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• ' 1 - Mr. N. P. Callahan 
1- Mr . ._T. B. A0ams 
2 - Mr • J . A . Mintz 

(1 - IVrr. ,T. B. Hotis) ·" Hovcmbe1:' l'9, 1975 "'• 
~ 

The Attorney General 

Director, FBI 

,j ' 
~ar 110LE AND -REQUllrel\:!El'~AS_ I]~ THE 

INTELLIGFt!WF: COMl'.'ltlNITY; 
REQtmST OJ.'10USE mu.EcT-COW..UTTEE._ 

1- Mr. W. R. Wnnnall 
1 - lVIr. W. 0 . Cregar 
1 - Mr. F. J. C8ssidy 

-:. 

1- Mr. A. F. Watters, .Tr. 

~ 

~ 
~ 

ON INTELijGENCE 

/Attached for your approval and forwnrdine to Congrcssnum Otis G. 
Pilte, Cbm/~nn, Select Committee-on lntclligcnce, Unitt;ld Stat<~s House of 
Raprese~stives ~ is n rccponso to a lottor 't7C received recently from 
Congress .nn Pike asldng for tho FBI's views en tho future of the intel
ligence ommunity. For your information, we are enclosing n copy of 
Congres •.. man Pike's letter, dated October 8,_ 1975, together \nth our 
preliminary-response, dated October 17, 1975 • 

... A copy of attached response to Conw.essman Pil:c is nleo 
beine furnished for your records. 

Your concurrence in our response iB requested. 

EncloGures - 4 

1 - The Deputy Attorney General (Enclosures - 3) 
Attention: Michael E. Shohoen, Jr. 

Spoclal Counsel for Int~Jlligence Coordination 

'\. '' ..,_ 
\ 

·"'-'\ 
\\ ~ ~ 
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--· • 
The Attorney General 

NOTE: 

By memorandum from Mr. W. R. Wannall to Mr. J. B • Adams, 
dated 10/16/75, captioned as above, approval was obtained for transmittal 
of a preliminary response, dated 10/17/75, to Congressman Pike's request 
for FBI views on the future of the intelligence community. In our preliminary 
response, we indicated that our views would be furnished at an early date 
following consultation with appropriate FBI personnel. 

Since transmittal of our 10/17/75 preliminary response, we have 
learned that the heads of other member-agencies of the intelligence community 
have received a similar request from the Congressman. In addition, we have 
been informed that the Attorney General has met with White House officials 
and determined that it would not be appropriate for us to make specific 
recommendations in response to the Congressman's letter. The communication 
to Congressman Pike attached for the Attorney General's appro.val sets forth 
general observations on the future of the intelligence community and is 
responsive both to the Congressman's inquiry and to the Attorney General's 
determination that our reply should avoid specific recommendations. 

-2-
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TO 

O'TIONAL FORM HO, 10 
MAY 1962 EDTnOH 
GSA FPMR (~1 CFII 101-11 .6 • ·\ 
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
• ~;ij~~ 

Ad~--

FROM : Legal Co se~ 
ol 

DATE! 1/5/76 

1 -Mr. Wannall. 
1 - Mr. Cregar 

Comp. Syst. _ 
Ext. Affairs _ 

Files & Com._ 

Gen.lnv._ 
ldent. __ 

Inspection_ 

~:~~ 
suB7ECT' HOUS SELECT COMMITTEE 

ON TELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 

U .. RECORDING COMPANY 

1 -Mr. Hotis 
1 -Mr. Mintz 

Plonlc~-= 
Spec. lnv._ 
Training_ 

Telephone Rm. _ 
Director Sec•y _ 

At 10:47 a.m. on January 5, 1976, Joseph Leo Gormley, 
formerly employed in the FBI Laboratory, advised that he retired June 30, 
1973, and currently is employed at IACP, telephone number 948-0922, Ext. 248. 

Mr. Gormley said that he was contacted by Richard Vermeire 

t 
of the House Intelligence Committee who requested him to be available for an 
interview this afternoon concerning FBI purchases from the U.S. Recording 
Company. He told me that he had no personal !mow ledge of such purchases 
and he requested advice from the Bureau as to his response to Vermeire .. 

( 

I told Mr. Gorml;ey that he should consider himself relieved of 
· the obligation of any secrecy agreement he may have signed with the FBI 

for purposes of the interview with Vermeire concerning the subject matter 
indicated. I told him that should the interview concern other matters, he 
should be aware that he is not being relieved of the obligation to protect the 
identities of confidential :informants, · not interfere with pending investigations, 
not disclose :information obtained from third party sources, and not disclose 
sensitive investigative techniques. I also told Mr. Gormley that should the 
proposed interview appear to require the advice of counsel to assist him, sucl1_ } 
could be made available upon his request. He indicated i;hat because ,he has \\ I 

lno pe:monal Imowledge of the U.S. Recording Company or the Bureau's ~ 
purchasing practices, he felt that he had no need to request counsel at this 

time. t>T::~ iife.fff &;;. -II? rf?sf- ;J.5J 
Mr. Gormley said that he would call Vermeire and agree to the 

interview this afternoon and that he would appropriately advise the Bureau 
of the results of the interview. -

RECOMMENDATION: 

For :information. 
1 - Personnel file Joseph Leo Gormley 

. 15 JAN 9 1976 . 

w.Cw lrL- \J::-
) ; (l tt 



FROM : 

' 
01TIONAL•FORM NO. 10 I 5010-106 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27 • 

•·UNITED STATES GO 'RNMENT 

Memorandum 
2 .. Mr. J •• Mintz 

(1 -Mr. J. B. Hotis) 
1 -Mr. R. J. Gallagher 

(Attn: J. J. Boyd) 

Assoc. Dlr. _ 

Dep. AD Adm. -
Dep. AD lnv. -

Asst. Dir.: 

#·~/ 
Mr. W. R. Wannall \i~""~ 

~ 

DATE: 12/29/75 
1 -Mr. W. R. Wannall 
1 -Mr. W. 0. Cregar 
1 -Mr. T. J. McNiff 

Admin. __ 

Comp, Syst, _ 

Ext. Affairs _ 

Files & Cog--

~::·,.'"¥'"'.' 
tnspoction 

lntell. ' ' 
Laboratory _ 

Legal Coun. _ 

Plan, & Eva I._ 
Spec.lnv._ 
Training __ 

Telephone Rm.
Director Soc'y _ 

By letter dated 10/20/75, ~eceived at the Bureau n1~ 
11/4/75 (copy attached), the House Select Committee (HSC) · GPd\ 
requested that it be furnished with copies of all materials 
contained in FBI files pertaining to the shooting of 
Kenyon F. Ballew in Silver Spring, Maryland, on 6/7/71. 
This shooting occurred wfuen represe~tatives of the Alcohol, 
Tobacco and Firearms Division and local police officers 
broke into the Ballew apartment with a warrant charging 
Ballew with unregistered possession of firearms and explosives. 
As a result of the incident, Ballew was wounded and suffered 
a crippling injury. He filed suit against the Government 
and the Civil Rights Division of the Department requested 
this Bureau to conduct what amounted to a minim~l amount of 
investigation in this matter. 

On 11/12/75, Special Agent (SA) Thomas J. McNiff, 
after a conference with SAs Paul V. Daly, Legal Counsel 
Division, and John J. Boyd, General Investigative Division, 
discussed the propriety of the above request with Steven 
Blackhurst, Deputy Special Counsel for Intelligence Coo~dination, 
Department of Justice, as the request did not appear to fall 
within the HSC mandate as outlined in H. R. 591. B$ackhurs~ l 

~ 
oncurred with the above observation and stated he would ~ 

'~quire of the HSC as to the purpose of their inquiry. 

t~ lCSU~t on 11/14/75, Blackhurst advised he had been informed 
that the basis for the HSC inquiry was receipt of infor
mation that a CIA electronic surveillance installation may 

&.'~ / II& w;,/ 1')<0 J~i/ 
~ = cci;~Dc:-~~·~R <-~~{1-
15 JAN 9 1976 ,.h 

t~ 

Enclosures 

62-116464 
1 - 44-49948 

-------
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• 
Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall 
Re : Houstudy 7 5 
62-116464 

• 

hav·e been the source used to secure the search warrant 
described above. HSC desired to ascertain whether or not 
Bureau files contained any information supporting that 
allegation. 

On 11/17/75, Blackhurst was advised that a review 
of Bureau files was negative concerning the above inquiry. 
Blackhurst then stated he would determine whether additional 
action need be taken by this Bureau in response to HSC 
letter dated 10/20/75. 

On 12/16/75, Blackhurst advised he had ascertained 
from the HSC that this Bureau can disregard the request 
contained in above HSC letter. 

ACTIONS': 

1. For information. 

2. Attached i~ a letter for the Attorney General 
with a copy to.Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., Special Counsel for 
Intelligence Coordination, confirming the adv·ice from 
Mr. Blackhurst that this Bureau can disregard the request 
contained in the HSC letter of 10/20/75. 

{JM 
- 2 ... 
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TO: 

• • OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530 

John A. Mintz, Assista~t Director 
Legal Counsel Division 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 

NOV 31975 

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

Coordination 

SUBJECT: Bouse Select Committee Letter dated October 20 

·!11~/7( 
1'/rv/i.J.' 
11{/v/7~,. 

'/n(-u' 

rr/t6f1;.' 

Attached is a letter from the Rouse Select Committee 
dated October 20, 1975, which this Office received on 
Oc·tober 28, 1975. Apparently the HSC is interested 
primarily in reviewing materials developed as a result 
of an FBI investigation into this matter ~vhich was done 
at the request of the Civil Rights Division of the 
Department. The HSC also wants to know what documents, 
if any, have been turned over to Mr. Ballew or his 
attorney either as a result of a civil suit concerning 
this or as the result of a Freedom of Information Act 
request. If you have questions concerning an appro
priate response to this letter, please contact 
Steve Blackhurst of my staff. 

cc: Paul Daly 

;page a 
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< • ~ • OTIS G, PIKC, N, Y., CHAIRMAN 

ltOCERT H. CIJ\IMO, CONN'. nonCm" MC Ct..OF; ~. • Ao St:A.nLE F'IELD, OTAFF O:RE.CTCR 

MltON B, DONNER, C<XJNS~'I.. 
JAMCS V. STAN rON. OHIO OAVIO c. TRECN, LA, 
hONALO V .. OE:Ll.l'IJIS,~AUF. JAMCS P, JOHNSON, COLOo 

TEI.EPHON~:(ZOZ)225-D75~ MORGt\1'1 F. Ml~HY, ILL. RODEnT \V, KASTEN, JH,1 VIIS. 
l.ES lt:fl11< \VIS, 

~elect QCommittee on .3JnteUirrence 
~.~. ~)ouse of 33~epresentntiues 

Wa%bington, P.at:. 20515 

DALE MILFORD, TEX. 
PHILII- H • ._.AYCS, INO, 
Wli.LIAM I..EHMAN, FIJI. 

October 20, 1975 

Mr. Michael A. Shaheen, Jr. 
Special Counsel for Intelligence 

Coordination 
Department of Justice 

OCT 2 8 i97b 

. Washington, D.C. 20530 

Dear Mr. Shaheen: 

On behalf of the Select Committee, I hereby request that 
you furnish this Committee with copies of all materials 
contained in Department of Justice and Federal Bureau of 
Investigation files pertaining to the shooting of Kenyon 
F. Balle~ in Silver Spring, Haryland on June 7, 1971. 

Such materials should include, but not be limited to, 
copies of all memoranda prepared by Department of Justice 
personnel. 

In connection with this request, please advise whether 
the Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms Division of the Treasury 
Department conducted an investigation of the s~~e matter .. 
Also please inform us as to v;rhether Justice Department 
files have been provided to Kenyon Ballew or his attorney 
a.t any time and the specific documents turned over or 
withheld. 

Thank you for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, ? 7 r/~i.f~ 
A. Searle Field 
Staff Director 

Page 9 
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TO 

-----------~-----~----~--------------------------------------------, 

• 01TIOIU.L fOitlol NO, 10 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA FPMt 1•1 CFIU 101-11.6 • UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

~ _ -Memorandum 

r .. 

1 
1 
1 

• 
- Mr. 
- Mr. 
- Mr. 

DATE! 

Mintz 
C~eV.eland 

Wannall 
12/31/75 

Assoc. Oir. _ 

Dep. AD Adm. _ 
Dep. AD lnv. _ 

Asst. Dlr. : 
Admin. __ 

:Mr. J;. Adamspp.,._. 
Fll.DM : Lef- Counse~ . a~ 

1 
1 
1 
1 

- Mr. 
- Mr. 
- Mr. 
- Mr . 

Branigan 
Cregar 
Hot is 
Daly 

Comp. Syst. _ 

Ext. Affolts _ 

Files & Com._ 
Gen.(nv. __ 
ldent. __ 

Inspection _ 

lntell. 1'1"--j"?/ 
~9b,.OJ~11~ ~v 
Lepd~)f.kn. _ 

,• I f' \ 

SUBJEC'+': HOUS.TUDY . I - -· ~- -

!'l~n. & Eva I. 7-
1/J!ik lnv • .JL.. 

Training __ 

Telephone Rm. _ 

Director Soc'y _ 

<;f~,:~~H,. ... 
{H ·7?n' .: 

By memorandum dated 12/19/.7 5. to. the Attorney General, Ja \ 
advised the Department of Justice that we were opposed to· furnishing 
captioned Committee information concerning proprietaries-- iil, .response 
to. their letter of 12/1/75, since :they -are on-going Bure'au .operations. 
we- further advised the Department .that we ·had· a·fforded the· :conutti ttee 
a briefing. concerning. these· operations in as detailed a manner as 
posS'ible' without compromisi~g. the operations. ~ -, 

On 12/30/75 .at .the request· of Rex Lee, Ass·ista.+lt ~_t.torney 
General of the Civil Division of the Department; Deputy A:ss·:i;'s.tant 
Direc.tor Fred Fehl; SA John McHale; Section Chief William 0 ~ Cregar; 
and SA P.aul V. Daly met with. 'Mr. Lee, his ass·istant Tho'rr}as ·Martin '\ ...... A 
and Assistant Special Co.unse·l· for Intelligence Coordina-tion .Steven(J:.-. . · -· 
Blackhurst concerning. the captioned Commi.tte·e 's --request for info~~ .· 
mation .pertaini~g to, ·proprietaries.· 

It was brought to Mr. Lee's :attention at that time of 
the Bureau's concern· re·la-t;i;ve to. the .disc·losure o;E the requested 
information to. captioned Committee .and ·of the. Bureq.u's position 
that .the information reques.ted should not be furnished. .It was 
pointed out :to ·Mr. Lee that .such disc·losure might ad.verse·ly impact 
on the on-going .sensi·tive operations. ·of. the Bureau and create .un
necess-ary' risks. to: the physical well-being of Bur-eau Agents -and 
informants: ·and with ·.reg.ard to: the proprietaries operati~g in the 
criminal ·field,· . jeopardize prosecuti:oris'. - _ · • ': 

Mr. Lee explained that 'he was sympa th~ to the Bureau Is 
position; howe.ver, Mike D.uval at the White House had instructed 
him to: attempt to: reach .some accorrfi'r(odati·on conc~rning. this· -request. 
According. to. Mr. Lee, this was. prompted by a concern .at ·the Whi.te 
House that the House .Select Commi tte·e might not abide by the·ir 

.. !./· gn!ih, .. \-&11. .3 0~:__/;.~:fv f - ;)._!-/ ~ ~ 
CONTINUED - OVER 

\ 
..... /\{\ ~- · ...... ·- \..'·~· ... , 

IJ (J:l .• • • · .I J ~·. ~·'. h: r) 1"~7G PVD: lad 
1

\ \ •_..:h--...1 ... -· g,t ~-- ~ ~ 

(- ' ) . ~ 
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• 
L~gal Counsel to Mr. Adams 
RE : HOUS.TUDY 

• 
~greement :w:ith the Presi·dent concerning the publication by. that 
Committee of material in their posse·ss·ion ·of a sensitive nature. 
The aforementioned agreement allows· for. the· President to certify 
the. necessity. that a particular document or particular information 
not be .published and the Commi.tte·e would abide by that certification. 
The Committee, in conversations with representatives at the White 
House, had cited two areas where Executive Branch responses had not 
been acceptable one of which :was. the Bureau's -response concerning 
proprietaries. · 

Mr. Lee concluded the meeting by indicating he would 
contact a representative of the House· Select Committee and attempt 
to extract .an agreement as. to. the matter and type of infermation 
which :would be· given to. that Committe·e without giving to the Com
mitte·e information with :which "they might be able to· identify the 
proprietary in qu,estion. He .stated that ·if this was not acceptabl"e 
with 'the Committee, he would .at that .point refuse the Committee's 
request. 

On 12/31/75, Thomas Martin telephonically advised SA 
Paul v. Daly of this Division that Mr. Lee had contacted Aaron 
Donner and that Donner appreciated the Bureau's concerns relative 
to furnishing information on the proprietaries. Donner also in
dicated that :they would se·ek ·to keep such ·information ·from 
Committee members. Martin .stated that ·Mr. Lee agreed to furnish · 
the. Committee a financial balance sheet showing· income, assets, 
and liabilities (the balance sheet should go back no more than 
five years and ·if the original balance ·sheets w.ould disclose the 
operation in question, a· sanitized balance sheet would be prepared); 
the original amount of money used to. create. the proprietary and the. 
source· of same; and evidence of compliance with .state and/or Federal 
laws .. 

With regard to: the latter, if the information concerning 
compliance with .state and/or Fede;t::'al laws would expose the operation 
in ques"tion, Martin .stated we should so advise the Department so 
that a decision might be· ·made as. to: what disclosure,. if any, would 
be made concerni?g this material. He was asked whether· the Committe·e 

CONTINUED - OVER 

- 2 -
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.. • 
Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams 
RE.: HOUS.TUP.Y 

• 
was se·eking access· or delivery ·of. the material in .question. It 
was pointed out :to Martin that the Committee ipdicated access 
might be .sufficient .for the. Committee's. needs. Martin .stated he 
wo.uld check on th:ls parti.cular quest·ion and advise the. Bureau of 
the ~nswer. Martin subsequently advised that the Bureau should 
provide .access to· bU:t ·not delivery of the material. 

Additionally 1 Martin stated .t:}1-&tr: the ~Committee 
the reques.ted information by delivery*" on Mo~~ay 1 1/5/76. 
explained to Martin that .it may not be possible to gather 
furnish 'the information reques.ted by. that time. · 

. 'RECOl')llMENDAT.IDN : 

des·ired 
It was 
and 

That the 'Intelligence D.ivision w.ith ·.input· :from the · 
Special Invest·igative b.ivlsion gather· the necessary information 
to prepare the· appropriate ·response· for the House Select Cornmitte·e. 

SEE ADDENDUM BY SPECIAL INVESTIGATIVE DIVISlON NEXT PAGE 

- 3 -
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• 
ADDENDUM BY SPECIAL INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION: 1/2/76 FCF:dlb 

The Special Investigative Division is of the definite opinion 
the following points should be enumerated and brought to the attention 
of the Director: · 

At the meeting which was held in the office of Assistant 
Attorney General Rex Lee on the morning of December 30, 1975, Lee 
commenced by advising that he would attempt to explain his complete 
lack of knowledge of the situation. Deputy Assistant Director Fehl 
then inquired of Lee as to whether or not he had reviewed the Director's 
letter to the Attorney General dated December 19, 1975, captioned 
"United States House Select Committee on Intelligence Activities," and 
Lee said he had not seen the letter. In brief, the Bureau's position 
in the letter of December 19, 1975, very clearly stated to the Attorney 
General that we have again reviewed this particular matter and feel that 
a disclosure of information concerning an on-going Bureau operation 
is not appropriate. We told the Attorney General we stood ready to, 
of course, furnish information pertinent to discontinued proprietary 
operations which wc;mld offer the Committee a chance to see the procedures 
used by the Bureau in establishing and maintaining such operations. The 
Attorney General was also advised that the Committee was afforde~ a 
briefing concerning these operations in as detailed a manner as possible. 

Several months ago, Peter Hughes, a staff member of the 
Committee, was apprised in most general terms concerning the Bureau's 
proprietaries (organized crime matters) at which time Hughes advised 
that he was completely satisfied and had no further questions. Hughes 
exhibited surprise at the nominal amount of dollars the FBI had expended 
as compared to CIA operations. 

The Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activities 
requested information concerning on-going Bureau operations and was 
advised this data would not be furnished. Church's committee made 
no further demands on the Bureau. 

At the conference on December 30, 1975, Lee was advised 
we did not feel that the matters being handled by the Special Investigative 
Division were within the confines of the charter of the House Committee. 
He was told that we were not gathering "intelligence" but rather we were 
conducting criminal investigations looking toward prosecutive action in 
U. S. District Courts. He said he understood and also said he would 
review the charter. There is no indication in this memorandum that Lee 
has in fact reviewed the charter. 

NW 55304 Docld : 32989696 Page 1 3 
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_ Lee was advised that the Bureau had no objection to discussing 
the discontinued operations and we mentioned specifically those wherein 
we had a small pr0prietary interest with ~EAA. An example was given 
to Lee of an undercover operation in New York wherein, due to loose talk, 
an informant was murdered gangland style (Operation Flyer). 

Lee discussed as an alternate, our preparing ''sanitized balance 
sheets" of the on-going operations. He was told by representatives of the 
Special Investigative Division thatihis could well raise a question and pin
point possible dates of the institution of the operation and most likely 
the Committee would then request the back-up books and records to sub
stantiate the balance sheets. Deputy Assistant Director Fehl told Lee 
in no uncertain terms that prior to the time that we would make any 
disclosure of any matter whatsoever, the Bureau would close down any 
of its on-going current operations. The well-being and safety of the 
Bureau Agents ~ars and is of paramount importance; therefore, any 
disclosure would necessitate a discontinuance and we would so advise 
the Department. 

Of the three proprietary interests, one has been discontinued; 
however, the informant still resides and is active in the locale of the 
pr-.prietary. Further, off-shoot investigations are being conducted of 
the discontinued operation. The second operation has been discontinued; 
however, we are in the process of obtaining indictments and prosecution 
is, of course, pending. The third operation is on-:going and we contem
plate reaching our ultimate objective within the next sixty days. 

In view of the above observations, the Special Inve$tigative 
Division strongly recommends the following: 

(1) That we do not disclose any information whatsoever to 
Assistant Attorney General Rex Lee for access or review by the Committee 
on our on-going undercover operations. 

(2) That a representative of the Special Investigative Division 
discuss this matter with Assistant Attorney General Thornburgh, Criminal 
Division, who has the responsibility of the pending prosecutiwe. action in these 
matters, so that he, Thornburgh, has an opportunity for input into furnishing 
data to the Committee. 

$ e€ J..eg1~1.. CDv :n_ru L /-() M!! /lditm,s 

H>1""3~ • .fio~Jit<t/.lfl? · Yl~/76 



·. 

• 
i\1r. 7. D. ~~.dans 

\ 
EOUS'I'U t·y 

• ,.... 

( l, - Nr. z-Hntz · ... .... / 
1 - l'•tr. ClGveland 
1 ~· :Mr. Wannall 

1/9/76 
1 -· .i'·Ir. Cregar 
1 - ?'ir. Eotis 
1 r-1r. Daly 

I In accordance vii·th the instructions of· th(~ l'l..ttorney 
General on 1/8/76, Charles .~'iaddox, House Select Committee . Sta££ 
?-·iember ~ revie~..,-ed the balance sheets and other financial data 
pertaining to the Bureau proprie·taries. r~:a.r1dox., after revie-;,.1 
of these r.1aterials 1 stated tha.t there "'tould be no more reouests 
for disclosure of information concerning Bureau·propr:i:etaries 
and that this would satisfy the Coromittee' s needs.· Baddox did, 
however, ask that the Bureau advise him w!1ethe-r there are in 
t~xistenco any internal r~gul·ations· concerning the operation of 

· proprietaries, ~vhether the Bureau r s operation -of '9roprietaries 
are in violation of Section 869· of Title 31 of the u. s. Code, 
and ask t.~e Bureau to 't-'Torl-:: 'tvith him in the preparation of a 
short parngraph on proprietaries for th8 Corn.r;;ittee's puhlic 
report. 

The Department of Justice is, at the request of 
:1addox, responding to t:"1e question relating to Title 31, U.S. 
Code, Sec·tion 869. This par·ticulnr · response is beinq co
ordinated ~.-:i th Assista;nt Special Counsel for ·Intelligence 
Coordination Steven Blackhurst. Responses to the ·other in_. 
formation he requested t«~ being. coordinate.-} by the Intelliqence 
Division. 

.. __ . ___ ror • :t: 4- • J.n .... orma .... :ton. 
------- ·-- .. --

· . .. 

. ,. .. 

~~:s~1Q"4-:7n~9'i-a~~~fi.9~!1i\~l~i:£9~ -;-i5 .. · · ;·: /1;;.2:. ·-··-:l!t/·t:tfi.;/ ~: ~~-4 ~- 1 
~,... ... ---~~...-;~~~-.l ...... ~\>i .... ~--~.:r...:.:=-.,.c::;.q~; ·.-~::- --- -·. ~ 



OPTIONAL fOitM NO, 10 • 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA fPMR (41 Cfltl 101-11.6 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT • Assoc. Oir. _ 

( Memorandum 
Dep. AD Adm. _ 
Dep. AD lnv. _ 

1 - Mr. Mintz Asst. Dir.: 
1 Mr. Bass.ett 

Admin. __ - Comp. Syst. _ 
1 Wannall ·- Mr. Ext. Affairs _ 

TO Mr. J. B. Adams DATE: 12/3 0/7 5 Files & Com._ 

FROM 

1 - Mr. Cregar 
1 - Mr. Hot is 
1 - Mr. Daly 

A:\& t.Q,/ ,' Training __ 
\JIUL' t Telephone Rm. _ 

12/29/75, Richard Vermeire, .Sta·ff Memb~r of th:rectorSec'y_ 
'lect .C'o:mri:ti ttee, reques.ted .that former SAs Joseph Leo 

Gormle. and Dr. William Magee be made .available· for deposition 
conceJhing U.S. Recording· Company purchases made 'by this Bureau. ( . . 

. 'RECOMMENDATIONS : 

(1.) That· former SAs Gormley and Magee be released 
· from any exist·ing. employment agreement for purposes of 

deposition before ·the House Select .Committee. 

(2.) That .the Intelligence Division determine the ~~.~ 
.current whereabouts: ·of former SAs Gormley and Magee and insure . 
that they are advised they may be contacted by members. ·of. the 
Committee. 

(.3',) That the Legal Counsel Division orally advise 
the House· Select .Committee of the .current whereabouts of former 
SAs ·Gormley and M~gee. 

1 - Personnel File - Joseph 'Leo Gormley 
1 - Personnel File - William M~gee 

lad~\) 
(10) 15 JAN 9 1976 

-----

I 

-!U~/ 
151~ff tt~~ya -~ 

10
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J · ~PTI~~.\L..I"ORM NO, 10 · ···• JULY 11>7.3 EDITION 

G~A l'i>MR 141 CFRI 101-11,8 ••• 
TO 

FROM 

SUBjECT: 

~ 

UNITED STATES 00VERNME1'4"T 

Memorandurfl 
· Director, FBI 

Harold R. Tyler, Jr. \ / 
Deputy Attorney General . i ,A/;/:\·.· 

(j) v\J . : 
Jacqu~line Hess - Espionage 

--------

·. 

DATE: December 24, 1 1:975 

(J ~ 4-L; l;i-·~:_ 
In response to your memorandum to the At~orney· General 

dated December 12, 1975 on this subject, I -~.,ish to advise 
you that the Department declined prosecution in this case 
in a memorandum from me to you dated November' l4, 1975. 
Chairman Pike was advised of our decision at or about the 
same time. 

Plea$e let me knovT if your office cannot find any 
memorandum from me on this subject dated November 14, 

cc: The Attorney General ___ ____.., 

.Thty U.S. Saviny,.r Bo11ds Rcgtdady 011 the Payroll Savit:gs Plan 
m.r :5530 4 Docid: 3.29896:96 Page 1 1 
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FD-36 (Rev. 5-22-64) 

1 l -/ 

• 
FBI 

Date: 12/24/75 

t~ansmit the following in -~------=:----:-----:-:-----~=----------; 
(Type in plaintext or code) 

Via _A_I_R_:\.T_E_• L _____ _ AIRHAIL 
(Priority) 1 

'I 

---------~--------------------------------------L-------TO: DIRECT~, FBI (62-116464) 

FROM: ~~~-721) 

7HOUS ·l:li:;) 
ReB'nite1, 12/15/75. 
T ite1 to Bureau, 12/17/75. 

\ 

I() ,_' ... , ' \ :(} ~ .,.p 
', - \' ' ~-' ._/ -

;'.Q. SMITH contacted 12/24/75, upon his return to 
St. Petersburg, Fla., and was advised of the contents of 
referenced Bureau nitel. . . \..., 

\ ,~ 

Bureau 
1 - Tampa 
JJG:ls 
(3) 

. Approve9.: :.. ,. . ... - -_ 
S 4 JAN t 3 ~9,~~df.al Agent in Charge 

NW 5~304 Docid-: "3298_9696 P-age , 18 

_/\ . , ___ i 'b .-- 1 

'i7 OEC 291915 

( 

Sent ------M Per -------
I * U. 5, GOVERNM!o:NT PRINTING OFFICE: 1971-413-135 

bz 

• 
-i 



/ .• . ~ 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION/ ... , 
( ! 

Jt.G , 2 4: 1975 i;/ 
/~ -, 

lE\l.Elf'\i [?~ I 

15' 

. . . 

: -~~ nir. ----} 
·1 Dep.:'A.D.-1A~ . Dep.·A.D.- nv-

'Asst. Dir. :.., ' 
Admin.--
Comp. Syst. -
Ext. Affairs _....... 
Files & Com. - . 
Gen. Irtv. ----
Ident. ~.....<
Inspect~rur; • 
InML : 'iN.~ · 
Launratory -+ 
Plan. & EvaL -r 
Spec. lnv. ~. 
Training ' 

Leg& Coun. --!
Telephone 1tm. ..;._ 

t · -p~r ~,.,..:._ 

1975; A:JD HOUSTO~~ TE'LE:TYPF' TO ALEX~ ~lDRI?', D~C'!.'!'t!B~R 1$<, 1~75. 

~LL FORMFR AGENTS ME~TIO~ED I ~ REFEP ~ NC~n BUREAU 

T~LETYPE AS RFSITHi.: NTS H 1 ALFXAr1DPit- f' !1 5.:l\ H~IJE Bf£EN CCHlTJ:IC'T":D. 

J-!OUST0~1 SHOULD DISCQr,;TI~1UE EFFO~T8 TO CO~~TACT "1ILL1Nr1 JARUI<::: 

• . 'I) 

HOLD &,2 -I! 6 <t/i~ y' {). ~ '1 
~ ' 
m JAN 1 1976 

---

I I ,1 

8 4 JAN 1 9 t976' 
N\<1 55304 Docid.: 329896:96 P.age 19 
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p 
\) 

... 

I. .: .. ' 
2 • - :. J. A. Mintz 

(1 - Mr. Hotis) 
1 ~ Mr. R. J. Gallagher 

(Attn: J. J. Boyd) 

. ... 

1 ... Mr. W .JR. Wanna-11
19

. 
76 _ anuat:y ~, ·- -

1 • Mr. W. 0. Cregax 
1 ~ Mr. T. J. McNiff 

U. S. OUSE 'SELECt COMMITTEE 
ON Itl :.LLlGEN~ ACT:tvl'i'tES ·(HSC) 

Reference i~ mad~ to a lot~er aated Novembe~ 3, 
197,5,_ f-tom Mr. ~ti_¢ha.el ;E •. Shaheen., .J't. :, Spe~t~l Co~$al 
fot" Intelligenee Cootdlnal:itm_, to -111:'. John A •. l1~~tz, 
As~tstant Di~ector, Legal Counsel Divisl~n,_ Fed~ral Bureau 
of lrwestigation.. ent.ltled ntto-use $e1~ct Committee Lett~r 
date~ October '20." Referenced l~ttet: adVi'-$ed that, -should .': 
the FBI have questions t::onceming an app~opl;'tate re$ponse / _ ~
to the enclosed letter f;rotn the H~C date4 Octobe't 20, 197$:i) 2. 

contact -should be .bad l<Tith Nr. Steven l}lackhul'~t of }!...... · 
l1t'. Shaheen'·s ·staff. f -;- ' 

The purpo~~ of thie lettet ts to confi~ that 
on Det:eptber 16,. 1975, M1;'. Blaolc:bu~at .a,Q.v.:tsed $paetai Agent 
Thomas .J. MCNiff of this :Bureau ~t the- ·tBl dart disregar(l 
the .reque~rt -conta;l.I)ed in ·t;he .ie~ter of -tbe HSC -da:t;:ed 
Octobe-r: 20, 1975. 

62 .. 116464 \-~' t \~~ 
·~:J ''\. 

• Tbe Deputy Attorney Gen~r:al REC..5! 

; 

\ 
\ 

' ' 

' •, 

\''· .. 
'·. 

t.\., 

~' 
I 

~ 

Atten~iori: M;lchae-l E. Shaheen, .Jt;. 
& ;1. ~l{.!~_t( f:J-· - ~q ~ 

--- -~ ---· i-

WOC:lhb [ hb 
Assoc. Dir . _ {l(t) 

Dep. AD Adm. _ I 
Dep. AD lnv. _ 

Asst. Oir. : 

Admin. __ l 
Comp. Syst. _ 

Ext. Affairs _ 

Files & Com. _ 
Gen.lnv. _ _ 
!dent. __ 

Inspection_ 
Intel!. __ 

Laboratory _ 

Pion. & Evol. _ 

Spoc.lnv._ 

... 44 ... 49948 

Spec_tal CoUi'lSel fol:' 
Intelligence CooTd~na~ion 

,.,.11 

: · JAN 6 1976 . 
? -:::::; ~----

·, 
\ . \ I ,· 

\. l_ / . 

i )'. ';&'~ cyv 
wo1f 

GPO : 1975 0 - 569- 920 
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I 2' Mr. J. A. • M~~~z 
(1 ... Mr. Hotis) 

1 " Mr. W. R. Wanna11 
1 " Mr. W. 0. Cregar 

The Attorney General November 26, 1975 

J)i~ecto-1: ,_ FB:t 

{) 
U. s·. HQUSE SELECT COMMlTlE.E 
ON IN'I';ELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES {H$C) 

· Enclos.ed herewith is :a Xerox .copy o~ .a letter 
dated November· 18, 197$, fur.ntshiqg information to the 
intelligence. Communi:ty Staff (lCS) for ultimate delive~ 
to the HSC.. ·- ) 

By letter dated November 10, 1975, to- the ICS., ._ 

.--,·.--A 
(1"' 

the Hs·a ;requested a li.st -of all cont.raQt:S executed between ~ ,-: 
the intelligence agencies• iucluding the militaTy !~ 
intelligence branche~, and the· following private industrifl~ ' . 

(1) Bell Telephone Laborato't-1~4: ] · 
(2) Research Institute of ..Anlertca, Inc. 
(3.) TRW, Inc. 
(4): Motorola 
(5) Polaroid Co~oration 
(6) aectal industr~~$ 

'Sub:sequ.ent.ly_, 'Py letter 4ated Novetnbe~ 11, 1975, 
the ICS ad"!ised tt ~1ould assemble -a compilation for the 
enti:...-e commun~ty and requested .input fro$ the FBI in ·tbi·s 
regard • 

·On Noveml>er 18 •· 1915 ,. thts llla~tex- was discu~$ed 
Assoc. o;r. _orally bet.vreen Special .Agent .Andl$'il1 J. DufflQ of this- Bureau 
~::: ~~ ~~~--= and Mr. Michael E. Sb~een, Jr., of the Depal:'tment,. follot1ing 

Asst. o;r.: uhich the enclosed letter l1hich contains the FBI'~ response 
~~=~~-syst. _ v1as sent to the xes. .-- REC..5lq 1 . -//' / ~~f/ ,f._ ~U 5 
Ext. Affairs- c~ 1 Ott tl (.....rcPL- v r:l.. t/' Tf'./ / • ""'- 1.,-
FHes & Com,_ 62.,.11646/i · . : ,.~.. { •L , 11 _l • ' , 

~::-t.l:=_- §. V"' " ... ;,q\~,\/lt Jl ./ ' '· 
Inspection_ b', J( J I 
lntell. __ AJD:lbblhb __..- ·, ' · ;.~ f ·· 
Laboratory- (8) ._...,...- ' '• ·~('.,"'" - ~L.~ ..-' 
Pion. & Eval.- A '/ . :f (J ' -
Spec. lnv. _ /'_,- ~\.1. 4-- .4j ( 
Tro;n;ng- ~~ 1'.\';''\i j~ -~'(j~':", .,p-.j M I -) '.:/',) "]i 

~:~:;h~:~"~:= IJ .- I. 1 . .....-•·.'""~ :, . .l?l ~ --- ~~-- , .. 
o;rector Sec'y- MAIL ROOM D TELETYPE UNIT D -:;1'1 'l.tai''O: 1975 0-569-920 

Jj 43-~4, N :&hci4@~~-989696 P.age 21 i/ -
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ti copy of ~hie lotte~ iL~ oleo bcu1J f~~1icho~ to 
i;r. hho.hoen. 

l • ~he topu~y ~ttorn~y Qc~oral ~ Enclosure 
,i\"ttc:n'i;!on; l'ticbucl .!..;. Sh.~ccn" J'~. 

S~cciol 9otnlscl for 
!ucclligcncc Ccordination 
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OFFICE OF THE DtnECTOR 

55-304 

• UN.D STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

•' 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20535 

.. 

Jack Eo Thomas 
Major General~ USAF (Reto) 
Chief, Coordinati~n Staff 
Intelligence Community Staff 
Central Intelligence Agency 
Washington, D. c. 20505 

Dear General Thomas: 

November 18, 1975 

By Liaison 
'f, 

Reference is made to your letter dated 
November 11, 1975, addressed to FBI Liaison Officer 
Vernon H. Weimar, your number DCI/IC-75-3851. 

In response to your request, the following is 
the only contract this Bureau has en~ered into with any 
of the six listed companies since Januas~ 1, 1973: 

TRW Systems Group 
7600 Colshire Drive 
McLean, Virginia 22101 
$255,148o00 
June 30, 1975. 

. . 

It is noted this does not include contracts 
between the FBI and other intelligence agencies, nor does 
it include purc~ase orders written to any of the mentioned 
companies. 

Doc:Ed : 32989'696 

Sincerely yours, 

Clarence M. Kelley 
Director 



. TO 

FROM 

OPTIONAL FOitM NO, 10 • 
MAY 1962 EDITION 

1& GSA FPMR (41 CFIU 101-11.6 

'" ~'hl~Tl'ED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
: Mr. J. B. Adams · 

: L~gal Counse 

-·---1 
..._ ___ ~_.....,.-

• 
1 - Mr. Mintz 
1 - ·Mr. Adams 
1 - Mr. Cochran 
1 - Mr. Wannall 

DATE: 11/12/7 5 
1 - Mr. Cregar 
1 - Mr. Hotis 
1 - Mr. Daly /) 

Jm 

Ext. Affairs _ 

Files & Com._ 

~ t< 'JV • I j , Training __ 5 
II !,l "''~ff :. · r 

~ \ ', Telephone Rm. _ 
~ Director Sec'y _ 

Section Chief William Harwa.rd of. the Laboratory Division 
who. had previously been .cleared to give a deposition to represen

) tatives of. the House· Select Committee appeared for a deposition in 
that Committee's space on 11/11/?5. 

During. the course of his interview which pertained to 
the u.s. Recording Company and the utilization by the Bureau of 
other companies. in a similar fashion, i.e • .cutout purchases, he 
did not respond to a question as. ·to what other companies he knew 
of which :this Bureau dealt with 'indirectly through the U.S. Re
cording Company.· Ha+:waiDd indicated to. the Committee representatives 
that .these comp~hie~:are. confidential .sources ·of this Bureau. Sub
sequently, Harwood a(J.vised SA Paul V. Daly of this Division that he 
could recall· five c.ompanies which furnished the Bureau equip?r-mt 
thr.o~gh the 'U. S·i1 Recordi~g Company--namely, General Teledyne, · 'ili 
and Howell, Custpm Electric, Knowles Microphone .and Northea~ · 
Electronics. ~J::le a$orementioned companies ·furnished the B1f:t~ u 
equipment such :as d:f:~l recorders, transmi.tters and micropffones. 

It ~.., 

By way of background, the guidelines for interviews for 
this Committee have followed the .guidelines we have. utilized with 
the Senate Select Committee in which :a current or former employee 
need not respond to questions in four separate. categories: (1) 

I 

information provided by sources ('or any other information) which 
might tend to identify a confidential source; (2) information con- 1 
cerning sensitive invest·igative techniques i (3.) information derived 
from other Government agencies, including information from toreign 
intelligence sources i and .( :4.) any inforina tion the disclosure of' 
which :could adverse·ly affect ongoing investigations. While unlike 
the Senate Select Committee, we ·have no wri.tten agreement to. the 
aforementioned categories but .the House Select Committee has not 
resisted thus· far on our placing. limitations on the information 
they may_ gain thro~g\intervie~~~~ I 1 /'/ / L/ ~ , ~!);Jl 

. ' \~,¢ \ ~\,.{ · \~\ ~\,. ~'\.V~ ~ pr... .-I, e;; :z_::: Y ~ 9- '1-. 7; 
f-4':' .... J 'i\ ' _ ......... --, I;' .~ -~.JI-_ \} ; . 

~- • IJ) f ,.,r .• :.-: lP(' 'A\"'\ _; CON.T~J;iU\EID5 - OVER rf. t· :tl~~\''' If: . - • 5 lft.v , 

L.,\'-t>~ !' PVD:ladlt\~ · .I ~-,~ 
--rv ~ \)· ~~ .• . (9.) . ,., 

("' 

8 4 9 1976" ~. 
NW 55 l.Q.&-

1
o,Docid : 329896~~y l£-fgeS~vjngs Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings ~n . 



; 

Legal Counse·l to Mr. Adams · 
RE.: HOUSTUD.Y 

• 
Harw:·rurd did not respond to. the q~est·ion relating. to. 

companies. deali~g. through .the U.S. · Recording Company with ·.the 
Bureau because he felt. that we were dealing with :a confidential 
source .and he could· not disclose the identity. -of same. He in
dicated that .it :could be determined by. the name of the particular 
company what ·type of equipment thi's Bureau was :purchasing,. thereby 
disclosing a sensitive technique. This ·information is protected 
py. the. :guidelines . 

On .11/11/7 5, Richard Verme·ire, .Staff Member of captioned 
Committe.e, who participated in the 'interview of Harwavd was. tele
.pho'nical·ly contacted by SA Daly and .it was explained to· him the 
reason for the reluctance of the Bureau to· furnish 'the ·names -of 
the companies .• · Ins.tead, SA Daly offered .to g.ive him a numerical 
res·ponse as. to: the .companies,· _'a generic description of. the compap.y 
and the reason for not .disclosing the particular information. 
Verme·ire explained that he :could: not accept the alternative ·response. 
He. volunte·ered that Chairman .Otis ·Pike and another. unnamed Congress·-· 
man wer.e. very much .interested in this· particular matter and that 
it :would· be necessary for. the Committee to: have. the requested 
information • 

. Vermeire .stated that :Chcdrman Pike was. concerned that 
there !nay be: .s0me .improprieties ·involved in this matter and 
indicated he :would make all the inquires. neces·sary. to· res·o:lve 
this matter. Vermeire :stated .that because ·of Chairman Pike's 
inte:res.t he was r.ecei:Ving considerable :pressure from the Com
mitte·e .to. obtain the necessary information for. the Committee 
to. make ·.a dete·rmination: as. ·to: whether improprieties ·existed. 

As -an .alt·e-rnati.ve, it was :suggested to: Vermeire that 
he might wish :to._.submit a wr:i .tten request aski~g for. the in
formation .and the Bureau could address. that aspect. Verme·ire 
stated he w.o:uld not do this. · He indicated he wanted the response 
·from Harwa~d in: response: to: the question asked during. the· dep·osi·tion 
and that as. ·the Bureau maintained the'se: companies :were confidential 
s .ources. that matter wo.uld have to. be: resolved by the Commi.ttee ·as 
to. whether. they might :pursue .it· :further. Every indication from 
the ·conversati.on with Vermeire :indicated the Committee would 
.pursue .this particular aspect :further. 

CONTINUED - OVER 

~ \t 
2 -

NW 55304 Docid : 329896:96 P.age 25 
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~ -

L~gal Counse·l to. Mr. Adams 
RE: HOUS.TUDY 

"If it .is determined we .should not respond to. this · 
parti·cular ques'tion because: these: companies enj·oy a con
fidential relationship .and/or the disclosure of. the .reques.ted 
information wo.uld jeopardi.ze a sensitive ·technique, a letterhe'ad 
memorandum to. that ·effec.t .should be .prepared and· furnished to. the~ 
Attorn.ey General w.ith :a copy. to. the Deputy Attorney General by' 
cover letter for. the Department' s · ·forwarding. to. the Committee. 
It should be 'kept in mind that :our failure· to: furnish 'the· re
qu,es.t·e:d informati·on in the deposition does. not mean the. Commi tte·e 
w.ould not receive the 'information in .s ·ome .other fashi.on. What we 
·are .addresS'ing in this parti·cular memorandum is. the fact that we 
do not want the information furnished by Secti:.on Chief Harw.a1Jd as 
part :of his. ·deposition. Additionally, consideration should be 
g.iven to: the fact :that by re.fusing. to furnish ·.this· ·particular 
informati:on we may highlight :thi's ·aspect of. the House Select 
Committee inquiry. to· Chairman P.ike and he may draw .unwarranted 
conclusions.· 

To. date. we have, ·of. course, been ,scheduled· for only 
one day of FBI hearings. bY: that :Committee and ther~e· are in
dicat.ions. ·that :this ·Bureau will not be a: major. target· for the 
Committee. Our refusal to: .furnish :the requested lnformati:on 
could, of course, direct .additional .atte:ntion to. the Bureau. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That :the Laboratory D.ivision in cOnj.uncti:on w.i.:th ·.the 
Inte"lligence D.ivisi·on .should expeditiously prep·are the: letterhead 
memorandum w.ith :a c.over. .letter. to. the. Attorn.ey General w.ith :a copy 
to. th·e Deputy. Attorney' General advising. the Committee of our re
fusal and explaining same :if # ' should decide not to: furnish '.the 
informati·on. (*the Laboratory) 

r 

- 3 -
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OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 • ' 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA FPMR (~1 CFRl 101-11.6 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
: Mr. J •. B. Adams · 

• 
1 - Mr . Mintz: ·. 
1 Mr. Bassett . . 
1 ·- Mr . Cochr'an 

DATE:. 12/22/.7 5 
1 - Mr. Wannali 

M/ 1 - ·Mr. Cr~gar 

Assoc. Dir. _ 

Dep. AD Adm. _ 

Dep. AD lnv. _ 

Asst. Dir.: 
Admin. __ 

Camp. Syst, _ 

Ext. Affairs _ 

Files & Com._ 

FROM : ;:,LG<>unseJ: ~ . i = :: ;~s 

SUBJECT{H~~~~ ~~ ~JJ \ T~:·;:::, •. ~ 
Director Sec•y _ 

. on 12/22/7:5 ,· Richard Verme-ire.,· .sta:f Member of .. the 

.. the~ Laborato;r-y Division be: made· ~ava:ilable· for deposition con
cerni~g u.s.· Rec"ordi~g Company :purchase·s made py . . this Bureau . 

. RECOMMENDATION-:· 

That BA .S.teveris be: rele-ase:d from any: existing. employment : 
agreement· ·for .purposes. ·of deposi ti·on before :the House: Sel·ect Com
mittee .concerni~g, U • .8. Recordi~g Compafly purchases' made by/F-. t ·s · 
Bureau. ,'if · 

I 

REC-51 
5 J Af~ '7 1976 

" \ ~ . 1 - Personnel; 'File - Wi~buti- G. .S.tevens 

i lad ~~~0> 5 {ji.,"'tf:;t·:Jc'L >"" ,,. f,~ 
(1.0)~ / ~ ·3"'1 .:,...-"j~f 

8 N9 1976 !~ 
NW 55 3,g,~10,Docid : 329896~'1) T.JJieS4;_o/ngs Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 
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t:R 007 AX 

8:28 PM 

TO: 

16, 1975 VAN 

(62-116464) 

ALEXANDRIA <62-23-i)_(.p.).~ 
e:}~ I 

HOUSE STUDY 75. 0::!-~skl!_f - 'J,j~.- :.· 
----------·-·~ REFERENCE BUREAU TELETYPE TO ALEXANDRIA, DECEMBER 15, 

1975. 

THE HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE <HSC) HAS INDICATED DESIRE 

INTERVIEW CERTAIN FORMER BUREAU EMPLOYEES CONCERNING ANY 

KNOWLEDGE THEY MAY POSSESS PERTAINING TO THIS BUREAU'S 

PU CHASING P CTICES vll_T_I.:{ UNITED STATES RECORDING COMPANY. -
LEAD. HOUSTON. AT BEAUMONT, TEXAS. SHOULD CONTACT 

WILLIAM JARVIS GOODWIN AT 6550 LEXINGTON, APARTMENT 245, OR 

AT EMPLOYMENT, LAW OFFICES OF GOODWIN AND HAWTHORNE, 455 MILAM 

Assoc. Dir. __ : 
Dep.-A.D.-Adm._ 
Dep.-A.D.-Inv:_ 

Asst. Dir.: 
Admin. __ ,_1 

Comp. Sys} __ 
Ext. Mfairs _ 
Files & Com. _ , 
Gen. Inv. __ _ 
!dent.--·
Inspectio 
Intell. ~- .' , .. 
Laboratory __ , 
Plan. & EvaL _ , 
Spec. lnv. __ i 
Training _ __ ' 

Leg-.U Coun. __ 
Telephone Rm. _ . 

irector Sec'y _ 

",f, ·pcv"' 

STREET, AND ADVISE HIM OF HSC I~~TION. FURTHERMORE, SHOULD 

HE BE CONTACTED BY HSC, BEFORE S~ING TO INTERVIEW HE ;) lj:;..... 
REC-50 /~ ~ -I/ & Lj't. 7'-- -

SHOULD CONTACT THE OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL AT 4flfREAU ..__;-,. .:._ -... 
HEADQUARTERS COLLECT TO SECURE RELEASE FROM HIS E~1PLOY~11!c.tHDEC 31 19

/!i 

AGREEMENT AND ASCERTAIN PARAMETER vJITHIN v/HICH INTERVI~A¥-. .8,E ....._,_ 

CONDUCTED. 

END. 

HOLD 
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• ~FICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530 

TO: John A. Minlf, Assistant Director 
Legal Coun~el Division 

FROM: 

Federal B feau of Investigation 

Michael . Shaheen, Jr. 
Special :ounsel for Intelligence 

co , rdination 

iVOV 2 81975 

~tAB~)\) 
SUBJECT: HSC R~uest dated November 24 ~~ 

Attac~d is a letter from the ~use Select Committee 
requesting access to FBI materials concern1ng var1ous 
individuals. Please prepare an appropriate response. 

cc: Paul Daly 

15 DEC 30 1975 



OTI:, G. PIKE, N. V., CHAIRMAN • ROBERT N . GIAIM,p, COJ.Jli, 
JA.ME:d V. $TANl"ON, OHIO 
RONALD V. OELLUMS , C"UP'. 
MORGAN 1='. MURPHY, H..L. 
LES ASPlf.t, WIS. 
DALE MILF"ORO, iEX. 
PHILIP H. HAYES, IND. 
WJLLIAM LI:HMAN, FLA. 

AODERT MCCLORY, ILL. 
D/..VID c . TREEN, L.A. 
JAMES p . JOHNSON, COLO. 
RODCRT W. KASTEN, JR:-, WIS. 

• 
-~elect <!:ommittee ott 3lnteUi!!em:e 
~.f$. ~ouze of l\epcezentatibes 

A. flEARI..E FIELD0 sTAFF DIRECTOR 

AARON B. DONNER, COUNSEL. 

TEI..EPHONC: (202-) 225-97!51. 

~--~-· .. "'- - ' -_____ _._.__;__ - ~cn>bington, ;;;.i!C. 20515 · ~--=-'"- -:::::.-

/-

~ --

NW 55304 

.J -/ 
Novem&er 24, ~5 

Mr. Michael~haheen~ Jr. 
Spec. Coun~l for Intel. Co0rdination 
Departmenifof Justice 
Washingtof, D.C. 20530 

Dear ~Shaheen: 

--

- / 
Pur~uant to a meeting between Mr. Hotis and Mr. Daley of the F.B.I.,and 
Ms. Ellen Miller of our staff, we are hereby resubmitting our Oct. 
3, 1975 request for materials relating to certain FBI informants. 

As.was discussed at that meeting, our staff has agreed to cooperate 
with the Bureau's suggested procedures in obtaining information 
relating to the info.rmants lis.ted below on the case by case basis. 
The agreement reached involves the following procedures: 1) submission 
of names 'tvith specific reference to the material needed by the 
Committee; 2) a request by the FBI to each of the individuals in
volved requesting_ permission for the release of such information in 
the cases where the former informant status is not public information; 
and 3) immediate access to information on the individuals in cases 
where the former . informant status is public information. We hope 
that these procedures will not be too cumbersome and that the in
formation will be forthcoming. 

Therefore, we hereby request access to all notes,memoranda~ files, and 
reports pertaining to the former FBI informants listed below: 

Docld: 3.2989$!:96 

4lfred Burnett-Seattle bombings 
Je~f Desmond--Seattle bombings 
David Sannes--Seattle bombings 

JFK Act 6 141 ~-Seattle court house damage 
Thom~s MosheT--Stanford Univ. Anti-war movement 
Momlaung Singhata Thomas Tongyai N'ayondlya-
Hobart College, S.D.S. Anti-war demonstrations 

ENCLOSURE 
Page 30 



------ --------------,-----,_J 

. . .... •• • 1""1' ~ ... I """' 

Mr. Mich~el Shaheen, Jr. 
Page 2 _ _ 

__ Npy~mber 24, 1975 - - - -___ - __ 1------ ------ ___ .. ---.--·:-~~-=--=-:-"----·---~--.-.;:-~---... "'-----

'"'-.-

Boyd F. Douglas, Jl!.--"East Coast Conspiracy to Save Lives" 

' ·-

-Larry ~rantwohl--Weatherman S.D.S. 
Carl Becker~Vietnam Veterans Against the War (VVAW) 
I JFK Act 6 I 4 I ~-VVAW 
Eustacia (Frank)Martinez--Chicano organizations 
Emerson Po.e-- VVAW -

'George Demmerle--"Crazies" 
Terrence Norman--Kent State University 
Charles R. Grimm--University of Alabama 
Lawrence Goff--Revolutionary Union 

Your prompt attention will be appreciated. 

Since~ely,~/ 
//'/' / -

(A. -~·:?~* C/ ~ 
A. Searle Fiel 
Staff Director 

NW 55304 Docld : 32989696 Page 31 
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The Attorney G~nel:'al 

\, 
Director, -FB\ 

0 
t1. S·. l!O'USE $ COMM!l".fEE. ON 
OO~lGENCE A .. Vl'l'IE& (BSC) 

' 2 - :Mr. J. A. Mintz 
(l -Mr. J. B. H9tis) 

l - Mr. W. R. Wannall 
l - Mr. w. o. Cregar 

December 15:~ 

1 - Mr. K. A. Mendenhall 
1 - ~r. P. w. Cook 

R.eferenc~ is lnade to use lette.r 'Q~ted N:ov~mb~ 24, 
l97fj, ~equ~sting :aC®ss to· a~l notes,. m~m.orantla., file·s and 
rC?ports p~rtain~~g tQ-:.l6 ~d:Lviduals who w.ere ~nfomants or 
alleged to be ;Lritorma.nt.s· ot thi$. Bureau. ,.-, 

- ~ ~~ . . 

Enclot:l~a :tor" your approtral. and fona.rding t9 the· 
me· is the ,orig$na1 of a m~ntorandum whtch cons-t!tut*$ this 
Bureau ':a :re$pcn:s~ to- the- above ·request ... 

A .oopy ~f. tll~~ t\l~mor.andum is bein~. :furnished for 
vour ~.acords-. . .... ;.--
iT ~ 

'.., ..... ' 

( 

1975 

,, 
.C} .......... 
L-.... 

I 1 --., - .... ,---

• . . 
ri· 

---
~ 

Enclosures• .a 
1 - ~11~ ueputy Attr;>rn:ey G~neral 

Attention: 'Michael E. Shah~en, -J~. 
$vecinl ~onns~l fp~ _ 

lntellige.ne&eoordina.tibn 

Jl 
.... :') J : , .. ,, ... ;,_~ t .... 

$'' --' - . . --~ ' -· 

---..:;... .) 

A.ssoc. Oir. -

Dep. AD Adm.

Dep. AD lnv. -
Asst. Dir.: 

15 DEC 30 1975 

GPO : 1975 0 - 569-920 



... ' . .. 2 - Mr. J.f. M;l.ntz 
(1 -Mr. J. B. H9tis) 

l - Mr. W. R. Wannall 
l - Mr. w. o. Cregar 
i - Mr. K. A. Menden~all 
l - Mr. P. w. Cook 

62-116464 December lG, 1975 

1J. s. HOUSE SBLECT COMMift.U ON 
Dn'ELLIGENCE ACJ.'lYITIES (BSC) 

. ~aeference is made to H$C letter dated. Nov-embel- 24, 
1'975, requesting acc~ss to ·all. notes·; memoranda, files ~nd 
report$ perta.!ning to .specific acti-vities. concerning the 
.follctwi:ng ind$vidUa1$ wllo were informants or alleged to be 
informants of this Bureau·: 

Alfred Burnett--S.ea.ttlelf bombings 
Jeff Desmond--Seattle· bombing$ 
D.av· d S e --$eattl& bombin.~s 

-seattle coUl."t house .dtunage 
~-~o=m=a-s=.~o-s~~~r-.StanfordUn!~~rsityAnti•war movement 
llon,llaung Singhata Thomas. T.ongya.:i Ntayondlya.~-Hobal"t 
Col;l~ge:, :S .l) .• S. Anti-war demonstrations · 
BO:Yd 1!. Dougla$, jr .--ttJ!ast Coast Conspiracy to· 
Save t.ives•t 
Larry Gr'antwobl••Weathe.rman :s .• l) .'S. 
C · i BeCk .-- · · .terans: .Against the Wa~ (WAW')~· 

~VVAY 
~~s~ac~-1r.o~~r~-~·T.:~.~~~~-ez~Chicano organi~ations 
Emerson Poe~-VVAt 
·George D&mmerle--"Crazies" 
'l'.errence Norman-""'Xent State, University 
Char.les R. Grillln1--University of _Alabama 
~awrenc&.GQff-•Revolutionary·union 

Pertinent material. responsive- to the abov& HSC 
request ·has. been retrieved .and is ·avail-able for review at 
FBI Headquarters by ·appropriately cleared personnel of th$ 
HSC Staff. 

Assoc. Oir. -

Dep. AD Adm. _ 

Dep. AD lnv, -1 - The Attorney General _ _ 1~ 1'>-.!'W> ( & Asst. Dir.: ' 
Admin. __ 

Comp. Syst. _ 

Ext. Affairs_ 

Files & Com._ onlGlNAL AND ON~ TO THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 

SEE NatE PAGE TWO 

~fl./'\ 'tv"! hp( 

Page 33 EN CLOSURE t ;;). . // G y·0 1- ~G1fl~{J- 569-920 
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U. S. HOUSEl S:Ea.ECT COMMITTEE ON IlrtELLIGENCE ACTIVITI:ES (HSC) 

N<Jl'.E: - CONFIDENTIAL 

All. of the- above 16 individuals nre known to this 
-Six individt als, Alfred Burnett, Jeff Desmond, 

nnes ust cio r nk) Martinez, Charles R. Grimm 
were never FBIHQ approved 

informan s a t oug a egations to that effect have been 
publicized in the past. ~ine individuals, I J FK Act 6 14 1 L 
Thomas 1Josher, Boyd Douglas, Larry Grantwohl, Emerson Poe, 
George Demmerl<?.-, laawrence Goff, Momlaung Singbata Thomas 
Tongyai N 1 ayondl~a and Terrence B. liorman, were Bureau 
informants, whose confidential relationships with this 
Bureau have become public knowledge either through givin~ 
t~stimony or because of irr-esponsible actions on their part. 

Requested material apppropriately excised concerning 
the above two categories of informants is being made 
available to the HSC. These indi 'Viduals are no-t being 
notified by this Bureau of HSC interest in their activities 
as the informant reports themselves al"e not being furnished 
and the information concerning the specified activity has 
appeared in the mass media. 

With regard to Carl Becker, this individual in 
8/73 testified at the VVAW trial in T.allahassee, Florida,. 
Since 7/72, because of his subversive and extremist contacts, 
he continued to furnish valuable information to the Now Orleans 
Qffice, nnd is currently operated by the New Orleans Office 
.as a c<;>nfidential source. If this communication is appro-ved, 
New Orleans will be advised that the HSC was furnished nn 
excised summary of Becker's relationship with this Bureau up to 
and including the time of his teotimony and no informa:'cion 
was volunteered concerning his current status. New Orle~ns 
will be instructed to so noti~y Becker and advise him to be 
guided accordi~ly in the event he is contacted by 
representatives of HSC. He will- nlso be ins~ructed to 
immediately furnish his contacting Agent the results of any 
such contact. 

Above mentioned pertinent material concerning 
Sannes, Grimm, Norman, Grantwohl and N'ayondlya has been 
previously made available to the sse in response to a 
similar request from that committee. Documents being made 
available contain only information concerning specific 
areas of interest to the HSC with regard to these 16 individuals. 
Classified by 6570, XGDS 2, Indefinite. 

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

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535 

Addressee: HOIISE SELECT C~UTTEE 

.\ 
\'.<;,..\ ,'\ . . \ 

' , 

0 L TR I!J LHM 0 Memo D Report dated 1 2/16/75 
. : ! U.S. HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE 

Caphon of Document: ~ 

. .' t 11/24/75 request ·(.2.e ~.,nforman f-S 

!'2- '!.$A 

i l Title: --",__ _______ :__ __ 

! Return this receipt to the Intelligence Division, FBI 

- --- --------- . - -- -- ··---__ .....__ - ---
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• CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE 

TO: Intelligence Community Staff 
-t" 

ATTN: Central ~ndex 
FROM: 

FBI 

SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE 
BEFORE COMPLETING. 

SUBJECT: Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees 

I. HOW PROVIDED (check appropriate term. If a document was made available 
for review but not transmitted, so note.) 

2. DATE PROVIDED 

X I DOCUMENT lsRIEFING I INTERVIEw! !TESTIMONY! !oTHER 12/16/75 

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

sse 

X HSC 

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

11emorandum 

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

U, C, S, TS or 
Codeword) 

HSC letter 11/24/75·· u 
7. KEY WORDS (enter the appropriate key words from the list provided separately; if key words not listed ar~ 

used underline for emphasis) 

Infor,mation handling 
Intelligence collection 

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

/~vailabl(! for revie'tf by appropriate HSC Staff t1embers at FBIIiQ: 
All materials pertaining to specific act:t.Y.ities concerning 16 
indi v!duals :tv-ho ucre infor~tm§1:~br all egad to be informants 
for the l';"l:l!. 

62-ll6a'6:i. 
(4) 

3791 (6-75) 

ORIGI!{AL VIA LIAISOt; TO CENTRt:'lL CO~iUlUTY ItiDEX 
Ili COt'ttmCTIOI~ UITI-1 H~US'IUDY 

TREAT A~ YEllOW 

CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE 
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INSTRUCTIONS 

• Type or print clearly in ~nk. 

• Indicate classification of the abstract top and bottom. 

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

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

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

SPECIFIC ITEM NO. 8. SUMMARY enter brief narrative statement describing 
substance of information and showing relationship to Intelligence Community 
matters if appropriate. Any feedback or evidence of investigatory interests 
should be noted. Commitments made to supply additional information should be 
noted. Additionally, certain ~dministrativ~ information may be entered here, 
e.g., restrictions on review of a document, if document was paraphrased, whether 
interviewee is current or former employee, etc. If actual document or trans~ript 
is provided, that fact should be noted and no summary is required. Additional 
pages may be attached if necessary. 

IJ 

. '· 
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TO 

FROM 

OPTIONAL FOAM NO, 10 •• 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA fPMR 1~1 CFIU 101-11.6 

UNITED STATES GDVBRNMENT 

Memorandum 
Mr . J. B • Adams 

ouns~-

• 
1 - Mr. Mintz 
1 - Mr. Cochran 
1 - Mr. Wannall 

DATE:l2/29/75 
1 - Mr. Cregar 
1 - Mr. Hotis 
1 - Mr. Daly 

Assoc. Dir. _ 

De~., .. ~<!.\"• _ Dep. •,_ 
Asst. ,:· ).f 
A<jTl·•·--
Comp. Syst. _ 
Ext. Affairs _ 

Files & Com._ 
Gen.lnv. __ 
ldent. __ 

Inspection 

lntell. ---6·q,'\ 
Laboratory 

Legal Cau • 
Plan.& Eva I._ 
Spec.lnv._ 
Training __ 

Telephone Rm. _ 
Director Sec•y _ 

On 12/24/75, Richard Vermeire, Staff Member of the 
House Select Committee, reques.ted that SAs McNair W. Perry, 
William D. Campbell, Royce V. Colby, G. Owen Verven, and 
Jo~n P. Wilgus be·made .available for deposition concerning 
their knowledge of u.s. Recording Company purchases made· by 
this Bureau.· · 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That SAs Perry, Campbell, Colby, Verven, and Wilgus 
be released· from any existing employment agreement for purposes 
of deposition before the House Select Committee concerning u.s. 
Recording Company purchases made by this Bureau. ~~ 

1 - Personnel File 
1 - Personnel File 
1 - Personnel File 
1 - Personnel File 
1 - Personnel File 

- William D. Campbell 
- Royce v. Colby 

I j'/ 
v\11 

J~l' ~jP 

qv 
- McNair W. Perry . . • 
- G. Owen V~rven ' I ' t j 'I I/. ,I I 6 /J a ..3 CJ 
- John P. WJ.~gus..,~\.. ~e-~-=: ~Y-

-~«.\;JW:-:. . . . . ., '. - -· 
"<" ., 

rJ' DEC 31 1975 · •., . 
' -=--- - ---.. 
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OrTIONAL FORM NO, 10 

MAY 1962 EOITION • 

~;;;;~~Rl ;;~~ES G RNMENT 

1 - Mr. 
1 - Mr. Memorandum 
1 - Mr. 

TO : ·Mr . J. B. Adams 
1 Mr. 

. 1 . tl Fl.'Yt: 1 - ·Mr. 
1 - Mr. 
1 - Mr. 

# 
Mintz··.-. Enc. 
Adams - Enc. 
Jenkins ·- Enc. 

DATE! 12/22/75 
Bass·ett - · Enc. 
Moore - · Enc. 
Wannall - Enc. 
'Cr.egar - · Enc. 

j 
Assoc. Dir. ~ 

6op. AD Ad • 

DJp. AD In 
Asst. Dlr.: I 

Adm,ri. __ 

Camp. Syst. _ 

Ext. Affairs _ 

Flies & Com._ 
Gen.lnv. __ 
ldont. __ 

Inspection_ 

lntell . ~l/ • Le a Counsal;:x1(11? 

o, ·-- ~ 
UBJECT: H.:];, US.TUP.Y _I ·/ 1 _. (J ~~:;~~~:v= 

Telephone Rm. _ 
Director Sec•y _ 

•11 • Attached iS' ·an arti·cle :which ·appeared in the 'Washington 

1 ·- Mr. Hot is - ;Enc. 
1 ·- Mr. Daly - · Enc. 

Lab~··~J'y .p, -w q ·-
Plan. ''Eval. _ 

.Star News on December :21,: 1-9·.7 5 1 wr:i .tten ·py. ·orr Ke.lly .alle-ging. that 
. the ·Internal Revenue s-ervice . (IRS) · ag.ents: ·and Gener:al Accounting 

fice (GAO) auditors ·had en'te-red into. the investigation of. the 
BI 's dealings with :the u. S . · Record.ing Compapy. · The ·arti·cle 

.alleges: ·that .the IRS is· :running "net worth11
: checks: on past .and 

pres·ent Bureau -officials· along with :Joseph .Tai t ,. the President 
of U •. S. · Recordi!lg Company. . · 

( 

Richard Vermeire, .Staff Member· of captioned Conuni ttee 1 

advised SA P.aul. v. Daly of. this Divisi·on that to. his ·know~edge :the 
al~~g.atio_ns. c_ontaiz:ed i_n ~he Kel_lY. ar'f::icle: 'are witho'.u~· foundati·?n. 
He .st·ated .the Conun~tte.e d~d meet w~.th. IRS representa:t~ves ·somet·~me 
ago to: discuss: th.is matter·. but he had. no indication that :anything 
had been done ·by. -IRS in this· regard .and .that he .knew :of no .other 
.st-aff merribe'r on .the Conuni t tee .i:ha t had .such in forma ti.on . Ad-
di tional·ly, concerning. the .allegations ·of GAO auditors. ·looking 
into: th.is matte·r 1 Roger Carroll the :accountant :who' is going .. over 

. the u 0 s 0 - Recording Company records is ·a GAO employee who has been ·-.~-

l
ass~·gned to. captioned Conunittee. Carro·ll 's work .product :will re-· ~ 

· main with :the House· Belect .Conunittee and in no way is. ·this ·inquiry 
connected with :GAO. ']) ~ 

Vermeire .stated that :with ·regard to. the ·orr Kelly "a 
arti·cle and his. ·obs:er·v.ati:ons concerning it th·at he was also 
speaking for Timothy'. Oliphant,. the .other .Sta·ff Memb·er -of ~' 
captioned Committee· :who is participati~g in the. ·inquiry. .::l 
Verine·ire .speculated that .the :source of . . the news ·arti:cle was · ..=J 
Co~i ttc:;e Co~uns·e·~: Aaro~ Don:r;er·; however·, he. did .not ·indic;,t~· ~ 
the bas~·s· ·for th~s ·spe:culatJ:on. (p) _ ) / b ~" t/- j. ?Jf"? ,..,...,.....,._ - t-..:.· 

. ~tc-t'Zl '' t ) 
RECOMMENDAT-ION: ~\~11~ L!.. 1 . 7~ 

/..,.Q!Jl.Sl~• , For informp.ti:on. ~~~ - \\fi} "7- f!: ""fi 
,\ 1 f\. ~ , u A\\ \\ / · ~· . W 

Enclosure l{, \:;~/ p .. P I ' \! ·· ;:v , ~ 

i
PVD: lad\). J I r ~/ :._1-~" . ) i§ 

•. (11) ~- ,c L,C:>~ Jlll\ 2 _1976 

NW(:~3.Q~Io•~ocid:··~~!~~96~{(Y T£a.~es~.vJngs Bonds Regularly on the· Payrotts"ivings Plan 
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-· ,. 
. By Orr Kel!y 

.,..=\I%~~LIJ$lon Star si~H Writer 

The Honse IntelifO"ence 
Committee has call;d in 
Internal Revenue Service 
r,gents and General Ac
count!ng Office auditors 'to 
h~lp m a potentially explo
swe investigation of the 
housekeeping side of the 
'FBI. 
- Until the now investis:ra
t!on was started, bo'th 
House and Senatn select 
committees on intelligence 
ha.d been focusing on past 
m1sd~eds of the intcliigence 
and investigative arms of 
the burP.au - especially the 
15-:,:e~~ effort to disrupt the 
actiVIties of a variety nf 
s~spected do;nestic subver
srve organizations. 

B~t n~w the committee is 
zeromg m on the other side 
of the b!-lreau's operations 
and askmg whether there 
?.as be~n. i'!nancial corrup
~lOn w1thm the bur~;au __ 
and whetper.i.Leii.jsts today. 

. WHILE THE FBI's mis
deeds in the area of intelli
gence and investigations 
have largely involved men 
who are retired or dead the 
~ew investigation reaches 
mto an area of the bureau's 
operations. thut has supplied 
an of. the ~op officials who. 
W?rlung dm::ct!y under FBi 
DJ.rector Clarence M. Kel
le~,:; now run the bu!·eau. 
• 1 he Hous~ committee's 
~~tercst in the business and 
unancinl side o! the FB! 
be~ap this fall when Martin 
Katser, who makes 480 dif
ferent k!~ds of "electronic 
Wtdgcts, as he calls them 
at a plant in Cockeysville: 
Md... and sells them to a 
vaq~ty of American and 
fore1gn police .and intelli
gt.!nce agenC:c~·toid the 
committee abollt an ob
scure Washington firm 

C
known as U.S. Recording 
;o. 

Kaiser told the comniit-
, tee he had signed up the bu
re,au. as a customer in the 
late lgGDs~~.vriting to .T 
.~dgar Hoover and describ: 
mg some devices he had in· 
vented to detect telephone 
taps and.· other kinds o1 
electromc surveillance 
bugs. T~e late FBI chief 
w~s so ~ tmpressed, Kaiser 
Sald, that ne lllVited him in 
for a personal meeting. 
· ~he:tlY afterward, Kaiser 

Satd m an interview -he 
began getting orders 
wrou&h U.S. Recording Co. 
. e s~Jd he dropped by the 
ft~m. s warehouse-lH•e 
bu!ldmg ;:~t J'M7 S.Outh Capi
t~l St. and met Joseph x. 

Tai~-· _the president, but 
nevel.' a1a 2:et past'*.h~ 4!--,.,~ 
door. ~ ···~ 

KA~SER SAID it quickly 
became apparent to him 
t~at U.S. Recording was 
stmply serving as a front 
for th.e 'FBI. Committee 
mvestlip~tors have now 
found U.::i. Recording also 
~as served as a similar 
Iront for CIA and White 
Ho~se purchases, although 
Katser said his ~ales to 
other government agencies 
were made directly rather 
than through a front. 

So: ·Kais~aid~ he began 
makmg del!veries directly 
to the bureau, even though 
the paperwork . and pay
ments .went through u.s. 
Reco_rdmg: But even that 
worned him, he said be
cause. it is illegal to' sell 
surveillance equipment to 
anyone except a. Jaw en
forcement agency. Techni
cally, ~he deal with U.S. 
Recordmg was illegnt' ~ven 
th<?ugh th.~ egyJQtnent was 
~emg dehvereO.C!irectly to 
~he_pu~eau. 

• I 
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~ The law permits agencies · 
s~ch as the FBI to buy 
•wtthuut"'-' competitrlie1mis 
through front companies so 
it will be more difiicult for . 
fo;:-eign intelligence agents 
to find out what kind of 
equ.ipment U.S. agencies 
are using and to devise 
countermeasures to such · 
equipment. But that stiil 
leaves a problem with 'the 
law limiting sales of bugs: 

Kaiser said he became 
more suspicious· one day 
when he . was visiting an 
FBI office and saw an in
voice from U.S. Recording 
for equipment he had deliv
ered to the bureau showing 
a 30 percent markup. 

Dep. AD ,\dm - _ 

··-
.... . 

"" .. ~ ~ .. ' . f . 
Inspection __ 

Intel!. ---
Laboratory __ 

Legal Coun-. _ 

Plan. & Eval. _ 

Spec. lnv. __ _ 

Training _ _,__ 

Telephone Rm. _ 

Director Sec'y _ 

ALTHOUGH attorneys 
for the cqrnoan~have re· 
portedly told the committee 
that 'the markup averaged 
only about 12 percent to 
cover handling of the 
paperwork, GAO auditors 
have found the markup ran 
about 25 to 30 percent com· 
pared with a reasonable 
figure for· the work involved 
oi ab?ut 5 to 10 percent, ac
cordmg to committee 
sources. 

. When Kaiser first came The Washington Post 
to the committee, what he Washington Star-News Jl ~ 
had to say seemed to in- , . ---
volve, at most, a relatively Dally News <New Yorkl ----
minor p:oblem. Even a 25 The New York Times ___ _ 
~~rcent .~a,rkup on the The Wall Street Journal 
~I:JO,OOO worth of 'bt1siness . ----
Kaiser did with- the bureau The Nabonal Observer ---·--
would have produced only The Los Angeles Tin:es ----·
~37,500'- a relatively small -----

Date 



.. . j.o 

·~· 
~ ~ "';~V: ~:"1 .~ ,. -~~ ... ~ r-
::amount when spread over a 
.-perrocl-of-fl&-lf a dozen years. 

. But the GAO auditors 
have now determined, ac· 
cording to committee 
·sources, that U.S. Record ... 
ing's business with the bu· 
reau ran about $750,000 a 
year. A 25 percent markup 
on that amount wouid come 

. to $187,500 a year. 
· Where did all that money 
go?. . ..,__,...._, 

TO FIND OUT, internal 
revenue agents ~re running 
"net worth" checks on Tait, 
the president of .U.S. 
Recording, and some past 
and.present bureau officials 
who have been involved in 
the administrative side of 
the bureau, according to 
committee sources. In a 
''net worth" check, the 
agents establish a person's 
net worth at one time, then 
determine· it at a later time 
and then ask the person· to 
account ior the difference 
in the two figures. 

The dor11inant figure in 
the administrative area of 

' the bureau's operations for 
-a decade and-e h2-!t, was 
John P. Mohr, who retired 
three year,., agC\ ~s the top . 
administrative ofiicial in 
the bureau. I.ast week, ac··. 
cording to committee 
sources, Mohr refused to 
give a statement to com-

. mittee investigators under 
oath. 

Men who were closely as
sociated with Mohr now 
dominate the upper eche· 
Ions of the bureau hier· 
archy, witl1 the exc~ption of 
Kelley himself. Nicholas 
Callahan is the top aide to 
Kelley. Thomas Jenkins is 
the associate director in. 
charge of t.he admin:istra· 
tive side of things -the job 
Mohr had'aH:t3-~hne of his 
retirement. James Adams 
has switcheci over.• to the 

. investigative side of the bu
reau and is 110w Jenkins' 
·countct•part responsible for 
that phase of bureau opera
tions. 

•' ' 

:..W.H.E.N' QUESTIONS 
were first raised aoourtfi'e · 
relationship between U.S. 
Recording and the bureau, 
Atty. Gen. Edward M. Levi 
asked Kelley to investigate. 

· The official in charge of the 
investigation is Harold N. 
Bassett, the a~sistant direc-

. tor in charge of the inspec· 
tion division. Bassett, woo 
was ~: close associate of 
Mohr's, is one of only two 
assistant directors who re
port directly to Callahan. 

Accord~.1Q.._£ommittee 

sources, Tait said, when 
called up for questioning by 
the committee staff, that he 
had talked beforehand with 
Callahan. His advice, 'fait 
reportedly said, was to "tell 
the truth." . . . 

The close personal rela
tionship between Mohr and 
Tait first came to public 
attention earlier this year 
when Mohr gave a deposi· 
tion in a lawsuit. Mohr, who 
is the executor of the estate 
of Clyde Tolson, for many 
years the top aide to Hoo. · 
v.e1·, is being sued by Tol~ 
son's brother. . 

Mohr vclun.tP..PJ;ed a list of 
38 men - including too effi
cials of both the FBi and 
CIA - who had taken part 
in marathon poker games 
at the Blue ·Ridge Lodge, 

· located in Virginia and not 
far from Harper'·s Ferry, 
W.Va. 

"We played dra\7 poker, 
five-card stud, seven-card 
stud. Nothing wild," he 
said. Anothe1.· former bu· 
reau official said it was not 
unusual for the winners to 
take horne $150 a.nd the 
losers to go home that 
much poorer. 

MOHR NAM£"1i'Tait as 
one o{ those who took part 
ir~ the games, and commit· 
tee investi2ators have since 
learned that ht< was the one 
who arranged for the poker 
weekends. Although Tait 
and others who attended the 
poker sessiol)s have told the 
committee they~p:.~Id their 
own way, one goal of the 
GAO <Wditors is to trace the 
individual payr;:ents to 
make sure that U.S. 
'I<ecording or Tait did not 
pick tlp the tah. 
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When committee i~ves~ · 

tigtors went out to look at 
the lcdge-iinetast month 
and examine its records, 
they found that the lodge 

,had burned down the day 
before. . But the records 
were not lost, and local 
~nvestigators have blamed 
the blaze on ·an electrical 
problem . 

At this ·DOint the commit
tee' investigators have 
many more questions than 
th~y have-'ai15wers. The 
significance of the .investi
gation is that the questions 
they are asking are the kind 
that have not been asked 
about the bureall ·since a 
young Hoover took over the 
corrupt bureau and elimi
nated the kind of money 
.corruption that has always 
plagued almost every other 
police ag'<]lQ(....._.. : • • . 
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 I 5010-106 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA GEN. REG, NO, 27 

UNITED STATES GO v .-'RNMENT 

Memorandum 
MR. CALLAHAN 

• 
DATE: 12-18-75 

Assoc. Dir. (\{} / 

Dep.ADA., 
Dep. AD lnv. _ 

Asst. Dir.: 
Admin, __ 

Comp. Syst. _ 

Ext. Affairs_ 
Files & Com._ 
Gen.lnv._ 
ldent. __ 

(5)~,.,- -----
FROM : T. J. JENKI s '···~ I + () --.. ....,'\ 

. !J..f ( f ·V {i J f_. •'\ ',~ ' 

Inspection _ 

lntell._4_ 
Laboratory _ 

Plan. & Eva I,_ 

SUBJECT: F ASSISTANT TO ~HE-i>fR~CTO~j 
/ THOMAS J. . ENKINS BY TIM OLIPHANT OF THE 

(._ .. ,HOUSE COM:MITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE CON
CERNING U .41 S. RECORDING COMPANY 

Telephone Rm. _:_ 
Director Sec"'y _ 

There is attached a write-up containing the substance of the 
interview which should be referred to Mr. Mintz for forwarding to the 
Department. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That upon approval the attached write-up be made available to 
Mr. Mintz for forwarding to the Department in accordance with our usuf')J.>./ 

procedures. ~~ .t/" {..& 

(_,./ 
Enc. i 
TJJ:pmd( 
(4) 
1 - Mr. Bassett 
1 -Mr. Mintz 

m# 
&tl.~5j .. : ~ if.!_f_ ~Y-- )37XI 

Rt.cJh\ · .. __ 

5 JAi: SS i87G 



OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 I 
MAY 1962 EDITION ' 

~;;;;~Rl ;;~~ES GOV 'RNMENT 

Memorandum r : MR. JENKINS 

FROM :~FEENEY, 
SUBJECT: INTERVIEW OF 1N PECTOR THOMAS J. 

FEENEY, JR., . Y TIM OLIPHANT OF 
THE HOUSE C MITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENC CONCERNING U. S. 
RECORDING OMPANY 

• 
DATE:12-18-75 

Assoc. Dir. _ 

Dep. AD Adm. -
Dep. AD lnv. _ 

Asst. Dir.: 
Admin. __ 

Camp. Syst, _ 

Ext. Affairs _ 
Files & Com._ 
Gen.lnv._ 
!dent. __ 

::::;;~·~;;on r' ' 
Laborato Y. 

Legal ~b~ 

~:;~~:~ 
Telephone Rm. _ 
Director Sec'y _ 

There is attached a write -up containing the substance of the 
interview which should be referred to Mr. Mintz for forwarding to the 
Department. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That upon approval the attached write -up be made available to 1r 
Mr. Mintz for forwarding to the Department in accordance with our usu 
procedures. ) , 

Qs\ . Atr t/~ 
d' P' I 



To: 

•• CONE' IDB!fl' IAL 
Airtol 

SAC, New Orleans (134-1140) 

From: · Di:~ector, FBI (J:S-4~:14-46.,)· 

/2169~8 

• .~ . ,_ 

l . ... 1.b:. W .0. Cregar 
1 - Mr. 11 . lJ. Shat~l~elfox-·~1 
1 ':"" Mr. K.A. Mendenl.u-d. l 
1 Mr. P. Yl. Cook ' 

:.L2/18/75 

• {) For information of the New Orleans Division, the 
U. S. House Select Committee on Intelligence Activities (L~C) 
reques-tedby communication--ct'ated"ll728775access to information 
regarding 16 individuals who were informants or alleged to bo 
inform,ants of this Bureau. Above captioned indiv:5.ch.m1 was 
one ofsthe individuals on whom information was sought. 
The HSC :requested information concerning source's participatton 
in Vietnam. Veterans Against tbe War {VV.AW) activities. 

As you are aware, this individual had .furnished 
infcrmati.ou concerning VVAW activities and testified for the 
Government during the Gainesville 8 trial in 1972. As a 
result of this individual's testimonyg he received publicity 
through the news media. Although it is unknown how the 
HSC obtained source's identity, it is believed t lmt hie 
identity wus rna-de known poss.i .bly as a result of his 
publicity duri11g this tl"ial. 

In view of the above, you are to advise the source 
that in response to ·the HSC r~quest for information concerning 

.. source's involvement with. VVAW activities the Bureau released 
information limited to his VVAW participation. 'l'he present 
status of this individual has not been made lt.nown to the 
HSC. You should instruct source that in the event ur1y 
inquiry is made of the source by any HSC representative, 
the contacting Agent should be immediately notified before 
any .response is rnade to the USC. 

("70'\ (;) _..!.. - /10 ~ {, '· v!.. ·SS-llG-4.~-

PWC:dew 
(S) 

L;'U tiL' . .~ - ' .. -L. COlWIDENTIAL . - , . . . ()1 . r 
•, & ' tv • • ; .::. ' i..:. 1 ; < ~ 

SEE NOTE PAGE TWO 

Cia~sified by 6570 
Exempt fx·om GDS, Category 2 ~ -...__. ~ 
Date of Declassif:}.cation tndefin~lt:,~· R.~~?~~~D 

.._, _.J._ r ,J:) 

8 4 JAN 8 1976 
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• 
Airtel to New Orleans 
Re: CS NO 2169-S 
134-21446 

NOTE: 

' CONFIDENTIAL 

As indicated above in order to be responsive to 

... 

HSC request, information pertaining to activities of CS NO 2169-S 
in VVAW matters is being made available to the HSCo Th::i.s 
individual was utilized as a security informant by the 
New Orleans Division and furnished valuable information 
concerning VVAW activities. Source was utilized as a 
Government witness during the Gainesville 8 trial in 
Tallahassee, Flo·rida, in 1972, and as a resul·t received 
newspaper publicity. Source, however, continued to furnish 
information to the New Orleans Division and was utilized by 
New Orleans as a potential security informant until 8/75 when 
FBI.Headquarters determined that the majority of information 
furnished by this individual was obta::j.ned as a result of his 
positiono Therefore, he was changed to a confidential source. 
It is noted that source continues to furnish valuable information 
pert~inin~ to security and e~trc~ict activities to the New Orleans 
Division. The HSC is not being furnished information concerning 
the present l'el ationship of sour<;e with this Bureau. This 
individual is being requested to contact the Bureau in 
the event a. request is recei ve_d by him from the HSC. 

CONFIDE:NT IAL 

- 2 -
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' ·~· 
&._ . FEDERAL BUREAU. -. . . ~IN~fS. IIUATIOI\ . . ·Wt> _ COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 

; ~$\!OC. Dir. -- ' i 
' Oep.-A.D.-.AclaL.o-, . 

: ~. 
• . · 1 

tli.l'i¥1 ll(i H.O fl.AlN 

·1~~--M .llfllli:L 
I , 1·, 

l ' ~0 

i ~------------

/ DEC 1819 5 
I ;· 

TE 

i , ·- -~-~AX N-lt£1 .. ro cUR.ii.AU Ait-1) HoustoN, ~U£C£MCEit 16, l:j75. 
I -

::. ON . JliC£Ml:h~R Hh 1975·, JO~ GOODWlN ADVlSiD HlS J:)RO IHt:R 

- _ W~ll.l..lA.M JA!ililS GOODWl~ J)£PARI£u Bi.AlH-10{~ 1:, Ii:XAS, FOR Akl.l wu ~:1~ ~~ 

D~p.-A.D.-~v-
A:isst. Dir.t , 
Ad-min. .. -;---- '' 
Comp .. 3JI!t. ~ 
Ext. -Mfain
Files & CoJii. ..-... . • · 

- Gen. Inv. __ 
Ide:nt. ___,.____,...j_.. 
blsp 
Intell. 
La.bo:rato -
.Plan. & 1il....t. ~ 

~ Spee. ln'Y'. ...-
l'ntining -
~- eoua. ~-
Telephone BIL _;..._. 

r;~ ~-- · 

-j • ---"'> - .. - - 1 .: ' c.c 

• .. "VlliG l ;N 1.A ~ OM ~~~~li.R . i 7o l9 7.5 • W.ll.l.lA l'l ~GOO llW Ui W U.l. R£1'1A lN ': At:, -~r:.~--:.,: _· .·_._-··_. . -~-
i: - 1.i'f ARl.ljfa'.tQN ., .\/:i.RGJWlA, UNIU. ('EW 'iiAit'~. Wll.l.lAM GOODwll~ C. ::Z _~-

:r. ~ 
.>CANSt ~aNl'ACiill lHROUGH {~ORMA t.tOSilCK, : 1~wl SOUIH SCOII, ;~; ~ 

;, .r- ~ 
I'·. . - ..-.. 

~~ · ARl.l~GlO~, '1-lie-l~lA, Ic;&..£P HowE HUMtHLR 703-7.8{0-6 -~5~. · c..rv 
I . . . • ,. 

" · _ . ALiXANi.lRlA. AI ARl.iNGION, WlriGl~lA: IhiiO!JGH HORft'4A oOSilCK, e. 

L_-.,_._·ov_ osE w,l"' . .w_· __ · A tt ~- op.: vw.lw _ or r_N r oa NA. I. 1 oN sE.x <~ u r lN Al:i o v" A LLX~<Nll~~: 
~~-, NlU:!. 1:,0 tiUHi;A-U-. Al.EXANDiUA AUVIS£ HOuSIO~ WltEH COi~IACl 1'1ADI:: • 
f. 

WlLLlA~ JARVI~ GOODWl~. · 

•• 1.1 

....... 

c- ... 
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..... 1 -Mr. Walsh 
1 -Mr. S. R. Burns 
1 -Mr. Mintz 

Honorable Ronald V. Dellums 
House of Representatives 
\Vashington, D. C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Dellums: 

1 -Mr. Hotis 
1 -Mr. Taylor 

December ·22, 1975 

This is in :response to your letter to tne dated 
December 5, 1975, in which you advise you had not received 
my :feply to your letter of September 29, 1975. Attached is 
a true copy of my earlier 1 .. espons.e dated October 20 ,, 197·5, 
which had been mailed the following day to your- Vlashington, 
D. C., office. 

Enclosure 

I trust this is satisfactory to you. 

f ·~1 
I • 

,. ' . 

Sincerely yours, 

:;. M~ KeRrll 

Clarence M:. l{elley 
Director 

Assoc.Dir._ NOTE: See Legal Coun[3el to Mr. Adams memorandum dated 12-17-75, 
Dep. AD Adm.- captioned "Request·fiy:Representative Ronald V. Dellums for Reply to 
Dep. AD lnv. _ 

Asst. Di;., his Letter to Direqtor Kelley Dated 9-29-75. Representative DeHums' 
Admin.-- letter of 9-29-75 sought information regarding our Be:ekeley, California, 
~::,p~~~:;;~ = RA as well as information concernin/inorit7yployment and "D!.ag~ 
Files & Com._ bag" jobs. 
Gen. lnv. -· ~ ,. 'i 
!dent.-- f·1A'L'"D 7 () ~;_, . ... 
:~::;;~t:.= ~- .. . .. wJJ ~,; .. :.! \ ~ [ \, . 
Laboratory_ d}J.tf DEC 2 3 1375 I ~ p~ '1 J 
Plan. & Eva!.- RTT:d.Kg , , ~' l 1 , ·,' '/' , 

Spo~ •• lny.- 7·f3J l?.~i, F-o\.~; ~ ·• 
Tra1n1ng __ I.J ' ( , r ,~ ... ;,r 

V 'I J c· ./ 
Legal Caun.- ~; 

Telephone Rm. _ \ 

~ca~~·t1bdc7~1~7t~~ F:~E:~PE UNIT CJ 
GPO : 1975 0 • 569-920 



I 
TRUE COPY 

Honorable Ronald V. Dallun1s 
House of Representatives 
'Haohington, D. c. 20515 

Dear Congressmm1 Dellu~s: 

• 
October 20, 1975 

TI1is is in response to your letter to me dated 
Scptembe:r 29, 1975, ·wl1ich ~-1:10 received on Octobe:r 7, 1975, 

To clarify your inquiries, it should be noted the 
llesident Agency at Berkeley, California, operates under the 
seneral supervision of the Federal Bureau of Investigation's 
San Francisco Office. · 

n1e complement of Special Agents assigned to the 
Berkeley Residant Ar:,ency is consistent with need in that 
portion of the territory fox ~~1~ch our 3&1 Frarrcisco Field 
Office is responoible. The asoi~nment of personnel to the 
Derkeley Resident Agency is in proportion to that of areas 
of similar si~c and o:r: like metropolitan composition. 

T1te FD! applies a positive progrrun aimed at cir
culating opportunities in the FBI for members of minority 
groups and attruotine those 1~10 are interested and qualified. 
Our positive program-~ 't-7hich receives guidance through the 
Bureauts Office of Equal E~~loy.oent Opportunity Affairs at 
our Headquarters in Hash:i.ne;ton, D .. C:, is applied by the 
Special Aacnts in Charge of our 59 f~eld offices and their 
staffs. lfuile t·:re do not ha.ve any minority or femo.le Spacial 
Agents headquartered in Dcrkeley, ~1e do have Spec:tal Aeents 
of various minorities,. including Blacl:s,. Hispanics and 
Orientals, and female Special Agents assigned to our 
San Francisco OffiGe and they are available for assignment 
·wherever the need may arise including in Berl~cley. 

TRUE COPY 
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TRUE COPY 

Honorable Ronald V. Dellums 

Based on a survey during March, 1975, the San Francisco 
Office "'as devoting under 20 perc·ent of its time to domestic 
intelligence {internal security) matters. This survey did 
not break down the allocation of manpower belov1 the field 
office level. 

The Special Agent in Charge of every FBI field 
office is responsible for the use of the manpower in his 
office. He has the authority to deploy specially trained 
personnel as necessary. Our Apprehension T~ams, which have 
as their objectives the enforcement of laws within our juris
diction and the protection of lives, may be used in FBI 
cases in which the risk o.f danger to human life is greater 
than normal. When we have jurisdiction, the decision of how 
best to respond is ours alone. We do not anticipate any 
conflict with state or local law enforcement agencies in 
this regard. 

By "black bag" operations I assume you mean sur
reptitious entries. Since the matter is being reviewed by 
the Department o.f Justice, it would be inappropriate for me 
to discuss it. 

Sincerely yours, 

/s/ Clarence M. Kelley 

Clarence M. Kelley 
Director 

- 2 -

TRUE COPY 
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Qepngus~ of tbt Wnittb ~tates 

t.- • - ,.. 

~ouse of l\epresentatibts 

RONALD V. 0ELLUMS, 7TH DISTRICT, CALIFORNIA 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COMMITTEE 

CHAIRMAN, SUIICOMMilTEE ON EDUCATION 

ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE 

December 5, 1975 

Mr. Clarence M. Kelley, Director 
Federal Bureau of Investigation . 
United States Department of Jusvice 
Washington, D.C. 20535 

~ ·'. c-·· '· 
Dear Direc.tor Kelley: ~ ---~---. ··-~ · ... ~ 

L 

_ .... -- ~'· " .... -

F,iles & Com. _ 
Gen.lnv. __ 
(dent. __ _ 

Inspection __ 

lntell. __ _ 

Laboratory _ 

Legal Coun. _ 

Plan. & Eva I._ 
Spec. lnv. __ 

Training __ 

Telephone Rm. _ 

Director Sec'y _ 

\ 
On September 29, 1975 I wrote to you requesting additional information~ ~J· 
regarding the operation of the Berkeley Field Office of the Bureau. ~ iL 

. . . · ·j ;~ 

I 

To this dat~ my records reflect that I have not received a reply to ~ 
that inquiry;, I would appreciate your forwarding such a reply to my 
office as ex-peditiously .as is possible. 

I thank you for your cooperation. 

Si;~~y yours, 

~l!;Jeg;_ __ 
Ronald V. Dellums 
Member of Congress \ 

- :- -. , - ~ -l~f1t.IFt:J/2.N/fU 
.RVD/hln' ' 1_ , 

. 
~~ · ': . .... .... 
,•.J ...., ... ... " f ~£'" 
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OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 
MAY 1962 EDITION • 

"'GSA FPjR (41 CFIU 101-11.6 

l! UNITED STATES G RNMENT 

Memorandum 
TO :Mr. J. B. Adams 

FROM ;;gal~uns1~ 
S;:I-BJECT:Hous/ SELECT .COMMITTEE ON 
{ ;..'-! I,y TELLIGENCE ACT.IVITIES 

• 

• 
1 - Mr. Mintz 
1 - Mr. Cr~gar 
1 - Mr. Hotis 

DATE: 12-10.-75 
1 - Mr. Daly 
1 - Mr. Miller 

Auoo,O<•·- j 
Dep. ~o)~~rrri;;?~ ! 

Dep./~P~~ 
Asst.f.P.'lfl 
Admi'Jf-_ 
Comp,Syst, _ 
Ext. Affairs _ 
Files & Com._ 
Gen.lnv. __ 
!dent. __ 

Inspection_ 

lntell.~l 
Laboratory .tJ.jJ 
Legal Cou~l 
Plan. & Eva'!. _ 

Spec.lnv.J._ 
Training __ 

Telephone Rm. _ 
Director Sec•y _ 

~ o::: 12·-.10-75 the House· Select Committee heard testimony 
from Roge~·ischer (phonetic) , Profess·or ~Gi Law, ...Harvard 
University~~ fo,tmer ¥±:~:r-~e_y. G.ene:c.al NiGho:!-~s:·Q.~J3-~~e~}?~~;) 

1
_ 

and McGeor ' ·undy. 'The major topic of discuss·ion was covert _::: 
oper.ations ab+ d. 

! 

Of particular interest· to. the Bureau was a question 
by Repres.enta tive Morgan Murphy to Mr. Katzenbach. Mr. Murphy 
asked what Mr. Ka.tzenbach would· recommend in the way of 
controls. of i;:.he FBI other than Congressional .oversight. 
Katzenbach .sugges.ted limiting. the· term of the Director, tightening 
electroniC SUXVeillanCe legislation 1 requiring SpecifiC auth/)0 . ." -· 
zation to invest;igate_ groups and creati~g administrative or 

1
1 ,y-4:--•: ... 

legislative procedures whi.ch ·would grant the Attorn_ey .General: '~ 
more power to review FBI activities r for example I giving a /'/ 
prosecuti~g Government attorney .access to FBI files. · .../ .. 

Congressman Murphy asked if the FBI requested 
local police· departments to. conduct illegal wir.etaps and 

!thereafter received from the local police information_gained 
· from those: taps. Ka.tzenbach responded that he did not know 

the answer to. that question. He said he suspected it took 
place, but .the FBI never told him about that. Later, Congressman 
Philip Hayes asked Ka.tzenbach, in effect, if he suspected it 

~
ook place why he didn't do-something. Katzenbach responded' 
hat .on occasion he did make inquiry but the FBI told him it 

was ·not done. Ka.tzenbach .stated one should remember t~ ee -=? 
"~;torney General I of ~~essi ty I !~;.<::~ted J. E~gm;: /~H:c>'9j:,: wit~s 

kJ.d gloves· ~ ~ .6~~~~/b .;2. -/1 6lt·t bEC 231975 :,:, 

The prepared statem~1-of Mr. Katzenba~,.a,;n.d..Mi:" ........... ..,,J 
Bundy are .attached. ~~-

RECOwmNi:>ATION: l. ~ 
./'l.,'!l ~ ()J ~kt'd ,,~ . 
1£ .. For information. . 1 """""-- 1?11 · 

-t~CLOSURS _ 11 
1,,,1, \' I ;) 

Enclosures_ f'f~; . / Jt/ O~jJv qvf/\ P, JDM:~~r'j . .1') ~ \· • .1 , • /.. . 
Cvt., ~. \' \ f. 1 I t~~;,•\'St\../ 
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• l(t • " • Statement by McGeorge Bundy 
House Select Committee on Intelligence 

December 10, 1975 

•' 

Mr. Chairman: 

It is a pleasure to respond to your invitation to appear before this 

Committee for a general discussion of the 'disadvantages and advantages of 

covert operations conducted by the Central Intelligence Agency. In this brief 

opening statement I confine myself to a few propositions. I have stated them with-

out detailed defense and elaboration, and often in quite tentative form, be_cause I 

believe the questions presented are not simple and 'the answers that will be right 

in the future are not easy to determine .sharply today. Moreover, like many other 

citizens I am still learning from the extraordinary revela~ions of recent months; 

it has been particularly painful to learn for the first time of many things that 

happened while I was myself in government.. I should also emphasize that for nearly 

ten years I have been unconnected with this field and have seen to it that there was 

no connection whatever bei-ween the Ford Foundation and any secret government 

agency. . , ·~ 

This statement does not address particular episodes, except for a few 

that are clearly on the record already, and for two contrasting reasons. Those which 

I did know about in government are not matters which I_yet feel free to discuss publicly 

in detail, and those which have happened at other times are matters on which I do 

not have first-hand or authoritative knowledge. In any case I think it may be more . 

useful for your purpose to try to suggest a limited number of broad notions. 

c:JGUJSWWJ 
. ---------·----·------- - ·-~-------·-· - --·--·- ... ---· --·- -· ---
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First and forernost, the general presumption, in considering covert action, 

should in peacetime be against it. To put the point sharply, the general record of 

the last twenty years suggest that only too often the covert activities of the United 

states governme;nt have cost us more than. they were worth. There are notable ex-

ceptions, and they may give some guidance ~·.s to the kinds of exceptions which may 

be wise in the futures but the gem~ral proposition seems--to me a strong one. 

This proposition, if it is correct, has a very important consequence for 

the management and control of such operations. W!1ile in principle it has always 

been the understanding of senior government officials outside the CIA that no covert 

operations would be undertaken without the. explicit approval of '.'higher authority f" 

there has also been a general expectation within the agency that it was its proper 

business to generate attractive proposals and to stretch them, in operation, to the 

fnrthest limit of any authorization actually received. Indeed, as we now knowr there 

have been cases, notably _in assassination plotting, in which activities have gone far 

beyond any known authorization. I believe that these such inexcusable and unauth-

orized aCtions will not be repeated soon1 and I think it is important to recognize 
.r'' 

that internal corrective action was taken well before recent revelations. But the 

general disposition toward activism in the operational offices of the CIA is another 

matter, and it is this general disposition that I t:P,ink could be significantly con-

strained by a recognized and general presumption that covert operations are 

entirely out of order except when they have explicit and exceptional authorization. 

Nor do I think it necessarily true that an explicit recognition of the· 

exceptional character of such operations would rednce their value and quality in 

. ' -·-·--- ~ -- - · - ~ ._ -··------.. ··- -----·----·· - -
v•u•<:<.Lu : , 3;2.9~~H5(~6 ?~9'~---5~~·_:·___:=-;,_· -... ·-· -· ~;;,.- .;,.··-··------· ---· --·---_-_ .. _ ... _._. _ .. __ .;.,· _._. _ .. "_._ .. _ .. _._, _ .. _:·..:_· ·-· _;· ·-·--··-~-·· ----·-· --""'- ... 
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cases in which they were in fact authorized. On the contrary J I think a CIA with a 

much smaller and leaner covert intelligence capability could easily have greater 

specific effectiveness in its exceptional opera"9-ons than the very large and over-

staffed enterprise developed in the last generation. 

The kinds of exceptions which might justify occasional covert operations 

are not numerous, ai1d can be grouped under a few major. headings. 

(1) In time of open warfare, the case for covert activities is 
· significantly strengthened. There is still good reason to be wary 
in authorizing &"Uch activities, but the fact remains, when there 
is open conflict, that the balance of the argument over special 
secret operations shifts. In an unpopular and divisive :war like 
Vietnam, it will be dangerous to exaggerate the meaning of this 
shl:ft, but the historical and lo~cal case for this exception is 
strong. 

. . 
(2) A critically important need for intelligence collection can 
justify special operations that would otherwise be undesirable~ 

The early missions of the U -2 over the Soviet Union and the 
special n1issions authorized over Cuba just before the Cuban 
missile crisis are excellent examples. The messy handling of 
the U-2 shoot-down of 1960 is a separate matter with its own 
lessons, but the strategic arms race of the 1950s and t"he Cuban 
missile crisis of 1962 would. have been enormously more 
dangerous without covert intelligence overflights. 

Intelligence collection is often separated from povert operations 
. in the thinking of intelligence administrators and other concerned 
officials. I think this distinction, like the parallel distinction in 
the field of counterintelligence, deserves re-exa~ination. Both 
intelligence collection and counterintelligence have involved covert 
activity which goes well beyond conventional espionage and counter
espionage, and such enlargements of actiyity often present many 
of the same danger's as covert actions of other sorts. The mas
sive mail intercepts conducted in the name of counterintelligence 
are an excellent example of an abuse which would have been much 
less likely to occur if it had been adequately constrained by a 
plain requirement of approval from ''higher authority.'' 

N'\'1 55304 . . Do.cid: 32989696 . Page . . 5.-4 __ '~-.:..~ ::- . .. .:!! .... ,• 
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( 3) It is· at least worth consideration wliether there may not be 
need for some highly secret activity in emerging fields like those 
of international terrorism -cmd nuclear danger. I do not know 
enough about these subjects to know what could or should be done, 
but I do not believe· we can assert with complacency that there is 

. no need for such work here that might go beyond intelligenoe col
lection. I fin<;! it hard to exclude the possibility that in these 
fie!As situations could arise in ·which covert action of some sort 
would be the le::~.st evil choice available. 

( 4) It is not always wrong to give covert financial support to 
beleaguered democrats in countries where the continuing right 
of political choice is directly threatened by extremists of either 
the right or left. This is a sen~itive and difficult area, and it 
is understandable that when excessive and heavy-handed inter
vention seems to be conducted in ways which assist only right
wing authoritarians, covert political action should get a bad 
name. But that is not the whole of our historical record,. and I 
believe that heavy external support given by. others for anti- . 
constitutional totalitarians can legitimate support for genuinely 
democratic and constitutional forces. 

The hardest cases in this category are those of appeals for help 
from political groups which a~·e out of power and fear that con
stitutional and democratic process may be extinguished by the 
existing regime. Our experience in such anguishing cases sug-

, gests that it is not easy to make a genuinely constructive response 
in such situations. I conclude that there is a heavy burden of 
proof on those that would support the opposition in such situa
tions, but I do not find thls a happy conclusion. 

In concluding let me suggest briefly certain getieral standards which 

ought to be met under all of the four kinds of exceptions I have suggested. 

First, no operation should ever be covert if in fact it can be as effec-

tively condu?ted in the open •. Moreover, the justification for covertness must always · 

be sought in the international situation and not in any hesitations about public or 

Congressional opinion in the United States. An overflight should be kept private 

primarily because its public announcement is so painfully embarrassing to the 

·- ·~~---~----- · --:----~--~----· - - - ... ~- ~ - ·-·-· - -· 
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cmmtry whl.ch is overflown. A political subsidy, if and when justified on other 

groundsJ -can merit covertness. only if that is important to its effectiveness on the 

scene-- never because disclosure would be troubling at home. 

The second genera}. standard is the converse -- that a covert operation 

should never be authorized unless in fact it can be persuasively defended to the · 

American public and to the Congress if it is exposed., I should note that this 

proposition is almost the opposite of the traditional doctrine of "plausible denial. 11 

Here the mistakes over the U-2 shoot-down are instructive. If from the first day 

of that affair the administration had explained what had happened and why the flights 

were authorized in the first place, it woulg h8.ve had much less trouble both here 

and abroad. The case of the U-2 flights over quba is still more striking, for here 

the evidence obt~ined from the flights was published to the world ·within weeks) and 

·that evidence in itself provided complete and persuasive justification for the over-

flights. We ·will have fewer but better covert operations if -all those who authorize 

them ask themselves severely how they will defend them to the American public and · . . 

to the world in event of e:h'Posure. 

· Finally, it is my belief that the initiative in considering covert opera-

tions should be held firmly in the hands of political leaders and not operational 

. activists. The government should not be in a position in which there is constant . 

pressure from larg~_and zealous operational bureaus to make use of any and all 

of their alleged capabilities. Nor should there be indulgence in the pretense that 

covert operations can readily substitute for more visible forms of action. They 

are limited instruments, and the attempt to stretch them beyond their limited useful-

ness is usually both ineffective and costly • 

-·- _ ... -~- .. . ·· · ----· · ------~ · ·- ----~------··--·- ·· · :-· · ~~ - -·-··· 
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STATENENT OF 

NICHOLAS deB. KATZENBACH 

m;:FORE 

THE SELECT COM11ITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

. December 10, 1975 
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•• • Mr. Cbairtn~n and 'Members of the Committee: 

The fundamental problem with covert activities in support of foreign 

-policy_ objectives is. of course. the fact that they are covert. ·Their success 

depend~_ upQn their_secrecy. 

And that simple proposition raises the central question for this Committee: . 

in a. society which depends on a high degree of freedom of information to 

control th;e activities of gov-ernme~t. is it possible to exercise polfttcal control 

over covert activiti® abroad? Is it possible to hold an agency charged with 

such responsibilities accountable in our political system? 

As obvious a~ that point is. it is easy to lose sight of in the spate of 

revelations about covert activities of the past conducted by the Central 

Intelligence Ag.ericy. Public debate sometimes.seems to focus on the merits 

. or demerits of a particular CIA action; on the judgments exercised by those 

conducting such activities·. and on the morality of some techniques. or even 

on the question of whether or not we should covertly interfere in foreign 

political processes at all. 

I start from the premise that some of our covert activities abroad .have 

been successful. valuable in support ofa foreign policy which was under-

stoOI;i _and approved by the electorate and Congress. and that situations may 

... . .',. ·- .,, 
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well arise in the future--and may even exist today--•vhere our capacity to 

conduct appropriate covert activities could. J::;e an important adjunct to our 

foreign policy and to stability in the world.. I also start from the premise 

that sorre of our covert activities abroad ha.ve not reen successful, and 

haye been \vrong and •vrongheaded. In sa:re cases we have grossly over-

estimated our capacity to bring about a desirable result and have created 

situations unintended and undesirable. And, from recent revelations, I 

would conclude that at least some of the ideas seriously c~nsidered ~~re 

plainly wild and irresponsible. 

Secondly, I woulq like to rrake it clear that I believe that covert rreans 

for collecting intelligence abroad are indispensable. villen, in my 1973 

article in F9reign Affairs, I -said I would be prepared to give up all covert 

activities, I excepted from that statement covert activities designed· to gain 

intelligence. There i~ a clear conceptual distinction between activities . 

designed to gain intelligencer and activities designed to influence political 

acts directly. · But I do not think ~at line is easy to draw in factual circum

stances, . and I think mY article was somewhat glib in giving the impression 

that it· could be. 

At any· given ·tirre the extent of covert activity designed to influence 
. . 

political conditions in another country is very much a function of how one 

views the world and the role of the United States in it. 'I'hus for a quarter 
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cen.lury ,~fler \\"or1d ~r H the corr,•.JOnly-held t\m~rica,pel·cepLion or a 

. ' 

competitive struggle with the Soviel Union everywhere dominCJted our foreign 

policy. Both the United States and the Soviet Union w~re anxious to extend 

their inf1u~nce as far as possible. Both countries employed overt and cove1·t 

means to do so. Each country had the aim of instal1ing and preserving in 

power governmC:,nts favorauly orient.ed to thcmscl ves; and lhc United States 

was extremely active in preventing Communist governments from taking over 

·Third World countries. B~eause we are an open society we made far more 

. use of open techniques, such as economic and military aid,· than we did of · 

covert activities. Nonetheless it i's my strong impression that .since 1960 we 

have been making a major effort to \Vind down many of our covert actiyities ,· 

despite the recent revelations conce1~ning Cuba, the Dominican B.epublic, 

and, of course;·Chile. 

Phasing down both our overt and our covert activities is a direct 

. . 
reflection of our changing world an<;I a changing foreign policy. The countries 

of Europe and Japan have regain~d economic strenglh, and the potential of 

world Communism for Soviet domination has been fractionated by the growth 

of nationalism and the reemergence of China. I do not mean to sound sanguine 

in ~his respect. Nobody can look at Portugal today, the potentia-l in Spain, 

the growth of the Communist Party in Italy, and the general decli'ne qf 

Christian Democrats throughout Europe ·without feeling some measure of 

concern. We will be faced for sorrie time with the problems caused by the 

radical elements in the Arab world, and there i.s much turmoil in S. E. Asia 

as a result of the collapse of Vietnam. 

55304 Docld : 32989696 Page 6 0 ---~·----~--



·~ •· , .. 
- ' • 4 • ~. --:r 

I wrote -in 1973 that I thought lhc time had come to abandon aU covert 

activities (other than intelligence) designed to influence political results in 

f~reign countries. That is still my position today. But I arrive at it reluctantly 

and with the belief that there are covert actiyities which are proper, useful, 

and moral. I do not think it is an easy conclusion to arrive at. Perhaps it is 

not even a wise one. 

I arrive at this conclusion for a number of reasons, all involving 

judgments which the Committee may not share with me . . 

Fir~t, I believe the revelations of Watergate and of the recent investigations 

into the intelligence activities of the CIA and the FBI have created q great mis-

trust by the people of ~he United States in thei'e government. Unless one feels • 

that the loss is greater than I would estimate it to be, I thiJ!k abandoning s_ecret 

activities abroad would help to restore public confidence in government in this 

country. 

Second, I think the public revelation of pa.st CIA activities,- while essential 

to r~storing c.onfidence in government in this country, has done much to destroy 

·. 
· the CIA's capacity successfully to-conduct covert activities abroad. Further, 

unless we formally abandon the~, I suspect we will .get blamed for even more 

things which we have not done in the future than has been the case in the past. 

Given that situation, the game may not be worth the candle . 

.. 

.I 
I 
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- .. • . 5 • Third, I think we need to- put our ener~ics :into formulating and 

articulating a foreign policy for the next severul years whic~ can command 

public consensus and public support. VIc simply do not have that today 

and 1 think it is important that 1.ve should . .0Jot only do I believe covert activities 

are particularly dangerous when there is not broad support for the foreigri 

poliey which they serve, but I fear that the-emotional issues involved in covert 

activities will tend to detract froin and confuse proper public· debate as to what 

our foreign policy should b.e. If we can achieve that consensus, and it is a 

clear one' then perhaps at some future date we could consider the possibility. 

of covert activities ~n its support with such controls as we can devise. But in 

the interval I think they should be suspended .. 

Fourth~ I have the feeling from recent revelations that secrecy becomes 

a source of power and a factor in misjudgment. Control over_ relatively large 

resources, unconstrained by thEi! knowledge and views of many of one's peers, 

.is itself a dangerous situation in a _political democracy . 

I: do .not wish to be understood as saying_Jhat I do not believe that there 

are not some steps the Congress could take which woulci alleviate some of the 

problems which have occurred in the past. It could, for example, forbid 

any U. S. involvement in the assassination of foreign political leaders; forbid 

any U. S. involvement in dir~ci.ly providing weapor.s to any non-govern-

m_ental group abroad -- though it cannot probably effectively assure that 

"money provided may not in fact be spent for those purposes. It could 
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insist on fur tighter control in the Executive Branch of cover:l activities 

aimed at influencing political decisions abroad, and insist upon review, 

with 1.vritlen record, of all such activities at a very high level o"f govern-

ment, together with an appraisal of their success or failure. And it could 

· provide for review at specified periods -- perl~ aps. every four or five years --

by an appropriate Congressional committee. 

I believe procedures of this kind wo~ld be helpful in bringing 

matters under control. I believe they would have the desirable effect of 

reducing clandestine activities, and chanelling these into what I would 

regard as the more desirable and legitil:nate areas; for example, helping 

. to fund activitic~ o~ the part of local groups designed to express diversity 

of, opinion within a relatively closed society. 

. . 

What I do not know -- and the Committee must judge -- is whether or 

not steps of this kind are ad.equate to deal with the problems of secrecy in 

the circumstances of today. 

. I 

I 

I 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF )NVESTIGATION 

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 
,........ 

DEC. 1>s 1975 
I 

' 
T~ :t.TIPE 

I rl NR 001 r cODE • 

1125AJNITEL 

TO: jPIRECT R (62-116464) 

FROr1! BALTIMORE (66-3127) 

<(~0-U SE .STUDY-·~~ 
~ / 

~BmJT't"fL 12-15-75. 

THE FOLLOWING FORMER FBI EMPLOYEES WERE CONTACTED 

12-16-75, AS INSTRUCTED INRETEL: PAUL F. O'CONNELL, JR., 

POTOMAC, MARYLAND; VICTOR TURYN, ELLICOTT CITY, MD.; AND 

THOM~S FARROI;J, MARRIOTTSVILLE, MD. 

MR. O'CONNELL AND MR. TURYN ADVISED THEY HAD NOT 

BEEN CONTACTED IN CONNECTION WITH THE U. S. RECORDING 

COMPANY; HOWEVER, MR. FARROW ADVISED HE WAS CONTPCTED 

BY T~O STAFF INVESTIGATORS OF THE HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE 

ON 1 ~-f-7 5. 

MR. FARRO~ RELATED THAT THESE INDIVIDUALS ~ERE 

INTERESTED IN THE KNOWLEDGE HE POSSESSED CONCERNING THE 

BLUE RIDGE ROD AND GUN CLUB AT HARPERS FERRY, 1:JEST VIRGINIA. 

HE ADVISED HE INFORMED THESE INDIVIDU~LS THAT HE ~OULD 

END PAGE ONE 

I ,• \ J 
. ' .~l .. 
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BA 66-3127 

• ' 

DISCUSS ANY SOCIAL ACTIVITY IN WHICH HE PARTICIPATED AT 

THIS CLU8 RUT IN CONNECTION WITH ANY OFFICIAL DISCUSSION 

CONCERNING THE U. S. RECORDING COMPANY HE l•JOU LD BE OBLIGATED 

TO CHECK ~ITH FBIH@ BEFORE ANY DISCUSSION COULD BE HAD. 

MR. FARROW STATED HE ASKED THE INVESTIGATORS WHY THE 

IN@UIRY hJAS BEING f1ADE AND THEY SAID THEY \•JERE CHECKING 

JUST TO SEE IF THERE HAD BEEN AMY If1PROPRIETIES. 

THE THREE FORMER EMPLOYEES ADVISED THAT SHOULD THEY 

BE CONTACTED BY THE HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE CONCERNING ANY 

KNOWLEDGE THEY POSSESSED PERTAINING TO FBI PURCHASING 

PRACTICES WITH THE U. s. RECORDING COMPANY, THEY ~OULD 

IMMEDIATELY CONTACT THE LEGAL COUNSEL OFFICE IN BUREAU 

HEADQUARTERS. 

END 

DLS FBIHQ ACK 
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CO PLAIN 

16,1975 RAA 

( 62- 1 1 64 64) 

~ Assoc. Dir. -
' ~ Dep.-A.D.-Adm-

FED£ML BUREAU 11t tl'mStl!jAfiQI'f . I Dep.-A.D.-Inv-
C0MMUNICATJ0NS SEO.fiO.N 1 Asst. Dir.: 

• 
Admin. __ _ 
Comp. Syst. -
Ext. Affairs -
Files & Com. - · 
Gen. Inv. ---· 
Ident. --r 
Inspectio'q,F·+-=:-:o:-11"' 

-1 Intell. _,_,_ ~....:.;;.;...r 
LabGratory -
Plan. & Eval. _ 
Spec. lnv. -
Training--REBUNITEL 12/ 15 I 15. 

Legal Coun. -
Telephone Rm. -

FORMER ASSISTANT DIRECTOR ODD T. JACOBSEN CONTACTED T ~~ 6~ --

AND ADVISED OF INFORMATION SET FORTH IN RENITEL. MR. JACOBSEN 

STATED HE WOULD BE IN MINNEAPOLIS DIVISION FROM DECEMBER 19 

THROUGH DECEMBER 29, 1975, AND COULD BE CONTACTED IN CARE OF 

THE MINNEAPOLIS OFFICE. HE WILL BE RETURNING TO HILTON 

ON DECEMBER 30, 1975. 

END 

PLS ACK FOR THREE 

Y( 9 j~~ -7 ~r.fln 
N\!l 55304 Do cid : 329896:96 Page 6 7 

------~~~~~====================~ 



FRO 

··• .. .:.:; 

,, 
< .. 

8 

~~0~~,~~~~0. 10 

GSA FPMR (~1 CFRI101-11.6 • \ 
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
;,. Mr. ~,tt~ -
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I .. 

ERVIEW - PIKE COMMITTEE 

, 
l • 

DATE! 12/9/75 

~--
! 

J -'/ .... -
) 

Today I was interviewed by Mr. Timothy Oliphant from the 

Pike Committee in the presence of SA Dennis Miller, Legal Counsel 

Office. I did not take notes during the iriterview and the following 

questions and answers are from memory: 

Q. How long have you known Mr. Tait? 

Assoc. Dir. _ 

Dep. AD Adm. _ 

Dep. AD lnv. _ 
Asst. Dir.: 

Admin. __ 

Camp. Syst. _ 
Ext. Affairs _ 

Files & Com._ 
Gen.lnv._ 
(dent. __ 

Inspection_ 
lntell. __ 

Laboratory _ 

Legal Coun. _ 

Plan.&Eval. _ 

Spec.lnv._ 
Training __ 

Telephone Rm. _ 
Director Sec'y _ 

A. From the early fifties. j)~ 

Q. Has the Bureau purchased confidential equipment other than 
from U. S. Recording Company? 

A. Yes. 

Q. How do you !mow what equpment should be purchased through a 
"cut-out"? . ). .-_ v 

• , -r_ )1~~ T\~c~~1 (/ ;J_ -II? 1/ /- ;J:$~p 
A. The decision is determined by the Laboratory and is-so'-seMOrtli 

on the requisitions. '7 JAN 
22 197

6 

Q. Who in the Laboratory makes the decision that the e,qJJJ.~bJ>.EM!"" 
be purchased through a "cut-out"? 

A. The request received by the Administrative Division comes from 
the Assistant Director's Office of the Laboratory. 

Q. Who in tb.e Bureau determines whether or not the price is in line 

r · ' A rJ J I. • 

whm purchasing through a "cut-out"? 

The Adlll~inistrative Division depends upon the Laboratory to advise 
when the price is out-of-line. 

GSM/san,1; 1 -Mr. Paul Daly 1 -Mr. W. 0. Creg~ . 
~~ .. 

_,
0
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r • • 
Memo McMichael to Walsh 
Re: Interview - Pike Committee 

Q. Did Mr. Tait spend lots of time in Mr. Molw' s office? 

A. Not to my lmowledge. 

Q. Did Mr. Tait spend lots of time in the Laboratory? 

A. Not to my lmowledge. 

Q. Do you !mow about any confidential papers being taken to Harper's 
Ferry to be destroyed? 

A. Absolutely not. 

Q. Have you ever been out socially with Mr. Tait? 

A. Yes. I have had lunch with others when Mr. Tait was present. 

Q. Did you ever. see Mr. Tait pickup the bill? 

A. Not to my lmowledge. 

Q. Did any non-Government employees, present or former, other 
than Mr. Tait and Mr. Oberdick play cards in the group at Harper's 
Ferry? 

A. Not that I recall. 

Q. Who invited you to play? 

A. Mr. J. P. Mohr. 

Q. Did you pay? 

A. Yes. $35. 00 

Q. When purchasing items from Mr. Oberdick, what method is used? 

A. Mr. Oberdick' s company is not used as a "cut-out". He quotes on 
items the same as other companies. Sometimes he is low and 
sometimes he is high. 

-2- (OVER) 
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• • 
Memo McMichael to Walsh 
Re: Interview - Pike Committee 

Q. Is Mr. Oberdick ever given preferential treatment over other 
companies? 

A. Absolutely not. 

Q. Are the majority of purchases made by the FBI taken from GSA 
contracts? 

A. Yes. 

Mr. Oliphant also asked if he could have tlie total amount in dollars 

paid to U. S. Recording, broken down by Fiscal Year. Breaking out what 

was confidential and what was GSA schedule. Mr. Miller asked him if he 

would confirm this in writing and he responded yes. I also asked for what 

period of time and he replied as far back as possible. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

None. For your information. 

-3-
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TO 

OPTIONAL fORM NO. 10 ~ •• " • 5010-106 
Mkt 1962 EDITION 
GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
Mr • J. B. Adams DATE: 

• 1 - Mr. Mintz 
1 - Mr. Wannall 
1 - Mr. Cr~gar 

12/8/75 
1 -··Mr. Hotis 
1 - Mr. Daly 

Staff Member Richard Vermeire of the House Select 

Assoc. Dir . ....JU-.:_-' 
·"·tf DeP.. AI)>\'!,"'· _ 

Do~P!Jh.v. _ 

Asst:~.: 
Admitf·-
Comp. Syst, _ 

Ext. Affairs _ 

Files & Com._ 
Gen.lnv. __ 
ldent. __ 

Inspection_ 

i
ll. __ 

oratopt~ 
,1,: {o~ 
~ . , .. ~ 

/'Plan.& f;;al. _ 

Spec.lnv._ 
Training __ 

Telephone Rm. _ 
Director Sec'y _ 

Committee requested that the following former Bureau .personnel 
be made available for interview by Staff Members of that Com
mittee concerning any knowledge they may possess pertaining. to 
the Bureau' s purchasi~g practice wi.th the U.S. Recordi~g Company: 

Former Executive Assistant to. the Associate Director 
Rufus Beaver; 

Former SAC Thomas Farrow; 
Former Assistant Director James Gale; d ) 
Former SA William Goodwin; ( i.J, .:fn/!. VJ.~' ff"~tJ to it>J 
Former Assistant Director Odd T. Jacobson; 
Former Inspector .Norman McDaniel; ,J). ~~~· 
Former Inspector Donald E. Moore; /_i.1fl,.,,."" 
Former Deputy Ass·istant Director Paul 0 'Connel ~, 
Former Assistant to. the Director Al Rosen; 

,Former Assistant Director William Sawyers; (soy Ea.~ 
Former SA C. Q. Smith;· 
Former SAC Vic.tor Turyn; and 
Former Assistant Director Leonard M. Walters. 

The Intell~gence D.ivision has been orally advised of 
this request. 

1 - Personnel 
1 - Personnel 
1 - Personnel 
1 - Personnel 
1 Personnel 
1 - Personnel 
1 - Personnel 
1 - Personnel 
1 - Personnel 

File - Rufus Beaver EX-liZ, 
File - Thomas Farrow 
File - James ·Gale 
File - William Goodwin R£C~91 <"l 
File - Odd T. Jacobson u~
File - Norman McDaniel 
File Donald E. Moore 
Fi.le - Paul 0 'Connell 
File - Al Rosen 

/ • 1 - Personnel )
~ 1 - Personnel 

/ 

File - William Sawyers 
File - c. Q. Smi.th 
File Victor Turyn 1 Personnel 

· 1 - ·f~onnel 
~ 9 J~\'\ 

PVD : lad \,\(-:) 
( 2.0) ' 

F'ile - Leonard M. Wal.ters 
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Legal Counse~ to Mr. Adams 
RE : HOUS.TUD.Y . 

RECOMMENDATTONS: 

• 

(1.) That the aforern.entioned former Bureau personnel be 
released· from any exist·ing employment agreement· for .purposes nf 
Staff interview by the House Select Coimni ttee concerning the·ir 
knowledge of the Bureau's .purchases from the u.s. Recording 
Company. · 

(2.)' That the Inte'lligence Division determine the 
last known address·es of· former· Bureau .personnel as contained 
in Bureau files and insure that the former personnel are alerted 
to. the fact that they may be contacted by representatives of the 
House Select Committee. 

'7~~~ ~;<, ~IL c 5~ e. v, c ~ 1 rfJ ~ wFr.;, 11"h.l'h~ ¥ 

-bo ~ T:4W! k~~)i ~ ~ kt N ,sc: I "r::1 ;:' 

(3) That the Legal Counsel D.ivision will orally 
furnish 'the last .known residence nf the aforementione~ 
former personnel. j/~~ 

- 2 -
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TO 

OPTIONAL fORM NO, 10 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA fPMR 141 CfiU 101-11.6 ~·( • Assoc. Dir. ~ UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

A~:t~~t?-
1 - Mr. Mintz 
1 - Mr. Bassett 
1 - Mr. Cochran 

DATE! 12/8/7 5 • 
1 - Mr. Wannall 

Adml~·--
Comp. Syst, _ 

Ext. Affairs _ 

Files & Com._ 
Gen.lnv. __ 
ldont. __ 

1 - Mr. Cregar Inspection_ 

1 - Mr. Hotis Intel~'· } 
Laborat ' 

1 Mr. Daly Leg 7~ 
Plan.& EvV __ 

) 
' / J Training __ 

\ /1, • ,: . - Telephone Rm. _ 
_ Director Sec'y _ I E

. Spec. lnv. _ 

On 12/4/7 5, Richard Vermeire, . ta-ff Member of the 
House Select Cominittee, reques.ted that the Bureau determine 
whether it would be poss·ible· for the House· Select Committee 
to r.eview the records ·of the U.S. Recording Company unexcised 
in the office of the u.s. Recording Company. Vermeire stated 
.it was ·not .possible because of the excisions made on those 
records by . . the Bureau for. the House Select Committee to make 
a thorough r.eview of same. Vermeire interposed no objection 
to a .Bureau repres.entative being present during. that r.eview 
and, in fact, thO.~ght .it would. be use·ful. · 

On the instructions. of Assistant Dir.ector John A. 
Mintz., SA Paul V. Daly of. this D.ivision contacted Attorne:17f1 /}~ 

~
Brian Gettings who is representing ·Mr. Joseph Tai t to de.tel?JP:ti?fie 
whether he l.nte·r.posed any obj.ectl.on to. the. Bureau maki9g'9'-~ail
able the u . .s. Recordi~g Company records· for r.eview in Bdreau 
space by representatives. of the House Select Committee. 
Mr. Getti~gs .st-ated he had no ob.j.ection to. this arra~gement. 

The House· Select Committee will be advised on 12/8/7 5 
that the Bureau will make .available· for review u.s. Recordi~g 
Company records in Bureau space. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

QtC \~ 
PVD:lad 

\!. i: .,{ -9.) 

For 

, I ~ •: 
:. ) . 

information. \ t'i /} . 
t?VA12 ,v ~ 

_j., jU"'-! 
2 

REd~ i:J. 
pi' \ 

~ 
110 DEC 291975 



I 11::_. Adams 
,;.. . 

r1intz .:- 1 - r.tt. •· 1 ~1r, Gallagher - '\ .. ... 
~· .. .... 1 r-rr. Wannall 

1 - r-Ir. O'Connell 
1 Mr. Cooke 
1 - Pilr. Sheer 

:-

Thu Attorney Gonera~ Dccetiber 2, 1975; 

r 
I 

Dir~~r 
( J{s. if6usB SELECT co:z.aTTEE 

~ () / -·· :rtm::LLIGE:lCE ACTIVITES (RSC) 

Assoc. Dir . -
Dep. AD Adm . _ 

Dep. AD lnv. _ 

Asst. Dir.: 

On uovembcr lS, 1975, lulsistant to the Dir.cctor
Oapu,ty AGsociato. Director Jam~~ D. Adat.,1!¥., i'.osi:::;tan:t Dirac·tor 
l: .. Raymond Wannall 1 and other reprc.sentat.ivos o£ th2 FBI 
nppcarod in open hearings bofor~ tha nsc~ chaired by 
Congr~ss:oan Otis G. Pil:e .. 

During the hearing::;. Robert. u. Hardy, a fomer Bureau 
inforoant, appeared and furni.sl}ed a statet1ent to the HSC in 
t·:hich he maao certain allegations against the FBI.. As ny 
rcprocenta:tive3 had not had the opportunity to re:vict:r an~co -
I:~.ont on ;.1r .. Ilardy' s stat.ei!ent, the HSC aakct1 that 'i·:e do ao ~'S\~ 
cubnit our observations for inclusion in tho official rcc -- of·"· 
the hearings. 

Enclosed for your approval and fon!ardinq to the; rrsc 
iz a letterhead oomorand~ (I~T~1), with ancloauxes, in rasponsa to 
Hr .. I:!ardy 1 3 stater;;.ant. 

A -c:opy of this LliH, t1ith enclonures, is bei..."lg furnishecl 
for your recorda. 

Enclosure a ( 6) 
u~·~1 ::: 

. \EC-~ &~-1/r;t./Gtf- ~30 
1 - The Daputy Attorney Guneral. t~ .. ~ c;m._.. lliiAiG-:z:: ~ 

attentio~: ... .--~Iichaol E. Shah~en1 Jr. . 
-.£ !!./ .Special. Counncl for 00J DFC 29197 

M J~~~:U~ Intalligcnca coordination 5 

62-116464 

- . 11 ~ ~~:'--
Admin.-- FJC: cap '1 -~C.· ~ 
Comp. Sy~t. - ( 11) - f 
Ext. Affairs _ 

::::.:.::::::. ~ ~ 
~:~::::: :\I !) \q 1 1_ \f 
Plan. & Evol. -7 . • ~
Spoc.lnv.-
Tra ining __ 

Legal Coun . -

Telephone Rm.-

... 
-... ' t,. 

· . . ,~ , . ...._. 
·~ .. ~ ·~ . 

'} l. '' 

'· 

_, -- ..... 

Director Soc'y _ MAIL ROOM c::J TELETYPE UNIT c:::J GPO : 1975 0 - 569·920 
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1.1ro 
I Adams 

1 r.1r. Mintz 
1 - ~1r. Gallagher 
1 - r-tt • Wannall 

~ 
.. .,. 

O'Connell 1 - Mro 
1 -Mr. Cooke 
1 - Mro Sheer 

62-116464 
Daccrnber 2, 1975 

HE: STATE! lENT OF ROBERT t"1. fu'\PJ)Y 
BEFOP~ THE HOUSE SELECT 
CO)l£!ITTEE OU IUTELLIGENCE 
l~OVEt1BER 18, 1975 

On Tuesday, :t.:ovcrnbor 18, 1975, Robert tt. Hardy 
appeared before the House Select Committee (HSC) dealing 
\Iith tha subject matter of intelligence activitie2 and 
made a statcmont concerning hio perfo~ance az an info~~t 
for tile FBI. In this state~ent, I~. Hardy ~~de c~rtain 
allegations against the FBI uhich are set out belo<t·l \1ith 
appropriate responses. 

The attached pages se-t out each of Hr. Hardy•a 
allegations ";hich arc excerpts from his testihlony. Each 
allegation is follm-1e.d by a refutation. Except t:ihero specif
ically noted, thczo responses to Hr. Hardyfs allegations 
are E»:cerpted from the FBI report. of Special. Agent !'tichael ~~. 
RY!'.an at Philadelphia da·tod t~overnber 18,. 1971, entitled, ucmnden 
.fiction; Jayma Ann Abdoo; Et Al ... " This report is a chronological 
compilation of debricfings prepared following the daily meetings 
of Hardy uith the. FBI Agents assigned as his contacts. The 
report is attached. The refutations of !Ir. Hardy's tGst!Mony 
arc, thcr~fore., in the r:J.ain taken from hin o'im contemvorary 
reports to the FDI. 

nnclozures (2) 

TLS :run/cap , ~ ~,_ : 
(10) l 

Assoc . Dir. _ NOTE • 
Dep. AD Adm. - __ • 

Dep. AD lnv. -
Asst. Oir.: 

Adm in.--
11 

Comp. Syst. _ U • 
Ext. Affa irs _ 

See memo Cooke to Gallagher dated 11/26/75 captioned, 
S. House Select Committee on Intelligence." 

Files & Com.
Gen.lnv. _. 
!dent. __ 

Inspection_ 
lotell. __ 

Laboratory -

Plan. & Eval. -

Spoc.lov. 

Training--· 

Legal Coun. _ 

Telephone Rm.- , 

. . .. Director sec'y _ MAIL ROOM CJ . TELETYPE UNIT I ro~i~r,U\S!!BW 
~~ 55304 Docid : 32989696 Page 75 "'- - - ---=-~ 
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CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE 

· SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE 
• BEFORE COMPLETING. 

""--'-----r- -------TO: Intelligence Community Staff FROM: 
A'IJN.: ~ntrpl Index 

. 
SUBJECT: Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees 

I. HOW PROVIDED (check appropriate term. If a document was made available 
for review but not transmitted, so note.) 

2. DATE PROVIDED 

DOCUMENT I BRIEF lNG I INTERVIEW I I TESTIMONY I X I OTHER 12/2/75 

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

sse 

X HSC 

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

!·!cmorandum and enclosures 

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

U, C, S, TS or 
Codeword) 

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

used underline for emphasis) 

reviet-7' hearings 

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

Statement of Robart ~1. Ha.l.*dy b~fore the HSC 11/18/75 concernine 
his perfoxmonco as ~n informant for the FBI. Setting forth 
the nll~ga.~:t()ns. by Ha1:dy and the FBI rosponse(:S to these 
allegations. · · 

62~116464 

FMK:fml~ 
(4.) 

3791 (6·75) 

ORIGINAL. VlA ~IAISON TO C~NTRAL. CQ-1MUNITY IliDEX 
Ill COtU~CTION l-1ITH HOUSTUDY . 

TREAT AS YEllOW 
CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE 

NW 55304 Docld : 32989696 Page 6 



INSTRUCTIONS 

• Type or print clearly in ink. 

• Indicate classification of the abstract top and bottom. 

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

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

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

SPECIFIC ITEM NO. 8. SUMMARY enter brief narrative statement describing 
substance of information and showing relationship to Intelligence Community 
matters if appropriate. Any feedback or evidence of investigatory interests 
should be noted. Commitments made to supply additional information should be 
noted. Additionally, certain administrative information may be entered here, 
e.g., restrictions on review of a document, if document was paraphrased, whether 
interviewee is current or former employee, etc. If actual document or transcript 
is provided, that fact should be noted and no summary is required. Additional 
pages may be attached if necessary. 

I' 

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

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535 

House Select Committee 
Ad&essee:----------------------------------~------------

ll/28/75 
D L TR U LHM D Memo D Report dated--------------

' 
Caption of Document: Re hearings held 11/18/7 5. Info 

se~ forth is in response to specific question~ 
ra\j.sed during hearings. 

. ~ ~--- ·----~---' 
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 I 
MAY 1962 EDITION 

~;;;~~~RI ;;~~~S GO ';NMENT 

t- Memorandum 
)' 

TO : Mr. J. B. Adal)lis 

FROM :Legal Co1JI!Se~ 
SUBJECT:_AL.~~.aATioNs.or\tsgiD:ET 

PENJ!lTEATIONS_ON .. CAEU.OL-HILL 
INTERNAL SECURITY - RUSSIA 

••• 
DATE: 11-20-75 

Assoc. Dir~-
Dep. AiS•AdM-~ -fl 1 ,,, 
Dep. ~Jr.r'!~· 

Asst. b;b 
$. 

Admij•-
Comp. Syst. _ 

Ext. Affairs _ 

Files & Com._ 
Gen.lnv._ 
(dent. __ • 

Inspection _) l 
lntell._'_· 

Laboratory~ ~i
Legal CoJe' ~ 
Plan.& Ev~l. _ 
Spec. lnv. _-_ 
Training __ 

Telephone Rm. _ 

Director Se-e'y _ 

Reference iJ!" memorandum of 11-10-75 from Mr. Branigan 
to ~~annan concerning inquiry from Congressman Otis G. Pike, Chairman 
of ~9use Sel ec.LG..o..mmitt._e..e_o .. nJnt.~llig~_gc~.,. r_equesting information 
regard}ng "alleged and confirmed" incidents of Soviet-bloc penetrations o6 
congre~sional staff~. ., 

1 
_ . 

f, 1 - !It 4._.. u .... . · 

Per instructions by Mr. Adams, Inspector Bowers met with 
Senator James 0. Eastland on 11-18-75 and advised him of this inquiry from 
Congressman Pike since a former employee of the Senator's, one Kenneth~~ 
Tolliver, was involved with the Soviets while working for the Senator. L}l/. 
Senator Eastland was told that while we had confirmed to Congressma~ ~~e 
the existencerof one incident wherein a member of a congressional staf(had 
furnished information to hostile intelligence agents obtained through his 
congressional employment, we had declined to iGlentify any of the parties 
involved since this would infringe the privacy of others. Senator Eastland 
expressed appreciatioD: fo;r our having informed him of this ~atter and asked 
that he be kept cu,rrently itrformed of future pe~tinent developments. 

Senator Eastland advised that he pad received a letter from 
Congressman Pike recently requesting that members of the House Select 
Committee on Intelligence staff be allowed access to the files of the Senate 
Subcommittee on Internal Security, which Senator Eastland chairs. He said 
the letter indicates the staff would be interested in organizations and individ-

1 

uals on lists maintained by the Subcommittee, and also inquired about the 
FBI's relations with the Subcommittee. Senator Eastland said that he had 
determined the letter was sent with«;?:ut Congressman Pike's knowledge. or , .Q; 

::;::;::~=N~Senator Eastl~::e 2~ ·:;?~!ti,!f).~~ J/ 

U"" _,~l .. u. (\.rl{ ~,,~ 
For fuformation. {;)tt,.lfT' . r~ ~ ~ 

j -Mr. Adams 1- Mr. Moore ~};-Mr. Cregar7 DE;. i"'~-,;15 Hotis 
loy. Mr. Mintz ,. 1- Mr. Wannall .~,1 -Mr. Branigan ~-'·'Mr. Bowers 

ow 553'Mo-,~1f}~.~~~,fY f~ Sfjings Bonds Regula!~ on the Payroll Savin;:lan ~llO!I\IlSI:l: 



{__ 

, 
tWypLtV 

2 .. Mr. • A. Mintz 

PLAINTEXT 
(1 "~r. J. B. Hotis) 

TELETYPE NITEL •' 
1 " Mr. H. N. Bassett 

TO SACS ALEXANDRIA 
BAIJfiMORE 
~LOTTE 
.OLEVELAND 

1 .. Mr. \-1. R. ~ 15~ 1975 

1 ... l-1r. W. 0 • Cregar 
1 ~ Mr. T. J. McNiff 

. / COLUMBIA 
/ ::- TAMPA 

/·_, lo1FO 
l/ 

~~M DIRECTOR FBI (62"116464) 

(()~bUSTVDY-1"5). 
- - -~--" ~e\-~"t 

THE HOUSE S~ COMMITTEE (HSC) HAS INDICATED DESIRE TO 

lNTERVIEW CERTAIN FO~R BUREAU Et1PLOYEES CONCJi:RNING ANY 

KNOWLEDGE THEY MAY POSSESS PERTAINING TO THlS BUREAU'S PURCHAS" 

ING PRACTICE WITH U. S. RECORDING CQW.>JINY. LISTED BE:I.Olf ARli: /1a.._ 
THE NAMES OF THE FORMER EMPI.DYEES CONCERNING WHOM HSC HAS j'Cf--
EXPRESSED AN INTEREST AS WELL AS THE LAST t<NO'W.N AD.DRESS OF 

EACH lNDIV:tDUAL .AS IT APPEARS IN H:tS PERSONNEL FILE: RUFUS R. 

BEAVER .. 326 EAST STADIUM DRIVE, ~DEN, NORTH CAROLINA 27288; 

THOMAS FARROW e 9319 MEADOW HILL RO~~~ICOTT CITY, MARYLAND .. 
•\\\r>ti. . ~ ;;z.. -I;,, LJ lr.1 _ ~~~ 

21043; JAMES H. GALE - 336l~OCKY MOUNT ROAD!2~RFAX-;' ~ .. ' . xy· 

"" VlRGINIA-e HOME. PHONE 273"1661, OFFICg PHONEe5~~~~~51; . 

A~:op~·:~·~;;::-::: TJM:lhb l ~ \ 
Oep. ~D lnv. - ( ) 0 ' :;.. ~ r<AL f>iJI~~U Of INVESTIGATIOr~ - • SEE NOTE PAGE 3 Asst. D~r.: 8 
Admin.--

Comp. Syst. -
Ext . Affairs _ 

Files & Com. _ 

Gen.lnv._. 

ldent.-
lnspcction

lnteii.
Loboratory -

Pion. & Eval. -
Spoc.lnv , _ 

Training-

Legal Coun. -

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 

Telephone Rm.- ' 
Direc~Eec'y _ MAIL ROOM CJ TELETY•PE UNIT 

m·~54ed-!4 ~cQJ~~89696 Page 80 
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• 
PAGE Tl·JO 62 ... 116464 

WILLIAM JARVIS GOODHIN - 1301 SOUTH SCOTT STREET1 ARLINGTON, 

VIRGINIA 22204 ... HONE PHONE 920.-.275L}; ODD T. JACOBSEU ... 
' . 

77 BATTERY ROAD, .HILTON HEAD ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 29928; 

NORl'l.AN MC DANIEL ... 7103 SEA CLIFF ROAD, ~IC LEAN, VIRGINIA 

22101; DONALD E. MOORE " 505 CROWN VIEfT DRIVE,. .ALEXANDRIA, 

VIRGINIA 22314 ... HOME PHONE 751,..0327; PAUL F. O'CONtmLL, JR .... 

2417 STRATTON DRIVE, POTOMAC, l1ARYL.Al~D ... HOME PHONE. 424..,2585; 

AI. ROSEN .,. 55 FIR HILL TOHE'RS NORTH; .Al<RO:N, OHIO 4L~304; 

C. Q. Sl'1ITH ... 2061 HAWAII AVEliDE lfORTilEAST 1 SAINT PETERSBURG., 

FLORIDA 33703 .. HONE PHONE 522 ... 6597; WILLIA11 B. SOYARS ... 

12019 GREYWING SQUARE, RESTON, VlllGll~IA ... HOME PHONE 860 ... 4055.; 

VICTOR TURYN ... 2645 TURF VALIJ?.Y ROAD, ELLICOTT CITY, l1ARYLAl~D; 

LE.Ol'{ARD~M .. - WALTERS ... 1303 MACBETH STREET, Z.lC LEAN, VIRGINIA ... 

H0}1E PHONE 356 ... 1464. 

RECIPIEl1TS ARE REQUESTED TO CONTACT THE ABOVE~LISTED 

INDIVIDUALS RESIDING lN THEIR RESPECTIVE AREAS AND .ADVISE 

TIU.l:M OF THE ABOVE ... STATED HSC INTENTION'. EACH INDIVIDUAL SO 

CONTACTED SHOULD BE INS';t'RUCTED THAT 'f1HEi"'f AND IF COliTACTED BY 

THE HSC THEY SHOULD~ BEFORE SUBMITTING TO INTERVIEW, 

TELEPHONICALLY COlifrACT 'l"HE OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL AT BUREAU 

NW 55304 Docld : 32989696 Page 81 
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.... "- • 
PAGE THREE 62~116464 

HEADQUARTERS COLLECT TO SECURE P..ELEASE FROH THEIR EMPLOYHENT 

AGHEEMENT AND TO P.SCEi{TAIN P ARANETERS HITHIN lJHICH INTERVIEU 

J:!AY BE CONDUCTED. ADVISE HEADQUARTERS SHOULD DIFFICULTY BE 

ENCOUNTERED IN COlr.fACTn{G AaOVE•LISTED INDIVIDUALS. 

NOTE: 
- tv1emorandum from Legal Counsel to t:lr. J. B. Adams 
dated 12/8/15, captioned uHoustudy," secured approval of 
the Director for .HSC interview of the above-listed individuals. 
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Assoc. Oir. -

Dep. AD Adm. _ 

Dep. AD lnv. _ 

Asst. Oir.: 
Admin. __ 

Comp. Syst. _ 

Ext. Affairs _ 

Files & Com._ 

Gen.lnv._, 
!dent. __ 

Inspection -
Intel!. __ 

Laboratory -

Plan. & Eva I._ 

Spec.lnv.-

Training_ 

1 Legal Coun. -

- -- ------------~----=---~--------------------------, 

' 2 ·'· J. A. Mintz 
(i " Mr. J. B. Hotis) 

~LAI~TEXT TELETYPE 1 ... Mr. H. N. Ba-eRfl:. 
1 ~ Mr. W. R. Wannall 

TO SAC WFO 
0 oif:rfl 1 ~51 

PECEMBER 24, 1975 
... Mr. W. 0. Cregar 
... Mr. T. J. McNiff FI1.0M DIRECTOR FBI '(62-116464)- d-~7 1 

c.' lOll; , .. ~" . HOUSTGDY 75. 

THE HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE (HSC) HAS lNDICATED DESIRE TO 

INTERVIEW FORMER ASSISTANT DIREGlOR FaANK WAIKART CONCERNING 

KNOWLEDGE HE MAY POSSESS PERTAINING TO THE BUREAU'S PURCHASING 

PRACTICE WITH U. S. RECORDING COMPANY. PERSONNEL FILE OF 
I 

i-1AIKART LISTS HIS lAST KNOWN HOME ADDRESS AS OF 1972 TO BE 

3715 WEL~i Sr,REET, SOUTHEAST, WASHINGTON, D. C. 20023. 

WFO IS REQUESTED TO CONTACT lo1AIKART AND ADVISE HIM OF 

Al30VE-STATED HSC INTENTION. HE SHOt;rLD BE INStRUCTED THAT WI1EN 

AND IF CONTACTED BY THE HSC HE SHOULD, BEFORE SUBMITTING TO 

INTERVIEW, TEJ:.EPHONICALLY CONTACl' THE LEGAL COUNSEL DIVIS.ION 

AT B~AV l-IEADQUARTERS TO SECURE RElEASE FROM HIS EMPLOYMENT 

AGREEMENT AND TO ASCERTAIN P i\RAMETERS WITHIN lVHICH INTERVIEW 

MAY BE CONDUCTED. ADVISE HEADQUARTERS ONLY IF Dl:FFICUfCTY 

ff.OeRAl nun~tLO~ lNVMIW\liOI'f 
SHOULD BE <ft~~~~-S.lf.l.tm>TABLISHING CONTACT WITH WAIKART. 
TJM:lhb fhlo . . . ., 

(8) DEC_!lL~ v976 
""~-;. \ ..... ) 

NOT~:,. :~ . JELETi'eE~ 
1 - . · See memorandum from Legal Counsel to Mr. J. B. Adams, 

dated 1.2/17/75, captioned "Hou~tudy, u 1·1hich sets forth above 
iz::t;'Q1.'mation ~oncerning HSC intention to intervie'ti former 
Assistant Director Waikart. 

(\~ 
\ Telephone Rm. _ 

11 a/4;Jtjf ~oc~71:~:6;; 
TELETYPE UNIT oz( ,..ll' "~f\ 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
\t6...-. 

Mr. J. B. Adam\f' 

: Legal Couns~ 
.cl.--~ 

SUBJECT,: HOUS.TUDY ) 
,/ 

1 - Mr. Mintz· 
1 - Mr. Bassett 
1 - Mr. Wannall 
1 - Mr. 'Cregar 

DATE: 12/17/75 
1 - ·Mr. Hot.is 
1 - Mr. Daly 

Assoc. Dir. _ 

Dep. AD Adm. _ 

Dep. AD lnv. _ 
Asst. Dir.: 

Admin. __ 

Camp. Syst. _ 

Ext, Affairs _ 

Files & Cam._ 
Gen.lnv. __ 
(dent. __ 

Inspection _ 
Intel!, __ 

Laboratory _ 

Legal Coun. _ 

Plan.&Eval. _ 

Spec.lnv. _ 
Training __ 

Telephone Rm. _ 

Director Sec'y _ 

St·aff Member Richard Vermeire of. the House· Select 
Corruuittee request·ed that· former Acting. Assistant Director 
Frank :waikart ·be made :available· for .Staff interview .concerning 
any knowledge ·he may. have pertaining. to. the Bureau's ·purchasing 
practi·ce wJ...th ·.the U •. S .· Recordi!J.g Company. . 

'J /·• 
/' . RECOMMENDATIONS : 

(1.) That .former Acting Ass·istant Director Waikart be: 
released ·from .any exist·ing. empl.Oyment agreement for .purposes of 
interview by -the House ·select c9rruuittee . 

• ,\1 

' . , -

>, . (\ 30 ~cJ.. -I;! .. ~f ¥ lJJ:l1' 
(2.) That .the Inte·lligenc~~~V':i..S'ion determine th~ · -;'cit 

whereabouts: ·of· former. Acting. Assistant Director Wa-ikart .and 
insure ·that he is advis.ed that he may be contac.te.€1-lv...y l!lUellltJaai~ 
of the Corruui tte·e. • .. 

tiD DEC 19 1975 ~ 

(-3.) .That .the Legal Counsel. D.ivision oral·ly advise· 
the House Select .Corruuitte·e :of. the' :Whereabouts ·of former Acti!J.g 
Ass·i:stant Direc.tor Waikart . . 

1 - Personnel File - Frank Waikart . 

(1.0·) 

~a,i:=:. 
/~"-:'.; . 
..,r.~ 

~-

i 
lad~) 

Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 
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OPTIONAL fORM NO. 10 • 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA FPMR (~1 CFRJ 101-11.6 ' 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
TO MR. CALLAHAN 

J. B. ADAMS 

• 
DATE: 12/17/75 

Assoc. Oir. _ 

Dep. AD d V 
Dep. AD In~. ~/-

Asst. Dir.: 
Admin. __ 

Comp. Syst. _ 

Exi. Affairs _ 

Ftles & Com._ 
Gen.-lnv._ 
ldent. __ 

Inspection _ 

~::~lt. ,pgL}!/ 
~cJltV-

fOM 
SUBJECT: u. s. RECORDING COMPANY 

INTERVIEW BY PIKE COMMITTEE 

Pian. Eva I._ 
Spec.lnv. _ 

Training_ 

Telephone Rm. _ 

On 12/9/75 I was interviewed by Tim Oliphant of the b . 
D.s:ouse Select Committee on Intelligence' in the presence of SA John -

Denn:I."'S""mlTer;'LegaJCounsel Division. There is attached a write-up .-t.fn 
of the substance of the interview which should be referred to UJ H·' ·I 
Mr. Mintz for forwarding to the Department. , fi0 \J 
RECOMMENDATION: ·'~ 

That upon approval the attached write-up be made available 
to Mr. Mintz for forwarding to the Department in accordance with our n 

1

(){ 

usual procedures. )d'. 

Y:/ Enc. Ji 
JBA: amjj 1,)/ . jl 

(4) ~'-t if\ 
1 - Mr. Bassett 
1 -Mr. Mintz 

./Jf(t 
#Jli! 

~1~t Rtc-~\ 0). -:i{~~y-~&J 
. ~-~..-,........ 

8 4. \9~6 Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 
NW. 553581~-101Docld : 3 2 9896'96 Page 85 
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'94TH CoNGRESS} HOUSE OF nEPRESENTATIVES 

PROCEEDINGS AGAINST HENRY A. 

(Pursuant to Title 2, United States Code, Sections 192 and 1941) 

DEcE::-IBER 8, 1975.-Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be prin.ted 

Mr. Pnm, from the Select Committee on Intelligence, 
submitted the following 

REP·ORT 
of the 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON· INTELLIGENCE 
CITING HENRY A. KISSINGER 

together with 

CONCURRING and DISSENTING VIEWS 

IN'l'RODUCTION 

On November 6, 1975, the Select Committee on Intelligence of the 
House of Representatives, established by House Resolution 591, 94th 
Congress, First Session, caused to be issued a subpena to Henry A. 
IGssmger, Secretary of State. (See Appendix: A.) The subpena de
manded that the Secretary of State, or any subordmate officer, official 
or employee with custody or control deliver to the Select Committee, 
of which the Honorable Otis G. Pike is Chairman, on November 11, 
1975, at 10 :00 a.m. in Room B-316 Rayburn House Office Building, 
Washington, D.C., certain materials set forth and described in the 
said subpena.1 This subpena was duly served on November 7, 1975. 

The said subpena was not complied with on the return date thereof 
nor any subsequent date thereafter. . 

On November 14, 1975, the Select Committee met in open session at 
10 :00 a.m. in Room 2118 Rayburn House Office Building for the 
purpose of determining what action should be taken in view of the 
:failure of Secretary of State, Henry A. Kissinger, to comply with said 

1 "All documents relating to State Department recommending covert action made to the 
National Security Council and the Forty Committee and its predecessor committees from 
January 20, 1961 to the present." 

57-006 
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subpena. The Select Committee, a quorum being present, on a record' 
vote of 10-2, recommended the adoption of a resolution as follows: 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House of Representatives certify 
the report of the Select Committee on Intelligence of the House of 
Hepresentatives as to the contumacious conduct of Henry A. Kissinger,. 
as Secretary of State, in failing and refusing to produce certain per
tinent materials in compliance with a subpena duces tecum of said 
Select Committee served upon Henry A. Kissinger, as Secretary of 
State, and as or.dered by the Select Committee, together with all the· 
facts in connection therewith, under the seal of the House of Repre
sentatives to the United States Attorney for the District of Columbia,. 
to the end that Henry A. Kissinger, as Secretary of State, may be pro-
ceeded· against in the manner and form provided by law. 

OHRONOLOGY OF EVENTS 

On November 6, 1975, the Select Committee on Intelligence met,. 
after due notice, to consider the question of the issuance of subpenas 
to obtain materials pertinent to the investigative responsibility of the
Committee, as well as the Congress as a whole, and necessary to the 
discharge of its mandate. Seven subpenas were authorized, each by a 
record vote of a majority of the members of the Committee. The sub
pena which is the subject of this resolution was approved by a vote of 

' 8 ayes with five members voting present. The subpena is directed to the 
production of classified materials as to which there could be no public 
disclosure by the Committee without compliance with the release pro-
cedures previously agreed to. . _ 

No materials were furnished to the Committee on the return date 
of November 11, 1975, or until the time of the vote on the accompanying 
resolution. The materials which were the subject of the subpena are 
necessary to the Committee's ongoing investigation. The failure of the 
Secretary of State to comply obstructs that investigation, and the 
work of this Committee. 

On November i3, 1975, at 9:00a.m., two days after the return date 
of the subpena, the Select Committee met in open session in Room 
2118 Rayburn House Office Building for the purpose of being advised 
by staff as to the status of compliance with said subpena. Staff reported 
that none of the subpenaed materials had been provided. 

AUTITOillTY 

The Select Committee on Intelligence is a duly established Com- - -~ 
mittee of the House of Representatives, pursuant to House Resolution 

•• 

.. 

591, 94th Congress, First Session. H. Res. 591 was reported out of the ~ 
Committee on Rules on July 11, 1975, and adopted by the Mouse on ...,~-
a voice vote on July 17,1975. · 

Section 2 of H. Res. 591 authorizes and directs the Se!act Committee 
to-conduct an inquiry, inter alia, into: 

(1) ~he collection, analysis, use, and cost of intelligence in
!orm~tiOn and allega~ions of i~egal or improper activities of 
mtelhgence agencies m the Umted States and abroad; 

NW 5 530 4 Docid: 329896-96 Page 88 
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(2) the procedures and effectiveness of coordination among 
and between the various intelligence components of the 
United States Government; 

(3) the nature and extent of executive branch oversight 
and control of United States intelligence activities; 

(4) the need for improved or reorganized oversight by the 
Congress of United States intelligence activities; 

(5) the necessity, nature, and extent of overt and covert 
intelligence activities by United States intelligence instru
mentalities in the United States and .abroad; 

* * * * 
(8) such other related matters as the select committee shall 

deem necessary to carry out the purposes of this resolution." 
·section 3 of H. Res. 591 authorizes the Select Committee to inquire 
into the activities of several enumerated components of the intelligence 
community, including the National Security Council and the Central 
Intelligence Agency. 

Further, Section 4 of H. Res. 591 authorizes the Select Committee to 
"require, by subpena or otherwise, * * * the production of such books, 
records, correspondence, memorandums, papers, and documents as it 
deems necessary." · 

Pursuant, therefore, to its responsibilities and authority as man
dated by the House of Representatives, the Select Committee has issued 
subpenas for documents and information which, by the vote of the 
Committee, w.ere deemed essential to its inguiry. T~e subx>ena which 
forms the basis of the recommended resolutiOn was Issued m full con· 
formance with this authority. · 

As indicated above, Secretary o£ State, Henry A. Kissinger, was 
summoned to furnish materials in his custody and cont~ol pursuant to 
a valid, duly executed subpena of the Select Committee, but he delib· 
erately failed to comply with the terms of said subpena. 

CONCLUSION 

All substantive and procedural legal prerequisities have been comJ 
plied with and the House of Representatives should adopt the accom
panying resolution to refer the matter to the Untied States Attorney 
for the District of Columbia. Title 2, United States Code, Sections 192 
and 194 states the necessary procedures for taking this action. (See 
Appendix B.) 

It is the position of the Select Committee that the proceedings to 
date are in compliance with its mandate, its rules and the Rules of the 
House·?£ Representatives and we recommend that the House a?opt the 
resolution to report the fact of the refusal of Henry A. Kissino-er, 
Secretary of State, to produce pertinent materials pursuant to a s~b
pena duces t~cum of the Select Committee together with all the facts 
in connection therewith to the end that he ;may be proceeded against 
as provided by law. 
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ORIGINAL 

BY AUTHORITY OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE CONGRESS OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

To -~ ..... ?..~.!!x.!g.:_f.J...~l-.<J.~.._§.l;.~U .• l?.~f.<?.S<.i=.Qb:.,__q_;: his duly authorized :epre
. sentat~ve. 

You ar~ hereby commanded' to summon .. !i""!!J;Y._.P,-'-K:i..~§i.!l.9.§l}!"., _ _li~9F .. e.£~X.Y.. .. 9..L 
state or any sul::lordinate officer., official or employee with . 

\ 

Gu.sJ:.Q.d.y.:..o.r_cont.tW,._oL$e..i.t.ems....<les..c,rj,!2~.~LJ,n...th~~~.l;\~-Q.-'>£:.b.~gyle 
and ·by service of a copy hereof the said Henry A. K~ss~nger, Secretary 
o.LS.tate..-.. o.L..an¥-s.ubPJ:di~-o.ffi.c.ex......o~cil!,Lor...emnl.o.Y..~e..i.Lh!i:reby 
commanded · 
to be and appear before the ..... :.S.e.1e.c~ .. c.ommiJ:.te.e...on..J:n.telli.g:en.ce. _____ _ 

~~f th~ House of ~presentatives of the Unit_ed States, of which the Hon ........ Qt.is.__ 

_<i._.i.J.l>.e ....... -------------··---------· is. Chairman.J!.t).!L!,Q_:br i!)_g__ 

: wi...~hillLtM ... :i..~.ID.,'l. .. §g_,._<;;.!:i!LElQ .. ~J!!;h!L.§£U~.9.!!.l-.~.....?.!l..M.:l5.~-cLh.!E.F.~tQ..3!.~-
~!<t-ii--B.;;u;.i:_.b.~J;"~.9..f_:i..u ... thg .• _qJ_t;,t.s::_EJ. .. QJLt.h~-.?.g.l,g_9_t...~Q.!l!!'!!.i tt.§!_~_i2!U~!!E.~l-

• .tigeru;.e..._EQ~=..U.LRg0;l~J:ll.-H9.1l§.~ .. .9-Uj,£=§._J2.yJ..J._g_:!lillz __________ _ 

.:iJX~~ in the 9ty of Washington, on ... .N9llemb.eJ:...ll.,_l.V.5.. ____ --- - .. ··-·· 

--------------------- ··• at the hour of ;._]Jl:..O.Q..a~m.,.---------
. produce and deliver said items to said Committee or 

then and there to ~X){>bllr~eo;:ofdn~mmil>ted<S~K:said:ummlbteeplm«Jhe,a . 
' their duly auth9riz~d ~epres~ntative in connection with the· Comm1t~ee'E 
;n~lHilh<mt<~ investigation authorized and detaJ.led 

.by H. Res. 591, a copy of whi_ch is annexed. 
Herein fail .nQt, and make return of th1s summons. 

.... :\.( .c ·' ' (' :· !· ,'-._ 

.... ?:~;~:: ~<. _::.. . ···:~\ 

. , ··rl! . . ·. · ·' 19 _IS 

(,;_,; .. ..!f _·,l_~_:._;.·: . ·j'· ~: :·' ; l·.; .i --~·~. y.· o (~~-Ji~~et:.Jr~---· 
.... :1••11': .. •,,.. ~JJJ... ;., ·:.,'.In::::=; _.-._/· ... _ ot;s. G. Pike,------a;;;;:;;;;;;.-

. ~·f .i . ' ;, : ···.:"': ~ .. '(#.( ( 

Attest: ·•• .. ~~ ' • 

-<~~ 

Witness rny hana and the seal of. the House of Representatives 

of the United States, at the city ~ Washington, this 
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foro us is hardly debatable. The claim of executive privilege is based oll 
the assertion, set forth in the communcation to the Select Committee, 
that the documents subpoenaed "in adaition to disclosing highly sensi
tive military and foreign affairs assessments and evaluations, disclose 
the consultation process involving advice and recommendations of 
advisers to former Presidents, made to them directly or to Committees 
composed of their closest aides and counselors." 

The argument is made .that executive privilege may not -be asserted 
. by President Ford for communications directed to former Presidents 

or to advisory committees of former Presidents. On this point, as faT 
as I know, there -are no specific legal precedents. However, if the ra
tionale of United States v. Nixon is applied it becomes apparent that 
the doctrine n'//Ust extend to communications involving former 
Presidents. 

ThE5 doctrine of executive privilege is bottomed not on some legal 
teclmicality but on plain and simple logic: the need for confidentiality. 
This need can be served only if those who make recommendations to 
the President know that their expressions will be protected even after 
the President to whom those expressions were made has left office. No 
Secretary of State, no high -government official, no aide to the Presi
dent has any ·assurance that the man he spewks to as President today 
may not be gone from the scene tomorrow. How can we expect him to 
-advise the President with that candor of which -the Supreme Court 
speaks in U.S. v. Nixon if he knows that the very next clny the protec
tion of executive privileg-e ma.y be shattered because of a change in the 
occupant of the Oval Office? 

If the need for a confidential ahannel of communication exists, isn't 
that need just as great on the clay before the Presidency changes hands 
in orderly fashion every .four or eight years? It is just -as important on 
the last day of a President's term as it is on t11e first clay. But if we 
-deny the application of executive privilege to conversations with a 
former President then we have to conclude-that communica-tions which 
are fully protected on January 19 have absolutely no protection on 
.J mmary 20. 

Those who do not believe that the doctrine. of executive privilege can 
be invoked by a current President as to occurrences prior to his admin
istration contend that such a prop-osition would lead to the ridiculous 
result that a current President might invoke executive privilege as to 
·commlmications to President ·washington. The answer to that is quilte 
simple: the doctrine is applicable as far back -as reasonably necessa-ry 
to protect the pnrpose of the privilege. After the passage of time has 
·eliminated the dangers of exposure the need for confidentiality disap-
pears and executive privileQ"e dissolves. · 

In any event. Secretary Kissinger is charged by ·the Select Commit
tee with a criminal act--violation of 2 USC 192--for obeying- the }aw
ful order of his superior, the President. It is unconscionable-and 
inde.Pcllik<:'ly nn<'onsHtutional-to rrosecute a. subordinate official for 
obeying the lawful direction of his superior. 

I submit. therefore, that the resolution of contempt based on this 
·subpoena should be voted down because there is no. critical need for 
t.he doenments sought, -and because there is Yerv substanti-al doubt tha;t 
prosecution for contempt in this instance would be successful. 

0 
DAVID c. TnFJEN. 
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fold duties; the importance of this confidentiality is too :Plain 
to require further discussion. Human experience teaches that 
those who expect public dissemination of their remarks may 
'veH temper candor with a concern for appearances and for 
their ow:p., interests to the detriment of the decisionmaking 
process. 'Whatever the nature of the privilege of confidenti
ality of Presidential communications in the exercize of Art .. 
II powers, the privilege can be said to derive from the su
premacy of each branch within its own assig~1ed area of con-

. stitutionai duties. Certain powers and privileges flow from 
the nature of enumerated powers; the protection of confi-· 
dentiality of Presidential communications has similar consti
tutional underpinnings. 

* * ):~ * * 
The expectation of a President to the confidentiality of 

his conversations and correspondence, like the claim of confi
dentiality of judicial deliberations, for example, has all the· 
values to which we accord deference for the privacy of ali 
c~tizens ahd added to those values the necessity for protec
tion ohlre public interest ih candid, objective, and even plunt 
or harsh opinions in Presidential decisionmaldng. A Presi
dent and those who assist him must be free to explore alterna
tives in the process of shaping "policies and making decisions 
and to do so in a way mn.ny would be unwilling to express 
except privately. These are the considerations justifying a 
presumptive privilege for Presidential conummications. The 
privilege is fundamental to the operation of government 
and inextricably rooted in the separation of powers under 
the Constitution." 

-'~ ~' ... >:< >:< 

In this case the President challenges a subpoena served 
on him as a third party requiring the production of materials 
for use in a criminal prosecution; he does so on the claim that 
he has a privilege against disclosure of confidential conununi
cations. He docs not place his claim of privilege on the ground 
they are military or diplomatic secrets. As to these areM of 
Art. II -duties the courts h(J;1Je traditionally shown the utmost 
deference to Presidential responsibilities. (emphasis 
supplied) 

* ):.: * ):' * 
* * *Moreover, a President's communications and activities 

en-compass a vastly wider range of sensitive material than 
would be true of any "ordinary individual.': It is therefore 
necessary in the public interest to afford Presidential con
fidentiality the greatest protection consistent with the fair· 
admi.l:\istrntion -of justice. The need for confidentiality even 
as to idle conversations with associates in which casual ref
erence might he made concerning political leaders within the 
country or foreign statesmen is too obvious to call for further 
treatment. -

Thus; the Supreme Court l1as given firm foundation to the doctrine 
o£ executive privilege. Its applicability to the circumstances now be-
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SCHEDULE OF ITEMS REQUIRED TO BE PRODUCED BY 
HENRY A. IUSSINGER, SECRETARY OF STATE, PUR
SUANT TO SUBPOENA OF THE HOUSE SELECT COM-
1\UTTEE ON INTELLIGENCE, DATED NOVEMBER 6, 1975 

1. All documents relating to State Department recommending 
covert action made to the National Security Council and the Forty 
Committee and its predecessor committees from January 20, 1961 to 
the present. 

(5) 
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Congress' legisiative tasks and the responsibility of a grand 
jury, or any institution engaged in like functions. While fact
finding by a legislative committee is undeniably ~ part of its 
task, legislative judgments normally depend more on the pre
dicted consequences of proposed legislative actions and their 
political acceptability, than on precise reconstruction of past 
events; Congress frequently legislates on the basis of conflict
ing information provided in its hearings. 

Thus, in order to have any chance of success in judicial proceedings 
which, it should be remembered, ·are criminal in nature, the Committee 
must show that the recommendations of the various Secretaries of 
State during the 14 years in question are "demonstrably critical to the 
resr>onsible fulfillment" of the Cbmmittee's function. There is little 
doubt in my mind but that this test cannot be met. 

Then there is a second, and perhaps even more formidable, legal 
hurdle. It is the hurdle of executive privilege asserted in this instance 
by the President of the l)nited 'States. 

It is important to keep in mind that the assertion of executive 
privilege was made by the President and not by the Secretary of State. 
By letter from the President's counsel to Secretary Kissinger, the 
President advised the Secretary that he invoked executive privilege 
as to the documents covered by the subpoena. The Secretary then trans
mitted that decision to the Committee. This procedure followed the 
method established several years before by presidential ·order. 

But the important question is whether or not the assertion of execu
tive privilege is valid in this instance. That such -a doctrine exists and 
has constitutional validity has been clearly recognized by our courts 
including the Supreme Court of the United States. United Slates. v. 
Nixon, 418 U.S. 683. Any Member who is trqubled about the limits 
and definition of executive or pre9idential privilege should afford him
self the opportunity of reading the pertinent portion of that decision 
beginning at page 705. . · 

In United States v. Nixon, the Supreme Court was confronted. with 
a collision between executive privilege and' the constitutionally· pro
tect~d rights, as set fqrth in the .Si:x;th Amendment, that every de
fendant in a criminal trial })as : the right "to be confronted with the 
witnesses against him" and "to have compulsory process for obtaining 
witnesses in his :favor." The Supreme Court held tbat a generalized 
claim of executive privilege could not he invoked to -prevent access by 
the judicial branch to material necessary in a criminal tria:L . 

Although lthe Supreme Court in United States v. Nixon 'vas .nqt 
dealing with the issue of congressional access versus executive· privi
lege, nevertheless, the decision. stands-as· a strong pronouncement as to 
the existence and: extent of the doctrine .. vYhenthe ·privilege is -asserted 
on 'the basis of -national security interests it may even foreclose access 
in criminal cases. · . 

For .those who may not have the opportunity to read the decision 
of tl1e Supreme Court in United States v. Nixon, the following perti-
nent portions -thereof will be helpful: · · 

* * *·The first ground is .the valid need for protection of 
communications betw~en high .Government officials and 'those 
who advise and assist them m the performance oftbeir mani- ; .. 
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ing inquiry. But what pertinence do recommendations :for covert ac
tions have to the business of the Select Committee~ 

H. Res. 591 established the Select Committee "to conduct an inquiry 
into the organization, operations and oversight of the intelligence 
community of the United States Government." The recommendations 
·of the Secretary of State, or the recommendations of anyone else for 
that matter, are not relevant to the "organization, operations, and 

'--...,""~rsight of the intelligence community." H. Res. 591 authorizes the 
Select Committee to inquire into "the necessity, nature, and extent 
of overt and covert intelligence activities by United States intelligence 

c [instrumentalities * * *." vVhile the authority of the Committee ex-
01 tends to covert activities aatuall;y carried out, that ·authority does not 

1~ give the Committee the power to force anyone to disclose what reaom
(, mendations he made :for covert activities. Perhaps there are some in 
f. the Congress who would like to 1mow what the Secretaries of State 
~ :from 1962 to 1972 were recommending. That would make :fascinating 

reading and undoubtedly would make :for some great headlines were 
the information divulged. But the mandate of the Select Committee 
is not to inquire into the imagination of our Secretaries of State; our 
mandate is to determine how our intelligence community operates. 

There isn't any need :for our Committee to look into the minds of the 
Secretaries of State over the last 14 years in order to determine how 
the intelligence community carried out its :functions. Our inquiry be
gins with the process by which a decision is made to carry out a covert 
operation, not with a recommendation to· the decisionmakers. 

Therefore, I submit that there is no real need :for the Committee to 
have the information sought by the subpoena. Regardless of our legal 
right. we should not pursue the criminal prosecution of the Secretary 
of State for something that we have no real need for in carrying out 
our legislative function. . 

But, there are also at least two serious legal impediments to the 
Committee's right to obtain the information. 

First, there is the legal question as to whether or not the subpoenaed 
materials seek information which is beyond the scope of our inquiry. 
In making this determination the courts will look to the scope of our 
authority as defined by H. Res. 591, and will also look to the facts 
of the particular case to determine if the subpoenaed materials are 
critical to the performance of the Committee's function. The United 
States Court of Appeals :for the District of Columbia (to which court 
such an issue as we have before us would travel) spoke to this issue 
in. Senate Select Committee v. Niwon, 498 F. 2d 725 (197.4). The court 
sa1d: 

* * * we .think the sufficiency o:f the Committee's showing 
.must depend solely on whether the subpoenaed evidence is 
demonstrably critical to the responsible fulfillment of the 
Committee's functions. 

* * * * * * * The sufficiency of the Committee's showing of need 
has come to depend, therefore, entirely on whether the sub
poenaed materials are critibal to the performance of its leg
islative functions. There is a clear difference between 
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APPENDIX B 

Title 2, United States Code Section 192 and 194 as follows: 
-Sea. 192. Refusal of witness to testify or produce papers 

Every person who having been summoned as a witness by the au
-thority of either House of Congress to give testimony or to produce 
papers upon any matter under inquiry before either House, or any 
joint committee established by a joint or concurrent resolution of the 
two Houses of Congress, or any committee of either House of Con
gress, willfully makes default, or who, having appeared, refuses to 
.answer any questions pertinent to the question under inquiry, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, punishable by a .fine of not more than 
:$1,000 nor less than $100 and imprisonment in a common jail for not 
less than one month nor more than twelve months. As amended June 
'22, 1938, c. 594, 52 Stat. 942. 
.Sea. 194. Certification of fail;ure to testify/ grand jury action failing 

to testify or produce records 
\Vhenever a witness summoned ·as mentioned in section 192 fails to 

:appear to testify or fails to produce any books, papers, records, or doc
uments, as required, or whenever any witness so summoned refuses to 
:answer any question pertinent to the subject under inquiry before 
·either Hous~, or any joint committee establishe,cl. by a joint or concur
rent resolutiOn of the two Houses of Congress, or any committee or 
·subcommittee of either House of Congress, and the fact of such failure 
or failures is reported to either House while Congress is in session, or 
-when Congress is not in session, a statement of fact constituting such 
failure is reported to and .filed with the President of the Senate or 
the Speaker of the House, it shall be the duty of the said President of 
the Senate, or Speaker of the House, as the case may be, to certify, and 
l1e shall so certify, the statement of facts aforesaid under the seal of 
the Senate or House, as the case may be, to the appropriate United 
:States attorney, whose duty it shall be to bring the matter before the 
grand jury for its _action. As amended July 13, 1936, c. 884, 49 Stat. 
2041 ; June 22, 1938, c. 594, 52 Stat. 942. 

(7) 
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Sul>poena served: Friday, November 7, 1975. 
Return date: Tuesday, N oY.ell!ber 11, 1975. 
Directed to: Henry A. Iussmger, Secretary of St~tte, or any sub

ordinate officer, official' or employee with custody or control of items 
:descr.ibed in the subpoena. 

For the following: All documents relating to State Department 
r.ecommending covert action made to the National Security Council 
and the Forty Committ~e and its predecessor committees from J anu
ar:y 20, 1961 to the present. 

·on November 11; the return elate of the subpoena, \Villiam G. Hy
land, Director of the Bureau of Intelligence and Research, Depart
ment of State, notified the Committee staff director in writing that 
documents relating to recommendations by the State Department were· 
at the White House for decision on the question of executive privilege. 

On November 14, the Committee voted, 10-2, to bring contempt 
.action against Secretary Kissinger for non-compliance with the sub
.poena. On the same day a letter on behalf of the Secretary of State was 
delivered Ito the Chairman of the Select Committee. respectfully de
clining compliance. The letter reads, in part, as follows: 

· The subpoena sought "all documents relating to State 
Department recommending 00VE}rt action made to the N a
tional Security pouncil and the Forty Committee and its pre
decessor Committees from January 20, 1961, to present." The 
Committee staff has made. clear that this is intended to cover 
recommendations odgin:ating with the State Department. An 
examination of our records has disclosed ten such documents, 
dating from the period 1962 through 1972. These consist of 
recommendations from officials in the Sitate Department, 
sometimes the Secretarv of State, to the Fortv Committee or 
its predecessor, 303 Committee, or to the Pr:esiclent himself 
ill. cbnne0tion with consideration by one of those Committees. 

The documents in question, in addition to disclosing· highly 
sensitive military and foreign affairs assessments and evalua
tions, disclose the· consultation process involving advice and 
recommendations of advisers to former Presidents, made to 
them directly or to Committees composed of their closest aides 
and counselors. 

A very extensive effort Wfl:S required to identify documents meet
ing the description in the subpoena. This. was no small undertaking 
considering that a period of mote than 14: ·years was involved. As 
of November 14, the elate of the letter referred to above, the staff of 
the Secretary of State had discovered ten documents, dating from 
the period 1962 through 1972. It is my imderstanding that n<nie of the 
ten documents, or any similar documents subsequently located, involve 
the administration of President Ford, or the pedod of time in which 
Henry Kissinger has been Secretary of State, and that nine of the 
ten documents originated during the administrations of Presidents 
Kenll.edy .and Johnson. Thus, any notion that the documents are being 
withheld to avoid embarrasment to the present administration should 
be discarded. 

I question the need o£ the Committee to have recommend-ations by 
the State Department of covert actions. I admit that this is an interest-
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All factors, legal and otherwise, should be weighe~ by us in making 
this decision: is it wise for the House of Representatives to vote fav.or
.ably on the resolutions~ Our decision could have far-reaclung 
consequences. 

I would now like to o·ive my own views on this question. I offer the!fi 
without pretense of sagacity, but with assurances to my colleagues m 
the House that they have been reached sincerely, honestly, and with 
much reflection. 

It is my opinion that it was not wise of the Select Committee to 
vote the resolutions of criminal contempt against the Secretary of 
State. Thus, I believe it to be the better part of wisdol!l f?r the House 
to disapprove the resolutions. I say this for three prmmple reasons: 

(a) To lay down the legal o·am1tlet now runs the risk of h~c~easing 
hostility on both sides. This ~vill lead to a freezing of positwns .. A 
conciliatory approach will probably result in the Committee gettmg 
more information. H.Res. 591, which established the Select Com
mittee directs the Committee to report to the House no later than 
J anua~y 31, 1976. If we send tl~is matter to the .court.s there is no way 
that the issue can be resolved pr10r to that date nor pr10r to any reason
able extension of the life of the Committee. 

(b) It is questionable that w~ need all of the infor!llation called 
for by the subpoenas. I am .convmced that we can obtai~, OJ?- a nego
tiated basis sufficient information to carry out our legrslative man
date. \Ve should insist on our "legal rights" only when the informa
tion souo-ht to be withheld from Congress is absolutely necessary 
to its legislative function. Especially is this true when the insistence 
of asserted legal rights i:nyolves t~1e dissemblin&" and el?-orm<;msly dis
ruptive contempt proceedmgs agamst an executive officml with :heavy 
responsibilities. Whatever our views may be of the policies pursued 
by Secretary Kissinger and/or the President, we should have a decent 
reo-ard for the effects of ·a judicial confrontation on the ability of 
th~ Secretary of State to carry out his duties. To require him to di1:ect 
his time and energy to a judicial battle would cause a correspondmg 
diminution of the time that he can devote to his responsibilities. This 
is an important element to be placed on the scales in resolving the 
equation of wisdom. 

(c) Thirdly, I ·believe it unwise to pursue contempt because there 
are serious legal questions as to whether the action proposed by the 
Committee will be successful. The Committee has chosen a course of 
action which will place the judicial branch in the position of being 
the arbiter. If the judicial proceedings are destined to ibe unsuccessful, 
because of weaknesses in the committee's case, it behooves the House 
not to ·proce~d for at le.ast two reasons. First, we should seek ~o avo!d 
the substantial expenditures of money ·and human effort which Will 
have to be expended by both sides. Second, we should seek to avoid 
the possible establishment of an adverse precedent because of a weak 
case. 

II. SPECIFIC V:JEWS ON TH:m RESOLUTION COVERED BY THIS REPO~T 

Let us turn now to the specific resolution covered by this report and 
the subpoena on which it is based. It may be useful to the 1\iembers 
to break out the details of the subpoena as follows : 
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CONCURRING VIEWS OF OTIS G. TIKE 

This Committee, since its inception, has had some. diffi~ulty. pene
trating veil after veil of ~ecrecy thrown .lh:Y .the vanous ~telligence 
:agencies over the various mtelhgence actiVIties ~f the Umted Stat~ 
government. One of the mandates of the Committee, as set forth m 
the resolution which created it, was to look at: 

the nature and extent of executive branch oversight and 
control of United States intelligence activities 

This we have attempted to do and the results have been distur-bing. 
In general rather than being circumscribed by oversight and control, 
the CIA ~as acting in every ~ctivity of questio~able legality ~nd/ 
·Or morality, on or~ers from "frigher au.thor~ty';;-either t~e P:;,esident 
himself or the N atwnal Secunty Council or 1ts 40 Col!lnnttee. , 

Those covert actions generated by the Centra:l Intelligence Agency s 
professionals have tended to be that-professwnal. Those generated 
by the \Vhite House or the State DepartJP,ent have ~ended to be more 
questionable; yet apparently they were rarely questwned. In further
ance of our mandate, the Committee, on the motion of Mr. McClory, 
and by a vote of 8 ayes, 5 present, issued a subpoena asking for the pro
-duction of all recommendations made by the State Department to the 
N·ational Security Council for covert actions by the CIA. The N ~
tional Security ·Council is a statutory body, created 'by Congress m 
the National Security A~t of 1947. It is no~ simply an exten.sion of 
the Presidency. If there 1s any legal authority for covert a:ctwns by 
the CIA (other than ifue alleged Constitutional power of the President 
to use covert actions by the CIA in the "conduct of foreign affairs"), 
it lies in the National Security Act of 194'7. It lies in that clause which 
.authorize~ "such other functions and duties related to intelligence aJ
fectino- tlie national security as the National Security Council may 
from time to time direct." This is the language on whicl1 the CIA has 
traditionally relied ~or its legal justifi?ation in COJ?-ducting .cove~t 
.activities. It has habitually referred to Its covert actwns as "mtelh
o-ence activities" ·as did the President hhnself in alleging that execu
tive privilege prohibited the State Department from providing the 
·Committee with its recommendations to the National Security Coun
·cil for covert .actions. 

The Stat'e Department, for reasons unclear to this member, has held 
itself to be in a wholly different position from every other Department 
with which the Committee has dealt. At an earlier time, this Commit
tee was investigating the performance of the intelligence community 
·and the role of the CIA, if any, in the 1974 coup on Cyprus and the 
subsequent Turkish invasion of Cyprus. We learned that the man in 
-charo·e of the Cyprus desk in the State Department had objected 
'Strm~o·ly to our actions durh1g that period, had believed that both t~e 
-coup ~nd invasion could have been prevented, and had expressed hm 
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views in writing. The Committee souo·ht by subpoena, to obtain that 
document, and the State Department ~ef~1sed to provide it rasino· the 
awful spectre of ~1cCarthyism if Congress ":ere able to get the re~om
mendatwns of middle-level officers. In refusmg to provide the recom
mendations of the man in charge of the Cyprus desk as to what we 
should have done in Cyprus, the Secretary of .State on October 14 
1975, wrote the Committee as follows: ' ' 

It is my strong belief that the Committee should look to 
th~ policy levels of the Department, and not to junior and 
~rnddle-l~ve.l officers_, for the policy information they seek. It 
IS my prmCipal advisers and I who are responsible for policy 
and it is we who should be held accountable before the Con~ 
gress. and the American people for the manner in which we 
exercise the authority and responsibility vested in us by the 
President and Congress of the United States. 

In keeping with this principle I am prepared now, as I 
have been from the begining, to do the following: 

* * * * * 
Autho~ize any .Policy lev:el officer of the Department or 

the Foreign Serv1ce to testify before the Select Committee 
on recommendations received by him from his subordinates 
but without identification of authorship, and any recommen~ 
elations he forwarded to his supervisors. 

Just st3;y away from the poor middle-level officers and we policy 
makers will be happy to tell you about our recommendations ! 

All that is at issue in this subpoena is precisely what the Secretary 
~f State assured Congress it would get. We want the recommenda
tions of the State Department's policy makers for covert actions. 
If the recommen~ations of lower level officers in the State Depart

ment are to be demed to Con~ress on the grounds of "McCarthyism" 
and those of top level officers m the State Department on the oTounds 
of "e~ecutive privilege" then the State Department has a1~·oo-ated 
unto 1~elf total non-accountability for its recommendations ~s to 
operatw?s by the CIA or the NSA or any other intelligence agency. 

Oversight by Congress demands, first of all, the will and the stamina 
t? exercise o-yersight. Secondly, it requires lmowledge as to what -ac~ 
twns . are ~emg undert~ken. The Congress simply cam10t exercise 
oversight If the Executive branch or any Department thereof uni
late~·ally determines what facts Congress may have. There cannot be 
comity between the branches if the solemn commitments of October 
are broken by November. 

f.'he Secretary of State is in contempt of Cono-ress and if Cono-ress 
fa1ls to meet its own responsibilities it will welf merit that conte~pt. 

OTIS G. Pm.E. 
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DISSENTING VIEWS OF HON. DAVID C. TREEN 

The majority of the Select Committee has voted three resolutions of 
contempt against Secretary of State Henry IGssinger. In each in
stance the resolution recommends criminal prosecution of Secretary 
Kissinger under sections 192 and 194 of Title 2 of the United States 
Code. 

First, I want to make some general comments applicable to the 
three resolutions taken together. Following will be my observations 
on the specific resolution covered by this report. 

I. GENERAL VillWS ON THE THREE CONTEl\'IPT RESOLUTIONS 

Like every member of this Committee I am interested in the Select 
Committee receiving whatever information is necessary and appro
priate to our function. It is of vital importa11.ce that our intelligence· 
community operate efficiently, economically, prudently, and with 
proper regard for the rights of individuals. 

I differ with the majority on the question of what ris "necessary and 
appropriate" to our function. I also differ with the majority as to the 
wisdom and appropriateness in these circumstances, of our attempts 
to hold the Secretary of State in contempt. 

The issue of a congressional committee's authority to obtain testi
mony and materials from the executive branch of the government is a 
most important and, indeed, a most interesting issue. This is a leo-al 
issue, a constitutional issue. It is the view of some, if not all, of the 
Committee majority that this fundamental issue must be thrashed out 
here and now. 

In I?Y opinion, ·neither this Committee nor any other congressional 
committee sl:oul~ feel compe~led to assert its l~gal rights just for the 
sake of fl.exmg Its muscles or to prove a pomt. The assertion and 
prosecut~on to an 1.~ltimate .disposition by the Supreme Court of a 
congressiOnal comm~ttee:s "nghts:' should o11;ly occur w.hen it is vitally 
n.ecessary to the legis~ative functiOn to. obtam the testimop.y or mate
ria]s and when there 1s no other way to meet that leo-islative need. 
Thu~, it is my hope that the distinction betwee~. what the Select 

Committee, or the Congress, may be entitled to legally on the one 
~andz and ~he appropriateness and neqessity of asse'l'ting a~ul p'l'oseout
~n.q ttwse rzghts, on the other hand, will be kept clearly in mind in the 
debate on the i~sues raised by the resolutions of contempt. 

I am not. saymg that the legal and constitutional questions should 
not be co~s1d~red and d~bated. Indeed they s~ould, because· thE? legal 
and constit~twnal questw~s bear on the questwn of the appropriate
~ess. and wisdom of pursumg the contempt process. What I am say
~ng Is that one should not vote in favor of the resolutions of contempt 
J?fBt because that Member concludes that the Committee has the better 
s1de of the legal argument. 

(23) 
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CONCURRING VIEWS OF RONALD V. DELLUMS 

Throughout our investigations the Select Committee on Intelligence 
has encountered a pattern of non-cooperation from the executive 
branch agencies. The refusal to provide this information is yet another 
critica1 example of their unwillmgness to cooperate. There is no doubt 
that the documents sought are essential to the Committee's inquiry: 

The material requested is all of the documents relating to State 
Department's recommendations for covert actions to the National 
Security Council and the Forty Committee and the predecessor 
committees. 

There is evidence that some covert actions were authorized and 
directed without 40 Committee and NSC approval, contrary to law. 
This specific information would be invaluable in establishing those 
actions forwarded for approval by the Forty Committee and in estab
lishing ways and means of approval. 

The subpoena was voted subsequent to unsuccessful staff attempts 
to secure the S:Qecified information. 

After the subpoena was issued, no effort was made to comply with 
the request of the Committee. To preclude the Committee's review of 
this information would be contributing to a cover-up of possible wrong 

do¥:~·s committee has a finite life; its end is rapidly approaching. If 
we are to carry out as full an investigation as possible and still report 
on the date required, further negotiation and other interim steps will 
not be possible. 

Within the framework of this investigation and as a precedent for 
the continuing oversight that must follow, the right of Congress and 
its duly appointed committees to obtain this information must be 
assured. 
·It is for these reasons and because of the unwillingness to cooperate 

shown by the Secretary of State Henry A. Kissinger, that I urge the 
Ho-qse to cite Mr. IGssinger for contempt of Congress. 

RoNALD V. DELLUl\IS. 
(11) 
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still very much alive-and to set a precedent in tlus case in which 
Presidents and their closest aides could fear revelation of their internal 
deliberations after they left the government would certainly have a 
chilling effect on the frank, forthright, and sometimes publicly un
popular advice which the Chief Executive has a right to expect" from 
his advisors. 

Finally, to help the members determine the vaiidity of the assertion 
of executive privilege in their own minds, it may be useful to expand 
upon the sketchy description of the documents which is contained in 
the majority report. The Committee subpoenaed and the Executive has 
compiled a total of 25 documents prepared by the Department of State 
which were sent to the National Security Council and the Forty Com
mittee in which the Department initiated 18 proposals for covert action 
projects. These documents cannot be described as a normal part of the 
tremendous paper flow between an Executive department and the 
White House. Rather, these documents contained highly sensitive in
formation and went directly to the National Security Council, which 
is chaired directly by the President, or to the Forty Committee, which 
is chaired by the Assistant to the President for National Secmity .AJ
fairs-one of the President's two closest advisors h1 matters of foreign 
affair~ and national security. Furthermore, the Select Committee has 
received testimony from the Secretary of State that~ in no instance of 
which he is aware, did any covert operation receive approval without 
the direct personal attention of the President. Clearly, these docu
ments either went directly to the President or were the basis for a 
Prsidential briefing by one of his closest advisors. They are at the 
heart of the consultation process-and as such, deserve protection 
under the doctrine of executive privilege, if the doctrine is to have any 
vitality at all. 

For the foregoing reasons it is the position of the undersigned that 
the resolution seeking to hold Dr. Kissinger in contempt for failure to 
produce materials under the State Department subpoena be rejected 
overwhelmingly by the Members of the House of Representatives. 

RoBERT McCLORY. 
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in writing the President's instruction to the Secretary of State to re
spectfully decline compliance with the subpoena on the grounds of the 
President's personal assertion of executive privilege. The Majority Re
port fails to mention the. fact of this assertion of executive privilege; 
neither does it, in any way, challenge the validity of the assertion. 

In the above-mentioned letter from the President to the Committee~ 
the Committee received the President's personal word that 

the documents revealed to an unacceptable degree that con
sultation process involving advice and recommendations to 
Presidents Kennedy, Jolmson, and Nixon, made to them di
rectly or to committees composed of their closest aides and 
counselors. 

The Committee has no evidence, and has, in fact, made no claim 
that this is not the case. In the absence of any such claim, it seems to· 
me that the President's claim in this respect ought to be honored and 
respected. 

The Committee's action in pressing the contempt resolution in the 
face of the President's assertion of executive privilege in this case 
creates a conflict between the House of Representatives and the Presi
dent which cannot be resolved by following any definitive precedent .. 
However, there is a clearly established manner for the House to meet 
a challenge which it regards as contumacious. There is no need to refer 
this matter to the courts. I£ this House had the gumption, it could 
utilize its own authority to order the Sergeant-at-Arms to seize the 
Secretary and confine him to a common jail in the District of Colum
bia or the Guard Room of the Capitol Police. Of course there is no· 
apparent intention on the part of any members of this Committee to. 
follow this course of ac.tion. Indeed, no Congress has even undertaken 
to exercise its contempt authority in this manner against a sitting 
member of the President's cabinet-but the members ought to be 
aware .that if the full House approves this resolution, it will set in 
motion a course of events which can result in an equally disastroua 
spectacle. 

My point is that there may never be a "good" time in the course of 
Congressional-Executive Department relations for seeking a definitive 
ruling on the question of the power of a House Committee to secure 
documents or information where a defense of "executive privilege" is 
raised. While, indeed, there may never be a "good" time for pursuing 
such a procedure, now would seem to be the "worst" time considering 
the turbulent situation in world affairs. 

Several members of the Committee have questioned the President's 
authority to assert executive privilege on behalf of his v.redecessors in 
office. Bearing in mind that the raison d'etre of the privilege is the pro
tection of the integrity of the consultation process between the Chief 
Executive and his closest advisors, it would seem obvious that the priv
ilege runs to the Office of the Presidency rather than to the individual 
President himself-and numerous precedents can be cited in support 
of this particular assertion. The President has not claimed a privilege 
which covers a period going back to the founding of the Republic
ratlrer he has sought to protect the consultation process in the im
mediate past three Administrations as it occurred over the past 15 
years. Many people who served in the past three Administrations are 
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CONCURRING VIEvVS OF JAMES P. JOHNSON 

The response to ~he subpoena issued ~o Henry A. Kissinger as Sec
retary. of State rai~ed a fundamental Issue and deserves the closest 
~ttent10n and scrutmy. The subpoena requested "all documents relat
I~g .to State D.epartmen~ recommending covert action made to the 
N atwnal Se~urity Council and the Forty Committee and its prede
cessor committees from January 20,1961 to present." 

On November 14, 1975, the Chairman received a letter read into the· 
·record by Mr. McClory as follows : 

DEAR Mn. CHAilli\I;AN: The Secretary of State has been in
st~ucted by the President respectfully to decline compliance 
with your subpoena to the Secretary of November 6 1975 
for ~he reasor: that ~t would be contrary to the public ibterest 
and mcompatible With the sound functioning of the Executive 
Branch to produce the documents requested. 

The subpoena sought "all documents relatino- to State De
partment recommending covert action made tg the National 
Security Council and the Forty Committee and its prede
cessor. committees from January 20, 1961, to present." The 
committee staff has made clear that this is intended to cover 
recoJJ.?lller:-dations originating with the State Department. An 
exammahon of our records has disclosed ten such documents 
dating from the period 1962 through 1972. These consist of 
recom!llendations from officials in the State Department, 
sometimes the Secretary of State, to the Forty Committee or 
its predecessor, 303 Committee, or to the President himself 
in connection with consideration by one of those committees. 

The documents in question, in addition to disclosing hi o·hly 
sensitive military and foreign affairs assessments and ~val
uations, disclose the consultation process involving advice 
and recommendations of advisers to former Presidents, made 
to them directly or to committees composed of their closest 
aides and counselors. 
. Therefore, I advise you that the Secretary of State is de

clining to comply with such subpoena on the basis of the 
President's assertion of Executive privilege. Sincerely 
George H. Aldrich, Acting Legal Advisor to the Depart~ 
ment of State. 

The key paragraph says, "The documents in question, in addition 
to disclosing highly sensitive military and foreign affairs assessments 
and evaluations, disclose the consultation process involving advice and 
recommendations of advisers to former Presidents, made to them di
rectly or to cowrnittees composed of thei?' closest aides and cownselors." 
This language was nearly identically repeated in a Presidential letter 
to the Chairman dated November 19, 1975 .. 

(13) 
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The secrecy raised peripherally by the letter must not be allowed to 
deflect attention away from the real issue. The President and the 
Chairman and Ranking Member previous~y worked out an agreement 
under which the committee would receive classified information. Pur
suant to this agreement, no classified information received by the C?m
mittee can be released without the President's prior approval. Smce 
reachino- this agreement, no information requested has been denied the 
committee on the grounds of its classifica~ion, and the Presiden~ has 
not said here that the documents are demed because .they are h1ghly 
·classified. Rather, the assertion is made that they "disclose the con
sultation process involving advice and recommendations of advisers 
to f01'me1' Presidents, made to them directly or to committees composed 
of their closest aides and counselors." 

But, the subpoen~ was for 4ocuments from the ~tate Depa:rtment to 
the National Secunty Council and Forty Committee and 1ts prede
cessor. To allow the doctrine of Executive privilege to extend to gov
ernment documents of prior Administrations where publication and 
classification is not an issue, is to my mind a dereliction of my. duty a~ a 
Member of Congress. The claim was not made by the Presidents m
volved. The documents were not removed at the expiration o~ the 
terms as being private. They are not being held iJ?- private, Presiden
tial files. They were left a~ governmen~ docu:n:ents.m t~1e State Depart
ment files. They are classified, but the1r class1ficatwn IS ~ot asserted as 
a reason for withholding them from the committee whiCh has access 
to secret documents ranging from assassination attempts to SALT 
compliance. They are withheld bec~use they are allegedly ~'recommen
dations of advisers to former Presidents, made to them directly or to 
the committees composed of their closest aides U?d counselors.:' T~ms, 
the claim is made, public documents become pnvate commumcat10ns 
which qualify for the doctrine of Executive privilege. 

I£ the State Department documen~s recommendino· cov~rt acti~n, 
made to the National Security Cou~lcil or the ;Forty C'omr~nttee or 1ts 
predecessor constitute recommendatiOns of advisers to Presidents, then 
what o-overnment document doesn't become subject to similar claims of 
Execlftive priv.ileo·e ~ The State Department is not a department of 
the United .State;' Government under this assertion; rather, its e~
ployees are advisers to Presidents. State Department documents. di
rected to another agency o£ government !1ave become recomme!ldatwns 
of achrisers to Presidents, made to CO!lllmttees c~mposed o~ their closest 
aides and counselors. Thus, the National Secunty Council, created by 
Congress through th~ Act of 19.47 to be the. chief a~vis_o·ry body'to the 
President with respect to N atwnal Secunty affaus 1s reduced to a 
grollP of the "closest aides .and c<?u~1selors." . . 

The doctrine of Executive priVIlege to protect the pnvacy of Presi
dential policy making proce~ures is surelJ: a sound on~. But, to extend 
it to a prior President who did not asser~ 1t, to apply It to goyernment 
documents between governmental agencies, a~ounts t<? a claim of the 
power of censorship tho,t ~am1ot be accepte~, 111 my view. 
· I asked the representative of .the: Executive Branch who- appeated 
before our committee, :Mr. Scalla, If .there was another. wa.Y to get a 
court determination of the issue besides a ·contempt citatiOn of the 
Secretary of State. He replied that this was not an issue for the courts. 
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DISSENTING VIE"WS OF REP. ROBERT McCLORY 

In the final sentence of his letter to the Select Committee dated No
vember 19, 19'75, the President of the United States voiced a sentiment 
with which I wholeheartedly concur. The President wrote, "I believe 
that the national interest is best served through our cooperation and 
adoption of a spirit of mutual trust and respect." It is my earnest con
tention that in this area of complex national security issues and in an 
atmosphere of ongoing serious negotiations with the Executive Branch, 
the Committee ought to have continued to work together with the 
President to resolve remaining differences rather than follow the pre
cipitate route of voting a contempt citation against the chief foreign 
affairs officer in this Administration at such a crucial time in world 
events. As the President stated, there' is a legitimate national interest 
at stake here that ought to transcend all the recriminations, misunder
standings, and personality conflicts which have brought the Commit
tee to this unfortunate action. 

The House Select Committee on Intelligence has been given one of 
the most sensitive and important responsibilities which has faced the 
Congress since World War II. It has been no easy task to pierce the 
veil of secrecy which has surrounded the intelligence community's op
erations since our nation became the most powerful country on earth
and it has been more difficult still to come to grips with some of the 
most fundamental questions at the heart of the operation of a secret 
intelligence function in a democratic society. I£ I do say so, I believe 
that the Select Committee, with the aid of i.mprececlented cooperation 
on the part of the Ford Administration, has been conducting a cruci
ally important investigation in a most honest and responsible manner. 

It is in this context of respect for the dedication and hard work of 
the Committee that I must express my regret that the majority has 
chos~n . to tak~ the hasty and mistaken action of y~ting a contempt 
resolutiOn agamst the Secretary of State. In my opm10n, the Commit
tee has made an unfortunate and serious error in citing the Secretary 
for contempt, and this resolution does not merit the support of the 
full House of Representatives. 

~ecretary Kissinger ou~t not to have been cited in contempt for re
fusmg to surrender State 1Jepartment documents for which the Presi
dent of the United States has aserted a claim of executive privileo-e. 
The Committee's subpoena to the Secretary sought "all documents ;e
lating to State Department recommendino· covert action made to the 
National $ecurity Council and the Forty 5ommittee and its predeces
sor commlttees from January 20; 1961 to the present." After service of 
the subpoena, the appropriate documents were identified and referred 
to the \Vhite. House for review. The Attorney General was asked to 
car:efully review these documents and rendered an opinion that execu
tive privilege could appropriately be asserted. By letter to the Secre
tary dated November 14, 1975, the Counsel to the President confirmed 

(19) 
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Therefore prior to demandino· possession of extremely sensitive 
documents the Concrress must ha~e a mechanism and an internal sys
tem that ~ill provide safeguards for the protec!ion of these vital 
national sec~ets. No such saf~guar.ds p1:esent~y exist; qur~e~t House 
rules, committee structures diVersified mtelhgence JUrisdlCt10n, and 
House customs must be altered before closely held secrets can be prop-
erly protected., 

In past Congresses, highly classified matters and extremely sensi-
tive situations have been handled by a few key members of Congress 
on behalf of the entire body. Exposure of these vital national secrets 
was very limited. . . . 

Beo·innino· with the 93rd Congress, and accelcratmg mp1dly m the 
94th Congr~ss, numerous "reforms" have dr!"stically a~te1:e~ past prac
tices. v1lhile the new reforms have greatly mcreased md1v1dual mem
ber participation in the legislative processes, these same reforms have 
proportionately placed the nation in jeopardy concerning official 
secrets. 

- As an example, present rules in the House of Representatives allow 
any member to have full and unlimited access to all committee files 
and to any document within those files. There is no practical way to 
keep any member from "leaking" any information to the press, re
gardless of the security classification. There is no legal way to prevent 
an individual member from unilaterally releasing all or any part of 
an official secret by simply going to the floor and making it public in 
a floor speech. The wide diversity of opinions between individual Con-

. gressmen makes this procedure dangerous to national security and 
I f . 1 . ~reign re atwns. 

In summary, the Select Committee on Intelligence has presented a 
good "technical argument" but has failed to show significant cause 
for bringing contempt action against Secretary of State Henry Kis
singer, would leave itself open for serious public criticism for failing 
to establish mechanisms to responsibly handle the classified and sensi
tive matters that it seeks in the subpoenas. 

\iVhile the committee's contention that "Congress has a right to the 
material summoned in the subpoenas" has merit, there is no real press
ing need for these documents, at this time. They can be subpoened at 
a later date, after the Honse has established firm rules and procedures 
that will properly protect the extremely sensitive and highly classified 
national secrets that are involved. 

By putting its own house in order before pressing this issue, Con
gress would then be able to rightfully and responsibly press ahead with 
proper oversight functions. If a Constitutional confrontation should 
then be necessary; the issue would be clear to the public, the Congress 
would not be subject to criticism, and national security would not be 
endangered. 

Any possible benefits at this time, in citing Secretary Kissinger for 
contempt of Congress, are far outweighed by the grave dangers of 
undermining public confidence in both Congress and the Administra
tion. Neither branch would win, and the nation would lose. 

Members are strongly urged to .oppose the resolution to cite the 
Secretary of State for contempt of Congress. 

DALE MILFORD. 
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We are left .w:ith the choice of accepting this cla~m of Executive p~ivi
lcge or of Citmg the Secretary of State-two d1stasteful alternatives. 

In my opinion, the more serious consequence would result from 
all?win~ the doc~rine of ~:x:ec~tive privilege to be extended under this 
clarm. 'lhe secunty class1ficat10n system should not cloud the issue. 
The right of privacy of a sitting President is not challenged here. The 
right of privacy of private communications to previous Presidents is 
,not the issue. 

But, the President must not be allowed to censor material that goes 
from one department o:£ government to another by hidino· it from Con
gressional committees. The doctrine of Executive privilege must not 
be allowed to hide or distort the history of previous Administrations 
when the security classification system is not involved. The claim that 
government employees in the State Department or the National Secu
Tity Council are advisers or aides or counselors to the President, who 
are part of the const~ltation process which qual~fies for Executive privi
lege makes the Presidency, rather than the Umted States Government 
the object of loyalty of those who work for the United States. Thi~ 
claim, if allowed to stand unchallenged, can be extended and infinitum 
to nearly all important government documents or officials which would 
r~sult in ~ con~plete destruction of the system of Congressional over
sight. This claim, unchecked, makes the office of the President into a 
monarchy. 

The same assertion can be made (though it hasn't been) for CIA 
documents to the National Security Council, going back to the incep
tion of the ·agency. The same claim applies to Defense Department 
recommendations; to Transportation Department recommendations to 
the Federal Energy Administration; or Commerce Department rec
ommendations to the Council of Economic Advisers in prior Adminis
trations, etc., etc. ;perh~ps more illu.stratiye, of tl:e serious potential 
c~msequences of th1s claim of .Executive pr1v1.lege Is to try to differen
tiate between the present cla1m and the test1mony of an official of a 
previous Administration before a Congressional committee. Could 
Pr:esident Ford prevent former Secretaries Rogers or Rusk from testi
fymg as to State Department recommendations. durino· their tenure 
in office on the grounds of Executive privilep:e ~ If he c~n prevent the 

. documents from being delivered, can't he stop testimony~ It would 
seem so. 

Most importantly, if this claim is allowed to stand, how is a Con
gressional committee to have oversight of the intelli~ence community~ 
R~commendations from the CIA, the DIA, and the State Department 
w1th respect to covert action programs ,and other intelligence matters 
go through the Forty Committee and theN ational Security CotmciJ. If 
this material is subject to the claim of Executive privilege, then Con
gress can be effectively by-passed in the future, as it has been in the 
P.a~t in this critical area. The right of qongress to participate in de
cisions of utmost urgency would once agam be emasculated. Obviously 
the Legislative Bran~h call}lot allow this ~laim to go unchallenged. -' 

. H?pefully,, -a solutwn w1ll be forthcommg, short of pursuing this 
C1tat10n, but 1t must not be by Congressional acquiescence in this claim 
of Executive privilege. 

J.A.l\IES P. JbHNSON. 
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DISSENTING V·IEvVS OF THE HONORABLE 
DALE MIDFORD 

The contempt of Congress citation against Secretary of State Henry 
Kissinger should be opposed by mem:bers of Congress for three very 
important reasons. 

First, this unprecedented contempt action will force this nation into
a full-fledged Constitutional confrontation between the Administra
tive and Legislative branches of this government, which could result 
in -a -disastrous loss of -public corifidence in both branches of 
government. 

Second, while both the .Administrative ·and Legislative branches can 
·argue ·fine points of law .that would tend to justify their positions in 
this dispute, both also have "dirty hands" and both have failed to 
make in-house corrections tJhat would prevent a confrontation. 

Third, Congress is not prepared to protect the extremely sensitive 
-documents th-at it is seeking from the Administration, an:d its failure 
to protect these documents could bring irrepM'wble harm to this na
tion's foreign relations and national defense efforts. 

A Constitutional confrontation between branches "Of this nation is a 
very serious matter. As in ·any battle, there will be a loser. In this in
stance, both sides could very possibly lose. 

Public confidence, in a government's structure and its system is an 
•absolute necessity for the survival of a -democratic regime. A Consti
tutional confrontation, ·brought a:bout by a serious national need or as 
a result of well-defined issues, ·can maintain or even buHd public con
fidence. On the other hand, such a confrontation that is politically 
motivated or that is based on nebulous •and abstract -points of law oan 
quickly destroy public confidence in both sides of the controversy. 'l'he 
latter is particularly the case when the opeople know or suspect wrong
doing or incompetence on the part of either competing branch. 

During recent months, the media has literally saturated the Amer
ican ·people with accounts of improper -past ·activities conducted by 
Administrative agencies. Parentlhetically. (although with less press 
coverage) the Congress has also been negligent by failing to maintain 
proper oversight responsibilities. The sins must be equally shared. 

The ,gist of the -arguments involved in the resolution to cite Secre
tary IGssinger for contempt concerns the right of ·a Congressiona:l 
committee to ·obtain extremely sensitive documents that are in the 
possession of the Administration. On the surface, this would appear 
to be a substantive issue and one of considerable importance. 

Few, if any, members of Congress would disagree with the commit
tee's -position that Congress does indeed have a right to fulllmowledge 
of all activities that are carried out by our intelligence agencies. All 
responsible members of this body will also agree that the unauthor
ized release of extremely sensitive intelligence information can be 
very detiremental to this country's welfare. 

(17) 
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SUBJECTl I. 
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.~. • OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL. 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530 

December 17, 1975 

Director 

House Select Committee Request 
dated December 11, 1975 

Attached is a letter from the House Select Committee 
requesting that certain materials be d~classified for 
inclusion in the Committee's report. The Committee's 
"deadline" has been changed to December 22, and is 
probably flexible. Please arrange for an appropriate 
response to the Committee's request, (I have already 
discussed possible responses to this request with 
Tom McNiff who can deal directly with John Atkisson of 
the House Select Commi·ttee staff on this if that is 
agreeable) • 

cc: Paul Daly 

ill! DEC 19 1975 
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Doc~mb~r 17, 1975 

TO: John A. Hintz, Assistant Direotox; 
Legal Counsel Division 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 

FRm-h steven K. Blackhurst 
Assistant Special-counsel for 

!ntelligcncc Coordination 

SUDJDCT: Houoc Select Comruittce Request 
dated December 11, 1975 

Attached is a letter f:,:om the House Solcc:-t Committee 
requesting that certain ma~orials be declassified for 
inclusion in tho Commi ttoc • s report.. The Conu-ni ttee' s 
"deadline" has been changcc1 to December 22, and is 
probably fle~ible. Please urrango for an appropriate 
response to tho Committee's request (I have already 
iliocuosed possible .raspon.soo to this rcqueot t-tith 
Tom I-1c!;siff 't1ho can deal diroctly ui th John Atkisson of 
th~ House Select Corrsn1ittcc staff 011 thi::: if tha·c is 
agreoablo) .. 

cc ~ Paul Daly 
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.--OTIS G. PIKE, N.Y., CHAIRMAN .., , .. • A. SEARLE FJELD, STAFF DIRECTOR 

AARON B. DONNER, COUNSI:L ROBERT N. GIAIMO, CONU. ROBERT MCCLORY. IU.. • 
.J#oMES V. GTANTOH, OWO OAVIO c. mCEtl, LA. 
RONALD V. DE'1 .. l..UMf;a. CALl~, "'JAMES p, JOHNSON, COLO._ 
MORGAN F. MURPHY, ILt... ROBERT W. ~ASTEN. JR ... WIS. 

TELEPHONE: (202) 225-9751 

LE'S .\SPIN, WIS. 
DALE MILFORD, TEX. 
PHILIP H. HAYES, IND. 
\VIU..IAM LEHMAN, FLA. 

~elect Ql:ommittee on 3Jnttlligence 
m.~. ~ou.Se of l\epre.sentatibe.S 

~a.Sbingti:n1:.1i.~. 20515 
I i ; ... " 

•• .!. ... 1 '"]-. '·· I., ... : r ·. ,.... '-'f 

: .. ; "-•1" ,} ,1J.5 ;-,r~ ... 

Decembe\ 11, 1975 

Mr. Mich~l Shaheen 

,,..., 'L t '• . I' . ;. 
hn,~c}1;0N ··· .... 

• J, 

Spec. CouAsel for Intel. Coordin. 
Departmen~of Justice 
Washington D.C. 

Dear Mr. S~aheen: 

The Committ~e requests that the follow~ng documents 
referred to in the November 18, 1975 hearing be 
declassified for inclusion in our report. 

Because of the severe time pressures we request that 
such be made in -writing by Wednesday Dedember 17th; 
1975. 

The documents are as follows: 

1. November 26, 1975. Letter from Blackhurst 
re: targets of warrantless electronic surveillance 
and targets of surreptious entries. 

2. WFO report, 3/14/69 re: Institute for Policy 
Studies, cover pages A,B, C,D,E,F,G. 

Sinc_~rely, /} 
./ I 1/ ·--.£_../ 

· {<_i/;_ttfi 1"Y 

NW. 55:304 

A. Searle Field 
Staff Director 
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O,YIONAL FORM NO, 10 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA GEN . •t:G . NO, 'l7 

~·· 5010-106 

j UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

\\ Memorandum 
'" . :TS mt D~m~+j }~ "fY'.-

FRo" W L ']f!JL'? / I}) ;LB 

Sl ' H.JECT: / 
l 

I 

/ J 

,. 
DATE: 

) • y<.---..J 
pi \0./a-'~/ u 

The attachedtJ.,r.__., __ ..:_.. 1 . . rr 1 '/ ~~Aq J has been 
received in the Records Sectionr·~ appropriately initialed, and 
indicated for file. By use of nstant transmittal memorandum, 
all necessary recording and indexing will be accomplished. It 
is to be noted this form is for internal use only within the 
Records Section, principally by the Routing Unit where bulky· 
material not accompanied by memorandum is usually received. 

The enclosure, if bulky and not usually filed with 
other papers in file, may be detached but this action should 
be clearly noted under the word "Enclosure." 

Enc. 

, 
I~ ,,., ~ .,. .. v -1!'*· J ----NOT RECORDED . 

. 112 DEC 19 1975 

r 
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OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530 

December 12, 1975 

TO: John A. Mintz, Assistant Director 
Legal :ounsel Division 
Feder/ Bureau of Investigation 

FROM: Mich~el E. Shaheen, Jr. 
Specti~l Counsel for Intelligence 

._ Co rdina tion o· 
SUBJECT: House Select Committee Request 

Attached is a letter from the House Select 
Committee dated December 10, 1975, requesting delivery 
of certain materials related to FBI purchases from A~---
U. S. Recording Company. Please arrange for an / ,,, ·· 
appropriate response. ~~ 

/; 
/) tJ.;t'-.1 . .... _,_.:_ ___ , .S;'l y~ "~-7.~(. f/.SC. ~ • 

I V f. ~/ '1 ,,. 5 ;4 Plr"t'" )rU""_..,_ ~~ L ::u:;:;( 
( .. ~ IfF ' · .-~Ain.LA•- (/.{J((/.. ~ k /;,,,._,.._-' .,, 
~~ Go ~ r:1~~~~ ~,.,.__.,,~{ 

--a~~ ~~~ 6 ~v-J 1?. '/.1/1'\ 

cc: Paul Daly 

I ' '1 (I(,-.'(} {).:J-5X 
ltl d-~ t:.r~ 0 tl, --

..:JJ FEB 12 1976 

@FEB 1 8 1971f 
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OTIG G, PIKE, N, Y., CHAIRMAN 
A. SEARLE FIELD, STAF!' Dill ECTOR 

AARON B, DONNER, COUNSEL 

'RODERI N. GIAIMO, CONNt 
JAMES V, <j'':"t'li"~N; tUliO 
RONALD Vri-PELUJ'MS, CAUF" • 
MoRGAN F. MURPHY, ILL. 
LES ASPIN 1 WIS. 
DALE MILFORD, TEX. 
PHil..IP H~ HAYES, tND. 
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ROSER1' MCCLORY, ILL. • 
DA't/10 C. TREEN, LA. 
JAMES P .. JOHNSON, COt..O .. 
ROBERI W, KASTEN, JR., WIS. 

~.elect <!Committee on 3Jntdligence 
W.~. ~ouse ot .1\.epresentatiues 

•a~bington. ji\.QC. 20515 

10 December 1975 

Mr. Michael E. Shaheen, Jr. 
Special Counsel for Intelligence 

Coordination · 
U.S. Department of Justice 
Washington, D.C. 20530 

Dear Mr. Shaheen: 

TELEPHONE: (202) 22.~97!51 

Persuant to our inquiry into the cost of 
intelligence, we respectfully request that 
you submit to us calculations of the total 
dollar amount of purchases made by the Fed
eral Bureau of Investigation from U.S. Record
ing Company by year. 

Please send us these records from every year 
which you have records reflecting the gross 
dollar amount of sales between U.S. Recording 
and Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

We further request that you indicate by year 
what percentage of the sales were the result 
of classified contracts. 

Sincerely, 
.v .~ ~ . ;r;·~' / 

. /? . .;;,. . 1./ yj k .? _.r'/:;;t• U..-· /.1-Y~-- /......<- / ... ~ .. ,.,~ ---

A. Searle Field 
Staff Director 

ASF/TO/dng 

1 0 8 



TO 

FROM 

>.. OPTIONAL fORM NO. 10 
MAY 1962 EOITION 
GSA GEN. RfG. NO. 27 

\ • 5010-106 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
Mr. McDexm~";J;f,-/ 

c::: L ·-

. ~ 

W. L ~ Bailey \iJ (/ 'Y 

0~ 

• 
DATE: 12/12/75 

Assoc. Dir. _ 

Dop. AD Adm. _ 

Dop. AD lnv. _ 
Asst. Dir.: 

Admin. __ 

Camp. Syst. _ 

Ext. Affairs _ 

Files & Com._ 
Gon.lnv. __ 

!dent.~ 
lns~~on 

tfol~ri. 'I 
Labrtory~ 

1f!ite._ 
SUBJECT: 

.. . \ 
. ·Ji.QUSTUDY : Spec.lnv._ 

Training __ 

Telephone Rm. _ 

Director Soc•y _ 

·· -.1-:.. ____ -- ,· 

Ref·erence is made to Legal Counsel memorandum to 
Mr. Adams dated 11/25/7.5 regarding the House Select ~ 
Committee's request to interview· Special ~gent James W. ' .; .•. 
~ r~garding his participation on the u. S. Intelligence · 
Board Information Handli~g Committee. 

In connection with this request, Special Agent Awe 
was interviewed in his office on 12/3/75 by House Select 
Committee Staff Member, Tina Yamamotto. She was specifically 
interested in the nature of the Information Intell:i.g.§nce 
:f!C!l}£iJA.ng Co~itt~~ - {IHC) and its· reiai;:j_qp_ship t.o_ the 
U. s. J:nt~],.J:i,gence Board (USIB}, the extent of FBI 
participation in this committee, the value of the committee 
and whether it should be continued, and -to determine if 
there was any FBI objection to the fact that CIA serves 
as chairman ·of the committee. r-¥ 

It was explained that IHC was one of many 
committees of USI'B. IHC has as its general· mission the ~ 
promotion of effective interchange of Intelligence informa-
tion among the members of the Intelligence Community from 
a records' management point of view. ·The Bureau's participa-
tion in the activities ·of IHC has been limi.ted to the status 
of ons·erver with the exception of an e·ffort by a Subcommittee 
toward uniform application of procedures in the National 
Agency Check Program. The committee has been of value to 
the Bureau in that it allows the Bureau to keep in touch 
with other records managers. throughout the Intelligence 
Community which provides ready· ac.cess· to information regard-
ing r.ecord problems, procedures, and status of r.ecords · 
automation. It is especially important to maintain certain 
standards so there can be ,i;in effective interchange of _ : 
infm;ma tion w~ thin the In-b·~,t?i_genc;:e ~'tt~Y/ ~Pfi J)l}-~ }-,R,_ t/ .-.I.) .~ C 
part1cularly 1mportant as tne:'varJ.ou~~eM~e<#@!l~El:tfl:.i:D!t69 7 · bb<fr-:.J 
an automated environment with 'their records syste1.fr. P...tt'tmtt.~ 
the committee has had a limited amount of meetings t... the · "' 

. Rz DEC 19 1975 -~ 

1 - Mr. Wannall 1 - Personnel File -
Attention: ·Mr. Cr~gar 

1 - Mr. Mintz 
~- Attention: Mr. Hotis 
J'\ ~~A:evp ,.{ ,g7!; CONTINUED OVER 

~ fro C ~£Id.: 3'2989696- Page 109 
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... • 
Memorandum to ·Mr. McDermott 
HOUSTUDY 

' 
sharing of information r~garding record problems, automation 
efforts and the efforts toward certain data standards has 
been and will continue to be important from cost effective 
point of view for all the members which should result in 
general economies for the entire federal. government. 

It was explained that the FBI has no objection 
to CIA serving as chairman of the IHC conunittee, since the 
Director-of the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) also 
serves as the Director of Cent~al Intelligence (DCI) for 
the Intelligence Conununity. For CIA to continue in this 
capacity would seem appropriate and the FBI would interpose 
no objection, insofar as IHC conunittee activities are 
concerned • 

. 'RECOMMENDATION: 

For information. 

-2-
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Th~ Attorney_ -Ge~~al 

Dlrec.t.o:t, FBi 

~/ 
0. .. . ... . 

U. S". HOUS£ .S.ELSCT COMMITTBE -QN-
I~Lt.lG$NCE Ati'IVITIES ·(HSC) 

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

1 - Mr. W. R. Wanna11 
·November 18, 197 5 

1 - Mr. w. o. 
1 - Mr. R. L. 
1 - Mr. T. J. 
1 - Mr. R. D. 

Cregar 
Shackelford 
McNiff 
Hampton 

( 

' ,, 
·J) 

~ .._:, 
. ~ -\ I 

' 

Thi:s· iS' tn. partial l."~$polise to ~asc letter dated 1 
Octob~r 28, 1975-,, l:'equesting_ acee$S. ~o· ot: pl:Oduction ·of cert~~ 
enumerat~d FBI fi.lf4s. ~ ~ ,. · 

··-~ '-
. . At:tached fo:r y.out .app-ro-val .and forwarding to the Hs41 . ·. 
ts the original e>f a tJ;J.em.Ot'~dum which constitutes a pal=.tial ~ 
treply to r~fer~nc~d eoiPUUication. A copy -o:e ~the. m~morandum is '· 
being pr~pared for your -records. g ·: 

j.:..l 

Jt;nc;losQ;tes -(2 )· ~:.: ~. · 

62-1164&.4 

1 ~ Th~- Dep~ty Att~rn~yGeneral 
Attentiqn:.· ~ehae-~ E.. Shahee.n, Jr. 

1 - 100-431511 

RDH:eks/mjg 
( 12) 

Sp$clal ~Qttn$el for 
lutell1~enoe. Cool"<linat;l.on 

. ·~ 

: . r~ 

Assoc. Dir. _ t;~~ 
De p. AD Adm. _ . 6 ~t\.~/ , 
Dep. AD lnv. _ ,..~· 

As s t . Oir.: i .... ~ # 

Admin. __ • 

Comp. Syst. _ I 

Ext. Affairs_ 

F ile s & Com. _ 
Ge n. lnv, __ 

(dent. __ 

Inspection_ 
Intel!. __ 

Laboratory- IIENG.U}.SfUB!ElJN BULKY ROOM" 
Pion . & Evol. _ 

Spoc . lnv . _ 

TELETYPE UNIT D 
Page 111 

t-.., , .... . , 

lit2 DEC 19 1975 

• ' 
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., 
2 - Mr. J. A. Mintz 

(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis) 
1 - Mr. w. R. Wannall 
1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar 
1 - Mr. R. L. 'Shackelford 

tfovenibst- 18-. 197 5 

1 - Mr. T. J. McNiff 
1 - Mr. R. D. Hampton 

U. s. HOUSE SELECT ·COL'IUftEE. 
TO· .STUDY GOWRNMENTAL OP~RATIONS 

t-ttTH RESPECT TO lNtELLlGENCE· ACTlVlTIES (liSO)' 

RE; RSQUEST FOR MATERIALS CONC~ING· 
PETaR CAME.JO 

lleferenee is· 1Dade to HSC lett~.r dated Oetobe~ 28, 1975. 
Item :JJ:3,_. whteh reque~t$ "acc;•ss to mty and all .file$ of F.BI · 
c.oneemina. Pete.r ~amejo~ Sl1f. n . 

ln . . acenr(lance. wi.th est$bliahed .prooe4w:es., Bt.\r•$1 file 
concerning P'ter Can'k~Jo b$8 ~~~ reviewed aud apptop17iat.ely 
excised :materials r&lati~ ·to th~ ba$is fo:t ~he investigation~ 
result-s. o~ ·the investig~l.Qtt . .al)d a.ny 1nstttuetion or gt!idartee 
£l'om FDl Head~ters (FaiuQ) has. been =utl:aeCefl thetefr®t •. 
Thi$: ~erial :ts. pr•sently ava.tla.ble at FBIHQ £,r ~Qview by fiSC 
Staff .Mem.bcl\r.s-. . 

1 - The Attorney Gen~ral 

1 - 100-431511 

RDH:eks/mjgno~ 
\ ' (11) 

7/'( 

Peter Camejo is a leading functionary in the SWP and 
has been Qf continuing investigative interest to this Bureau 

Assoc . Dir. _since 1959. . \ , 
Dep. AD Adm. _ 

Dep. AD lnv. _ 

Asst. Dir. : 
Admin. __ 

Camp. Syst. _ 

Ext. Affa irs _ 

Files & Cam._ 

Gen. lnv._, 
ldent. __ 

Inspection_ 
Intel!. __ 

laboratory _ 

Pion. & Eval. _ 

Spec . lnv. _ 

Training_ 

Legal Coun. _ 

Telephone Rm, _ 

Director Sec•y-

1 t I 

/I 
MAIL ROOM c::J 
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_.,.. • 

--------~~~---- . -- --

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

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535 

,'Addressee: __ H_O_U_S_E_S_E_L_E_C_T_C_O_MM __ IT_T_E_E ______ _ 

o!L TR CXJ LHM D Memo 0 Report dated 11/18/75 f 
u.;. HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE (HSC). Re: Request I 

CautiO)l of Document: for Materials Concerning Peter CafuejoJ' 
+ 

(HS.'C letter 10/28/75, Item 1/:3.) 
~ 

... 

Title: ___ .::__ __ -=------
Return this receipt to the Intelligence Division, FBI 

I 
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CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE 

SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVER.~E 
BEFORE COMPLETING. 

TO: Int~~lige~ce Community Staff 
ATTN: Ceptral~Index 

FROM: 

FBI 
SUBJECT: Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees 

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

2. DATE PROVIDED 

X I DOClJI,I_ENT lsRIEFING I INTERVIEw I I TESTIMONY I I oTHER ll/18/75 

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

sse 

X HSC 

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

Memorandum 

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

HSC letter 10/28/75, item 3 

6. CLASSIFICATION OF 
INFORMATION (enter 
U, C, S, TS or 
Codeword) 

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

used underline for emphasis) ( 

Information b~ling 
·Intelligence collection 

8. SUMMARY (see reverse sJd, .5efore completing this item) 

Available for review by appr~priate USC Staff t-tambern at FBIIiQ 
mat~rials ~l~ting t~ Peter Camejo. 

62 .. 11646t~ 

FMK:fmk 
(4) 

3791 (6-75) 

ORIGI~lAL VIA LIAISON TO CENTRAL Cm-!10NITY INDEX 
:U~: CONNECTION t1ITH· HOUSTUDY 

TREAT AS YELLOW 

CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE 
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INSTRUCTIONS 

• Indicate classification of the abstract 

-... , •,.:~ ~'v?'! 'it~· 
~ ' -~!-!~~} 

':' . ·: d~:f., 
\ ~ ".' • ' ' .. Yo :.f. "'> (' 

" # ,f • ~·~jj~ ~·· 
top and bottom . 

• Type or print clearly in :i,hk,-

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

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

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

SPECIFIC ITEM NO. 8. SUMMARY enter brief narrative statement describing 
substance of information and showing relationship to Intelligence Community 
matters if appropriate. Any feedback or evidence of investigatory interests 
should be noted. Commitments made to supply additional information should be 
noted. Additionally, certain administrative information may be entered here, 
e.g., restrictions on review of a document, if document was paraphrased, whether 
interviewee is current or former employee, etc. If actual document or transcript 
is provided, that fact should be noted and no summary is required. Additional 
pages may be attached if necessary. 

~. - '"- ..t'i. 
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 • . . 5010-106 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA GEN. REG . NO. 27 

UNITED STATES GO RNMENT 

Memorandum 
;l 

Mr. Jepkins 

FROM : w . . -M. Mo 

ff?;·-·' --~ 
SUBJECT-,: jtiOUSTUDY ~
/~--

• 
DATE: 12/10/75 

On 12/9/75, SA John M. Kirsch was interviewed 

•( 
Assoc. Dir. ~ 

Dep. A~' Adm. _ 

Dop. A'b lnv. _ 
Asst. D l r. : 

Admin._'_ 
Camp. Syst. _ 

Ext. Affairs_ 

~
Files & Com. _ 

r Gen. lnv. ______ 
( dent. · 

() ' 

) Intel!. _"_ 

Laboratory _ 

Plan. & Eva!. _ 
Spec. lnv. _ 
Tra ining __ 

Legal Coun. _ 

Telephone Rm. _ 
Director Sec•y _ 

at the J, Edgar Hoover Building, Washington, D. c., by Mr. Timothy 
Oliphant in the presence of SA Paul Daly. Mr. Oliphant who is representing 
Congressman Pike's Committee inquired concerning social a~_tivitie.§ .... EJ 
Harper's Ferry, West Virginia. SA Kirsch advised that he-had attended 
two sucli g·a:tlier:ligs -primarily composed of Bureau personnel (present and 
former) during early 1974, the first such occasion being in January or 
February and the second a few months later, probably April, 1974. In 
response to Mr. Oliphant's question as to who invited SA Kirsch to attend 
Harper's Ferry, he was advised that SA Kirsch attended at the invitation 
of Assistant to the Director, Deputy Associate Pirector Thomas J, Jenkins 
who was at that time Assistant Director in charge of Training Division. 
Mr. Oliphant asked what the costs were for meals and lodging at Harper's 
Ferry and SA Kirsch advised that at best he could recall the costs were 
not excessive and probably $12 to $15 covered the entire affair. Certainly 
no more than $20 was expended at either of the two outings by SA Kirsch~ }· 
SA Kirsch did not recall exactly who collected for the meals but believes t) 
it was probably Mr. John Mohr. Mr. Oliphant asked what the table stake( __ *··· 
were at Harper's Ferry and SA Kirsch advised that while he could not~ 
recall specifically, he believed they were rather low, perhaps 10~ and 25~. 

-r ~tr 
SA Kirsch was specifically asked if he had met Mr. Joe Tat_e . 

at which he replied that he had met him on one or two occasions but that he 
wouldn!t know Joe~~ if he met him on the street. He was then asked if 
he knew Mr. Gus Oberdick. SA Kirsch advised that he has seen Mr. Oberdick _________..... ,_,. - -- ... 

a half dozen occasions during the past 20 years and noted that Mr. Oberdick 
was a friend of former SAC Henry Sloan··:: . SA Kirsch stated that he did not 
believe Gus Oberdi~F; would know him if~re to see him on the street. 
Mr. Oliphant asked if SA Kirsch had ever been assigned to the Administrative 

1 Division to which he replied no. Mr. Oliphant asked if SA Kirsch ha~~7;}1!J. 

Bassett 
.:· ·j f[11).£C-3Q (#;1 -//f. ;/:2;;~ ~ ~~ 

1- Mr. . vJ. ..,,i._~J lilt\ 
L 1 ·- Mr. Mintz_ . ~~ OEC 16 1915 

1 - Mr. Wannall 
1- Mr. Cregar 
1- Mr. P. Daly 

- ~~ 1 - Personnel File of SA John M. Kirsch 
;"{\'· .~ -~ . JMK:jmt:~ ~tt 

~5'~~ECD!~~}~I~98~
1

696: Page 116 
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Lm-.r 55304 

•• 
Memo Mooney to Jenkins 
Re: HOUSTUDY 

• 
arranged for the purchase of any law enforcement equipment from 
Mr. Oberdick to which he replied no. Mr. Oliphant asked if SA Kirsch 
had ever recommended any type of weapon or equipment be purchased 
in the police line at which time he w.as advised that SA Kirsch had in fact, 

, 

as part of his duties, made recommendations for a variety of such purchases 
over the past several years. He was advised that the only large purchase 
of firearms with which SA Kirsch had anything to do was the acquisition of 
military weaponry from the Department of Defense for use by FBI 
Apprehension Teams. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

For information. 

- 2 -
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~ 

~\to.. FROM 

SUBJECT: 

• •• 
OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530 

December 8, 1975 

· _oh~Min~.LJ\~~-s.is.tan-t-D-i-:r:ec.tor ___ . ·--
Legal Couns~bi~ision 
Federal Bureau of Invest~gation 

Michael E. Shaheen, Jr. 
Special Counsel for Intelligence 

l) Coordination 

House Select Committee Request dated December 1 

Attached is a letter from the House Select 
Committee dated December 1, which this Office received 
on December 5. Please arrange for an appropriate 
response. 

/o 

cc: Paul Daly 

7 MAR 4 1976 

,_,_...; -- --... 
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·~ • • 
December s, 1975 

"TO: John A. I·ttntz,. Assistant DirGotor 
Legal Counsel Division 
Fc4eral Bureau of Investigation 

l?RO:U: 11iehaal E.. Shaheen, Jr .. 
Special Counsel for Intelligence 

Coordination 

Attadhed is a letter from the Houso Select 
Cot\l'inittea da-ted Deoe:rnber l, \·7hiQh this Of:fic~ roceived 
on December 5.. Ploasc arrange for an appropriatQ 
reaponsa. 

cc: Paul -Da.ly 

.. 
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_,... ... ... '~ ' 
OTIS G, PIK£, N.Y., CHA~R~ 

~onERT N. GIAIMO, CON.t~R.ERT MCCLOUY~ ,i.L. 
A, SeARLE FIELD, STAFF DIRECTOFl 

AARON B. DONNER, COUNSEL 

JAMES V. STAN1"-C"l1 OHIO DAVID c. TREEN, LA. 
RONAt.ci- V. dELWMS, CALIF. JAMES P. JOHNSON, COLO. TELEPHONE: (2.02) 22!5-975 t 
MORGAU F. MURPHY, lU. ROUCRT W. KASTEN; JR., WIS. 

~elect Qtommittee on 3JnteHigence 
m.~. r&;oune ot l\.epre!Sentatibes 

mnsbfngton, ji),Qt:. 20515 

l..ES ASPINO Wis. ; 
Pf,LE MILFORD, TEX. 
PHIL.I? H. HAYES, IND. 
WILUAM LEHMAN, FLA. 

December 1, 1975 

Mr. Michael Shaheen, Jr. 
Spec. Counsel for Intel. Coordin. 
Department of Justice 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Shaheen: 

-·-... 

, -. 
"'-~ ... · '. 

'-.' . ' . · .... ~ 

The House Select Committee hereby requests access to 
any and all files, memorandum or other materials re: 

1) Jesse Benjamin (J.B.) Stoner (DOB) April 
13, 1924, Ghairman; National States Rights 
Party. 

2) The Thunderbolt and the subscriber list 
thereto (publication of the National States 
Rights Party) 

3) 

4) 

The National States Rights Party 

J- t/~: 
Carl W. Ridout of Birmingham, Alabama 
member -- National States Rights Party 

' . 
5) John Mercer Johns of Jacksonville, Florida -

-member - National STates Rights Party 

6) Vernon Higgins (Detroit, Michigan) 

_ ..... ------ !i)lt!!:iC'F~ 

~-~ ....... -·~···~·.:rb 3 oD - L/_--- -~~~I 
.... ----... -:~:: -._,:.. 

0
& 0 

0 ~ .~•:"lH,·""'l""'; 1' 

R·A t' • \ 1;. 
~ ---···.:..:· .,. 

. :/ .. "QE_fjQE...,Qf-l,J;G;!SL:~Tl\L~A~~lRS 
~-v: / <£ ~~()\ V 

.- '. ~~ p:- / .. ---- ~ -·-~~, ("'\t::~· \\ 
e.~st. sun~. bc.ruTY ,t,c .. l,.:.1 c:l.. .. ·~~,_.,~.. 



1/ 
) 

TO 

FROM 

SUBJECT:· 

NW 55 

OPTIONAL fOitM NO, 10 • 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA fPMR (~I CfiU 101-11.6 ' 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

1 
1 Memorandum 
1 

Mr • J. B • Adams 
1 
1 ~'e~aJ Counsel1~ 

H@U~ 
~------ ... 

•• 
- Mr. Mintz. 
- Mr. Wannall 
- Mr. Cr~gar 

DATE: 12/4/75 
- Mr. Hot is 
- Mr. Daly 

Assoc. Dir, ~"~· ~ 
Dep. ~o lcire JJ · 
Dep. Ap,tnv: _ 

!' Asst. p.!b.=r,f 
Admin. • 

/ Camp. st._ 
Ext. Affairs _ 

Files & Com,_ 
Gen.lnv. __ 
ldent. __ 

~;~~;?' J 

~vvlr~ 
Plan, & Eva I._ 
Spec.lnv._ 
Training __ 

Telephone Rm. _ 

Director Sec'y _ 

On 12/2/75, Richard Vermeire, Staff Member of the House 
Select Committee~ requested that the following Bureau personnel be 
made available for interview by .Staff Members of that Committee 
concerning any knowledge they may possess pertaining to the Bureau's 
purchasi~g practice with the u. s. Recordi~g Company: ~)M~ 

Deput¥ Associate Director James B._Adams; ~ 
Ass·oc~ate Director Nicholas P. Callanan; 
Assistant Director William v. Cleveland; 
Inspector .:I9h~_)?_~_punphy.;_ 
Executive Ass1stant to. the Deputy Associate 

Director of Administrative Affairs Thomas J. 
FE?~n§y_, .Jr. ; --

Deputy Associate Director Thomas J. Jenkins; 
Special Agent John M. Kir.sch; 
Special Agent in Char.ge Robert G. Kunkel; 
Mr. G. Speights McMichael; 
Ass·istant Director Donald W. Moore, Jr.; and 
Special ~gent Frederick Woodworth. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That the aforementioned Bureau personnel be released from 
any existing employment agreement for purposes ·of Staff interview 
by the House Sele~t Committee concerni~g their knowle~ge o~the 
Bureau' s .purchases from the U.S . Recordi~g Company. t_ 

1 - Personnel 
1 - Personnel 
1 - Personnel 
1 Personnel 
1 - Personnel 
1 - Personnel 
1 - Personnel 
1 - Personnel 
1 - Personnel 
1 Personnel 
1 Personnel 

PVD:lad 
(19) 

,;~ 
File - James B. Adams .~ ~" ;n"' File - Nicholas P. Callahan { 1 

File - William V. Cleveland · · .. 
File John P. Dunphy . ~> ~ • - ·~ 
File - Thomas J. Feen~y, Jr -~ '"1 -Ilk'-(,-(~ Jlf4 . 
File - Thomas J. JenklnS e.... ' "" 1

1 

File - John M. Kirsch I:,~·-~~J \...../Y11;---' · 
File - Robert G. Kunkel /I'= mu .........,__, -~ 
File - G. Speights McMichael::_. · lj' 
File Donald·w. Moore, Jr. 
File Frederick Woodworth. l'I: DEC 16 1975 



FROM 

SUBJECT: . 

ornoNAL FORM NO, 10 •• - ~ I 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GS .. FPMR 1~1 CFIU 1'£.1-11 ,6 

UNI'TED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
Mr. J_.. B. Adams 

LjiJal Counsel 1P' J 
q:. -~ t' 
HOUS.TUDY I 
--~ 

• 
1 - Mr. Mintz. 
1 - Mr. McDermott 
1 - Mr. Wannall 

DATE: 12/4/7 5 
1 - Mr. Cregar 
1 - Mr. Hot is 
1 - Mr. Daly 

Assoc. Dir. _ _ _ ·-Dep. AD .J~lj!'":'},/ 

Dep{1t~~yY-: 
Asst. Dr,. , 

Adml ----r
Comp. Syst, _ 

Ext, Affairs _ 

Files & Com • .L 
Gen.lnv. __ 
ldent. __ 

Inspection - . 

ti1lt~/--
Pion.lf: Evol. _ 
Spec . lnv. _ 

Training __ 

Telephone Rm. _ 

Director Sec'y _ 

.Steven Blackhurst, Assistant Special Counsel for 
Intelligence Coordination in the Department, advised that the 
House Select Committee has requested a meeting. tentatively 
scheduled for 3 p.m., Friday, 12/5/75, to discuss the dispo
s_itiQn ()f documents and materials · .furnished that Comrni ttee by 
the FBI. Attending the meeting from the House Select Committee 
will be Jackie Hess. · 

("":, 

We have learned that the CIA has· recommended to the 
.~House Select Committee that the material they furnished b~ · 

. ' ' turned over to Archives with ·.future access. to that materi-a:i 
being governed by procedures set up by the CIA. This. corlcept~ · 
was· reportedly well received by St-aff Members of. the CorruiFi'Dite1e;. 
al ~ho~gh .it has. not bc=;en· finalized. The obvi<;>us advant~SJ·y,~ Jo-· • 
thJ.s ·procedure J.S. to J.n effect take the materJ.al from the -~.om
mi ttee .and place it in the custody of the Executive Brartf'C' This 

t
may, in part, obviate problems created by the House Rule~l which 
states material in possession of a House Committee is accessible 
to. all Congressmen in the House, since the material may not be 
considered to be in the possession of the House Select Committee. 
All indications are that captioned Committee will go o.ut of 
existence in January and the problem of access subsequent to the 
termination of the Committee by Congressional Sta-ffers or Con
gressmen themselves is something that will have to be addrel?sed 
duri~g this meeti~g and if need be, .subsequent rn~etip.g~ . _ l'j -~ t 

I 't,-:-'< 1-o (j d. -/ "" ·-/ ( ~ Y' - h,~(; 
RECOMMENDATION: . . •t:!..·Ju. . - l : G ' 1• I ':· I .. " 

That representatives of the Intelligence tHvision, 
Files and Communic.ations D.ivision, and the Legal Counsel Division 
meet .at 3 p.m. , 12/5/7 5, with .the House Select Committee Sta·ff 
Member to dis.cuss disposition ·of Bureau materials in the possession 
of the Committee. 

PVD:lad lAJ 
( 8.) 



• 
Memorandum to Mr. Adams 
Re: HOUSTUDY 

• 
ADDENDUM BY LEGAL COUNSEL, 12/5/75, JAM:mfd. 

In view of our meeting of December 3, 1975, with the 
Deputy Attorney General where the problem of disposition of documents 
furnished the various committees was discussed, I have instructed 
Mr. Daly to propose to the House Committee representatives that FBI 
documents be returned to the FBI where they may be retained under 
seal if necessary. This proposal will be discussed this afternoon at the 
3:00p.m. meeting. You 'Will be advised promptly of the results. 

- 2 -
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-·-

TO: 

~~\..FROM: 

. •
• 

• OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530 

December 3, 1975 

John A. Mintz, Assistant Director 
Legal Counsel Division 
Federal Bure of Investigation 

Special Cou sel for Intelligence 
{) Coordina ion · 

Michael E~ aheen, Jr. 

SUBJECT: House Sel ct Committee Letter Dated December 2 

Attac~d is a letter from the House Select 
Committee dated December 2. Please prepare an appro
priate response . 

./ 1.2 u ~..,.· l JJ/tii?.J."" ~" l.o f~/;4£/'!'{ .If~-~·~~ . : 

. . ~~.$~~~~·~...-~~/-IS<!.~/~ 
lf11<1j7.l' s fl ~ ,.,~·· -J ~ ;:.,..-. • ~ 

~-,(~a~-· a ~ .. 6 n· '\J'ft\. 

cc: Paul Daly 

& .:l fit<> /u y ~{).oX 
wt> FEL 12 ;QJo 

Page 124 
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D·~ccmber 3 , 19 7 5 

TO; John A. !·lint~ , Assistant. Director 
Legal Counsel Division 
Federal Bure~u of Investigation 

FR0!-1; uichncl :c. Shaheen, Jr. 
Special counsel for Intelligence 

Coor<.tinu tion 

SUBJECT: Houoc Select Committee Letter Da:i!ad DccGriiber 2 

Attached is a iottcr from the ffousc Soloo~ 
Co:w.mittee dnt.cd.· December 2 .. Please prepare an appro
pria·tc;! reoponso. 

CG~ Paul Daly 
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.· •• ..,. 0\lS G. PJKE', H. V., CJ-(AfRMAN 

Ao8ERT N: GiJ Mo, co~N. ROBERT MCCLORY. lLt.. 
J"MES V. STANTON, OHIO DAVID C. TFtEEN, LA. 
RONALDV. DEL.LUM:,.; CALtF. JAMES P. JOHNSON, COL.O. 
MoRGAN:_. MUiiPHY, IU.. ROBERT W. KASTEN, JR:-, VIIS. 
LES ASPIN, WIS. 
DACE MIL.f'()RO, TEX. 
PHILIP tr. HAYES, tHo. 
WILLIAM LEHMAN, f1.A. 

.. 

' 
~elect QJ:ommittee on 3Jntdligence 
w.~. ~ouse of l\epresentatibes 

masbin:gton. 1B.(!:. 20515 

December 2, 1975 

Mr. Michael E. Shaheen, Jr. 
Special Counsel for Intelligence Coo~dination 
U.S. Department of Justice 
Washington, D. c. 20530 

Dear Mr. Shaheen: 

M 'I ~ 

A. SEARL£ FJELD, STAFF DIRECTOR 

AAitON !1, DONNER, COUNSEL 

TELEPHONE: (202) 225-9751 

The Committee hereby requests information regard
ing any FBI i ·nternal investigation of former Assistant 
Director J. P. Mohr's relationship with Joseph Tait 
and the U. S. Recording Company. 

~NW 5530 4 

Thank you' for your cooperation in this matter. 

ASF/RV/mas 

Sincerely, 

t:r.~,/;t: 
A. Searle Field 
Staff Director 

EiJClfJB!/7!] 

b :L. - I I // L{ Ia lf 



OPIIONA. ,.,. ... HQ,. 10' • 

IAA.Y ~'6i:'lt31""'t0H .: • 
G$4f~Nit (.U''CIIt 101•tt .. l. '- . " 

UNITED STATES G .: _ RNMENT 

_ ··Jvtemorandum 
TO Mr: J. :S~ Adams 

-~J ... ). 

DATE: f1/2'1/75 

l . . 4v 
A~soc. Olr. /'j.'f'J 
yep.AU/4]Y 
~ep. AI> r· _ 

I Aht, Dlr.:f • 

r~·--
.1 Camp. Sy.t, _ 

: EMt. Aifooro _ 
Files & Cor>._ 
Oen. lnv. _a_. 

FROM ~-Co~~ 
ldent._ .. _ 
lnspctction __ .,.~ 

•· I f J lntell. ---·:--;; , _. 
Laboratory _:-;~.,· 
Legal Caul.-!·~\ 
Plan, & E•ol. ':_ 

SQBJECT: - ·HOUSE;.i SELECT COMMITTEE. 
(/ -ON INTE:LLIGENCE; .. 

U. S. RE:CORDING COMPANY 

· · At 4:11p.m. on November 21, Bryan· Gettings, the 

\ 
Spec. In•. --

Training -·

Telephone· Rm. --

\. Director Sec'y -·· 

attorney· representing Joe Tait of the U. S. Recording Company, 
telephonically advised me that he and Mr. Tait appeared for interview 
by staff' of the· captioned.Cori1mittee concerning Tait's dealings with the 
FBI. l'Ar. Gettings said ·that the interview was unproductive in that the 
staff seemed to have very little ba~is for their questions. He ·said. that 
they did request deliv~ry <;>f Mr .. T~lt' ?·records concerning Bureau 
transactions pertaiD:ing to the Mc:trtin Kaiser Compapy. I told Mr. GetUngs 
that the· Bureau\yas reviewing th~ recorc;ls and that upon complet~on of the 

)

review copies ·would be .made· o{ the- appropriate excisions of sensitive 
material~, "11:r. Gettings requested·th~t.the original records; plu~ a set 
of excised copies, be delivered to his. office on Monday morning, November 
24, prior to 11:30 a: m., in order tha:t he might have the set of excised · 
copies for delivery to the. staff representatiy~s of captionedConimittee. ,..-., 

.• .J 
I spoke with Assishi.ilt t)ire~tor Cochran, advised him of . ...,.,..._,../ 

Mr.· Gettings' request, ·and requesfe¢t -1?-im to prepare the necessary copi~s ~ r 
for delivery to Mr. Gett~gs.. · .. 

I spoke with Assisfan_t Direct0r Bassett and expla.inecl to him 
the a.J.~rangements I had -mad·e ·\\zith. the attorney for Mr. Tait and requested 
hiln to provide for qelivery ·of. the or"ig:in::tl r-e_90rds, plus a. set of excised 
copies, to Iv1r. G~ttings' ·office on Monday morning, Nov~111ber 24, _prior to 
11:30 .a. m. 11r. Basse.tt saia that WC?Uld be arrange([:---: ~--~~ _,. ___ ~ · 

r .!· 
. 7 o::c 2 1975 l 

A t t:::JL ~i ~-~=---<-\it / 
RECOMME:N"'DATION: 

.. Fo~ information. 

.· i:rf---
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TO: 

~~(._FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

I~ -1. 
OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL ., 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530 

John_'A. Mintz, Assis~ant Dir --tor 
Legal Counsel Divisi 
F~~eral Bureau of I1 · tion 

~ichael E. Shaheen, r. 

J~pecial Counsel for ntelligence 
Coordination 

0 

DEC 3 1975 

House Select Committee Letter Dated December 1 

Attached is a letter from the House Select 
Committee dated December 1. Please prepare an appro
priate response. 

cc: Paul Daly 

1 DEC 171975 

P.age 1.28 
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TO: John A~ Mintz, Assistant Direator 
Lognl Counsel Division 
Fedora~ Dur~au of Investiga~ion 

li'ROI~1: l-lichucl E. Shaheen, J~. 
Sp~oial Counsel for Intelligence 

Coordination 

DEC 3 1975 

SUBJECT: Housa Select Gorr~ittco Letter Patod Dcccmb0r l 

At:bach~d is a let·i::er £rotr~. the Uouse S~lect 
Co~~ittc~ dated December 1. Pl~aeo pr~para an app~o
pria'i:.o rczponse~ 

cd: Paul Daly 

l-:o_3_0_4 __ D_ocid: 3.2 9 89696. Page 1 .29 
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1 011S G. PIKE, N. 't., CH."IRMAN • • •• A. SEARLE FIELD, STAFF DIRECTOR -

ROBERT N. GIAIMO, CONN. 
JAMES V. STANTON, OHIO 
,RONALD;:,_. DELL.UM!:', CALIF. 
MORGAN F. MURPHY, ILL. 
"LES ASPIN, WIS. 
DALE MILFORD, TEX. 
PfiiL.IP H. HAYES, IND. 
WILLIAM LEHMAN, FLA. 

ROBLRT MCCLORY, JLL. 
DAVID C. TREEN, LA. 
.JAMES P. JOHN'iON, CC'-0• "" 
ROBERT W. KASTEN, JR"., WIS. 

~elect ~ommittee on 3JnteUigence 
'm.~. 3'!)ouS5e of 1\.epresentntiue.s 

•a!5bington, ~~Ql:. 20515 

·December 1, 1975 

Mr. Michael E. Shaheen, Jr.· 
Special Counsel for Intelligence Coordination 
U. S. Department of Justice 
Washington, D. C. 20530 

Dear Mr. Shaheen: 

AARON B. DONNER, COUNSEL 

TELEPHONE: (202) ~9751 

A briefing was afforded the Committee staff on the 
subject of FBI proprietaries during October. 

In the course of the briefing, certain.disclosures 
were _made as to. accounting ..E.:rag.tj.ces. and .procedures.. Figures 
were developed on the ·n.:riancial standing· of the: ·enti ti:es' 
and the disposition of funds, other than appropriated funds. 

Please provide Mr. Charles Mattox, a member of the 
staff the opportunity of an independent audit verification 
of the items disclosed in the briefing. 

Specifically, the committee is intere'sted in fhe two 
entities in the metropolitan Washington area and the cover 
entity in the greater Baltimore area. Arrangements may be 
made directly with Mr. Mattox or the undersigned at 225-9751. 

A reply deadline of December 5, 1975 is requested. 
Further specific arrangements can be made at that time. 

A. Searle Field 
Staff Director 

'NW 55304 Doci~ : 32989696 Page 1 3 0 
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FBI 
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Date: 12/3/75 : !!) 
Transmit the following m --------=,....-----=------:--:-----------1~ !/; Z. J-

(Type in plaintext or code) ~ 1~ 

Via _____ A_IR __ T_E_L __________ A_IR __ MA __ I_L------------~------------------11 
/ (Priority) 1 

r-----fo:------DIRECTOR~-FBI------------------------L-------,., 
1(. FROM: ADIC, LOS_ANGELES (66~6270) 

SUBJECT :1 ·-~OUSTUDY .\ 

Re Bureau teletype to Los Angeles dated 12/2/75, 
captioned, 11 HOUSTUDY11

• 

Enclosed ~or the Bureau are six conies of a 
letterhead e randum (LHM) captioned I JFK Act 6 ' 4 l I 

J FK Act 6 
ho is a ~ormer extremist in~ormant. 
is the subject o~ Los Angeles ~ile 170-2658, 

--=:ri"!'!!"""~"'""'"""P~~4. lltrz.t·. 

). /1.J; 
/'J wcrorvr/ 
- ~eau (Encl. 6) 

2 - HOUSTUDY) 
- 157-20684) 

2 - Los Angeles 
(1 - 170-2658) 

J~'~ 

15 DEC 8 1975 

-----

WOH/sk 
(5) - 1* -

' 
Sent _______ M Per-------

' ·' . . 

.$ 
"" :l' 
··~ 

·-
' .. . . 

., 
'·' •' 

::) 
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In Reply, Please Refer to 
.--Fil{No. 

• • "UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTIC~ 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Los Angeles, California 
December 3, 1975 

J FK Act 6 I 4 I 

I J FK Act 6 141 ! FBI Number 
866-431 G, .voluntarily appeared at theos Angeles 
FBI Office on February 12, 1974, and claimed he 
'ttJished to offer his assistance as an informant as 
regards the Black Panther Party (BPP), a characteriza
tion of which is contained in the appendix hereto, 
and the Symbionese Liberation Army (SLA), a characteri
zation of which is contained in the appendix hereto, 
the latter having received publicity in the ne~s 
media from the Februar 4 1 4 kidnapping of Patricia 
Campbell Hearst. ltJas interviewed by 
Special Agents 1vi 1.am o ea on and Brendan 0. 

·c1eary. He ·Nas found to have no information ·concerning 
the SLA hut to have a somev1hat extensive knoV'r1edge 
of former leaders and events concerning the BPP. 

·~ J FK Act 6 141 I advised he was a 1969 Los 
Angeles B P chapter applicant but that he had never 
been. admitted to membership and had never participated 
in activities of the BPP. 

At the time of initial interview on 
February 12, 1974, I J FK Act 6 141 I claimed he was 
then employed and tiad been employed for the past 
several years by the Watts Writer 1 s vTorkshop, Los 
Angeles·' California. He produced a publication 
entitled, Watts vJriter 1 s Workshop bearing his photo
graph over the name Ed Riggs, Video Workshop. TheTe 
is no publication date on the pamphlet but the latest 
date appearing therein is 1969. 

This document contains neither· recommendations nor 
conclusions of the FBI •. It is the property of the FBI 

· ~o\.unol\1 and is loaned t·o your ugenS!y; it and its contents are 
/ ~~not to be distributed outs~de youl' agency· /) 

1 
('1 

~ ~ & ~ .. /llo'f b r_f....:. . ·. ' \ 
~ § ~ . 

NW 5;~'ijl{'"'"nocid : 32989696 P.age 1 3 2 ENCLOSURE .. 
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JFK Act 6 I 4 I 

described the Watts 
~r~l~e~r~~s~v~o~r~~~s~-op as a theatrical 
work _group providing a forum for 
the expression and promotion of 
black theatric~l talent, founded 
in August, 1965. . · 

r-------F;:..;;;..r..;;;.o.;.;.:.,m :March 6, 1974,. until March 21, 1975, 
I JFK Act 6 141 I was in active FBI informant status. 
The BPP·had ceased to be a viable organization in 
the Los Angeles, California area by 1972. IJFK Act 6 141 1· 

JFK Act 6 1411Jas never guided, directed, or targeted by 
any ·FBI Agent to penetrate the BPP"as it had ceased 
to exist in the.Los Angeles area, nor to penetrate 
the Hatts Writer 1 s Workshop .in Los. Angeles, California, 
and the FBI has never conducted an investi ation of 
the \vatts vJriter's 1-Jorkshop. JFK Act 6 141 never 
furnished any information concernlng ·a riter 1 s 
Workshop activities or personnel. 

However 'A JFK Act 6 141 I did ·furnish infor"-
mation to the Losngeles FBI of various extremist 
inqividuals identified as former members of the BPP, 
principallymembers or followers of the Black 
Liberation Army (BLA), a characterization of which. 
is contained in the appendix hereto. 

On May 31, 1974lF,K Act 6 1,41.dvised that .Renee 
Moore, also knovvn as "Peaches" Moore, was ure;ing 
urban guerri-lla warfare in the black community of 
Los Angeles, California, and that she was in contact 
"Nith a BLA member, J·ohn William vJashington, also , 
lDnown as Long John. · 

On June 5, 1974_;rFK Act 6 1,41:idvised that Byron 
Walter Bartlett, a former BPP activist ha.d applied 
for and was seeking to obtaj.n employment as a police 
officer. by the Los Angeles Police Department -v1i thout 
liis prior background being knmlfn to thq.t law 
enforcement agency. 

NW 55304 Docld : 32989696 Page 133 
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DARTHARD Ml\ URICE 'ED\•TARD PERRY 

On June 19, 197l~~~K Act 6 I~IJ.dvised that "Peaches" 
Moore went to San Francisco, California, on Monday, 
June 17, 1974, following her appearance on a radio 
talk sho't'1 at station KPFK-FM, North Hollywood, Calif
ornia, on 1vhich she advocated urban guerrilla warfare. 

On June 24, 1974 _;TF,K Act 6 14 IHlvised he attended 
a meeting on June 23, 1974, of a BLA cell led by 
John VTilliam \<Jashington, in Los Angeles, California. 
Conversation centered on 1tlays to free Elmer Gerard 
Pratt, also knOi•m as "Geronimo", a for·mer BPP leader
and titular head of the California BLA·, incarcerated 
in San Quentin Prison for life on a murder charge. 
The conversation concerned emulating Axab terrorist 
groups and planning a jail break 't'Jhich would be a more 
efficient Marin County shoot' out •. 

On June 24, 1974 _;JFK Act 6 14 l:tdvised that Lang 
John Washington 't'Tas contactine;rFK Act 6 141:elephonically 
from Pomona, California. Washington refused to 
furnish a telephone number or residenc·e. vJashington 
has refused to allow pictures to be taken o;f' him or 
his group. On Jul~ 5, 1974 ;JFK Act 6 14 1:tdvised ·Long John 
Washington visite(JFK Act 6 141:tt n~s residence. 

On June 26, 1974/F.K Act 6 141Ldvised that Long John 
Washington 't'mnted photographs of the Los Angeles County 
Jail and Courthouse to assist in planning an anticipated 
jail break for Elmer G. Pratt. 

or{ July 8, 1974;;JF,K Act 6 1,41tdViSed that he 
recognized the photograph of' a Pederal fugitive Sharon 
Hazel Williams, a former member of the .Los Angeles 
chapter of the defunct BPP. JFK A ct 6 14J1escribed the 

.:,possible recent sighting .of tier .~n the Watts, California 
area. 

. . On July 11, 1974 j F,K Act 6 1,4 l:tdvised that Long· 
John y.rashington had no informat~on concerning the 
California National Guard Armory burglary of ·Neapons 
on oY about July 3 or 4, 1974, from its location at 
700 North Alameda, Compton,- Cal:i.fornia. In JFK Act 6 141 
opinion, -BLA members in Los Anrsel.es '\17ere not. involved. 

- 3 -
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RTHARD MAURICE 'ED1·TARD PERRY 

On August 8, 1974_;rF,KAct 6 1,41tdvised that the 
A under the Los Angeles. leadersh~p of John William 
shington, \'las not plan~ing any immediate violence 
hostile ac:tivity ·during the upcoming 1-latts 

stival. · · 

On November 4, 1974.JF,K Act 6 1,41tdvised that 
er .the '~.'Teekend of November €3 through 10, 1974, 
ron Walter Bartlett left Los Angeles, California, 
ing to Kansas City, Missouri, where he intended 
reside with a grandmother. 

On November 13, 1974:-JF.K Act 6 141Ldvised that 
met Albert Earlington Armour recen~ly after having 

ft'a message with his mother in Los Angeles, Calif
nia. Armour stated the BPP 11-1as .·not active in any 
litical or extremist activityo . Armour claimed 
was selling a little marijuana·and cocaine. 

JFK. Act 6 .14J:ivised that he. "\-Jas unable to subsequently 
cate Armour.at the employment or residence address 
~t Armour furnished. 

On November 26 ,JFK Act 6 14 ILdvised of' ha \ring 
served Albert Ar.mour driving a white over brm-·m 
rcury Cougar by himself in Inglewood, California, 
parently residing in that area. · 

On November 26, 1974;;JF;<Act 6 1,41tdvised that he 
d sat in the spectators section of the courtroom 

. the pret~ial hearing of BLA memberp Harold Taylor, 
y-mond Boudreaux and John Bovnnan, and. ther.e met 
l:'isti Marie Farlice, active in BLA activities, 'Nho 
ires with ~ong John Hashington. JFK Act 6 141-:hereafter 
tended, as a spectator, the pretr~al hearings of 
y-lor, Boudreaux, and B01·nnan on December 11, 12, ·. 
d 13, 1974, in Los Angeles County Superior Court, 
s Angeles, California. The former BPP members, 
entif~ed as members of the BLA, are charged "V-Tith 
1971 shoot out "\'lith the Los Angeles Police Department. 

JFK Act 6 141laimed he struck un a conversation i'lith court
;:,m spectators Chr.isti Fa:clice and Valeri.e Bmm1an, 
ster of defendant John Henry Bow:man. JFK Act 6 14i:!laimed 

- l.j. -
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he accompanied Christi Farlice to meet John ·william 
11ashington at a radical bookstore. J~K Act 6 1;1:tdvised 
that Chrisit Farlice was.very actively ~nvolved 
in the affairs of the BLA and letter writing to 
imprisoned memberS • JFK Act 6 (4·1~dViSed there WaS nO 
discussion of any plans ~o commit any acts of 
violence durin~ the trial of Bowman, Boudreaux, and · 
Taylor. JFK Act 6 141tdvised that Long John Hashington 
complained that.the anticipated courtroom appearance 
of Elmer. G. Pratt had been terminated, and that no 
attempt could be made to free Pratt. 

On January 30, 1975;JFK Act 6 141:!laimed that 
Long John Washington and Christi Farlice continued 
to refuse to give him a telephone number or 
location of their residence. JFK Act 6 141:!laimed they 
were planning a trip to Northern ·Ca.lifo~nia to 
engage in unspecified activities and they claimed 
to continue to be involved in organizing a defense 
fund committee for BLA members Taylor, Boi'rma·n, and 
Boudreaux. · 

On February 2, 1975/FK Act 6 141tdvised that 
Long John ~·lashington claimed tliere were ten members 
of his BhA cell in Los Angeles consisting of three. 
women and seven men. According tcJF; Act 6 131 Washington· 
1'lanted false identification for himself', Christi 
Farlice, and his cell membe1•s. JF;< Act 6 1,41:!laimed that 
according to Hashington, Christi Farlice was working 
on some type. pf confidential basis for the atto:rneys 
defending BLA members Taylor, Boudreaux .. and· Bm'lm.an. 
\ia~hington claimed he could buy automatic weapons. , 

ori February 9' 1975 JFK Act 6 (4 i:!laimec'i Long 
. tJ:bhn \.vashington 1'las accompanyihg_ an alleged member 
of the Kansas City BPP named Robert C. Bond ove:r 
the weekend of February $ and 9, 1975. JFK Act 6 14 1~laimed 
that lvashington again brought up the idea of' obtain
ing f~lse identification for the purpose of attempting 
fraud"J.lent enlistments in the United States Mili tar·y 

. Service with the objective of obtaining weapons. 
JFK Act 6 (4i::!laimed VJaShington '\'.]a'S preSS~.neJFk Act 6 (4)':0 furniSh 

- 5 --
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the false identification.· 

On March 26, 1975~FK Act 6 141:ldvised that 
Valerie Bovrrnan had furnishecjFK Act 6 141t new residence 
ad.dress in San Francisco, Cai~± orn~a, where she 
claimed to· be residing i'Ji th t1·10 other BLA brothers 
and that she attended the first day trial of the 
San Quentin Six·in San Francisco, Califqrnia. The 
San Q.uentin Six are inmates accused of murder in 
the August 21, 1971, bloodies~ escape attempt in 
the history of San Quentin. 

. . I JFK Act 6 141 I active informant status 
with the Los Ang.eles FBI "VIas terminated on March 21, 
1975, because of indications of ~nrel~~bility and 
instability. 

I 

- E 
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The Bla~k Lib~ration Army (BLA) is a loose
knit urban guerrilla organization whose self-described 
purpQse is to overthrow the Government. In announcing 
th~ BLA's purpose, the 2/29/72 issue o~ "Right On!," 
j,ts official publication stated. • • "The purpose of the 
BLA. is the same as that of the Tupamaros. in Uruguay, 
Frelimo in Mozambique, and all the 'other liberation forces. 
The BLA is simply brothers and sisters who have gone 
~derground to put all the revolutionary rhetoric and 
th~ory into practi,~e~ , •• " · 

. ' 

Since May, 1971, the BLA has been involved in 
ar.me4 confrontations with law enforcement officials 
resulting in eight police officers being killed and. 
·anqther 28 being wounded or injured. Since July, 1971, 
the BLA has been involved in e~cess of 20 known bank 
robberies totaling over -$t}94?000, wh:i,ch money is used to 
finap.~e its- a~tivit~es. . · 

.,. 

I 

- 7 -
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:. . . BLACK PANTHER PARTY -
'CLEAVER ·FACTION (BPP-CF) 
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-: · · The Black Panther Party - Cleaver Fac.~cion (BPP-CF) 
based :l.n New York, Nevr York, follm·rs the violent revolutionary 

'philosophy of·its leader, Eldridge Cleaver$< calling for the 
overthrovr of the· United States Government by creating a cliln9.te 
of. terror accomplished by using urban gu.errilla tact:I.cso 
Bernice Jones, leader of the BPP-CF in Ne'\tT York City, in 
descr.i.bing the purpose of the organi~ation, stated "He are 
·a.. revolutim1ary organiz:ation whose -sole function is to \>rage 
revolution in iunericao" 
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APPENDIX 

BLACK PANTHER PARTY 
FORMER~Y KNOWN AS THE BUCK PANTHER PARTY FOR SELF -DEFEl~SE 

The Black Panther Party (BPP), organized in December, 
1966,. at Oakland, California, by Huey P. Ne~vton and Bobby George 
Seale, has the publicly-stated purpose of organizing black 
people to take control of the life, politics and destiny of 
the black community. The Party, operating the Black Panther 
Intercommunal News Service, publishes a newspaper called 
"The Black Panther," which at one time openly advocated the 
use of guns and guerrilla ta<;:tics in a revolutionary program 
to end the oppression of the black·people but since early 
1971 has spoken for a survival program pending revolution. 
BPP national headquarters, aka Black Panther Intercom-
munal Headquarters, is located in Oakland, California. 

While openly advocating direct overthrow of the 
U. S. Government by force and violence until 1971, leaders 
have since avoided extreme statements in favor of call~ng 
for action within the established order. Newton, in an 
interview appearing in the t'f..ay, 1973, issue of "Playboy" 
magazine, stated the Panthers' chief ambition is to change 
the American Government by~any means necessary but that 
ultimately suqh change will be through armed violence. 

. Despite its claimed dedication to community service, 
indicators of the BPP's continued attraction to violence persist. 
Since July, 1974, Nev~on and other BPP members have.been arrested 
in Oakland, California, fo'r threatening police officers, 
murder of a 17-year-old ferr~le and the pistol whipping of 
Ne-yrt:on's tailor. Newton failed to appear on these charges and 
is nm-1, a local fugitive. Additionally, .one died and three 
were lmunded as a result of a shooting at a BPP-sponsored 
.dance in Oakland, California., in October, 1974. 

1'.PPENDIX 
••• :1 .. 
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. . 
SYMBIOliESE LIBERATION Aru1i 

The Symbionese Liberation Army (SLA) was reportedly 
formed in the ·Summer of 1973, in California. An SLA 
document captioned, ~'Declaration .of Revolutionary -w:ar and 
the Symbionese Program,u dated 8/21/73, states " ••• Therefore, 
we. of the Symbionese Federation of the SIA • • • do nmv, by 
the rights of our children and people and by force of arms 
and with every drop of our blood, declare revolutionary war 
against the fascist, capitalist class. ~e support by 
force of arms the just struggle~ of· all oppressed people 
for self-determination and independence 1-1ithin the 
United States and the \-Torld, and hereby offer to all 
liberation movements, revolutionary \vorkers' groups and 
peoples' organizations our total aid and ~upport for the 
struggle for freedom and justice for·all ·people· and races ••• " 
The SLA has claimed credit for the 11/6/73 assassination of 
Dr. Marcus Foster, Oakland, California, School Superintendent; 
the 2/4/7~ kidnaping of Patricia Campbell Hearst, daughter 
of newspaper publisher-m·mer Randolph A. Hearst; and the . 
. 4/15/74 robbery of the ijibernia Bank, San Francisco, 
California~ .. in the furtherance of its revolutionary 
objectives. Six members of the . SLA were involved in a 
~hoot-out with the FBI and Los Angeles, California, police 
on 5/17/74, resulting in their deaths. Although no 
current information has been developed indicating the 
group has been active in areas ·other than California, other· 
groups and individuals have surfaced claiming adherence 
to the SLA 9 s revolutionary tenets. 

I 
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- ,.~ .. -~. --------..----------------------------------.. 

TO 

OPTIONAL fORM NO, 10 , 
MAY 1962 EDITION • 

;;.;;;~~;RI ;;~~ES GO .~NMENT 

Memoraryium 
I Mr. W tl;f 

I 

• Assoc. Dir. _ 

Dep. AD Adm. _ 

.,..De~·.A~.!nv. [-: 
Asst. Di(-~ )/ 
Admin.~ 

j 
Camp. Syst, _ 
Ext. Affairs _ 

DATE: 11/18/75, Filos&Com._ 
'tr Gen. lnv. _ 

Jl ldent. • 
lnspec ion 

FROM '/ ; ~ S. R./Burnp~ , 
)~1/i 

lnt 

.# ;·· 
R.tQUEST FOR BAJREA U'S MINORITY 

/

fSTATISTICS B'tSHQU..s.E..§ELE.CT- COMMITTEE 
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES -- . "·--... 
~~--~-~....,.....,.........----~~. 

SUBJECT: 

Laboratory _ 

Legal Coun. _ 

Plan. & Eva I._ 
Spec.lnv._ 
Training __ 

Telephone Rm. _ 
Director Sec'y _ 

On 11/18/75, SA Supervisor Seymor F. Phillips, Intelligence 
Division, advised that SA Supervisor David Ryan, who is appearing before 
captioned Committee chaired by Congressman Pike, was on the line and needed 
an immediate breakdown of minority employees currently on the Bureau's rolls. 
The following minority statistics, as of 10/31/75, were furnished to SA Phillips: 

ACTION: 

Blacks 
Clerks 
Agents 

- 1, 863 
103 

1,966 

Spanish-American 
Clerks 263 
Agents 113 

376 

Female Agents 
37 

American -Indian 
Clerks 13 
Agents 14 

27 

Oriental 
Clerks 96 
Agents - 21 . 

117 IJ ·t b 
REC-38 (tJ ;!&· -·; (;:~ V~- .. ~ O 

7 NOV 261975 
• 
I 

as,..~~ 

None ..... For information. 

1- Mr. Adams 
1 -Mr. Jenkins 
1 - Mr. Wannall 
1 -Mr. Hunsinger 
1- Mr. De La Rosa 
SRB:aga 
(7) 1 • 

• 

it..bo~c! '71975 11 . . Buv U.s. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 
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-: a I 21. J. A. Mintz 
(l ~ J. B. Hotis) 

1 - Mr. W. R. i-J'annall 

/~ey GenO>ral 
/;;/ / . 

~ nfrector, FBI 

!~ovember 28, 

1 - Mr. 'W. 0. Cregar 
1 - Mr. T. J. McNiff 
1 - Mr. J. G. Deegan 
1 Mr. R. D. Shea. 

/ /UNITED STATES ili?usE SELECT , . . . 

/ Cvi1HITTEE Olq lNTELLIGEtlC:m· ACTIVITIES .-· (HSC) 

Reference is ·made to HSC· letter, dated October 28, 
1975,. Item 11, ; . which requests access to any and all files . 
concerning the Center for the Study of Democratic Institutionsi, 
Santa Barbara, California~. 

Enclosed for your approval and forwarding to the 
HSC is the original of a memorandum responding to the above 
request. 

. ... . A copy of ·this memorandum is being furnished for 
your records. 

........ . ' , 
L- ., 

Enclosures (2) 
l 

62-116464 
l - 100-391697 

"f' • 

\. 

'' 

1 ... The Deputy Attorney General 
Attention: l1ichael E. Shaheen, Jr. 

Special ·Counsel for 
Intelligence Coordination 

RDS:eks/ lm 1. 
Assoc. Dir.- {12)" 

Dep. AD Adm. -
Dep. AD lnv. _ 

Asst. Dir.: 

Admin. __ '2. /"' . , 
Comp. Syst. _ / 

Ext. Affairs - , · 
•' Files & Com._ ;'io 

Gen.lnv. ~ 
ldent. __ 

lns"':~'i{'Qc ·r Vt yr . 
I 

lntell.~l .. ·· 
Laboratory -

I ~:~~i:~/-~~) 
ll~~~: ... 

,t" 

' / 

.. _i/' 
"~7 ,,,f 

, TELETYPE UNIT 0 
Page 143 

~ I 

f\, 
~ \.\ 

. ,. 

GPO : 1975 0 - 569-920 
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. . • 
The Attorney General 

NOTE: ----
The Fund ~or the Republic (FFR) was incorporated in 

December, 1952. Today it is better knovm as the Center for the 
Study of Democratic Institutions (CSDI), under which title it 
has published its nume-rous studies throughout the years. lle 
have 21 volumes concerning this organization (Bureau file 
100-391697). Throughout the years- we have correlated information 
con9erning persons connected with this organization as well as 
activities of the organiza.tion. Numerous. individuals connected 
'tvith FFR have., in the past, had questionable associations v1ith 
persons or organizations suspected of having subversive affilia
tions. From 1953 to 1955, we followed the projects and studies 
of the FFR and kept the Attorney General advised of the back
ground of the various officers and employees of the FFR. In 
August, 1955, U. H. Ferry, the vice president of the FFR, made 
it kno'tr.n that the Fund intended to investigate the FBI and the 
American Legion. The Director, at that time, instructed that 
a comprehensive memorandum be prepared on the FFR with background 
data on the principal officers and that this memorandum be kept 
up-to-date at all times. Tl~is running memorandum began as a 
continuation of a monogram on the FFR prepared by the Central 
Research Section in November, 1955. It v1as brought up-to-date 
every three months since January 1, 1956, by the Liaison Section. 
By memorandum July 14, 1958, it was pointed out that the memorandum 
had become too cumbersome for Di-rector Hoover's use and it vras 
recommended and approved that it be discontinued. ~~ny of the 
memoranda dealt 't"rith the investigation of the FFR by the Internal 
Revenue Service vrhich had been g,oing on for several years and 
which concerned the eligibility o£ the Fund of the FFR as a 
tax-exempt organization. A thoxough review of thes~ volumes 
concerning the FFR qisclosed no active investigation of it by 
the FBI. It is noted that HSC Staff l1ember John Atkisson 't·Then 
queried 11/12/75, as to the motivation behind this inquiry, 
advised SA Thomas J. McNiff that an associate of his from California, 
suggested to him that the HSC should look into the Bureau's 
interest in CSDI, as the Bureau probably used the same investi
gative techniques against CSD! as ha~been publicly alleged in 
the Burea~ investigation of Institute for Policy Studies. 

Docld : 32989696 P.age 144 _ ? -



'. 
"'· .. 

• • • , 
2 - Mr. J. A. Mintz 

G2·1164u4 

(1 - ·J. B. Hotis) 
1 - Mr. W. R. Wanna11 
1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar 
1 - Mr. T. J. McNiff 

November 28• 1975 

1 - Mr. J. G. De.egan 
1 - Mr. R. D. Shea. 

Uf:llT!i:l.l S*!ATES !iOUSE SELECT COlJ.i1IfflE 
01:& ItflELLlGEiiCE ActtVI'XIES (HSC) 

liefetoence is made to HSC letter- dated Octobe~ 2& •· 
1975._ Item 11. wi1icb requests ac~ess to any and all. files 
,eoncelt'ning the C-enter for the Study of Demod~atic Institutions: 
(CSD:t) ._ Santa Barbara, California. 

A$ a result of an ~eement reached on ttovember l2.t: 
1975 •. batween Special Agent T. 3. Ucl'lif:f of the FB.l and IiSC 
Staff !Iembet- J()lm. .t-\tkisson,. the fo11omng 1s bei.t'l$ submitted 
1~1. J:esponse to the afor~tioned reques;.: 

The -CSDI bas never ·'b.e:en the subject of an invasti• 
gation by the rEI • nor lms the ~I .di:reoted informants or utilized 
other investigative tec1lniques aga~nst this organization. 
I-to-wever, in; the pas.t we have gathered public. source material 
regard~ it and .!lave reviewed and l't"asearcb.ed pantphlets, 

\ periodicals, .surveys., and books promulgated by it~ when ·the 
\~( -... content of tb.e aforementioned matel!'ial was of int.erest and 

germane to the 'ti'Orlt of the lfDI. T'lla vast bulk. of tlln research 
¢onducted by the FBI pertatned to COmmunism and related matters 

Assoc. D;,, _ and toolt place during the period of time wl'l~"'l CSDI was know as 
Dep. AD Adm. _ tbe fund For the U.et-,ublic (!"'Fit) -. 
Dep. AD lnv. -

Asst. Oir.: 

Adm;n. -- By \tay of backg'fOund1 the l~Ie\Y' York Times. n a moming 
~:~p~~~:;;~ = daily neuspape-r in Ua1·1 Yotk C-ity •· in its issue of February 261 
Fne. & com.- 195.3,_ .revealed tba.t the FFR wa.s established in the Fall of 1952,. 
~d::·,.1::..=· after receiving a grant o.f $15 .oo.o.ooo f~om the Ford Foundation 
JnspecHon-1Tlt.b. headquarters in lieu York C;J.~. J} {j)Ll~J.AJI /• 1 / 1..: _ 

lntell. -- :·\o '1;\ , ... n;'t-- •''-' 
Loborotory- ~ \.J "'"' / A rl\ • 
Plon.&Eval._1 - 100•391697 ;~' ( ,!_,: .. f_..,. •"'\~ _; 
Spec. lnv, _ Q IG T'• ~ ' { 
Tro;n;n9 _ R .INAL AN.U '01r. ~ COPY TO AG i 

Legal Coun.- RDS: k1m ,:_.-- ..-. :,< I. • ·· I ' 
t fl ... ~~ ~ 'l • 4..", ~ 

Telephone Rm.- 1 \ ., // .., .. ~ · F "' ~ I 

D;rector Sec'y- MlilJRooM D TELETYPE UNIT D .,..· .·.; ,-,,~,f ~ "~·' ' .. • .. GPO: 19'!,5 0-569-920 
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-----~---,------,---- -~-- - -- -

. ( . •· - ... • • 
U. _},j. I-hucc Delee~ Com:-A t'i:ac 
on Intellig~"1.CO b.ctiv:ltieB {I~C) 

T'Jl~ 2optesbcr i, 19591 iocuo of the 'itc"ti Yort: t!o-rld 
Tclcgrao antl £J-an, ' 1 a U~:; Ycrt~ Cit'!/ daily ~·•1cnil.1g n·~~1Dt:t~pcr. 
co•rtoi11.0tl nn nrticlc ·n:1:tch di.~clocad that -effective tl1'3t date 
tt.1~ a"tin h(!odqtlO~tc~s of the rm~ 'tJ;;iulcl be rcnon:cd: · ;~1.ter for 
th~~ Study of nc~crat:tc J:nst:ttu.t1onn • tll.~ 17u.."'ld i?or tho ?~k'ublic .• 
Irtc. , Bo::-~ 40GS ~ Santa l3arb-nra. Galifornio." 

1 - The Attorney General 

- 2 -
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4-·22 (Rev. l~~B-75) ~· . • 

_ · · .... f'ederal Bureau of Inv tion 
Re9Jlrds Sectio~ 

. .. .- 1/} t::..-
7 ,19_ 

r---1 ( 
I___J Name Searching Unit, 4543 JEH-FBI Bldg. 
CJ Service Unit, 4654 JEH-FBI Bldg. "*/;._ /j
CJ Forward to File Review~$ 90(2:1 
CJ Attention -~-:Tt-7./,_ _ __,_M-~:JI'l!--F-------
c::::J Return to -~-r-~L.e.A__.=-==c__ ____ _ 

Supervisor Room Ext. 

Type of References Requested: 
CJ Regular Request (Analytical Search) 
CJ All References (Subversive & Nonsubversive) 
CJ Subversive References Only 
CJ Nonsubversive References Only 
C::J Main References Only 

Type of Search Requested: 
CJ Restricted to Locality of -----
CJ Exact Name Only (On the Nose) 

Buil u c=:::J V. . riations 
~ 

Address---------------

R ,._ ___ Date ~7'----'-~-

Prod. -----~---
SERIAL 
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FILE NUMBER SERIAL 

!6S"- r?-J~ trS'3-I g f __ _ 
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4-22a (Rev. 11-1 'i-5\IJ . .. " 

' , '· ... NUMEROUS REFER. 
~ . 

/;ARCH SLIP , /' • . _t~ 

Subj: (!.S~ ~-~~ 
Supervisor~d Room~ 

/I /c 1 Searcher hh 
Rf.( Date-~· nitial __ F~_ 

Prod.-------

FILE NUMBER SERIAL 
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A. IEAftLE P'IELD, tJTArrtr DIRECT001 

IIAROt4 •• DONNER, COUNSEl. 

§5>eltct <!Committee on 3ln.gence ~ 
Utl.~. jf)ouse of i\rpresentntibes> 

TIELUHOHEr (202) 225-9751 

Ula5lD~ngton. ~.Qt. .20515 " 

October ~8~ 197~ 

Dear Mr. Shaheen: 

-Furt·he·r to this Coromit·tee '·s -investigation under ·H. Res. 59i., please arrange 
the following: 

1. Access to any and all files, memoranda, and other records of FBI 
concerning U.S. Recording Comapny, 1347 South Capitol St. Wash. D.C. ; 

2. Pursuant to our letter of October 9, 1975, access to any and all 

.. 

investigative files at F.B.I. concerning ~~tilde Zimmerman, a member of t • _ 

the Socialist ~-.'orkers Party (S~.JP); ~ 
\\.,~1 

3·:- Access to any and all invest1gat1ve files at F.B.I. concerning Jl~ .. : .~.,~ 
?eter Camejo, S~; ~-

4. Access to any and all files at F.B.I. concerning the Institute for 
Policy Studies, Washington, D.C.; 

5. The access requested in our letter of October 20, 1975, concerning 
John Forbes Kerry and the Vietnam Veterans Against the War, from 1971 to present. 

6. Access to any and all files at F.B.I. concerning the Union of 
American Hebrew Congregations, the Community Book Shop, and the Redhouse 
Bookstore, all of Washington, D.C.; 

7. The access requested formerly in our let~er of October 3, 1975, 
concerning Robert H. Hardy and ~.Jilliam Lemmer. (please note that our former 
request specified an October 10, 1975 deadline); 

8. The access formerly requested in our letter of September 24, 1975, 
.concerning Richard Joe Burton (please .. o.o..t:e_ that our letter specified a \ 
deadline of October 1, 1975); ... ..-\~ \.'V.JJlqij~ ~ ' ~ · 

,~~.- ....... '/ ~~- .t.\~ ··· , 'OY REcEfvED, ~ 
' ~ 

,~ OCT ~8 ,-;;/o ~\ 

J . 
~ 

Page 1.50 

' 

I 
J 

f 
} 
' ' I 
i 

' J 



... ~ . . .. .. ~ "' f, . : ...... . . .. 

Mr. Michael 
Page 2 
October 28, 

·. 

• •, ' 

. ... . ,, 
' .. . ~ · . . ··· 

Shaheen 

1975 

•••• ... 'I- • • •• .... .. 

• .. 

·-..... 

· .. 
., .,o 

.... · .· .. 

, . 

: . .... 

9.. Access to any and ail; files ·at F .;s. I..· concerning ·Earl Robert 
Merritt,· Jr.; 

... ~: ' ..... ~· .•. 

.•· 

:~!:-::::"~ ... ·:~:;_.;!:::; ::_..;;.:; ?~:.,., 1o\. ··~~ic' cei~·s~. :t.ci.;~· .. ~ .a:h'~~:::iin·Ci:;~iiii ~f?l.:·:r~e:':s' :,;a;:t<:F.~:B:,.;.,;~-~). -c· ... ·n··~·e·· t.if,;.n· g·.''Don··:.aia-·,..:·:=· .. ;; ;.:~ ;::•;; .. :~~:· ·.~· \"l,,. 
' • . . . • • . . . . J . . . •• . "'~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ • • • . . .. " .... 

Sanders Luce, born Sep.tember 20,· 1934, Soci~l Security No. I J FK Act 6 131 I; 

11. Access to any and all files concerning the Center for the Study 
,.· ef pemocratic Institution~,. Sant.;1 Barbara, California; 

. . ... ': . . . . . . . . '• ·.' . . ·"' .. . . . ... 

I 

. . 
1~. Produ~tion'of those records already.reviewed by·o~r staff~ 

concerning Bruce Bloy (SWP) and Marc Rich (SWP); · ·· 

With respect to the files requested, it is assumed that the names of 
FBI Special Agents will NOT have been excised for the purposes of our 
review. 

Because of the severe time deadlines imposed on this committee, please 
make the arrangements for access immediately. 

.• ;;J Sincerely, ;::· 

~-~~;;.:/ ··. ~!J 
A. Searle Field 
Staff Director 
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5-140 <Rev. 1-21-74) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535 

• 

Addressee: ---'H=O=U=-S=E=-=SE=LE=C=T=-C=O=MM==ITT=E=E=-------
D L TR [XJ LHM 0 Memo 0 Report dated ] ] /2 8/7 5 " 
C 

,, 
0 

U.S o HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE. .,.., 
aptiOJ~ of ocument: 

\I 
)' 

, I 10/28/75 HSC request Item 11 

. _) 
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•• CLASSIFY A_S APPROPRIATE 

TO: Intelli$ence Community Staff 
ATTN: C~~ral Index 

FROM: 

FBI 

SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE 
BEFORE COMPLETING. 

SUBJECT: Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees 

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

I X I DOCUMENT lsRIEFING I II NTERV I EW I I TESTIMONY I I OTHER 

2. DATE PROVIDED 

11/28/75 

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

sse 

X HSC 

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

, Memorandum 

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

U, C, S, TS or 
Codeword) 

HSC letter 10/28/75, item 11 
u 

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

Information hnndl~ng 
, l~t~l1igenc~ collection 

8, SUMMAR,Y (se~ reverse ,]de before complet'ing this item) 

Center fo~th~ Study of ·Democratic Institutions, Santa Barbara. 
Calif .. t has never baen the subJect of on invasti·gution of the 
FBI. The FBI in the past has gathered public source material 
regarding. j,.t. ~d Jl.ave reviewed and ~searchE;ld l(amphlets, 
periodi.Qala,, $U17VGY!? and bQoks p~~lgated by ;Lt •. - . 

62~116464 

FMK:fmk 
(4) 

3791 (6-75) 

ORlGlNAl. VIA-.LIAISON TO CENTRAL. CO~NITY INDEX 
IN CONNECTION WITH HOUSTUDY 

CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE 

NW 55304 Docld : 32989696 Page ~53 



INSTRUCTIONS 

• · Type or print clearly in ink. 

• Indicate classification of the abstract top and bottom. 

~ Date the abstract and put on any internal control numbers required • 
.;< 

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

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

SPECIFIC ITEM NO. 8. SUMMARY enter brief narrative statement describing 
substance of information and showing relationship to Intelligence Community 
matters if appropriate. Any f~edback or evidence of investigatory interests 
should be noted. Commitments mage to supply additional information should be 
noted. Additionally, certain administrative information may be entered here, 
e.g., restrictions on review of a document, if document was paraphrased, whether 
interviewee is current or former employee, etc. If actual document or transcript 
is provided, that fact should be noted and .no summary is required. Additional 
pages may be attached if necessary. 

••• • t\ ... ,t'~ 
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• 1 - ~lr. J. B. Adams 
2 -Mr. J. A. l\iintz 

The Attorney General 

(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis) 

Novembar ~a, 1975 , 

Director, FBI 

0 

U. S. HOUSE SEL.ti!CT COMMITTEE 
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (HEC) 

1 -Mr. W. R. Wannall 
1 -Mr. W. 0. Cregar 
1 - Mr. R. L. Shackelford 
1 -Mr. F. J. Cassidy 

On !{overub3r 18, 1975, l~esistant to the Director-Deputy tl.Ssociate 
Director James B. Adams, Assistant Director V.~. Raymond \Vannnll, and 
other representatives of the FBI appeared in op211 hearings before the H£C, 
chaired by Con~ressman Otis G. Pike. 

During the bearings, a nu:w.ber of que~tions were raised by 
Congressman Pike and other members of the Committee. Enclosed for 
your a1:,proval and forwardin;; to Congressman Pike is a letterll0ad 
ruemorandum (Lm:~) containin~ information resr;on~;tive to the questions 
raised. 

This information n::.ust be made available to Conjress1:unn Pite 
by December 1, 1975, to be included in the official record of the hearin~. 

A copy of this Ult~ is beiD3 furnished for your records. 

J 
tlf' r 

-... 1 c-;, l!.nc osures - "' 

G2-11G4G4 

1 - Til~ Deputy Attorney General 
Attention: I.licbael .ill. Shahean, Jr. 

Ep$Cial Counsel for 
Intelli[{ence Coordination 

FJC:glwn.) ~· 
(11) 0. 

\ 
-~ · .,~. 

?' l' .. ~· 
,;,;,~~'<~'~ 

/.,.. ··~C\.~u 
lldent.~ ~-~- \'-:.,.'\~ 
nspect1~11"(~,." 'J" .. ~ 
lntell.~ I 
Laboratory-__:_----.,.. -"'~ _,..-· 

& Eva I._ I/ • ';/ · 
.lnv._ V .) /~ 

·~·u~ ,d{:~:: .. umT o 
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.. 1e. J. B. Adams 
2 -Mr. J. A. Mintz 

(1-lVIr. J. B. Hotis) 
1 -Mr. W. R. Wannall 
1 -Mr. W. 0. Cregar 
1 - Mr. R. L. Shackelford 

62-116464 ' • 
November 28, 1975 

1 -Mr. F. J. 

U. S. HOUSE SELECT C0!:,1:MITTEE 
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (HSC) 

Cassidy 

Reference is made to the hearings held on November 18, 1975, 
before the U. S. House Select Committee on Intelligence Activities (HSC) 
at which testimony was given by James B. .Adams, Assistant to the Director
Deputy Associate Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI); VI. Raymond' 
V/annall, Assistant Director, Intelli$ence Division, FBI; and other FBI 
representatives. The information set forth below is in response to specific 
questions raised during the hearings. 

One aspect of the hearings dealt with the FBI's investigative interest 
in the Institute for Policy Studies (IPS). You asked :t.-lr. Adams if a phone 
call from your Administrative Assistant to IPS was intercepted and recorded 
by the FBI. You specifically referred to information attributed to· a source, 
\VF T-4, which appeared in a document labeled V/FO 100-46'134 .. 

From a review of our file, it \"laS determined the symbol, V/F T -4, 
\"las used in this instance to designate a one-time retrieval of some IPS 
trash abandoned by a trash truck at a Vlashington, D. C., sanitary durup on 
August 23, 1972. The recovered trash included carbon typewriter ribbons, 
from which information was subsequently transcribed. The actual 
transcription from one ribbon read as follows: 

; 

'~Irs. Vioolbert of Congressman Pike's office was asked by 
Byron Johnson to call you. He is running for the 5th Congressional District 
of Congress. He \"londers if you will be 'Willing to go around and round up a 

Assoc. Dir. _group of liberal, anti-\"lar folks for the evening of August 6-12th. She exp2cts 
Dep. AD Adm. -you to call her when you get back. " 
Dep. AD lnv. -

Asst. Oir.: 

Admin.-- The above-quoted note was on a portion of a typewriter ribbon 
~:~p~~:;:~ =bet\7een ·other material elated July 26, 1972, typed by !lo~Iarcus Rashin's , (j_;_}--
Files & com. -secretary.~ 1 U l/ 
Gen. lnv. -· 1 v/t"l -
!dent.__ (.)).~ ~~.;.,. r t ~I' 
Inspection - F JC :gl VJ .p' J w ~ • (\, .! 

~::~;a:;= (10) ;~3)--- J ' t'' l> 1\l 
:~:: ~n:.val.- ~ ,f((lJ/'-, ~, L} /V} ! :~~ \ L) V 
Training- If/ ~ J -1/ ?' IJ f.ly - '\ ~ 1: 

Legal Coun. _ , ' \Q) 
Telephone Rm.- \ .. \ ( 

11 
\ , 

1 
, '......-;;;~ ~ ,.,. 

Director Sec'y _ MAIL ROOM CJ TELETYPE UNIT 0'"" ~''-''1-'~ - - ' GPO: 1975 0-559-920 
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• • 
U. S. House Select Committee on Intelligence Activities (HSC) 

You reque&ted information concerning attaclta by the IPS on the 
FBI mentioned in the document labeled V/FO 100-467 84. 

Information responsive to your inquiry is contained in pages 
2 through 8 of the report of our \"lashington Field Office entitled ''Institute 
for Policy Studies, 1520 New Hampshire Avenue; N. ·w. , \Vasbington, D. C.; 
IS - REV ACT~" dated :»/iarch 15, 1973. A copy of this report was furnished 
to the HSC by letter dated November 14, 1975 .. As the information is already 
available to you and is classified nconfidential, n it i6 not being submitted 
herewith for inclusion in the public record. 

Congressman Dellums inquired as to the FBI's basis for the 
investigation of the IPS. He asked if the FBI's investi&.-ative. interest in 
IPS was based on an association between IPS and "Rampartsn magazine, 
rather than to determine the degree of association between IPS and the 
Students for a Democratic Society (IDS). 

An investigation of IPS was initiated on June 20, 1968, by the 
·washington Field Office of the FBI based upon information set forth in a 
communication dated June 19, 1968, from the New York Office of the FBI. 
This comrnullication, captioned "Students for a Democratic Society (SDS), " 
contained information from a source wllo had furnished reliable information 
in the past that on D.lay 2'1, 1968, Arthur I. Vlaskow of IPS, \Vashington, 
D. C. , had contacted Jeff Jones of the New York Regional Office of SDS. 
\Vaskow reportedly advised Jones that his name had been included among 
50 young, intelligent, leftist militants recommended to attend a three-day 
tneeting of the Foreign Policy Association (FPA) at the New York Hilton 
Hotel, New Yorl~ City, on l'f~y 27-29, 1968. 

The source eA."Pected members of SDS to attend and possibly 
attempt to dominate the meetings .. 

The investigation of IPS was initiated to determine its association 
with SDS and what, if any, influence the New Left, of which SDS was an 
integral part, had on the FPA. 
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Later in October of 1968, the Baltimore FBI Office reported 
information relating to a lOGS trip to Cuba by SDS members. up~mparts" 
magazine was preparing an article, with some apparent cooperation from 
IPS, on this trip by SDS ruembers. Consequently, FBI Headquarters sent 
instructions on November 1, 1968, to appropriate field offices to determine 
if there was a relationship between "Ramparts" and IPS, inasmuch as both 
had demonstrated an interest in ros. 

In response to the inquiry of Congressman ~.1cClory, there are 
currently 110 men1bers of the Socialist \Yorkers Party (SVJP) on the 
Administrative Index (P.J).EX). 

In discussin~ the FBI inquiry concerning L-ori Paton, Concrressman 
Johnson asked when the inquiry stopped and how long it took to establish that 
:Miss Paton was a high school student. At subsequent points both you and 
Con;?;re.ssman Basten made similar inquiries regarding this matter. 

Miss Paton first came to the attention of the FBI in mid-February, 
1973, when her.n.ame and address were obtained from a legal mail cover 
on the lleadquarters of the S\VP, New York City. Tllis information was 
forwarded by letter dated February 28, 1973, to our Newark Office for the 
purpose of identifying her and determining whether any further inquiry was 
warranted. Tile Newark Office reviewed its indices and contacted established 
confidential sources in an effort to determine the reason for her contact with 
the SWP. These inquiries proved negative. On A'larch 22, 1973, Newark 
opened an individual case on P.1iss Paton and requested a further inquiry at 
Chester, New Jersey, to determine her identity and whether she was invoh,.ed 
in subversive activities. On ?~arch 28, 1973, inquiries were made by our 
Resident Agent at Chester, New Jersey, with the local credit bureau and 
the Chief of Police, which indicated Miss Paton had probably graduated 
from the local high school. Later on this same date, our Resident Agent 
contacted the principal and vice principal at the high school and determined 
tbat she was in fact still a student there and had probably contacted the SWP 
in regard to one of her school courses. No further inquiries were made 
regarding r"Uss Paton. Tl1e Resident Agent, in the normal course of his 
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business, dictated and forwarded to his Newark headquarters the results of 
his inquiry in a memorandum dated April 2, 1973. The Newark case Agent 
routinely reviewed the information from the Chester Resident Agent, 
recommended closing, and on :May 7, 1973, the case was officially closed. 

The above information concerning A1iss Paton is furnished for 
inclusion in the transcript of the hearings concerning FBI surveillance 
activities, November 18, 1975, at line 19, page 4165. 

It is requested that all of the above information be made a part 
of the official record of the November 18, 1975, hearings. 

1 - The Attorney General 
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Congressma"Otis Pike 
Chairman I 

(Driouse SeJkct Comiili ttee 
- Unit~~~ates Congress 

Wash,_on, D.C. 

Dear ~tre Chairman: 

----r---

November 18, 1975 

., 

on Intelligence ·!, 

Q) 

RE: Jacqueline Hess Matter 
__ ,. ___ .... _____ ..... --· _ ... _. __ ................ ~ .... . 

Enclosed please find a copy of a memorandum of mine 
to Direc·tor Kelley in this case. I assu.'Tle it will be no 
surp;-ise to you to read that v-;e ha\re concluded that the 
Bureau in~estigation and our deliberations in the Depart
ment indicate no evidence of.crL'1linal intent on the part 
of !--1s. Hess. Consequently we are closing tnis matter. 

encl. 

. •.! ... - - .. 
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Very truly yours, 

Harold R. Tyler, Jr. 
Deputy Attorney General 
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