ciaxle, - 7 0 L : -

of wirctanping by Covornment agencles. Iam tie only head of a Government
. Invectieativa neeney o does rot have the authesity to authorize a wireton,
- - bul weder the system wiaich I personnlly sct vp. Therefore, requests for -
i : . wirctapa are sount by me to thoAttorney General for his anproval or
] disapnroval, I imow thint no such system is follmzed in ctiier branches of -

i- * I hove always felt that there was a very lax control in the handling

I the Goveramest and, iafact, in many insionces subordinalcs quite for down

1 tho line cZ authorily tap teisphones without the specific approval-of the head
ci the ageney and cortzinly vithout specific appreval of the cabinct cfiicer
in Chavga €f Tie department, : A e :

' I ctill feel quite stronzly that no Cowenment agency sheuld tap
a teleplione wnleas it is gpecificaliy approved incach instance by tho Attorasy
Coneral,: wils weuld ceriainly circnmserine praniscucus wiretapping on

b LA -tae paxt of CGovernment agencics and weuld centsalize in ong placey the

o -",,«‘ Attornoy Ceneral's office, a reocord of any phoaztnps which have been placed

SPLW

y by a Go'gc;f: rent agency.

. "’1 . ) R . : : '. ' . o LY

. .. A3 you a2re avare, in the cazo of tha T we do not recuest

\ phons 2o erzcest in cosos nvelving Hdnaning a=l ecpicnnge. - This has been
\,/ predic zd upon auy theory that wirea the lile of @m fadlvidual or tie 1ifo:of

o - - - o - - - - - q - ‘. >
"\f‘?"g;:_’ tho 2lntivn &5 in peril o phond top is juctilicd for felliconce purposes’és

; ﬁ-?ﬁ,..‘.o:m’um ctiained over a phone top camgbeused in the trinl of o

2 JEH:RM (6) “/ #/= . JSENT:F i531 po 1Y

A -outside péur Committee. -Its uce 43 limited

/ :.;..inlv;i_: 7 /{\Wig docum&i jg prepared in response to your re
~- -4 nafje .
Lol 2S—— - s" yous” GonPmgttee and the content may nut be disclos

ity

0,

s — nel without the expr'esprroval, of the FBI . e ;
'Ev_ " MAl roou (] TELETYPE UNIT L owm o mT
HY¥ 5%230 Docld:32989655 Page 14 -- L 6 bbb, om— n o -.........;-3......I...'--..--.._-_. e e et m—— e e ———



AZerorandam for thd Wagalf L s T R
In line with your cuzrnestion this morniny, I have alrcady cctup
to proceduro similar to recuesting of acthority for phcne tans to ba utilized
in reguccting cuthority for the placament of micronlbiones, In otlior words,
- I choll ferward fo you from fime €0 tirae reqguest for authority to install
© micrenhoned whero dosmacd imporativo for yorr consideration and approval
or ¢izazsroval, Furtherrxmore, Ihove inctructed that,whore you have
axpzeoved either o phone o or the iacinilaticaof a microphone, you be
adviced waca such is ciccontinuad & &n leoo thon g months and, il not
discoatinued in legs than six moenths, that 2 new yequast be stbmitled by me
to you for extencion of the telophons top or microphone installatica.
" . Recpeciinlly,
o, ) ."_..... L . i oo § .. ’
Y S B P R !
i . k] R
i # . . . John Efgar Hoover
o-l i S '- v ‘ )
w i .
- vi e
4y
E
b
i
t . 1
-« 2 e
» - - {]
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i B e f o TRUE“COPY o

9:53 a.m. - March 30, 1965

MEMORANDUM FOR MR. TOLSON

\ CONTAINED MR. BEIZONT
};LEL gg&OR”‘AT'&SS\FlED ~ MR. DE LOACH

DATE (D[l A0 — BY"QW ’ ) ’ .

I called the Attorney General and advised him I had
checked both matters he had inquired about earlier today and
we, of course, have never- tappéd {(Joseph) Alsop's phone and
——---~-have had no surveillance on young Reston.

- - I-further advised him that Mrx. DelLoach told me that
Moyers told him Alsop came in to see Moyers yesigrday. The
. - ..Attorney General said this was the reason for his phone czll.
I advised him that Alsop said he was geing to write a column
e .. Af we didn't take it off right away. I said as far as I am
: concened Alscp can write anything he pileases. The Attorney
General said beiore we get to that, what he is trying to do now
ig meke anra nobndy did. T said 1t is entirely vossible the
: Defense Dapartment or the Comptroller General's office did. i
i , further stated we could. Very readily check his (Alsop’s). phone .
Va and find out but I wouldn T do that for him, ..
( boin

; . ' As to young Reston, I said ithere was no investigdtion
by us but it is entirely possible anotker agency did.

The Attorney General said the- thlng that occurred to
him is that Alsop believeées this because he said something over
the phone which he said to nobody else and, therefore, his
phone nust have been tapped, but it is possible Alsop talked on

—--a phone that was tapped and it was noi his phone. I said that
is p0531b1e, that it is entirely possible these other Government
agencies are tapping phones. -

The Attorney General said the President talked to

him about that and he told the Presidemt he was contemplating
that no taps be authorized by anyone except himself - but he
has not discussed this with all the oiher departiment heads - so
he would have a central control. I toid him I recommended that
back under Tom Clarlkk. He said the President though that was a
good idea. He further, said, if that is set up the way he would
like done, the requests would come through me to him., I said I

NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATION
.i ' - Unauthorized Disclosure
o Subject to Criminal Sanctiong-

HW 55230 DocId:32989655 Page 16




e wne-—he would be fired right away; that thsy understand that very

| le

.

| o
Memorandum for Messrs.iTolson, Belmont DeLoach March 30, 1965
i -

ik i
would be glad to do that. He said Mc¥amara is perfectly
agreeable to this and McNamara thinks it is not poss*ble in
Defense without his oz, Vance's approvzl but that is not his
(the Attorney General' s) impression. I said it is not mine.
He said he told the President he had absolutely no questiédn
about the Bureau in this regard but ceald not speak for the
other agencies. .

I stated that, if an agent shwould get out of line,

clearly; that when we have requests from the field that we

turn down, we don't even send them arommd to hif; that we try

to keep ‘them down to 50 or 60 for the s=mtire country in
espionage and kidnaping cases._ He remawked that kidnapings

are very rare. I explained that, where the life of an individual
or the life of the Nation is threatenef, I think it warranted.

I said that three years ago, we had abeat 100 and now have

gotten it down to about oU Or sC and i Lield i35 vouy

.sensitive to the fact that they will nwli be approved here unless
-1t is something very V1ta1, and I think thls would be the only

i--~,~,mw,~_set up .some. similar procedure on micropione installations;
. that he really ought to be informed in this regard, not be h

L)

LW 55230 DocId:32989655 Page 17 ) J

-buf I would start right away on the mxnrophones the way we

way todo it. T

The Attorney-General said als=o he would like to

told after but be told prior. I stated I am perfectly willing
to have that done; that I see no-objeciion. The Attorney
General said he does notthink it is zright to put a respon-
sibility like that on the Bureau; if amwthing comes out, he
has to take responsibility and so he nmqht Jjust as well take
the responsibility.

I related that there are four categories: the so-
called mail covers and they have been fiscontinued; the so- called
trash covers and we have one in Miami ma a Cuban who is working
for the Castro element; the other two wategories are in so-called
phone covers and in the microphone covzrs. I said we still have
some microphone covers though not in Imrge numbers; that they
are largely limited to espionage and Gesa Nostra. activities;

‘follow on the telephones.

The Attorney General indicaimd he. wanted to discuss
this with me in detail but not on the ghone that he thought
on the taps we might have a system whexe the authorization
would run for a specific time, six monfis or something; that
as it is now he has no idea when they mre taken off or when

-2 -
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Memoréndum for Messrs. Tolson, Belmont, Deioach March 30, 1965

!
they continue to go on. 1 advised him that we re-evaluate
each phone tap every thirty days; that I have no objection
on re-evaluation to again notifying him we would 1like to
continue the tap. He 'said he was thinking of a longer period.
I said we could take three months or six months and he said
whatever fits in with our practice. I stated I would ge glad
to do whatever he suggests. : o

Very truly yours,

. , y 3
3 John Edgar Hoover
" Pirecior

1 - Miss Holmes e . S o,

:HW 55230 DocId:32989655 Page 18
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! -‘,// : By TR "__’:'. ALY | Copesa

. .il‘t': gx. TOLSOY ; S - DATE: 3/30/65 6ﬁf§$317;:;},
e s o ALUNFOR"GAT'QN CON%‘NF% Hr. Belumont . Lo,

I P Yo b § —-

| R A. x.: e:o t HEREINISUNCLASSIFIED" " p” Su113van - D i

i ”"193 G i -atifhs :DﬁﬂE ?-!-:‘-fayu S ¥r, Rosen ~ - . 2&#
e 3 ‘O o - X - j:.“' ._.:._- i '_-:"‘. :. 1“‘ Gale - ]
susjEcT: - TECHNICAL SURVETLLANCES - and’ .-l ‘gr.rJ.D Donohu&% E w,“ u)

HICROPdOYE SURVLILLAHCES = s % dé?

i \‘ SRR Sl SR e R é/;[—-

" With reference to the Director's convérsation w1th the AG 9T oz,

. this morning, concerning techniczZl and microphone surveillances, A=< —

- I immediately called Assistant Directors Sullivan, Rosen and Gale,ejﬂf*

"gnd instructed that, effective immediately, 211 microphone survell—:-gi.j

lances are to be autnorlved‘by the AG, in the same manner as we <7 7 "

now secure authorlt for technical survezllences. In addition, w%hen {

-.- either a technical or micropkone surveilladce is disconmtinued within :

". “six months after belnb placed, the AG is to Se notlfleg ~Also, 2t N\ pas,

i~intervals of six months after placing a techmical or microphone 3 ﬁ‘
survelllance, the AG is to be advised that the surved llances are 4

belng contznued and the reasons why.‘_ e e Tl

.»-Jr =

.
. @I A P ST Yo ey

- .. e . o R e
e A S .'_. el - ., ®

2 with re;erence to techulcal and mlcrqﬁhmne ‘surveillances aow

B 3 .1 exesteuce, we of course requlre perlodlc Jostification from the

=, T.AAS1G Iui the »uu»lnua.ut.c v& TlLoDe SulrvVelllanoes., AT Tpe tiome oI

T s the next Justh’catlon on these current survezllanﬁes we are to

) notsfy the AG _that they are Iin existence_ nd =we_ Ddeing cont*nhed

( tﬁ_a‘fﬁe ~Tea3ons why. This will -put hlm on notmce on a staggered. basis
las these Justlfecatlons-come in._ e _7 *j*"-w;u.:qs ce o7

s e Ry BT Y Py o

L Dty

nm.’.u-& - — > ——
. PR
& .

n,'

- SCUS It is not con51dered adv1sab1e to send:nmt a wrltten com uni-
= “cation to the field on thee-mew procedures. TWe notificzatiox to 7
~ the Attornmey General is hafdled entirely at the seat of governaext, /
-and -po technical or microphone surveillances cam be placed without ~—~ !
-clearznce by the Bureau at the seat of governmmat. If the Director <<;/ ;

agrees;. we will oralfy é&xplain to the SACs when they. come to the

l€eat of-government for two-day conferences or uzserv1ce training 3
that we are following this new procedure. wzth tie AG, and we nlll ¢
stress to the SACs the absolute necessity for r@stralnt and’ cautlon
in using both of these technlques. ‘ : S - - 4

e gyt

. _-.& e _~ e -‘ . -

s At g O ,
Occasxonally we receive a telephone call frou an aAC request-
ing auxhority on an urgent basis to place a2 miczophone immediately 1
,]to cover the activities of a Soviet-bloc officiml who is visiting
13 ¢city overnigkht. The field .is required to cover such visits to
see whether tbe off 101a1 is maklng contact wzth_an espionage agent.

e e A ) A
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. Such requests are always cleared with dr. Tolsoa 1n advance it time

pernits; otherwise a memorandum is written imcediately, advising
of the request and that authority was grantad. In cases of such
urgency, it is suggested we continue to handle the requests in the’

bim on notjce. . 1 ":‘ w:--:”-:.ﬁf= -E-ﬁ_m- gun

-L:_..:;} Any other problems which mayvarlse in implementing this new. )
s . s procedure w111 be called to your attentlon. . _wm,ﬁ,n“kez.-fa_ﬁ-

same manner, and immedlately prepare a memorandum to the AG, puttinﬂ
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DATE

Sentto

ALLINFORMATION
=REIN!

JUNE

MEMORANDUM FOR MR, TULSON

coNTAINED

ki, BELMONT
IR, GALL
MR, ROBEN
MR, BULLIVAN

© (w sie.

R, DE LOACH

ﬁ -,f} 1‘?’ e

1_]_5'"

July 14, 1966

&n July 12, 1965, the Attorney General came around from his eciilce
ta sce g redative to the pz*oblem he 15 faclayz in copnection with testilying vawre
Soncernin: tochnical installations and ¢lectroaic uss

Lupx'es Committeo

for listening gurpuscs. e stated that he dld not anticipate any provlews coaccraing

tevimical dovices and § told bl we had been ageured by scnator
conunittoe of whick Sinntor

of tha

lilre to have ail mero

te

Qun"omn..ttc

The Altornsy General statedd he ieit toat in vizw of the pressure (aat
is boing brouvgit to bear, particuiarly on the Intornal Revonuve Serv
pione instaltetions sucpended at tals time,

that &

Lous da

i men

l-.'"

Aa.-. EYtat%ﬁ h:t

ashand, Liairiian
00 Mdoscusiis a Cuiuidn ol o
cantor Lopg would not raise any questions avout the FO1'd
oporations in tas maiter of technical surveiliances and electronic davices, !

he would

— 0 remeve Sus nuc-.r:rmnnes, but to stop any coverage cof the same so thal'ce would
be in a pociticn to stale that tiace wae no coverags of w.icrophonss by the 1lg,

I issediately indormed ar. Beloont in the prcueme of tae attorncy Gengral and \'
tmd him to seg tuat axaropriate criers wWere 185

cd to all fisld viii

veahaving

5 XY

ez ophons lactallations to slog coverage of the same wul to aliow uie micrvsawaesa
10 rexain fa uad not taxe tiiem out until furtner word fron the Atturney i-uwz al,

+
whels

In the weantime, of course, we should not send any requosts far
miecroghong nstaiistivns to the Attorney General for epproval but £k
cuteome of the present d&velsm,..cnts in the hearingz uveiore t.a&' song Conitiiiteo,

%hon the Attorasy General appeared before tue iLong Com mittee

V]

add awvait

~

LY TN yyas tepar

J \c-kl-f

Lir, Barpard Fonsterwald, Jdr., woo is the Chief Couasel of the Cownmittee, uid

Tolson
Belmont L 3

Ao the watier of tochnical inciallations by the ¥BI and asked various questinas

o —suneianiay e uu.xe, aad mt. Altux uey General has agrosd to supply L&.I‘i‘-’d.l

Deloach =
Casper
Callahan

rant
Gale
Rosen
Sullivan .. .. ...

Tuvel e
I (L T —

'|| fu. l(mm —_—

M o 2E P
" HW 55230 DocId:32989655

JLiEDRN (10)
1- 3198 HoluNATIONAL SECURI

R N Yt

&
Q!\

‘ﬂl ,p

--"\ ‘,

Unauthorized'
- Subject, to Cnmmal Sanctiong

MAIL QT C TELETYPL UNIT l:]
‘Page 21

TY INFORMATION
Disclosurg  JULLL5 1965

G /A /-2

D)
AR
TN

luagy

Ry
by

B

UNRECORDED COPY BILED IN



.. v . .
‘ .
| v v . ¥ .
. © e
v . . . “ . . = '.'v
B | A T - . . ) {
P o 1 T - * 3 -
iy e i t . B
f - - . . o
e s

- Juiy 14, 1965

L}

Memorandum for Mssrs. Tolson, Be—lmoat, Gale, Rozsan, Sutlivan, Dax.oa.h

information. I instructed yesterday that a nemoranduss be pregared founecintely
for the Attoraey Geavral glving him the answers to tae questicns waich hau wcea
osked of hixa tnat pertain to the 'El, Covicasly Senator song did aot deep i3
promeise to sepator rastiand reiative (o involving tas #5654 in tois 1avestizativa
which the ionyg Compittoe 18 eaking and which has beea largeiy cealered uson
the Intersali Sevenue bervice anu its activities in the Pittsourgn fiaid divis o,

A& rogards the technical susvetllances which we have in operativs, 1
aote (hat the aiattan'm.jr Geugral 18 hoidiag aad has aot yel enprovea avvet eis suLn
vequesis for tochnlcas surveirlikives, and 1 selieve LEal tns s prosabiy doe (o tae
hearings wailh ar? veing celd by (he song comiitics, I sediave tuat we ciay be
Coluspeliad to Witadrad Ail CELRMUMCEL SUPVELISNCes uak Bu lar Luas uas nut a%::.d
ovderad by tae Atturney Uondasnd aad We Wil Contanus Wie coverage of taote waich
we aave ia sﬁp{.ratmn.

. -4

. In view ct toe Erowliy auiicaey in this whols fleld, I wili be moure
Doluctamt to axpyrove yequosls iul technical bupveliianoes until the aimuspiery
hag ogea uiariiiad, : : .

. Irealine the value of technieal sarvelances as well ws of miczoprene:
‘Isstaliaticas, Loth fo wur stcusity and da cur oTine knvestigatioss, gut U it «c the
wltd Of Consréeap anid the desive vi the Aturuey Genesal loatl (hey e Lothpicigiy

suspondsd, we will, of coursa, have 1o _a;asx;piy wuiz i,

In the meantine, I want you to be wost circunapeet in reguestin;
approval of aay tethaicta auneﬁ“.aueb aing diecontigng any which are pot raliy
prusuciive. .

Very truly yoara,

LER

- Jdeiin Sdgar Beover
- Lwector
N e sz \1 FROM D. 0.
' rie (232 il
pATE _Z / & " (=
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&
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FROM : A, H. Belmon "Mr. Mohr .+ Holmes
v'} ,&“g“‘; Gandy

o Mr. Conrade§ N
SUBJECT: TECHNICAL AND MICROPHONE Mr. Gale é

SURVEILLANCES Mr. Rosen

(President's memorandum ‘ Mr. Sullivan
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{ }thave been under the strict control of the Degartment of Justlce.\

“"“’”’a

{ reasons for them. Messrs. Reis and ¥Willens @advised that it would
f

i » -
1
. OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10° 20-106 }
L MAY 1987 1 noN . -
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?..e o1 il

UNITED: STATES GOVERN MEN T f\,l = ohr wtlph

5 DeLou"n
Memorandum , :m& i

{ (‘T;ft 4 '-‘.,ﬁf;_.__.__
Mr. iolson DATE: 7/730/65 éﬁi%cgﬁ; 1
' ALL lNFORMATlONCONTAINED 4 i"sﬁf'“m?&——-"’”' : 7]

@

|
&
it Tavel e f o

Mr. Del.oach

of 6/30/65)

e z

e 3 ?-§ {V"

-- On the morning of 7/30/65 Assistant Director DelLddéh and 2

I met with Harold F. Reis of the Attorney General's Office and Howard

Willens of the Criminal Division, with refexence to phe Pr381dent’s £

memorandum of 6/307/65 deallng with technical and microphone /\£1 e
.p=

survelllances° {
e F

The President's memorandum restricts wire taps to

fnational security cases and requires the prioxr approval of the
i At+nrnay General. As the Rureau does clear everv technical surveil -

ilance in advance with the AG, no action is required by us.

® The President's memorandum also states that each agency
should consult with the AG to see that the zgency's practices in
microphone surveillances are in accordance with the law and with a
decent regard for the rights of others. Messrs. Reis and Willens
were advised that the FBI does .clear its microphone surveillances
with the AG and, therefore, the AG is fully eognizant of our practices
and policies., ¢}a.,nwvmv2yru“ L UL S oA e ¥

- - Bt b’ S Vo »
IO B e e 5 M "L‘ﬂ") W . r"\... et ~\*is~f,l\«-n R e O, 1\,;/im‘.z Bonnf, Purmin -iw—c R aat]
) The President's memorandum calls for an:inventory of . N
mechanical and electronic equipment to intexeept telephone conversa-:

tions, and a list of interceptions currently authorized, and the

“*

not be necessary for the Bureau to submit such information to the
Department, inasmuch as all technical surveifllances by the Bureau

'y

=y ‘7“*’{«,,«“ i TR N N st Y a\n'kr'v“- \.w"\._,) Ji--y . " ot ‘, h‘~sn. WA T S U E TPy e
Mr. Reis said- that it woula be newessary for the AG %b\
send a directive around to various agencies wiich use wire taps
giving instructions as to the .form which should be used in clearing:
technical surveiliances with the AG. He asked whether the Bureauw’
could prepare such a directive, and whether t#ie Bureau would be .in a
position to advise the AG whether these requests from other agencies

[lhad merit. I told Mr. Rels that we: would nwit be 1n;a pos1t10n to :g\?v

\kgj ///”/:
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Mr. Tolson - ;
I

fcomment on the merits of any of these requests. In so far as the form
of the requests from other agencies is concerned, I pointed out that
when we request technical survelllances from the AG we put in
sufficient information to Show that the matter concerns internal
security and a paragraph as to the merits of the case, and that the
request £rom the agency should have sufficient information in it

to permit the AG to rule on its merxrits. I told Reis we would give

him samples of our requests so that he could use them in drawing up
instructions to the other agencies.

e et WONIIPRPORE Lt}

In discussing the question as to how the other agencies
would present their requests to the AG, Messrs. Reisfand Willens
were advised that we would be glad to have such requests picked up
£rom the other agencies by our liaison representatives, and delivered
'to the AG's office, and thereafter return the requests, with the
AG's action, via liaison, to the appropriate agencies. Mr. Reis
said that he was insisting that requests from the other agencies

= W B o U I E o S L omn memem e T A wam o vammraide s Laname elam  Adian TRamanm
\.«Umc uua.vu5u (72 ¥ L5 uvy HithAl g e Taadvinapsae YU A W e U whAS ddden & e

would have to come from the office of the Secretary of Defense.

W e

Relative to other agencies consulting with the AG as to
their practices in the use of microphones, Mr. Willens indicated
that he would probably be the one who would discuss this matter
{with other agencies, for the AG.

{

AL A i e Ainitent e P R

ACTION:

’ None., We will furnish to Mr. Reis a couple of samples
of our requests for technical surveillances, after eliminating any
confidential names, et cetera, from them,

P j Wt
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l
{TO . MR. TOLSON ‘
j ) | cc Mr. Belmont
FROM : &. Hy Belmont ﬁy. Sullivan
e r. Gale
¢
ALLIN

- susjecT: TECHNICAL AND MICROPHONEHEREgﬁR{?giﬁggg%gyNED v A
SURVEILLANCES @ﬁﬁ&i. 3 9

I accompanied the Director to the Attorney General's office
at 5 p.m,, on 5/6/65 to discuss the use of technical and wicrophone
surveillances by the Bureau in our work,

The AG advised that he was not concerned about the use of
these technigues in security work, apparently on the Hasis that the
need for such techniques in this field was apparent to everyone. He
said he was in agreement with the Director's position that all
technical surveillances by all government departments and agencies
should come through the AG for approval, in order that a strong control
could be maintained. He indicated ke had talked to Secretary McNamara
who said the military were noi using wire Lapb, aud ww DLTECTor wolonl
of CIA, who indicated CIA had only had one wire tap, which the FBI

i knew about (this was 'in a leak case involving a newspaperman in
. Northern Virginia, which we declined to handle), The AG thought it
g \would be desirable for other agencies and departments to arrange
with the FBI to place wire taps for them, when necessary, thus
insuring central control and handling.

We advised the AG that this was not desirable; that we had
found, as a matter of practice, that the only way you could keep these -
matters secret was to keep them within the FBI, and that we would not
admit to anyone that we actually had wire taps on specific persons —~
or organizations, even though we cleared technical surveillances in -
advance with the State Department when they related to foreign {
establishments. It was pointed out that the only one in the Depart-
ment of Justice who knows of the wire taps and microphones we have
is the AG himself, as such information does not go out of the AG's
office, and while persons could guess, as a result of information that
we disseminate, they could not make a positive statement., We reiterated
that we would not want to hanqlé wire taps for sonme other agency.

The AG expressed concern about microphone coverage of
hoodlums in criminal work. He said he was not concerned about
recording devices carried on the persons of our informants, or in
automobiles, or the rooms of informants, nor was he concerned about
legal microphones. He was concerned about the poss1b111ty that the

- DES

AHB:CSH (4)
N(ATIONAL SECURITY INFORMJ‘.&‘%&ON CONTINUED - OVER

o\ Unauthorized Disclosure ‘?‘\g‘, s
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Mx, Tolson . \ e

'
i i
. b l

Department and the Bureau would be embarrassed by attorneys, such as
Edward Bennett Williams, raising the issue of: microphones in court,
e such as in the Las Vegas case, i .

We pointed out thdt the Las Vegas matter arose as a result
of a leak, and we are not disseminating information from our micro-
phones,; as such, any more to safeguard against such a leak; further,
Williams'attempt to utilize the Las Vegas microphones in the Alderisio
case in Denver backfired on Williams, and Williams has instructed that
t?e iuit against the telephone company in Las Vegas be dropped as of
5/14/65.

It was pointed out that La Cosa Nostra is asgpowerful group
which spearheads organized crime in this country. It has immense
power through corruption, money, influence in political and law
enforcement circles, and wields power over its membership and asso-
ciates through fear; that it constitutes a menace to the welfare of

the country because of its power and influence, and has been surrounded
hyr an anwve Af 1n171nn1h111+v Wo have wao'nr'l an allennt attark on this

~g ———— R -~

group, using any and all means to destroy it and break down its
influence and alleged invulnerability. In this attack our microphones
have been invaluable in that they have provided intelligence informa-
tion as to the identity of members of La Cosa Nostra, the areas of
their influence, and their organization and activities., Knowledge
rernits us to plan our attack and to probe vulnerable spots; also to
disrupt and harass the group and pass information along to trusted
local and state officials, who can act on it. Above all, this
IEnowledge assists us in developing live informants., Originally we

. were told we could not develop informants in La Cosa Nostra, but we
have developed 8 and will develop more. Any case for prosecution
will be based on live informants or evidence not £lowing from micro-
ﬁphones; therefore, these cases will not be '"tainted" and the government
should be able to forestall any demand for information on these
techniques in court by stating the case rests on evidence which in

no way flowed from tainted sources.

o0
s’ eian

The AG was advised that unless he wants to cut down on the
attack on organized crime, these microphones are necessary. The AG
inquired whether trespass was involved and the extent to which the
telephone companies had knowledge of our microphones. He was told
éthat trespass is involved in about 95% of the cases, and that we

seek to keep the telephone company in ignorance by merely leasing
lines without telling the phone:company what they are for.

-

- P
CONTINUED - OVER
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Mr. Tolson A l
i

The AG said, after the discussion, that he would go ahead
and initial the memoranda we had sent to him,” and would like us to
send through the additicnal,.,memoranda showing the continuance of these
microphones. He said he would rather know about these things, and
"back the Bureau in its use of these techniques, than be in 1gnorance

yof what was going on.

The AG advised that President Johnson had told him that he

{ did not want technical surveillances used, and the President asked

for a list of technical surveillances on embassies, It was agreed
"that the Director and the AG would talk to the President, and the
' Director would have a list of the embassy technical stirveillances
in his pocket, but no list would be left at the White House, The
iValue of the 1nte111gence information funnelled to the White House
*and the State Department and other agencies was pointed out to the

1AG, and we have prepared examples of these items for the Director to
use in his discussion with the President. We have also prepared the
Jlist of technicals on empassies.

v
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SEBIECT SENATL‘ SUBCOMMITTEE’ON
ADMINISTRATIVE PRACTICE AND
PROCEDURE (LONG COM\/IITTEE)

. Teie. Room
FROM : R.) Lo Mlllerm\ SETBEE gy CLfSBSJ(%@_’ .U N B ~ s '
“%'—— /gk A

Reference is made to my memorandum to you dated July 21, 1965, captioned
as above which furnished information in Ffesponse to the Director's questions
concerning portions of Treasury Depar ment testimony before the Long Committee.

N * ‘
Regarding refresher training of sound-trained Agents in connection with
4 regular In-Service, the Director noted "It must be stopped.” Accordingly,
i arrangements have been made with the Administrative Division and Training
Division for immediate discontinuance of this refresher training,’

In connection with a reference by an Internal Revenue Agent to a tape recorder’
. built in a brief case and the explanation that Bureau has some small recorders that
may be iransported in a brief case, the Director noted, 'None is to be used without
¢ specific approval by Tolson., No ‘more are to be acquired, " This type of equipment
' § already requires prior Bureau approval for its use and the prior authorization
¢ § will in the future be obtained by interested Divisions from Myr. Tolson.: Director?’s
, instruction with reference to not acquiring additional small recorders is noted and
;no further recommendations for acquisition of equipment of this type will be submiited,

PP VUUSR VAR

Relative to the infrared night viewing devices used by the Bureau to assist
E in physically surveilling a darkened area,.the Director noted, "No more are to'be
: acquired.. Tolson must approve the use. " Instruction relative-to approval procedure
§1S included in attached proposed SAC Letter.; The Director?s instruction with
'xreferencegto not acquiring additional infrared night viewing devices is noted and no
ifurther recommendatlons for acqms.1t1on of additional umits will be submltted.'
{

NATT@NAL SECURITY INFORMA’;ION

{

1 Mr. Belmontf
1= Mr,: Mohr .-“ .

'\ Unauthgrizdd- Disclosure 2
% I\M/I;'. giéﬁgjn . -'_'i"> /\{V ; ‘Subjec Crlmmal Sancﬁcm’\’ et O
1 -« Mr,: Gale ‘ T DITEY f} , ; ”0 AUG g,o 1955 ; |
1 - Mr.i DeLoach S‘R Alm:* Vit.: (4 - AP LT S
s et L?’ 27 5 RS e //” VT
1 - Mr. Sullivan “,_W,,..,.u,.m... ‘)’ %
17 il Conrad .4»' g pONTINUED OVER NOT ‘RF‘CORDED

1~ Mr, Millen  Enc.,”
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* Memo Millen tb Conrad
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Ret SENATE SUBCOMMITTEE ON
ADMINISTRATIVE PRACTICE AND
PROCEDURE (LONG COMMITTEE)

In regard to the memorandum coveing these items, Mr,’ Tolson noted
“Does the field get S of G approval for use of this technical equipment ?" and the
Director added "I would like fo know.: Any uses of the above devices must first
be approved by Tolson, !

- In response to the Director’s inquiry, coordination with other Divisions
at the Seat of Government reveals “that Seat of Government approval for each

¢ individual use ofthe night viewing devices and X~ray mirrors hasnot been

specifically required in the past; however, prior Seat of Government authorization

has been required for use of the small recorders. In the future, all such
authorization will be obtained by the interested Divisions from Mr,' Tolson,:

3 The attached proposed SAC Letter includes specﬁlc instructions that each
findividual use of these and rolated devices must be approved by the Seat ot
}Government in advance of the use,!

RECOIV'MENDATION'

That attached SAC Ietter be approved for distribution to the field!
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SUBJECT POLYGRAPH MATTERS = v..m, 2o

o e g aeme APy

,,...,....,

The Director instructed me to look into our use of the polygraph to determine
whether administrative controls are adequate. Purpose of this memo;'andum is to
reflect results of my inquiries. - ; '

' I have made a detailed review of our controls and have discussed all phases with
personnel involved. Briefly, all requests of the field to use the polygraph must be
approved by the appropriate Assistant Director, the Assistant to the Director and in
every instance final approval must be made by Mr. Tolson.

Current control procedures were initiated and placed into effect by the Director,
and are much tighter than before as indicated by the comparison set out below.

Use of the Polygraph by Number of Cases Number of

Calendar Year . In Which Polygraph Persons Examined
Was Used

Calendar year 1963 943 2021 ey

Calendar year 1964 521 885 7

Calendar year 1965 (thus far) ' 95 - 158

A further illustration of the effectiveness of current controls are the figures set

som—

out below showing the use of the polygraph during the first 6 months of calendar year 196:

Polygraph Use Month by Month' _ Number of Cases - Number of Exams
January, 1965 '

February, 1965 - . @50 5&7 A=y 1B g39

March, 1965 | B i s

April, 1965 12 17 [
May, 1965 10 e paug 5 oees 12 ek
June, 1965 _ 2 2 3%

| i — O
Also illustrative of the tightness of the controls at the present time is the
tabulation set out below showing total requests by month for the past six mon‘chs the

5&&@5‘ hr}é»gﬁgi’g&ﬂﬁﬁg o PAYE 3‘(]/‘*“‘”"’“”

HW

number of requests granted and the percentage of requests oranted
3 This document,zs ”

pored in response
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1 - Mr, Conrad b out;}?é Your Wommittee. Its use is lzmth d 15 not for dissemi-

" youriCoémmitics “W B BT oo ed to offwzal 7'0666 7
ma
‘\(" oL without' the exprgss approval OJZJ tqizc(e’zt I?’eBId SRR éqggﬁgzb-




Memorandum to Mr. Tolson
Re: Polygraph Matters

Total Requests

Requests Granted

/
...——-—«-——-ﬁn‘!'ﬁ"

Number Percentage
\ January, 1965 51 33 65%
February, 1965 79 17 - 22%
March, 1965 52 15 29%
April, 1965 33 11 33%
May, 1965 . 25 6 24%
June, 1965 16 3 19%

(NOTE: Slight differencesin this and the preceding chart
are due to the fact that some examinations performed
were requested and approved during the previous month, )

The above indicates that not only are the actual number of requests made by .
the field decreasing sharply but also the percentage of approvals, i.e, from 65% in |
January, 1965, to 19% in June, 1965. Many of the denials are made by the Assistant :
Directors and by Mr., Belmont which indicates the requests are being carefully
screened prior to being referred to Mr. Tolson for consideration.

CBSERVATIONS

held to the minimum and further that our administrative controls are completely

In the light of the above, I am convinced that our use of the polygraph is being
Ldequate to insure that there are no excesses.,

RE COMMENDATION

None, Informative.

1}
T r’W’mv’Tj:r}”sZ "
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Memorandum ROUT

"
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'UONCONTNRFW _ g
TO MR. BEMiG%%%‘&?QSQCLASSHED EXCzt! DATE: 9/30/ 6? A ff,:”’
WHERE SHOWN OTHERW‘S Mr. Belmont ~ MNr., /C:gnrad
rrRoM : W. C. Sulllvag&\,w Mr. Mohr Mr, Felt :
Mr. Casper Mr, Suliivan 71
i . Mr. Rosen Mr, Baumgardner- e |
SUBJECT: SPECIAL INVESTIGATIVE Mr. Gale Mr, Donohue S
e T?CHJIQUES Awﬁm,:w“”ﬂwf’“,
It P M:wt5

- In the attached memorandum you recommended that we prepare
for the Director's approval our suggested use of special investigative
techniques., In the use of these various techniques, we intend to be
most circumspect and cautious and there is set forth below the policy
we propose to follow in connection with th ‘r %s
Fa Class. &
TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCES Reason-FCI
s S . Date of Rev 3

Ai1 wiretaps presently in operation have been approved by
the Attorney General and are being used in connection with security
cases, We will continue to obtain the Attorney General's written

Aunthamiontian fan annh nem wirsten Wa will hAald +thace +n a minimmm

WT e W m— S tn Tm e WY W e e o ~ e m- - o

and will carefully evaluate each one to insure that it is absolutely
necessary. For example, we will consider wiretaps whexe situatiocns
develop making it imperative for us to obtain intelligence data H
through technical coverage, such as in connection with the dispute ¢
between India and Pakistan. This is the type of surveillance &

H

{

225X

DECLASSIFY 0

recommended by the President's Forelgp~lnte111gence Advisory Boaru
and approved by the President. ey 09

-

d D'iscélésw'e.
Criminal Sanctiong

MICROPHONE SURVEILLANCES

RECSH (/- 7. DEE o

Following the Attorney General‘s suggestlon on July 12, 1963,
we deactivated all our microphone surveillances. Inasmuch as. Lhe
%Attorney General has now expressed the opinion that it is desirable
to use such techniques in the gathering of intelligence in the nationz]
security field, we will reactivate these surveillances, Since they
were only deactivated and were not removed, we suggest it will not be
necessary to secure the Attorney General's approval to reactivate tham
but at the end of six months we will send the usual continuation
memorandum to the AG, putting him on notice that they are operating
and the results obtain warrant their continuance, Before, e reactivatg
any mlcrophone we will carefully evaluate each Ghe in 2 memerandum for
the Dixector!s approval,

g 8 NOVIAS 1985 ~
Requests for new microphone surveillances will be Qresenteo
Attorney General for his approval as in The past aBTwill be
onfined solely to cases involving national security.

- F¥JIB/aab/csh (11}, ], -’/,,xf"* ﬂ*’ CONTINUED - OVER -\ / -~

i a1 ARV EA
@E% T o i \ {
£ af . A
U /5: J }x

)ﬁ

Unautho
Subject

TIUNAL SECU

Na,

LA

o .a‘f

-v"

“’.

E3

et
.:"I,.r [

.

A
: £ Y
‘ ’ H/?-‘ . 1,;,. 2
: r . 3T el
Ay D N 4,? A b#" .;f[{, ] _‘
’ X ks t,
Wazgagﬁaﬁ Pag’e"ﬂz:’z 7

N e

x.




~__ ; @ 'E
Memorandum to Mr. Belmont ﬂ\kg (L™

SPECIAL INVESTIGATIVE TECHNIQUES

%)

ENAGRAM AND [ANONYMOUS SOURCE PROGRAMS

Egég Anagram Program, which is the surreptitious entry into

foreign es lishments “to obtain codes and highly confidential material.
in the past has produced material of inestimable value_to_the National
Security.-Agency in its efforts to break into communications channels
of foreign countries.] In line with other special investigative ((S)

. techniques, we digcontinued this program. We feel that we should

b resume this operation, but only with the personal assurance of the

Bureau_: auxggx;jy is obtained in each case. Likewise, we will give

consideration-to similar requests in other highly important Bureau
cases where the intelligence to be gained warrants the -use of this

X@@;g COVERS

{

i

unusual situations and on a, 11m1j§gwba51s.( We will only utilize this
technlque when it is absolutely necessary, and 1nrgach instance we

E We have no intention of using mail covers._except _in . .highly

used, we will maintain close supervision to insure the results are
productive and essential and will immediately discontinue the mail
cover when no longer justified. (

V‘iRASH COVERS

We have no trash covers in operation at the present time.
As in the case of other special techniques, we will consider the .use
of_trash covers only where necessary_and on .a 11m1ted basis., Each
request from the field will be carefully analyzed and will only be
recommended for _the Director's approval where it is felt the technique

only as long as it is necgssary and productive.

\/POLYGRAPH

»

- the Attorney General observed in his memorandum of September 27, 1965,
that polygraph tests are legal and frequently useful, and said he saw
no reason why we should not continue judicious use of this technigue,
It has.been most effective in breaking certain cases, such as embezzle-
ment cases, where only two or three suspects had access to the money,

i 2 -

S ﬁREW CONTINUED - OVER
'v"m !

Special Agent in Charge or Assistant Special Agent in Charge of the offi
involved that full security is assured, We will makeﬂcertaln that prio ¥

technique. None will be authorized_without_ Mr. Tolson!s approval. 7

will obtain the approval of the Director prior to its use. Whenever

is absolutely essential. We will make certain that the cover continues

We_have discontinued the.use_of the polygraph. However, ssmes

i

¥
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Memorandun to Mr. Belmont ’ SE@%ET

SPECIAL. INVESTIGATIVE TECHNIQUES v !

We will resume our selective use of the polygzraph. Tach request
from the field will be given most careful scrutiny. Where we - §
feel the polygraph is éssential to an investigation, a memorandum il

ill be prepare? for Mr, Tolson requesting his approval for its use.

\2\\_—
| PORTABLE HICROPHONES ANDIRECORDERS
s e AP o etV o T S

These techniques are only used sparingly and the Attorney
General has stated that where the use of these devices is necessary
and appropriate and do not involve trespass or guestions of legality,
the Bureau should continue to use them without authorjzation from
him, Accoxrdingly, in those cases where the use of this equipment
‘ is fully warranted, we will carefully considex each request from
‘ the fields Where the facts fully justify the use of these devices,
ve. Will prepare an appropriate memorandum for approval,. =

\EANEL TRUCK USEDVEOR SURVEILLANCES

TR sIIRG e wma .- - - —

< Special*surveillance trucks are a legal investlgative ald
i which have been used~on—~a~limited basis with excellent results at

, the discretion of the Special Agent in Charge. We plan where

1 (V-'warranted to continue use of this technique at the discretion of

fi ; the Special Agent in Charge with the following one exception to

insure tight control of its use: When a Field Oifice proposes to

se thils technigque in connection with a photographic surveillance of
a.group meeting, it will be necessary_for the Field to secure prior
Bureau approval, In each instance where such = request is received,
a mémorandum will be submitted for approval.

}(ﬁONCEﬂLED CAMERAS ( )
\

Upon authority of the Special Agent in Charge, concealed f
cameras will be utilized to obtain photographs of individual subjects
in individual cases. The field is under instramction that this technigus
should be utilized only in those instances in which photographs of known
subjects are not obtainable through .ordinary sources. Where it is

! desired to use this technique to photograph mass groups, prior Bureau
authority must be obtained, except in civil rights demonstrations when
the type of equipment is left to the discretiom of the Special Agent in
Charge who will be held accountable for exercising sound judgment in each
instance. It is recommended there be no change in the present policy.

SECRET

CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. Belmont . | t{ !

SPECIAL INVESTIGATIVE TECHNIQUES

L
¢ !

INCOME TAX INFORMATION

We have in the pgst been able to obtain from the Internal
Revenue Service, on a highly confidential basis, information from
income tax records of considerable value in our investigations.
This practig¢e was recently discontinued. In view of the Attorney
General's observations that this type of information can and should
be obtained from the Internal Revenue Service, we will resume
obtaining it, but will present the facts in each case_to_ the Dlrector
for his, approvalﬂbefore doing so.

, L\O RECOMMENDATION : ' *
; _ If. you approve, we will carry out these procedures in line
‘ with the policy outlined above. U

[ TS PR R
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By letter dated 9/27/65 the Attorney GHHERES erlled to
Bureau letter of 9/14/65 in which we pointed out that, in line with
the wishes of the AG and the concern of the President, the FBI has
severely restricted and, in many instances, eliminated the use of
special investigative techniques, .
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: In his letter the AG says he is completely in agreement that
undue limitation on special investigative techniques will make far

organized crime activities and, therefore, he sets forth his thoughts
and guidelines on these problems, He refers to the hue and.cry raisez
hacange of iniudicious use of these techniques by other agencies, butl T
states that the use of such technigques in proper circumstantces .is not:
illegal and in his judgment is appropriate and necessary. Therefore,
he does not think it necessary for the Bureau to drastically limiti the
use of such techniques and he will be happy to take full responsibilitj
for their use under the guidelines he provided, namely
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(1) Mail covers, trash covers, and polygraph tests are legal and
frequently useful investigative methods. The AG sees no reason why
their judicious use should not be continuedwhere the Bureau considers
it appropriate. Similarly, information can and should be continued
to be obtained from the Internal Revenue Service files, in accordanc
with existing safeguards and limitations. ,, La>
(2) The AG believes the Bureau should continue to use/;ortablp i @ég
microphones ornggrtable recorders where their use does‘not“lnvolve »
Trespass or questions of admigsibility of evidence, or legality., He
believes these technlques should be used "without further authoriza-
tion from me.
OBSERVATION: . /é§
In both category 1 and categggy 2 the AG is listing those
techniques which do not involve treepass or illegality. Presumably
in this same category would be such techniques as the use of two-wzy
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; mirrors_onSsuxveillance trucks, fthe use oficoncealed cameras to take
' }photographs, and the use o%KPight-view@gg devi¢es, e

(3) The AG then comments on wiretaps and microphones involving
trespass which *‘present more difficult problems because of the
inadmissibility of any evidence cobtained in court cases and because
of current judicial and public attitudes regarding their use." He
understands that such devices will not be used without his authoriza-~
tion. He states that wiretaps and microphones should be confined to
national security matters; that he will continue to approve all such
requests in the future, as he has in the past, and he sees no need

to curtail any such activities in the national security field. He
recognizes the value of these techniques in the investigation

\sof organized crime, but feels "in the light of the present atmosphers™
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that efforts in the immediate future should be confid%d to national
security.

(@

: The AG says he will be happy to discuss the matter personally
with the Director, if desired. ' @

UBSEKVATION: -

In this letter to us the AG is differentiating between two oxm
types of special investigative techniques, (1) those involving

no trespass or question of legality, in which cases he authorizes

: their use without further reference to him; and (2) those which do
§ "} linvolve trespass or a question of legality, in which cases he authorizeg
their use in national security matters, subject in each case:to his

1 authorization, He says he will continue to approve requests of this
! nature.
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The AG apparently feels that he is on solid ground in
approving microphones and wiretaps in natiopal security cases, but
jhe is fearful of the Long Committee and attorneys such as Edward Bennexzi
Williams with reference to the use of microphones in the organized
“i crime field., His limitation as to the field of organized crime is
couched in terms *in the light of the present atmosphere I believe
 that efforts in the immediate future' should be confined to national
: security. Therefore, this issue can be reopened when conditions
1are more favorable, “

The AG does not ccver in his reply the use of wiretaps in
kidnapings and cases involving jeopardy of human life., If such a
case comes up I think we can handle this by contacting the AG at that
time, rather than raising the issue now, ’

> SEGRET
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f;advantageous to the Bureau if we could have the Board carry through
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The net effect of this letter from the AG is that he says
go ahead and use all of these investigative techniques judicionsly, zs
the Bureau has in the past; however, restrict the use of wiretaps and
microphones involving trespass to national security cases, and clear
each with him as in the past. This has the effect of putting the AG
on record, in writing, that he recommends the use of these technigues
and stands back of their use, It would seem, therefore, that we
should use them, on a restrained, judicious basis, )

As previously noted, the Presidentf®s Foreign Intelligence
Advisory Board has this matter under study. While the AG's letter
of 9/27/65 has removed scme of the restrictions which are of greatest
concern to the Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board, such as the
restriction on microphones in security cases, it would be highly

its concern to the President. The Board could advise the President
of the extreme value of the intelligence produced by the Bureau in
+ha nagt and +he’ fart that, bhecanse of the atmosvhere created bv the
Long Committee and the Gallagher Committee, and the concern of the AG,
our coverage was drastically cut down; that the AG has now removed -
these restrictions in the national security field; however, it is
imperative that the FBI be given backing in its intelligence~-gathering |

efforts. Q’@)

I think this is highly important, not only because we must
have, and are entitled to, White House backing in this field, but
tiécause our efforts go beyond those matters taken up with the AG; -

for example, our Anagram program, which is the surreptitious entry
nto foreign establishments to secure codes, et cetera. We have held
up on this program recently, and yet it is of inestimable value to
the National Security Agency in its efforts to break into communica-
tions channels of foreign countries, This, in turn, provides the
highest type of intelligence to our government. I do not think we
should mention any such program as the Anagram program to the A(a(s)

RECOMMENDATIONS:

1., At this point I see no reason for the Director to
personally discuss these matters further with the AG. The AG is on
record in writing and further discussion may obscure the commitment

he has made. SE@RE‘E
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2. If the Director appreves, I think we should adv1se Coyne
of the President's Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board, of the essence
of the AG's reply to our letiter. Goyne and Dr, Baker were advised

lthat we had written to the AG, but they were not furnished the details

5

of our letter. As the AG has removed his restrictions, in the national
security field, we should advise Coyne, and at the same time encourage
him to follow through to stress the value of our coverage to the

3. As to our use of special investigative techniques, based
on the AG's letter of 9/27/60, we should approach such use with caution
and restraint, bearing in mind that we are still faced with the antics
of the Long Commlttee and the public atmosphere of oppesition to

1 invasion of privacy. Therefore, we will present for the Director's
approval suggestions as to where we g0 Irom mere iu the use ui TLISS
techniques. Essentially, we would keep a tight rein on the use of
special investigative techniques, with each case resting on its own’

merits.
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ADDENDUM BY MR, TOLSON:

The AG has approved everything
except microphones in the organized
crime field,
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A copy of the Attorney General’s newly formulated
rules, directed to heads of executive departments and agencies,
for - use of wiretapging and other electronic surveillance has
been reviewed in coordination with the General Investigative,
Domestic Intelligence and Laboratory Divisions, aavy

Investigations directly related to the protection
of national security are specifically exempted from these
rules, with existing procedures continuing in force,

é ‘

} ’ Rules prohibit all wiretagﬁng except where consent.
of one party has been obtained, in which case, agency head3
advance approval is required for such 1ntercept10n,
% 7 T
(o=l o0~ 212281
; Use of microphones and othér” electronic surveillance
devices involving trespass into a constitutionally protected
area is prohibited and note made that there is support for
view that any electronic eavesdropping in constitutionally
protected area is violation of Fourih Amendment, even though
 ne trespass has occurred., Even when no invasion of
fconstitutionally protected area has occurred, rules observe
that surreptitious electronic surveililance involving intrusion
into privileged relationship {attorney-cliient, ‘et cetera) may
violate First, Fifth and Sixth Amendments, Use of such
devices 1nvolv1ng v;alatlon of the Constituticen or a statute
is prohibited, "« ... . / “3
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Legal use of eaeci:bi c sv3961w&ance devzcesg not
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in such cases, advince writteu approval of Attorney General
must be obtained icr use, unless in emergency watters, in
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Memorandum to Mr. Del.ocach

Re: Department®s Rules Regarding Use
of Wiretapping and Other Electronic
Surveillance by the Executive Branch

Where such devices are used in accordance with rules,
tapes and other records are to be preserved, specially classified,
filed and safeguarded and wmade available to agency personnel
only where "essential to Government operations.," Record to be
maintained of identity of each individual to whom such material
is made available,

Rules provide for limitation on procurement of such
devices, in addition to provisions for storage in limited
number of locations and maintenance of inventories,

Agency head is to submit report to Attorney General
each July 1 (beginning July 1, 1968) regarding all use of such
devices, and brief summary of results obtained, duxring previous
year, with inventory of equipment in possession of the agency.

ACTION: (1) Attached for approval is an airtel to Albany and
all other offices, enclosing a copy of the above~discussed Depart-
mental rules and including a restatement of Bureau policy that
Bureau approval .is still to be obtained before any usSe is made of
any eleectronic surveillance equipment.

(2) A copy of the rules is attached for review by the
Laboratory Division in order that the Laboratory can setup
procedures regarding maintenance of equipment and inventory
requirements in keeping with the provisions of the rules,

(83) A copy of the rules is attached for the Files and
Communic ations Division for review and compliance with the
provisions regarding preservation and filing tapes and other
record material, special classification of such material, and
maintenance of such records to limit access to authorized personnel
only, in addition to recording identity of those to whom such
Lmaterlal has been made available, as prov;dnd for in the rules,

_ (4) Tollowing their reviews of the rules, the Laboratory
and Files and Communications Divigion should issue any instructions
to the field necessary as a result of the establishment of any '/qu
procedure deemed necessary by those divisions, < 27 A
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Memorandum to Mr, DeLoach

Re: Department®s Rules Regarding Use
of Wiretamwing and Other Electronic
Surveillance by the Executive Branch

DETAILS:

We have received a copy of the Attorney Generalts
newly formulated rules for the use of wiretap..ng and other
electronic surveillance devices, which rules have been for-
warded by memorandum to the heads of executive departments and
agencies, The Attorney General notes that these rules are
consistent with the Supreme Court®s decision in Berger V.,

New York, in which the Court ruled New York'®s law allowing
electronic eavesdropping under court order unconstitutional,
;!Specific note is also made that investigations directly related

to the protection of the national security are specifically
rexempted from these rules, with existing procedures continuing
fln force 1n that area,

The rules prohibit all wiretaming except where the
consent of one party has been obtained., In such a case, each
agency is to adopt procedures to provide for advance approval
by the agency head for such an interception,.

With regard to microphones and other electronic surveil-
lance devices not involving a wiretap, the rules prohibit the
use of such devices when accomplished by trespass into a
constitutionally protected area, including dtuations involving
"installation by penetration into a common wall, Note is made
that there is support for the view that any electronic eavesdropping
in a constitutionally protected area is a violation of the
Fourth Amendment, even though accomplished without physical
trespass Or entry.

. The rules also statedthat even where no invasion of
a constitutionally protected area has occurred; surreptitious
electronic surveillance involving intrusion into a privileged
relationship (at+orney~c11ent et cetera) may violate rights
provided for by the First, Flith and Sixth Amendments, This
is folliowed up by a statement that the:use of such devices by
Federal personnel to overhear or record nontelephone conver-
sations involving a violation of the Constitution or a
statute 1s prohibited,

In noting that certain uses of electronic devices
are-legal, the rules cite Lopez V. United States and Osborn

V. United States, where the use of recording devices was held

55230 DocId:32989655 Page 42
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Memorandum to Mr, Deloach

Re: Department®s Rules Regarding Use
of Wiretapping and Other Electronic
Surveillance by the Executive Branch

to be legal if the consent of a party to the conversation had
been obtained (body recorders and similar situations),

In order to limit the legal use of electronic surveil-
lances, the rules provide that the advance written approval of
the Attorney General for any use of electronic or mechanical
devices to overhear nontelephone conversations without the con-
sent of all parties must be obtained., Such requests for advance
Attorney General approval must be submitted in writing by the
head of the requesting agency and shall contain justification
for the proposed use; type oi equipment to be used; identity of
person involved; proposed location; duration of proposed use,
and manner and method of installation,

.In emergency situations, the agency head may authorize
the use of such devices to overhear or record nontelephone con-
versations without the consent of all parties provided that,
within 24 hours, the above-mentioned written requirements are
submitted to the Attorney General together with an explanation
why the situation qualified as an emergency.

Where Attorney General approval has been granted, and
such devices are used within the scope of these rules, the
responsible agent or agents shall, where technically feasible,
record the conversations by means of a permanent tape or record,
Such tapes oxr records shall be preserved and a written report
setting forth the actual use is to be submitted to the agency
involved., Such reports, tapes, logs, transcripts, summary
memoranda and similar material shall be specially classified,
filed and safeguarded, and shall not be made available to
agency personnel or others except where 'essential to Government
operations.” A record is to be maintained concerning each person
to whom such information or material has been made available.

Yurther provisions are made to insure that each agency
head will be responsible for limiting the procurement of devices
primarily designed to be used surreptitiously to overhear or
record conversations to the minimum necessary for use consistent
with these rules., In addition, such devices are to be stored
in a limited number -of locations to insure effective administrativg
control,

H¥ 55230 DocId:32989655 Page 43
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Memorandum to Mr, DelLoach

Re: Department’s Rules Regarding Use
of Wiretapping and Other Electronic
Surveillance by the Executive Branch

An inventory is to be maintained of all such equip~
ment where stored, including record of dates used, to whon
assigned, and when returned, Such records are to be maintained
for six years,

The rules then require that each agency head shall

" submit to the Attorney General on July 1 of each year a report
0of all uses of such equipment during the previous year in

accordance with provisions enumerated in these rules, together
with a brief description of the results obtained and a complete
inventory of such devices in possession of the agency.

Mr, Nathaniel E. Kossack, Criminal Division, has
advised that the first July 1 report will be required on
July 1, 1968, and no response is expected regarding this past
year,

The rules are concluded by specific exemption of
investigations directly related to the protection of the
national security from the provisions set forth, which matters
are to continue undexr existing restrictions now in force.

Included in these rules is general proviso that
any question about the propriety or legality of the proposed
use of electronic surveillance devices should be referred to
the Department, Therefore, if such a question arises in the
future in connection with FBI investigations, each should
be handled individually in the case in which it arises.

Inasmuch as these rules embody the Departmentts
current policy on all wiretapmng and electironic surveillance,
it is believed that each office should be furnished a copy of
these rules together with a restatement of Bureau policy that
in all cases the Bureau®s approval is to be obtained before any
use 1is made of any electronic surveillance equipment, regardles.

- of whether such use has been declared legal by the courts,

This matter was coordinated with the General Investi-
gative, Domestic Intelligence and Laboratory Divisions.
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Enclosed for each office is a copy of the Attorney
Generalts memorandum to heads of executive depariments and ’
agencies dated 6/16/67 and his letter of 6/22/67, which set’™ L
forth the Deparitment?s rules regarding all wiretapping and ~
age of other electronic suxveillance technigues by the
Executive Branch., VWhile these rules make no substantial -
chanme in our operations, which have always been subject to
sirincent restrictions, they should be careruliy reviewed
10 insure that ouxr investigative operations are in strict
compliance with these regulations,
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You avxe reminded that Bureau poliecy reauires that
Bureau approval is Tto be obtained before z2ny use is made of
any typs of electronic surveillance equipment, regardless
' of whether such use has veen declared legal by the couris,
This policy continues in force and there arve to be absoluteiy
no deparitures from this requirement of advance Bureau:appréval.

- \}

: ¥ou will be advised separately regarding procedures
=1 ¢G be Iollowed in connection with the maintenance of such
eguipucnt and the record-=keeping procedures to be followed

in comolying with these rulsse
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. and no new procedures need be established to comply with
Department's instructions
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Memorandum J. H. Gale to Mr. DeLoach, 6/28/67 sun{maﬁ&é’ed
Department's rules for use of technical equlpment and recgmmended
that Laboratory and Files and Communications Division set’ up
any procedures necessary for compliance with the Department's
ingtructions concerning the preservation of logs, tapes, etc.,
and the maintenance of inventory records. Mr. Tavel's memorandum
to Mr. Mohr, 7/17/67, advised the Attorney General of our present
record-keeping procedures and our interpretation of his instructions,
The procedures recommended herein concerning inventory records
are in keeping with the procedures and interpretation set forth
in Mr, Tavel's memorandum. Section III of Departmental memorandum
exempts equipment used in national security matters, There is i
currently in the field only that technical equipment authorized 7 -
for use in national security matters. This equipment is afforded
strict control in accordance with long-standing Bureau policies

.
[

/

a8

- T;T Technical equipment maintained at SOG is suitable for
use in either security or nonsecurity matters; however, Departmental
rules all but eliminate any nonsecurity use of this equipment.
Accordingly, no reason to include any edquipment in categoxry
requiring yearly reporting to the Attorney General until such
equipment is actually used in a nonsecurity matter, At such
time as technical equipment is authorized for nonsecurity use,
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- Memorandum to Mr. Conrad
Re: DEPARTMENT'S RULES REGARDING USE OF WIRETAPPING AND OTHER
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE BY THE EXECUTIVE BRANCH

division handling authorization should advise Laboratory and
\Administrative Divisions. Necessary equipment will be provided
/<. |from SOG stock and Laboratory will advise field and Administrative
Division of the appropriate identification data for inventory
e purposes. Eguipment will be returned to SOG at termination of
“Cese” lauthorized use.. The Administrative Division should set up a
7;4%, separate subsection in the inventory file, in which to maintain
v for a period of six years, the inventory cards containing the
4¥%qg; record of movement and use of technical equipment used in non-
;&q ‘%p«sggurlty 1nvest1gat10ns.

/ ﬂv_—:, ‘," s .,«a )
Ao L, tt s R“‘COMMENZDATIONS -

(‘ﬁ"-.“"y’ g
/QC/Mag:" 1. That no change be made in current procedures

“2ci.. utilized to control the use of technical equipment in national
40/ security matters,

S
2, That the following procedures be established to
insure compliance with Department's rules in use of technical
equipment in nonsecurity matters:
a, That the division handling any technical equipment
authorization advise the Laboratory and Admlnlstratlve
Divisions of any such authorization.
b, That the necessary equipﬁent be supplied from SCG
and that Laboratory provide the field and the
Administrative Division with the appropriate
equipment identification data.
WA —rese’ C.p} That ihe Administrative;Division set up a special
subsection in the inventory records in which to
M ie """‘f"f’i/w..ﬂ’,a,,{,,“ 2

i maintain for six years the inventory cards
/‘W“**/”m*‘ N containing the record of movement for technical "
Q@M.&fev%v# afi equlpment used in nonsecurity cases. - - d&ﬁ/ .
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Memorandum to Mr. Conrad
Re: DEPARTMENT'S RULES REGARDING USE OF WIRETAPPING AND OTHER
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE BY THE EXECUTIVE BRANCH

DETAILS:

Memorandum J., H, Gale to Mr, DeLoach, dated June 28,
1967, summarized the Attorney General's newly formulated rules
for the use of wiretapping and other electronic surveillance
devices, The memorandum recommended that Laboratory and Files
and Communications Divisions set up any procedures necessary
for compliance with the Department's instructions concerning
the preservation of logs, tapes, etc., and the maintenance of
inventory records., Mr. Tavel's memorandum to Mr. Mohr, 7/17/67,
advised the Attorney General of our present record-keeping
procedures and our interpretation of his instructions. The
procedures recommended herein concerning inventory records
are in keeping with the procedures and interpretation set forth
in Mr. Tavel's memorandum.

Basically, the Attorney General's instructions require
that records be maintained in the field and at headquarters for
a period of six years identifying each item of technical -
equipment on hand, place where stored, dates assigned for use,
identity of all persons using same, manner in which .used,
maintenance of tape recordings or other permanent record of
results obtained through its use, and yearly reporting of
this information to the Attorney General,

In the Attorney General's memorandum, under Section III,
National Security, the statement is made, "The foregoing rules
have bheen formulated with respect to all agency investigations
other than investigations directly related to the protection
of the national security." This instruction exempts equipment
used solely in‘*national security investigations from the special
inventory and record requirements enumerated in-the Attorney
General's memorandum, : .

‘ There is currently in the field only that technical
equipment which has been authorized for use in connection with
national security investigations. This equipment is afforded
strict control in accordance with long-standing Bureau policies.
Current administrative and inventory policies in respect to the
use and control of this equipment are adequate and no new
procedures need be established to comply with the instructions
or the intent of the Attorney General's memorandunm,
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Memorandum to Mr. Conrad
Re: DEPARTMENT'S RULES REGARDING USE OF WIRETAPPING AND OTHER
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE BY THX EXECUTIVE BRANCH ‘

The technical equipment maintained at the SCG for
dispatch to the field as needed is available and suitable for
use in either national security investigations or in other
investigative matters not related to maintenance of the national
security. However, limitations placed on the use of technical
equipment by the Attorney General all but eliminate any use of
this equipment except in national security matters. Accordingly,
there appears no reason to regard any of our technical equipment

. as falling within the category requiring detailed record of use
g and yearly reporting to the Attorney General unless and until
such equipment is actually used in a nonsecurity-type investigation,
At such time that any item of technical edquipment is so used, it
will become subject to the special inventory redquirements
specified by the Attorney General and appropriate records of
the equipment use will be maintained,

The following procedure is proposed for control of
technical equipment authorized for use in investigative matters
not directly related to protection of the national security:

: The division handling the authorization should advise
the Laboratory and Administrative Divisions whenever use of any
- technical equipment is authorized, Necessary items of equipment
will then be supplied to the field from SOG stock, At that time,
. the Laboratory will provide the Property Management Unit of the
Administrative Division and. the field office receiving the
equipment with equipment identification data and advise that
the eguipment is subject to special inventory control in
accordance with the Attorney General's instructions. All
equipment will be returned to S0G by the field upon termination
| of use for which authorized, The returned edquipment will be
| retained at SOG for use in other nonsecurity investigative
| natters, or as conditions warrant, will be restored to stock
( for use in matters relating to protection of the national security.

I?‘? "’ ,‘_dt/ﬂ
x,4u9 W A subsection of the inventory cards should be set up

“"’Q fzn the Property Management Unit, in which to maintain for a
ﬂ&f£ﬂ~f~fperlod of six yeaxrs the 1nventory cards containing the record
ﬁhijamﬁ fiof movenent and use of the technical equipment utilized in

séusil] nonsecurity investigationms.

' “.c' "[34
o STV The above procedure will provide stxict control over
tarired equipment and will insure that appropriate records of movement,

: .«. storage, and use are maintained in accordance with the Attorney

*{‘ Geneyal's instructions.
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General concerning the above matter dated August 18, 1972. 1 3es. NesucH

By memorandum dated October 16, 1972, presently bein

processed for delivery, a copy of which is attached, the Attorney St
General's Memorandum to the Heads of Executive Departments and [, uEP"
Agencies dated June 16, 1967, was superseded by new guidelines. -~ =«
You will note that under exigent circumstances, similar to those v+ 7 7.
g set out in your memorandum, emergency monitoring under your A ety
authorization or that of bureau officials designated by you will

{ be sanctioned.
With regard to consensual monitoring of teTephone
jconversations, responsibility for the establishment of guidelines

%for the control of such monitoring by its agents will remain in
{each department and agency. .
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MEMORANDUP TO THE HEADS OF EXECUTIVE
DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES

- Re: Monitoring Private Conversations with
the Consent of a Party

This memorandum concerns the investigative use of
electronic and mechanical devices secretly to overhear,
trapsmit, or record private conversations when one or more
of the parties to the conversation is a Federal agent or

is cooperating with a Federal agent and has consented to the

“overhearing, transmitting, or recording of the conversation.

This memorandﬁm does not restrict any form of monitoring when

all parties to the conversation consent, nor does it affect

b

existing instructions cn the related matter of electronic
surveillance without the consent of any party to a conversation.

(See Manual for Conduct. of Electronic Surveillance under

Title 111 of Public Law $0-351; and Outline of Duties and
Responsibilities of ttorneys and Agency Personnel Invo]veé in

the. Conduct of Title III Court Authcrized Intercgptions, distrivuted
Nov. 3, 1970).

AL FBI IFORMATION CONTAINED
ECHEIN 73 DNCLABSTR :
. 3

A o 4
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I. The Laﬁ On Monitoring Private'anversations
with the Consent of a Party
- s

-« .

< IR 4

The Supreme Court qf the United States has for
some time d%stinguished between electronic surveillance of
a conversation without the consent of any of the participants,
which in most circumstances is constitutionally impermissible
without court order, and the monitoring of a conversation

with the consent of one but not all of the participants.

See On Lee v. United States, 343 U.S. 747 {1952) (informant

carrying concealed transmitter); Lopez v. United Statss,

373 U.S. 427 (1963) (agent carrying concealed recor er){

"Rathbun v. United States, 355 U.S. 107 (1957) (police officer
listening on éxtension telephone). While the decisions in
the cases involving consensual monitoring have been predicated
on various grounds, it is apparent that the central difference
between consenéuaj monitoring and non-consensual electronic
éurvei11ance is that in-fhe'consansua1 situations there
exists cone party to the conversation who is working with the
government and who will relate to the governmenf the substance
of the conversation, and that in such situations the monitoring
serves simply to provide instantaneous communication and to
assure effecfive corroboration. The government in suc
situations gains access to no inforﬁation it would not otherwiss

have cbtainred; it simply obtains it faster and in a more probative
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This essential difference was recently Fmphasized by

the Supreme Court United States v. White, 401 U.S.C 745

form.

(1971)

decided April 5, 1971, in which the Court he]% that a Federal

agent could properly testify to statements he héa\.verheard

a defendant make to a government informer by means of a
secret transmitting device which the informer had concealed

on his person at the time. Announcing the. judgment of the

Court, Mr. Justice White stated:

Concededly a police aqont who conceals
his police connections may write down for
official use his conversations.with a dafendant
and testify concerning them, without a
warrant autherizing his encountars with
the defendant and without otherwise violating
the latter's Fourth Amendmeat rights. '

* % % For constitutional purpeses, no
different resuit is reguired if ine
agent instead of immediately reporting
and transcribing his cenversations with
defendant, either (1) simultanscusly
records thaT viith electronic ecuiosment
vhich he is carrying on his per5un,
¥, % % (2) or earvies radic eguipment
which simultanscusly transmits ths
conversations either to recording
equipment located elsewners or to
other agents menitoring the transmitting
frequency. * * * If the conduct and
revelations of an agent operating
without electronic cnu1pvnnt do not
invade the dafendant's bonsL1tut1ona11y
justifiable expectations of privacy,
neither does a simultaneous recording
of the same conversations made by the
agent or by cthers from transmissions
received from the agent to whom the
defendant is taiking and whose
trustworthiness the defendant necessarily
risks.
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* * *[T]he law permits the frustration
of actual expectations of privacy by
permitting authorities to use testimony
of those associates who.for one reason
or another have determined to turn to
the police, as well as by authorizing\\\
the use of informants * * *, If the,
law gives no protection to the wrongdoer
whose trusted accomplice is or beccmes
a‘police agent, neither should it
protect him when that same agent has’
recorded or transmitted the conversations
which are later offered in evidence to
. prove the State's case. [Citations omitted]

The‘Court in White, after noting that there was no
constituﬁional prohipition against thg monitoring of conversations
with the consent of oﬁe party, called attention to Title III
of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act ot 1968,

That statute, in the subsection enacted as 2571(2) of
Title 18 of the United States Code, excepted consenéual
monitoring from its coverage as follows:

(c) It shall not be unlawful under this
chapter for a person acting under color

of law to intercept a wire [i.e., telephone]
or oral communication, where such person

is a party to the communication or one

of tne parties to the communication has-
‘given prior consent to such interception.

(d) ‘It shall not be unlawful under this
chapter fer a person not acting under color
of law to intercept a wire or: oral
communication where such person is a

party to the communication or where one

T the parties to the communication has
given prior consent to such interception
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unless such communication is intercepted
for the purpose of committing any criminal
or tortious act in violation of the
Constitution or laws of the United States
or of any State or for the purposes of
-committing any other injurious act.

JI. Administrative Regulations Concerning
Consensual Monitoring Conversations.

The monitoring of conversatdions with ﬁhe consent
of one of the participants is a particularly effective and
reliable investigative technicue, and its use by Federal
agents in investigating criminal cases is encouraéed vinere
appropriate and is expected where'neéessary. Neverthaless,
although it is clear that such monitoring is constitutionally
and statutofi?y'pérmissible -~ and therefore that it may be
conducted wit@pqt judicial warrant -~ it is appropriate that
this investigétive teﬁhnique continue to be the subject of
careful se]f—régu]afion by the Executive Branch of the Federal
Government. Accordingly, the fo]]oﬁing restrictions will
apply in all énimina? investigations employing the consensual
monitoring of conversations.

*

{a) Conversations other than telephone conversations.

A1l Federal departments.and:agencies shall, except
in egigent circumstances as discussed.below, obtain the
advance authorization of the Attorney General or any designated

Assistiant Attorney General before using any mechanical or

v
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electronic device to overhear, trifsmit, or record private
conversations other than telephone conversations ‘without
s the consent of all the participants. Such authorization is
required before employing any such device, whether it is
carried by the cooperating participant or whether it is installed
on premises under the control of the participant. |
Requests for autﬁorization to monitor private
conversations shall be addressed to the Attorney General,
in writing, by the head of the department or agency responsfb]e
for the investigaticn, or his delegate, and shall state:

1. Thé reason why monitoring appears desirable,
the means by which it would be conducted,
the place in which it would bé conducted,
and its expected duration.

2. The names of the persons whose conversations
would be monitored and their roles in the
matter under investigation. When the
name of the non-consenting party or parties
is not known at the time the request for
authorization is made, the department or agency
mak%ng the request shall supply such information
to the Attorney General within 20 days after the

termination of the monitoring.
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3. That it is the considered judgment of the
person making.the re€uest thé@ monitoring
is warranted in the interest of effective
" aw enforcement.
Reéuests for authorization will receive prompt
'.considerat%pn by the Attorney General or his designee. To
assure adequate time for considering a request and for
notifying the requesting department or agency of the appropriate
decision, it is important that each request be received by .
the 6ffice of the Attorney General no less than 48 hours prior
to the time of the intended monitoring. It should be clearly
‘understood that the use of consensual devices will not be
authorized refrospective]y.’ -

Where a request cannot be made in compliance with the
48-hour requirement, or iﬁ exigent circumstances pracluding
request for authorization in advance of the monitering --
such as the immineﬁt loss of:essenfia1 evidence or a threat
to the immediate éﬁfety of an agent or informant -- emergency
monitoring may be instituted under the authorization of the.
head of the reéponsible departiment or agency or other agency
official or officials designated by hﬁm. The Atforney General or

his designee shall be notified promptiy of any such monitoring
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and of the specific conditions that precluded obtaining advance
approval, and shall Ee afforded tgg inforTéﬁion enumerated
above that would-have been given in requesting advance
approval. Each department and agency shou}d develop procedures
to assure that under such exigent circumstances its agents
will be capable of acting expeditiously. The Attorney General .
or his designee shall be kept advised as to the identity of
those officials who have been designated by department or

agency heads to authorize such emergency monitoring.

(b) Telechorne conversations.

Telephone conversations -- because they involve the

" transmission of the participants' conversaticns through a

qomplex and far~f1ung-network of wires, the common use of
multi-party Tines and extensiﬁn telephenes, and the possibility
of an unseen pérticipant ﬁermitting another person to listen

at the same te]epﬁone --"have long been considered not to

Justify the same assumptien of privacy as a face-to-face

- conversation., Nevertheless, there is still a need to provide

for the supervision and control of cconsensual monitoring of-
telephone conversations. Accordingi. . the current practice of
chafging each department and ageﬁcy with the control of such
consensual'monitoriﬁg by its agents will continue. .Each

department and agency head shall assure the adoption or the
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continuation of agency rules on this subject. Such rules shall
also provide for the expeditious, oral authorization of such
monitoring where necessitated by exigent circumstances.

111, Securitv of monitoring devices.

It shall be the responsibility of the head of
each investigating agency to procure and maintain only the
minimum number of devices designed for the consensual
monitoring of conversations that the agency reasonab]y‘needs,
consistent with current policy, to overhear, trangmit, or record
private conversations for inveétigative purposes. -The
equipment shall be stored, as fea§1b1é, in one centfa] Tocation
or in a ]imited.number of locations so as to Tacilitate
administrat{vé"ééntro].

An jnventory shall be maintained on a current basis
at each location at'which monitoring equipmént is stored.
All équipment must be'accountéd for at all times. When
equipment is withdrawn from storage a record shall be made
as to the times of withdrawal and of its return to storage.

By written report, the agent to whom the equipment is assigned

~—y

shall account fully for the time ke pessessed the monitoring
equipmént and the uses he made of it. Equipment should be
returned to storage when not in actual use except to the extent
téat retufning the equipnant would intertere with its proper

utilization,
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Each agency shall maintain copies of}the complete
‘ |
inventories of equipment showing the timas of withdrawals

-and returns, and copies of the written reports of the

-,

|
responsible agents specifying the uses made of the equipment.
Such -records should be retained for at least six years.

IV. Annual Reports.

The ﬁead of each 1nvesti§ative agency, or nis
delegate, shall submit to the Attorney General during July
of each year a report containing (1) an inventory of all
the agency's electronic and mechanical equipment designed for
the mdnitoring of conversations, and (2) a brief statement of
the results ob;ained dauring the prior fiscal year by the
use of such investigative monitoring.

This Memorandum supersedes the Memorandum to the
Heads of Executive Depaktments and Agesncies, dated June 16,

1967, captioned "Wiretapping and Electronic Eavesdropping.”

‘Attorney Geneval
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With respect to consensual monitoring of telephone conversations,
the referexced memoranduin _indicates that the Attorney General is pre-
pared to give the ] 1nvest1gat1~1<r agency. authomty to set up “its own controls.
Such authorlty is what the FBI asked for in its letter to the Attorney
General dated August 18, 1972, which letter is cited in the referenced
memorandum. However referenced memorandum suggests that for the
time being the approval of the Acting Director or Acting Associate Director -
should be obtained prior to consensual monitoring of telephone conversatmns

. £
3 ot
L e

Since this issue was apparently resolved prior to August 18,
1972, in favor of giving SAC's or persons acting in their behalt the authomtv
to authorize consensual monitoring where telephone conversations were
involved and smce I am not aware of any subsequent developments which

twaic,.the.a.uthomty_to authorize consensual monitoring of telephone con-
versations be delegated to the Field as recommended 1o the Attorney

<l z;((u’é‘fw 3 @

General back in August,

I have previously indicated my reasons for favoring such a
delegation, which advocacy is based primarily on the belief that the
requirement of obtaining clearance from Headquarters can as a practical
matter cause Agents in the Field to have to forego consensual monitoring
in circumstances where such monitoring would be a valuab}e 111vestlcrat1ve

technique. 3 pre ﬁ' 1972
The delegation should be defined as interding=te-embrace non;«gﬁ/

sensitive cases and the SAC's should be told that good judgment will i@;«
continue to dictate consultation with Headquarters in matters involving ~
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Memorandum for Mr. Gray
Re: Consensual Monitoring of Telephone and
Non-Telephone Conversations

prominent=figuress=politicianst=Government-officialss-news.media
personnelwete. In all cases the appropriate United States Attorney

&
w’%ﬁ;"@ would be consulted in advance of the monitoring. These restrictions

HW 55230
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ic®' Were written into the airtel of f 6/14/72 which was proposed to go to the

Field back in June when this issue of delegation was first raised. The
airtel, of course, was not sent in the form proposed because it was
decided that the matter of consensual monitoring would first have to be
taken up with the Attorney General,
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Airtel
Sl %g(} 11-16-72
To: SAC,. Albany 2 - Mr. Bishop 1 - Mr. Miller
REC-13 //(a -~ 7] a — 1-Mr. Callahan 1 - Mr. Soyars
¢’ From: Acting Director, FBI 1 - Mr. Conrad 1 - Mr. Walters
ot 1 - Mr. Dalbey 1 - Mr. Cleveland
[Y .. CONSENSUAL MONITORING OF 1 - Mr. Gebhardt 1 - Mr. Keith  y_
A TELEPHONE CONVERSATIONS 1 - Mr. Jenkins - : Y P
1 - Mr. Marshall /J’l‘\

At the present time FBI Headquarters authorily is necessary for the
consensual monitoring of telephone conversations. BEfiective immediately
Special Agents in Charge may authorize monitoring of telephone conversations
in nongensitive cases. Special Agenis in Charge may give this authority under

he following conditions: .
. < tag . . —
3 ;g’g . . e Py s &.) (.-:_); Y ’
- - (a) .One of the parties to the conversation has given written ~~ .. DT
§§“§ consent to FBI Agents to monitor the conversation. ~: 17 °§
— . 2
£ ' L] -
S ; § i : ; £ e s 5 s
= gg (b) Prior consultation is had with the appropriate United ) gg
S B States Attorney and he concurs in the monitoring and/or &3
¥ =S - e . s 1 . 0w Q
25 § recording of the conversation. This concurrence should . B %’
”§é§§ either be obtained in writing or confirmed in writing. , =
0“ - . " o §
Be e . . - . ~
- $=3 ¢) The fact that 3 consensual monitoring has occurred shouid -4 0)
{ g3 8 .y Lo - @ B
NS be set forih in the next report submiited to F2I Headouarters £ 2
3 a . . = s £ig
=§.§a§,~ . or in the absence of a repoxt by letter within 30 days of the 3 %E-!
e Sh monitoring. 7 TXS
(g4
BB o " ' . - B
R £3 3 . . S -z
§ F;ji*? (d) A control file should be established in each field office and -
g}? g ‘,’0‘, appropriate documents relative to the authorization fmd wd
§jt R . utilization of this procedure should be retained. Thid:con-= T
JEES ] ¥ trol file will be for the purpose of the Special Agents'in L
/ 13 £8§ Charge administrative control and for review during _ g
5 § P ingpections.  MALLD & % ' -
D 2N > -
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PS8 NOTE: See memoyanda W.uM. Clgveland to Mr. Felt 11-7-72, and
n?go’g%w"ﬁ " Daniel M. Armstrong, I, to Acting Director Gray 11-8-72,
R re '"Consensual Monitoring of Telephone and Non-Tel phone
o » %y . "
Celgad 535~ Conversations. ' w o L, e L i ra
?i‘@’cgu&%‘ iz o e NG ) oo f . R
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Airtel to SAC, Albany
RE: CONSENSUAL MONITORING OF
: TELEPHONE CONVERSATIONS

In cases of extreme sensitivity, Special Agents in Charge should
continue to obtain ¥FBI Headquarters authority for consensual monitoring
of telephone conversations.

Appropriate manual changes being prepared.
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A UNITLa) STA FLS ‘VERN T . ’ gka‘er _
‘ ishop
g - - : . Callahan
Menmiorandum i —
Dalbey
Gebhardt
TO : Mr., Felt DATE: g‘}?‘m’@u .i,e,,k;m?l
‘oN C h ?rs hat
FrRoM : W. V. Clevelané\l\}l/f gATE !q BY: i?;y;ars
: m{l/ (é T:ltﬁff{oom e
sumgeor % CONSENSUAL MONITORING OF TELEPHONE AND \ . Armsianee
ki NON—TEIEPHONE CONVERSATIONS }js H\?rwig.__
s . ‘. R rs Neenan —
'y : s ~ 7: i !'.t TLE e :f ¢, b e S Laidt sv o e Fdo
s’i'}j By letter to the Attorney General dated August 18, 1972, it was

pointed out that the FBI is fully aware of the need for administrative
restraint in the use of consensual monitoring of telephone and non-
telephone conversations. It was suggested that such restrictions could

be continued by delegating responsibility to approve consensual monitoring
of non~telephone communications in FBI cases personally to the Director of
the ¥FBI, the Acting Director of the FBI or other official of the FBI acting
in the dbsence of the Director. It was furthen requested that the Attorney
General authorize.the Director to delegate to the Special Agents in Charge
or_ those ¢_acting in behalf of the Special Agents in Charge _the au’chorlty to
authorlze conseasualﬂmomtormg“of telep&mne&onve;:sangns, J

By letter dated October 18, 1972, Assistant Attorney General
Henry E. Petersen acknowledged our letter of August 18, 1972, and
furnished a copy of new instructions to heads of executive departments
and agencies, superseding instructions that had previously been issued
- June 16, 1967. Briefly, these new instructions provide that in the case
{of conversations other than by telephone the authorization for the moni-
['toring must be obtained from the Attorney General or an Assistant P
Attorney General on af least 48 hours advance notice and on a statement '
of why, where, and when the monitoring will be done and on what persons..
In emergency situations agencies were given the authority to designate  {
someone to give this author uatlon, to be followed by prompt notification
to the Atlorney-General.

hY
2y
> .

The new instructions also called for the maintenance of an inven-
tory of all equipiment used in such monitoring and also called for an annual

report containing an inventory of all the agencies' electronic and mechanical
equipment designed for the n mmiormg of conversauons.

1 - Mr. Bates i~ Nr. Marshall ( ( - /{,‘ ‘ 3 Lf//?

v i- I»’i_'r, Bishop 1 - Mr, Miler RE@E} -m:w -
i = Mr, Callahan 1 - Mr. Soyars ¢ 3 pEC & 1972 /
~ Mr. Conrad 1 - Mr. Clevecland \
1 - I\’Tr D&lbey . . i - Mr Kelth COmEBUITIAL - Mﬁn\ (\ f%

1w Mr Jenkins <o
.« This document is prepared in response to your request and is not for d‘zssemz:-
‘nation outsidé your Commitiee. Its use is limitdd @\ NP T 0 se eI oy
WY C.“m (our Committee and the content may nut be disclosed to unauthorized person-
nel without the express approval.of the FBI . .
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' Memorandum t¢ JAr. Felt
RE: CONSENSUAL MONITORING OF TELEPHONE AND
NON-TELEPHONE CONVERSATIONS

Inspector Number Qe Man A. A. Staffeld and the writer talked to

Assistant Attorney General Petersen and Harold Shapiro, one of his deputies,
on the afternoon of November 6, 1972. It was pointed out that the FBI had.
previously been exempted from submitting such a yearly report and the
maintenance of such an inventory, and a letter had been forwarded to the

; Attorney General July 2, 1969, in this regard. Both Petersen and Shapiro

: stated that the latest 1nstruct10ns were not meant to change the exemption -
previously given the FBI in 1969, because to require such reports from the .=
FBI would be duplicative and overlapping. They advised that they would . :
furnish the FBI a current letter reiterating that the FBI is exempted.

RO IS0 M o £ 8 AR e e WA e 3 ot oot

It was also pointed out to Petersen and Shapiro that the new instruc-
tions called for notification in writing to the Attorney General 48 hours prior
to the utilization of consensual monitoring of non-telephone conversations.
Again they pointed out they had included these instructions as a guideline for
agencies, other than the FBI, who had a habit of mailing letters to the . A
Attorney General that would arrive at the Department too late for authori- '
zation by the Attorney General. They stated that this has never been the
problem with the FBI as we are located in the same building, and that they
will give us approval on these just as they have in the past provided the

. Attorney General or his designee is available. They were advised that in
emergency situations where there was not sufficient time to obtain this
authority that the authority of the Acting Director or the Acting Associate
Director would be obtained and the Attorney General thereafter advised.

With regard tg consensual monitoring of telephone conversations,

g the Attorney General states the mvestlgatmg agency may “set up  its own
S ! controls, It is suggested that for the time being we continue to require the
N @ & ainority of the Acting Director or Acting Associate Director. |
. B, ACTION: o 1
| 3 g‘f (1) No change will be made in the Bureau's current practice with |
_ ég 5 regard to inventory or submission of annual reports, and a letter will be
: %2-,’ &3 obtained from the Department renewing the FBI's exemption in this regard.
i)
<
&l o ;
(2) We will continue to obtain authority from the Attorney General

%’ % in connection with consensual monitoring of non-telephone conversations
~ éﬁ A  just as we have before, so long as the Attorney General is available. In .
# % j;‘; emergency situations thé authority of the Acting Director or-the Acting ..

Y o~ Associate Director will be obtained and the Attorney General will there- %

<5 & after be advised promptly. i
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