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1-"Mr. N. P. Callahan
1-Mpr. d. B. Adams
2-Mr.dJ. A. Mintz

(1 - Mr, J. R. Hotis)

/s 2

-

The Attorncy General Movembei 19, 1975 \Z;:
i_‘/ 1-Mr. W.R. Wannall “
BDirector, ¥FBI 1-Mr. W. O. Cregar s
" 1-Mr., F.J. Cassidy X
] : 1-Mr. A. F. Watters, Jr.
—+~FBI ROLE AND REQUIREMENTS IN THE :
INTELLIGERCE COMVUNITY; . -
REQUEST OFQUSE SELECT COMMITTEER, N
ON INTELL%GENCE ~
Attached for your approval ond forvarding to Congreossman Otis G,
Pike, Chaifman, Seleet Committee on Intelligence , United States House of
Representafives, is 2 response to a letter vre recoived recently from
Congressman Pike asking for the FBI's views on the future of the intel-
ligence community. For your information, we are enclosing a copy of ‘
Congrestman Pike's leiter, dated Gctober 8, 1975, fogether with our Y
preliminary-response, dated Octoher 17, 1975. :
. A copy of aftached recponse to Congressman Pilie is aleo )
being furnighed for your records. .
Your concurrence in our response is requected. N
!
Enclosures ~ 4
1~ The Deputy Attornoy General (Fnelosures ~ 3) N
Attention: Michael E. Shahoen, Jr. ) S

Special Counsel for Intelligenece Ceordination

N
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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 approval 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.
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT e
\,’) M o] _‘Wf’ v
‘,X emorandum g
Comp, Syst.
p Ext. Afsfalrs R
TO :Mr. J. B. Adams pate: 1/5/76 Etlick Come —
{dent.
1 - . Wa.mla.ll 3 Inspection
FROM Legé{ Co SGW 1- l\l\gz . Cregar tn:ll. _
O*/ 1 - Mr. Hotis 'u;)l,g c?%__
| SUBJECT; 1 - Mr. Mintz o T
J HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE Treiniog
ON TELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES Telephone Rm.

Director Sec'y .

.. RECORDING COMPANY

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
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 knowledge of such purchases
and he requested advice from the Bureau as to his response to Vermeire..

I told Mr. Gormley 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, such
| could be made available upon his request. He indicated that because he has %‘}
no pe rsonal knowledge 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. SLAY RS Lo - Sy - Qﬂ

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.

i RECOMMENDATION: \VQ 15 JAN 9 1876

WBM L. 3 :
' For information. ‘ 7( )ﬁr@ " -
WA 1 - Personnel file Joseph Leo Gormley "
N 15— >4 G GWNSEL
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G2TIONALFORR NO, 10 5010106 )
2:: :;95?42 :::I;'.ION%. 27 . 2 M.r J Mintz * A D
' - . . ssoc, Dir.
“UNITZED STATES GOVERNMENT (1 - Mr. J. B. Hoti s) Dep. AD Adm.

Dep. AD lav.

M M gmgrandum 1 - Mr. R. J. Gallagher bast. i

% é{ (A,ttn: Jo J- Boyd} Comp. Syst.
3 '{?, \ Ext. Affairs
o+ r. W\R. Wanmatl Wy oaTe: 12/29/75 ooy

g W 1 - Mr., W. R. Wannall lows,

: : 1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar N

FROM : W. 0. C ;,egaf‘\)jﬁO 1o Mo T F. McNfi;.ff .

Legal Coun. .
Plan, & Eval. __
SUBJECT:\

Spec. Inv.

;H [fSTUDY .75 Training

%‘ Telephone Rm.
-—- & wepmrvr’

Director Sec'y

By letter dated 10/20/75, received at the Bureau é;ijﬁff
11/4/75 (copy attached), the House Select Committee (HSC) 0y
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 whén representatives of the Alcochol,
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 minimal 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 Coordination,
Department of Justice, as the request did not appear to fall
within the HSC mandate as outlined in H. R. 591. B&aékhursf %

“toncurred with the above observation and stated he would '
\E;QPqulre of the HSC as to the purpose of their inquiry,

EHCLOSURE . :

« 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

Enclosures . RECHH éﬁ;iff AAQ“?Q;;{Q g)%;cz ﬁg}i//
P ot Q,:,l%.

62-116464
1 - 44-49948 144 CONTINUED - OVER/
ST 15 JAN © 1978 ¢
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Memorandum to Mr., W. R. Wannall
Re: Houstudy 75
62~116464

have 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 is a letter for the Attorney General
with a copy to Michael E, Shaheen, Jr., Special Counsel for
Intelligence Coordination, confirming the advice from
Mr., Blackhurst that this Bureau can disregard the request
contained in the HSC letter of 10/20/75.

DooId: 32989696 Page 7




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

NQV 31975

~TO: John A. Mintz, Assistaust Director
Legal Counsel Division

V(\Pk Federal Bureau of Investigation
t FROM: Michael E. Shahéen, Jr. :
Special Counsel for Intelligence

Coordination

SUBJECT: LHouse SelectACommittee Letter dated October 20

Attached is a letter from the House Select Committee
dated October 20, 1975, which this Office received on
October 28, 1975. Apparently the HSC is interested
Primarily in reviewing materials developed as a result
of an FBI investigation into this matter which 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.
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< OTI3 B, PIKE, N, ¥., CHAIRMAN

MOBERT N, GIAIMO, CONN,
JAMES V, STANTON, OHIO
NONALD VDELLUMS, SALIF,
MORGAN F. MURPHY, ILL,
LES /0PN, WIS

\
4
RODLRY MC CLOR]
DAVID C, TRELN, LA,
JAMES P, JOHNSOM, COLO,
RODERT W. KASTEN, JR., WIS,

L.

DALE MILFORD, TEX.

rd

A. SEARLE FIELD, STAFF DIRECTCR
&KARON B, DONNER, COUNSEL,

‘

TELEPHONE; (202) 225-975%

Select Committee on Intelligence

PHILIP H, HAYCS, IND, (:"T/\ . ~ :
msmid TG o - W.S. Touge of Repregentatived
biry. S5 Fit s Washingtor, D.C. 20515
SIS /e
’Ith‘,' 4 S S /\‘/\
5s i
4 1;:/ o L

October 20, 1975

[\g.,.uLfUr

Mr. Michael A. Shaheen, Jr.
Special Counsel for Intelligence
Coordination
Department of Justice
. Washington, D.C. 20530

0CV 2 8 4975

O.LA.

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. Ballew in Silver Spring, Maryland 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 same matter..
Also please inform us as to whether Justice Department
files have been provided to Kenyon Ballew or his attorney
at any time and the specific documents turned over or
withheld.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Siﬁcerely,
/7
Lc /r( ./ OFFICE OF LEGISLATIVE AFFAILS

AL Sea;le Field

;“‘" ~AEPGTY ATTONNEY—6 TS,
Staff Director Y

O LTV

UERARTMENT & ST &:{1
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} ;3.
A m‘:-___ W, )" '3 : &

| HW 55304 DocId:32989696 Page 8




« ~ OPTIORXL FORM NO, 10 N
MAY 1942 EDITION
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101~11.4

" UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Assoc. Dir.

Dep. AD Adm, __
Dep. AD Inv. __

"~ Memorandum T

) Admin, ______
1 - Mr. Cleveland o

TO g 1l - Mr. Wannall Ext. Affairs __
: . Files & Com, __
Mr. J.¢B. Adamsjﬁ?%}» L Dﬁig'%iéiié;ﬁ Fils &
: - * s Ident.
FROM l - Mr. Creg’ar Inspection ___
' Legh 1 Counse 1 - Mr. Hotis - Intell.
T L - ur. Daly vl
Plan. & Eval.
SUBJECT: HOUSTUDY N [ v, A7

Training

R ahl

Telephone Rm. __
Director Sec’y .

qﬁ” n‘?‘,,}*i’?w

By memorandum dated 12/19/75 to. the Attorney General, ﬁé
advised the Department of Justice that we were opposed to furnlshlng
captioned Committee information concerning proprletarles in response
to their letter of 12/1/75, since ‘they are on-going Bureau - operations.
We further advised the Department that we had afforded the [Committee
a briefing concerning these operations in as detailed a manner as -
possible without compromising the operations. i

On 12/30/75 at the request of Rex Lee, Assistant Attorney
General of the Civil Division of the Department; Deputy A531stant
Director Fred Fehl; SA John McHale; Section Chief William O. Cregar;
and SA Paul V. Daly met with Mr. Lee, his assistant Thomas Martin ?
and Assistant Special Counsel for Intelllgence Coordination Steven/
Blackhurst concerning the captioned Committee's request for infox
mation pertaining to proprietaries.

It was brought to Mr. Lee's attention at that time of
the Bureau's concern relative to the disclosure of the requested
information to captioned Committee and of the Bureau's position

. that the information requested should not be fu¥nished. It was
pointed out 'to Mr. Lee that such disclosure might adversely impact
on the on-going sensitive operations of the Bureau and create un-
necessary risks to the physical well-being of Bureau Agents and
informants and with regard to the proprletarles operatlng in the
criminal field, jeopardlze prosecutions's eg

Mr. Lee explained that he was sympatH%E to the Bureau's
position; however, Mike Duval at the White House had instructed

- him to attempt to reach some acconimcdation concernlng this request.
According to Mr. Lee, this was, prompted by a condern at the White
House that the House Select Committee might not abide by their

. & _/snla@, meT [ //W/f_y 249X
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams
RE: HOUSTUDY

agreement with the President concernlng the publication by that
Committee of material in their possession 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 Committee 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 Committee without giving to the Com-
mittee information with which they might be able to identify the
proprietary in question. He stated that if this was not acceptable
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 seek 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 balante sheet should go back no more than
five years and if the original balance sheets would 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
compllance with state and/or Federal laws would expose the operation
in question, Martin stated we should so advise the Department so
that a decision might be made as to what disclosure,.if any, would
be made concerning this material. He was asked whether the Committee

CONTINUED - OVER

Vo
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams
RE: HOUSTUDY

was seeking access or delivery of the material in question. It
was pointed out to Martin that the Committee indicated access
might be sufficient for the Committee's meeds. Martin stated he
would check on this particular question and advise the Bureau of
the answer. Martin subsequently advised that the Bureau should
provide access to but not delivery of the material.

Additionally, Martin stated.gpgtngpgapommlttee desired
the requested information by delivery*on Monday, 1/5/76. It was
explained to Martin that it may not be possible to gather and

furnish the information redquested by that time.

" RECOMMENDATION :

That the Intelligence Division with ‘input from the -
Special Investigative Division gather the necessary information
to prepare the appropriate response for the House Select Committee.

pe

SEE ADDENDUM BY SPECIAL INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION NEXT PAGE

HW 55304 DocId:32%8965%6 Page 12




i

HW 55304

‘ . ' .

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. 1In 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 would 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 afforded 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.

DoolId:329896%¢ Page 13
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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 proprietary interest with LEAA. 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 thatthis 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 was 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
preprietary. 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 Investigative
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 prosecutive action in these

matters, so that he, Thornburgh, has an opportunity for input into furnishing

data to the Committee.
7
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. Adams

Counsel
HOUSTUBY

In accordance with the instructions of the Attorney
Generalt on 1/8/76, Charles Maddox, House Select Committee. Staff
Miember ,f reviewed the balance sheets and other financial data
pertaifiing to the Burcau proprietaries. WMaddox, after review
of these materials, stated that there would be no more requests
for disclogure of information concerning Bureau proprietaries

and that this would satisfy the Cowmittee’s needs. -Maddox did,
howaver, ask that the Bureau advise him whethér there are in

existence any internal reghl *lons concerning the operation of

-propristariss, whether the Bureau's operation cof ovroprietaries

are in violation of Section 889 of Title 31 of the U. S. Code,

and ask the Bureau to work with him in the » rararafion of a

cnort paragraph on proprietaries for the Committesa’s publié
report.

The Deparitment of Justice is, at the reguest of -
taddox, responding to the gquesticon relating to Title 31, U.S.
Code, Section 8&9%. This particular response is being co-

ordinated with Assistant Special Counsel for Intelligence

Coordination Steven Blackhurst. Responses to the © uer in-
formation he requested gyff heing.coordinated by the Intellicence

Division.

RECOMMENDATION ¢
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SUBJECT: HOUSTUDY

OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 ; y
MAY 1962 EDITION \ . -~
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101=11.4 e e

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Assoc, Dir.

Dep. AD Adm. _
Dep. AD Inv.

M gmoran d um 1 - Mr. Mintz Ass. Dirs
1 - Mr. Bassett FSy —
1l - Mr. Wannall Ext. Affairs ___
Mr. J. B. Adams - DATE: 12/30/75 ?“fCM~—
j L - Mr. Cregar 7

1 3 vt 1 - Mr. Hotis - Inspectio

Legal Counse;kgﬁ?f7 1¥ 1l - Mr. Daly ) :xx

Pluéfiféia” -
Spec. Inv.

Training

Telephone Rm.
Director Sec’y

On 12/29/75, Richard Vermeire, Staff Member of the
House Sglect Committee, requested that former SAs Joseph Leo
Gormley and Dr. William Magee be made available for deposition
conceﬁhipg U.S. Recording Company purchases made by this Bureau.

" RECOMMENDATIONS :

% w,{; 9'2“;1{’
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(1) That former SAs Gormley and Magee be released

- from any existing 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 Magee.

1 - Personnel File - Joseph Leo Gormley
1 - Personnel File - William Magee

{5 éA%,V«

-

(10) 15 JAN 9 1978
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
Memorandum

~TO § "Director, FBI DATE: December 24,' 1975

FROM Harold R. Tyler, Jr. ~ //
Deputy Attorney General f&iif : ;

'; @ l/ A S -
SUBJECT: Jacqueline Hess - Espionage é e
2
é/ﬁ{/ﬁ}’/&{&& . 4

Lo e

In response to your memorandum to the nttorney General
~ dated December 12, 1975 on this subject, I wwish to advise
- you that the Department declined prosecution in this case
- in a memorandum from me to you dated November'1l4, 1975.
Chairman Pike was advised of our decision at or about the
same time.

Please let me know if your office cannot find any
memorandum from me on this subject dated November 14, 1975

TN
o "
L2 -ledey -

NOT nworsnTeny
170 FEB 3 1076

cc: The Attorney General
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FBI

7 w
e

Date: 12/24/75

T‘_i;cmsmit the following in

(Type in plaintext or code)

vig  AIRTEL AIRMAIL
(Priority)
________________________________________________ Lo
TO:  DIRECTOR, FBI (62-116464)
FROM: GAC, 6-721)
() b 3‘}"“, "4';3«\
HOUS 75 \ )
2 UHIUS
ReBUnitel, 12/15/75. e’ A
TPhitel to Bureau, 12/17/75.
&.Q. SMITH contacted 12/24/75, upon his return to .
St. Pétersburg, Fla., and was advised of the contents of
referenced Bureau nitel. \\ka \
r{}‘ ’
—at by .
lt - ‘)‘ % M’“j

_________;______

il
4%

€ Bureau
1 - Tampa
JJIG:1s
(3)
B N
E%E{I}Tl &m ,,// b @:‘ -‘,
P Pas 5 e == ::ﬁ—l
- N 7 DEC 29 1975
poe
' /
A 2 4ad§€°
/K\? ¢ \)
‘ Apptoved Sent M Per

g4 JA13 meecm Y —

Page i8

* U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1971 —413—135
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. -2 Aagsoc.

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION g 4 Dep-AD- Adm:'_.-
\ 1S SECTION | Dep-A.D-Inv.=_

COMMURNICATIO! - Dep-aD oy

') ( ¥ - Admin.

HGBETR g | oum 2 —
/ 1 Files I& Com, ——

Gen. Inv, —on

TELETYPE o
K Inspect%ﬁ- \

e 1 Intell. .
17235 PM NITEL Bgfﬁ 24, 1975 VAR Laboratory

4 -] Plan. & Bval. 3+
T0: DIRFCTOR (6-116462) | e
A& “.] Legal Coun. :

AoveTon (62-299%) Telophone Re
@‘"*‘”‘“W ;. Director Sed’y

FROME ALEXANIPIA (K22 (PUC)
L fﬁ/‘{h R ‘CL //5
HOUSE™g Kmli

- _w\?'

NRp 7F7 AY. PLAINM

s

REFFRENCE BIREAU TELETYPE TQ ALTXAMDRIC, DFCIVMRER 15,
19753 A¥D HOUSTON TELETYPF TO ALEXAMDRIA, DECTMBRER 1%, 1975,
ALL FOPMFR AGENTS MENTIONED IM REFEFPFNCED RUREAU

TELETYPE AS RFSIDENTS IM ALFXAPDRIA ARZA HAVE REEN COMTACTED,

HOUSTON SHOULD DISCONMTIMUE EFFORTS TO CONTACT WILLIAM JARVIS
COODMIN AT REAUMOMNT AS HE wWAS LOCATED AT ARLIMZTONMN, VIRGIHIA,

HOLD ' o @2 ”//éﬂ/\ ﬂq
REC-30 ]

€2 JAN 7 1976

\\°® "4
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The Attorney General

} y Directoy, ¥FBL

,A

Reference is made to a letter dated November 3,
1975, from Mr. Michael E, Sheheen, Jr., Special Counscl
for Intelligence Coordination, to Mr. John A, Mintz,
Asgistant Director, Legal Counsel Divisjon, Federal Bureau
of Investigation, entitled "House Select Committee Letter
dated October 20." Referenced letter advised that, should
the FBI have questions concerning an appropriate response ~ M
to the enclosed letter from the HSC dated October 20, 1975, ° -
contact should be had with Mr. Steven Blackhurst of £ y

Mr., Shaheen's staff,

The purpose of this letter is to confimm that
on December 16, 1975, Mr, Blackhurst advised Special Agent
Thomas J. MeNiff of this Bureau that the FBI can disregard
the request contained in the letter of the HSC dated

October 20, 1975,
62~116464

woc:1hb [hlo
Assoc. Dir,
Dep. AD Adm. (1(?
Dep. AD lnv,
Asst, Dir.:
Admin.
Comp. Syst,
Ext, Affairs
Files & Com.
Gen. Inv.
Ident.
Inspection

1 -~ 44-49948

Intell.
Laboratory

Plan. & Eval. T\r“ tv./
Spec. Inv. V ‘kw : ! < ;:')
i w

Training \?/\‘ pr
U

M O0OM[_] 'TELETYPE UNIT[ ]

Legal Coun.
Telephone Rm s

\"\> U. S. HOUSE SELECT COMMITIEE
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (HSC)

M

1 - The Deputy Attorney General REC-51 é o //,’ ’ﬁ? % 5
Attention: Michael E. Shaheen, Jr.
Special Counsel for
Intelligence Cooxrdination

- Q. J. A. Mi.ntz

Mr. R. J. Gallagher
(Attn: J. J. Boyd)

Moo W oRamanngll, o0

Mr., W. O. Cregar
Mr, T. J. McNiff
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2 = Mr, J. A. Mintz

— = e (1 -~ Mr. Hotis)
- 1 - Mr, W. R. Wannall
% 1 -~ Mz, W. 0. Cregar
The Attorney General November 26, 1975
)‘/ Director, FBI

U. S. HOUSE SELECT COMMITIEE
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (HSC)

" Enclosed herewith is a Xerox copy of a letter
dated Hovember 18, 1975, furnishing information to the
Intelligence Community Staff (ICS) for ultimate delivery
to the HSC.

s )
By letter dated November 10, 1975, to the ICS, .
the HSC requested a list of all contracts executed between , '
the intelligence agencies, including the military 4§%§’
intelligence branches, and the following private industri o
(1) Bell Telephone Laboratories J
(2) Research Institute of America, Inc,
(3) TRW, Inc.
(4) Motorola
(5) Polaroid Corporation
(6) Beetal Industries

Subsequently, by letter dated November 11, 1975, A
the ICS advised it would assemble a compilation for the .-
entire community and requested input from the FBI in this =

A regard,

. On November 18, 1975, this matter was discussed
on. . Orally between Special Agent Andrew J, Duffin of this Bureau
';;:g l“"‘; and Mr, Michael E, Shgheen, Jr., of the Department, following

Asst. Dir vhich the enclosed letter which contains the FBI's response

A t to the ICS EG-5 ?

s 5o Was sent to the IC5. R L

(E:xt. A‘Sf:irs —— ‘:\! j éw //f"' & Q—* "//{/’ ?// /j“‘:‘\ 2?5

iles & Com., L

e S 62-116464 W * Wi Y.
- " e W l“

vl AJD:1hblhb Y é e o e
e (8) el P e

Spec. Inv. ﬁ:ﬁ ‘\‘ 4‘ /ﬁ!ﬂ J (:; cen o}
LT o T Q e 73
Tele ph e Rm. Jt /?{ e S g

rSec’y ——  MAIL ROOMl: TELETYPE UNIT [__] 4 76D 2 1975 © - 569-020

J n@ﬁaéﬂN 14078989696 Page 21 P
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OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR . . °

“r

UNI®ED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20535

November 18, 1975

. - By Liaison

Jack E, Thomas ‘

Major General, USAF (Ret.)

Chief, Coordination Staff
Intelligence Community Staff
Central Intelligence Agency -
Washington, D. C. 20505

Dear General Thomas:

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 recuest, the following is
the only contract this Bureau has entered into with any
of the six listed companies since Jamueary 1, 1973:

TRW Systems Group

7600 Colshire Drive
Mclean, Virginia 22101
$255,148,00

June 30, 1975.

It is noted this does not include contracts
between the FBI and other intelligence agencies, nor does

it include purchase orders written to any of the mentioned
companies, '

s

Sincerely yours,

Clarence M, Kelley
Director

]
g.

'-,,n‘i#
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/e

AL
"wm‘.l?r“ 7‘“”'”'_

o

po -1 {é.%m:_iél % 7




OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10
MAY 1962 EDITION
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.c" ~ BINITED STATES GOVERNMENT
ﬁf Memorandum

‘! Mr.

J. B. Adams °

e L e

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

DATE.

- Mr.
- Mr.
- Mro

Mintz
Adams
Cochran
Wannall
11/12/75
Cregar
Hotis
Daly

Assoc. D:

De
SAp 4
Ass Dur

Aditin,

Comp. Syst, —__
Ext. Affairs

Files & Com. —

Gen. Inv.

ident. ._‘_l.__
Inspection _J. :
Intell.
Laboratory

Legal CounY
b3

B 5538810 DocId: 329896596

Spec. Inv.

5
$ Plan. & Eval.

Training

\i‘ (;0
‘5 Telephone Rm, __
Section Chief William Harward 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 11/11/75.

Director Sec'y

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.
that these companles*are confidential sources of this Bureau. Sub-
sequently, Harwapd adv1sed SA Paul V. Daly of this Division that he
could recall  five companies which furnished the Bureau equipment
through the U.S:?Recording Company--namely, General Teledyne,/Begh
and Howell, Custom Electrlc, Knowles Mlcrophone and Northeast };
Electronlcs. The aforementioned companies furnished the ﬁy
equipment such as dfal recorders, transmitters and micropHones.

- L
o =

By way of‘%ackground, 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)
information provided by sources (or any other information) which

{ mlght tend to identify a confidential source; (2) information con-
cerning sensitive 1nvest1gat1ve techniques; (3) information derived
from other Government agencies, including information from foreign
intelligence sources; and (4) any information the disclosure of
which could adversely affect ongoing investigations. While unlike
the Senate Select Committee, we have no written agreement to the
aforementioned categories but the House Select Committee hds not
resisted thus far on our placing limitations on the information

the§ ey, gl thr‘?igh\\'&nterw é& é ,,2 /// & L/’// Qi’]{

§° %TQ&MEEO - OVER

N ==,

Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings &y P&n
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Harwamwd indicated to the Committee representatives -
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams -
RE: HOUSTUDY

Harward did not respond to the question relating to
companies dealing through the U.S. Recording Company with ‘the
Bureau because he felt that we were deallng 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 this Bureau was purchasing, thereby
disclosing a sensitive technique. This ‘information is protected
by. the guidelines.

On 11/11/75, Richard Vermeire, Staff Member of captioned
Committee, who participated in the interview of Harwged was tele-
phonically 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. Instead, SA Daly offered to give him a numerical
response as. to the companies, a generic description of the company -
and the reason for not disclosing the particular information.
Vermeire explained that he could not accept the alternative response.
He volunteered that Chairman Otis Pike and another unnamed Congress=-
man were very much interested in this particular matter and that
it would be necessary for the Committee to have the requested
information.

. Vermeire stated that Chairman Pike was. concerned that
. there may be some improprieties ‘involved in this matter and
indicated he would make all the inquires necessary to resolve
. this matter. Vermeire stated that because of Chairman Pike's
interest he was receiving considerable pressure from the Com-
mittee to obtain the necessary information for the Committee
. to make ‘a determination as to whether improprieties existed.

As an alternative, it was isuggested to Vermeire that

he might wish 'to submit a written request asking for the in-

- formation and the Bureau could address. that aspect. Vermeire
stated he would not do this. He indicated he wanted the response
from Harward in response to the question asked during the deposition
and that as ‘the Bureau maintained these companies were confidential -
sources. that matter would have to be resolved by the Committee as

. to whether they might pursue it further. Every indication from

. the conversation with Vermeire indicated the Committee would
pursue this particular aspect further.

CONTINUED - OVER

\’ \
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams -
RE: HOUSTUDY

If it is determined we should not respond to this -
particular question because these companies enjoy a con-

- fidential relationship and/or the disclosure of the requested
information would jeopardize a sensitive technique, a letterhead
memorandum to. that effect should be prepared and furnished to the
Attorney General with 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-
quested information in the deposition does not mean the Committee
would not receive the information in some other fashion. What we
are addressing in this particular memorandum is the fact that we
do not want the information furnished by Section Chief Harward as -
part of his deposition. Additionally, consideration should be

- given to the fact that by refusing to furnish ‘this particular
information we may highlight this aspect of the House Select
Committee inquiry to Chairman Pike 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 there are in-
dications. that this Bureau will not be a major target for the
Committee. Our refusal to furnish the requested information
- could, of course, direct additional attention to the Bureau.

RECOMMENDATION :

That ‘the Laboratory Division in cOnjunction with the
Intelligence Division should expeditiously prepare the letterhead
memorandum with a cover letter to the Attorney General with a copy

. to the Deputy Attorney General advising the Committee of our re-
fusal and explaining same if #* . should decide not to furnish the
information. (*the Laboratory)

k@g
//}i%// §v? d//fif Oéﬁ fj“wﬂ

N Pim \
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT e b
M d ©1 - Mr. Mintz: AP D It —

P N BmOTan um .1 — Mr. Bassett . Admin. _

S S .1 - Mr. Cochran Conip, Syaty —=
\‘ . | | ’ E)‘d. Affairs ___
iTO ! Mr. J. B. Adams - DATE: 12/22/75 e e —

.1l - Mr. Wannall Idont. __.
. l - MY . Cregar Inspection hz
-1 - Mr. Hotis - torell. —

Laboratery Lo

v l - Mr. Daly Legal Co . \"'.
‘ Plon. & Exaf. 2y
Spec. Inv, i1
™ / "‘ t‘ Training he
§

Telephone Rm,

/
FROM ! Legal gounsel‘jﬂr&§
e *‘Mﬂﬁ\j\\\
SUBJECT{" gyoyfSTUDY _“'76 :

7 stpen e

Director Sec’y
. On 12/22/75, Richard Vermeire, StaffV¥Member of the |
fHouse Select Committee, requested that SA Wilbur G. Stevens of
.fthe Laboratory Division be made available for deposition con-
fjcerning U.S. Recording Company purchases made by this Bureau.

" RECOMMENDATION s

That 'SA Stevens be released from any existing employment :
agreement ‘for purposes. of deposition before the House Select Com—
mittee concerning U.S. Recording Company purchases made by t ;

. Bureau.

REC-5T e
~ AN B JAN 7 1976

o

" “
. 1l - Personnel: File - Wi.lb\\,[i:\r G. Stevens
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SEOLRAL whaedU uE o tlsA i

MMUNICATIONS SECTION

DEC.16 1975_‘ .
\)/vj

=R

SRS

=

S

‘NR 207 AX PLAIN

8:28 PM NITEL PEC. 16, 1975 VAN

TO: DIRECTOR (62-116464)
OUSTON
FRON: ALEXANDRIA (62-233)—(P)—
B
HOUSE STUDY 75. /%404A/EftuLfC9 —~ 757 )
pparir ™ "

REFERENCE BUREAU TELETYPE TO ALEXANDRIA, DECEMBER 15,

1975,

THE HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE (HSC) HAS INDICATED DESIRE TO
INTERVIEY CERTAIN FORWER BUREAU EMPLOYEES CONCERNING ANY
KNOWLEDGE THEY MAY POSSESS PERTAINING TO THIS BUREAU' S
PURCHASING PRACTICES WITH UNITED STATES RECORDING COMPANY.

e
LEAD. TEXAS., SHOULD CONTACT

HOUSTON. AT BEAUMONT,

WILLIAM JARVIS GOODWIN AT 6558 LEXINGTON, APARTMENT 245, OR

AT EMPLOYMENT, LAW OFFICES OF GOODWIN AND HAWTHORNE, 455 MILAM
STREET, AND ADVISE HIM OF HSC IE%;QTION. FURTHERMORE, SHOULD
HE BE CONTACTED BY HSC, BEFORE SﬁgéiﬁTING TO INTERVIEW HE ‘

C-50 —
SHOULD CONTACT THE OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL AT U%%AU

|

Assoe. Dir, _ i
Dep.-AD.-Adm..___
Dep-AD-Inv.____
Asst. Dir.: :
Admin,
Comp. Sysf
Ext. Affairs _
Files & Com. ... }
Gen. Inv.
Ident. ...
Inspectio
Intell, WAR
Laboratory — .
Plan. & Eval. __.
Spee. Inv.
Training
Legal Coun. ..
Telephone Rm. ...
Director Sec’y __ |

W}‘,‘wﬁ

,1

o

-

TR IO wier vy <&
)

Ly

2 42

118 o

HEADQUARTERS COLLECT TO SECURE RELEASE FROM HIS EMPLOYMENQMK)Sllgys
AGREEMENT AND ASCERTAIN PARAMETER WITHIN WHICH INTERVI'EtkMAN..BE

%
CONDUCTED. o
i
END. vy\d?ﬁ
HOLD Y

CLIRN_ 9Tt sl

W 55304 DocId:32%8963946
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TO:
FROM:

SUBJECT:

J

CC:

&
V764910

FRI

SOFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530

John A. Miq#é, Assistant Director
Legal Coungel Division

Federal Byfeau of Investigation

Michael Shaheen, Jr.

Special Lounsel for Intelligence
Cogrdination

HSC Reﬁuest dated November 24

individuals.

Paul Daly

| HW 55 45 &%&QiMQG Page 29

O

NOV 2 81975

Attached is a letter from the House Select Committee

requesting access to FBI materials concerning VArious
Please prepare an appropriate response.

s Wg@f” R

T 115 ,
NI L]

WIS TN RGN

15 DEC 301975
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OYI5 G, PIKE, N, Y., CHAIRMAN

-
ROBERT N. GIAI#Q, CONN,
JAMES V. STANTON, QHIO

RODERT MC CLORY, ILL,
DAVID C. TREEN, LA,

RONALD V, DELLUMS, CAUF.
MORGAN F. MURPHY, ILL,

JAMES P, JOHNSON, COLO.
ROBERT W. KASTEN, J&:, Wig.

A. SEARLE FIELD, STAFF DIRECTOR
AARON B, DONNER, COUNSEL

TELEPHONE: (202) 225-9751

[t vt 2 1 e
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LES ASPIM, WIS,

DALE MILFORD, TEX,
PHILIP H. HAYES, IND.
WILLIAM LEHMAN, FLA.

- Select Committee an Fntelligence

U.S. Bouge of Repregentatives
ST @Haghington, 3B.&. 20315

I — D s s

B T - L

. . .
. November 24, 1975 -

Mr. Michael Shaheen, Jr.
Spec. Counsel for Intel.
Departmenb/of Justice

Washingtoh, D.C. 20530 °

Coordination

Dear Mr. Shaheen:

Pursuant 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 informants listed below on the case by case basis.
The agreement reached involves the follewing procedures: 1) submissien
of names with 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 informatien;
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:

Alfred Burnett-Seattle bombings

Jeff Desmond-—-Seattle bombings

David Sannes~-Seattle bombings

[ ufk Act 6 (4) [-Seattle court house damage
Thomas Mosher--Stanford Univ. Anti~war movement
Momlaung Singhata Thomas Tongyai N'ayondlya--
Hobart College, S.D.S. Anti-war demonstrations

ENCLOSURE 1o/ @LM |

Page 30 5




; Mr. Michael Shaheen, Jr. ) : . . -
) Page 2 i = ] K : -
“ - - Nggeﬂber 24, 1-_9,1\5 L e a e By e o B — o o=
) . - .. _ Boyd F. Douglas, Jr.--"East Coast Conspiracy to Save Lives"
L , — Larry Grantwohl--Weatherman S.D.S. -
- § - - - 7 Carl Becker-Vietnam Veterans Against the War (VVAW)
- e e s DR | JFK Act 6 (4) ~VVAW

- T et Eustacio (Frank)Martinez——Chicano organizations N

Emerson Poe~-— VVAW

‘George Demmerle—-"Crazies"

Terrence Norman—--Kent State University
Charles R. Grimm—-University of Alabama
Lawrence Goff--Revolutionary Union

> N

Your prompt attention will be appreciated.

v

Sincerely,

-
/// /!
- S

A. Searie Fiel
Staff Director

B 55304 Doold:32%8936596 Page 31
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6 A 2 n—e I,'xr. J' A. Mintz )
. (1 - Mr, J. B. Hotis) ;
1 L Mrc W. R. Wannall
1 - My, W, O. Cregar ’
The Attorney General Decembex 16, 1975
N, _ | |
€ orr st B g ’ 1 - Mr. K. A, Mendenhall
Director, FB‘& “ 1. Mr. D, W. Cook
¥, S. HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
- INIELLIGENCE ACNIVITIES (HSC) \
[ | ' Q.
Reference is made to HSC letter dated November 24,
1975, requesting access to all notes, menmoranda, files and [
reports pertalning t0:16 individuals who were informanis or 6
aliegged to be informants of this Bureau, P
[P - '-:':; >
Enclosid fort your approval and forwarding to the =
HSC is the original of a memorandum which constitutes this -
Bureau's raspmse to the above reguest. A
A copy 6% thiy nemorandum iz béing furnished for oo
youxr racords, S S
N : )
Enclogures « 2 PP 2
. /},;f'{'{}‘*’!# § L
1 - The Deputy Attorney General / -
‘ Atiention: MNichael E, Bhaheen, Jr. -~
Special Coungel for ;;
1 4 Intelligence Coordination 2
\ - =
ik <.
.\ pweidew dow -
- (10) A
> o Sop
A . A
o -E Geiy _(3’;
~  GAGoSTEE. | /
_ gRCl \ed> /1 @ /1;
Assoc. Dir. i\’;};’ v‘,, - é\&‘f;? - //é %é y"— QJ£0 ﬁ -
Dep. AD Adm. _
Dep. :D ﬁ\v. i ‘
Asst, Dir.:

Admin, c—

Comp. Syst. —— /ﬂ/ﬂ\‘ , 15 DEC 301975 \PQ/ -
pntfi— H | T

= lnwj—/ %’? ’ %
Ident, —

Inspection "M\

A | v Q

Il.aboru'ory —t - F N Ty /;, Q \‘€

a4
o 82— SNCLOSURFINRULKY ROOIM \
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62-116464 December 16, 1975

INTELLIGERCE ACTIVITIES (HSC)

-~

, Relerence is made to HSC letter dated November 24,
1975, requesting access to all notes; memorsnda, files and
reports pertaining to speciiic activities concerning the
following individuals who were informants or alleged to be
informants of this Bureau:

Alfred Burnett--Seattle bombings
Jefi Degmond--Seattle bombings

David Sannege-Seattle bombinzs
JFK Act 6 (4) -Seattle court house damage
‘honas Mosher<-Stanford University Anti-war movement

Homlaung Singhata Thomas Tongyidi N'ayondlya-wHobart
College, 8.0.8. Antiewar demonstrations
Boyd ¥, Douglas, Jr.-~"East Coast Congpiracy to
Save Lives™" _ ,
Liarry Grantwohle-Weatherman 8.D.8. ;
Carl Becker—-¥i¢ terans Againgt the Way (VVAW)
JFK Act 6 (4) ~VVAW n
Eustacio (Frank) ¥artinezw-Chicano organizations
Emerson Poe-~VVAW

George Demmerle-~"Crazies”

Terrence Norman--EKent State University
Qf Charles R. Grimm--University of Alabama
¢ Linwrence Goff-~Revolutionary Union

o
B ( Pertinent material responsive to the above HSC
Y request has been retrieved and is available for review at
v /W" FBI Headquariers by appropriately cleared personnel of the

HSC Stafi, .
Assoc. Dir. 57 ;
Dep. AD Adm. _ ] ) e /
A:):,pDA:J lav. 1 [ The At tOrney General %}!N;) r & {C/
édmin.s ) o \pi V
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U, S. HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (HSC)

NOTE: CONFIDENTIAL

All of the above 16 individuals are known to this
Bureau, $Six individialg, Alfred Burnett, Jeff Desmond,

David SBannes, Fustacio (Frank) Hartinez, Charles R, Grimm
and JFK Act 6 (4) were never FBIHQ approved
informants although allegations to that effect have been
publicized in the past. Nine individuals, | Jrcacco 9 |,
Thomas HMosher, Boyd Douglas, Larry Grantwohl, Emerson Poe,
George Demmerle, Lawrence Goff, Momlaung Singhata Thomas
Tongyai N'ayondlya and Terrence B, Norman, were Bureau
informants, whose confidential relationships with this
Bureau havé become public knowledge either through giving
testimony or because of irrespongible actions on their part.

Requested material spppropriately excised concerning
the above two categories of informants is being made
available to the HSC. These individuals are not being
notified by this Bureau of HSC interest in their activities
as the informant reports themselves are not being furnished
and the information concerning the gspecified activity has
appeared in the mass media,

With regard to Carl Becker, this individual in
8/73 testified at the VVAW trial in Tallahassee, Florida,
Since 7/72, because of his subversive and extremist contacts,
‘he continued to furnish valuable information to the New Orleans
Oifice, and is currently operated by the New Orleans Office
as a confidential source., If this communication is approved,
New Orleans will be advised that the HSC was furnished an
excised summary of Becker's relationship with this Bureau up to
and indluding the time oi his testimony and no iniormation
was volunteered concerning his current status, HNew Orlenns
will be instructed to so notify Becker and advise hinm to be
guided accordiniily in the event he is contacted by
representatives of HSC. He will also be insiructed to
immediastely 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 SSC in response to a
similar request from that committee., Documents being made
available contain only information concerning speciiic
areas of interest to the HSC with regard to these 16 individuals.
Clagsified by 6570, XGDS 2, Indefinite,

CONFIDENTIAL
-2 -
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, ’E: SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE
¢ CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE hs BEFORE COMPLETING.

TO: Intelligence Community Staff FROM:
A
ATTN: Central Index FBI
SUBJECT: Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees
1. HOW PROVIDED (check appropriate term. If a document was made available 2. DATE PROVIDED ]
for review but not transmitted, so note.) i
X | DOCUMENT I |BRIEFING l | INTERVIEW | |TES;I'1MONY | [oTHER 12/16/75
FOR REVIEW
3. TO WHOM PROVIDED (check appropriate term; add specific names if appropriate)
SsC
X |usc
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, ¢, §, TS or
Codeword)
HSC letter 11/24/75 i

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

Informgtion handling
Intelligence collection

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

Availeble for review by appropriate HSC Steff Members at FBIHQ:
411 materials pertaining to specific activities concerning 16
individuals who vere inforasfby-or alleged to be informants
for the FBI.

62-~118464

(4) ORIGINAL VIA LIAISON TO CENTRAL COMUNITY INDEX
T CONNECTION VITH RQUSTUDY

TREAT £ VELLOW
\

4

CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE

3791 (s.75)
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HW 55304

INSTRUCTIONS

e Type or print clearly in ink.
e Indicate classification of the abstract top and bottom.
e Date the abstract and put on any internal control numbers required.

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

e If additions (as when a copy of document sent to SSC is later sent to
HSC) or changes to a previously submitted form are necessary, submit a

copy of the original abstract, with the change indicated.

SPECIFIC ITEM NO. 8, SUMMARY ~ enter brief narrative statement describing

substance of information and showing relationship to Intelligence Community
matters if appropriate. Any feedback or evidence of investigatory interests
should be noted. Commitments made to supply additional information should be
noted. Additionally, certain administrative information may be entered here,
e.g., restrictions on review of a document, if document was paraphrased, whether
interviewee is current or former employee, etc. If actual document or transecript
is provided, that fact should be noted and no summary is required. Additional
pages may be attached if necessary.
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TO ‘Mr. J. B. Adams

a
SUBJECT: HOUSTUDY
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On 12/24/75, Richard Vermeiré, Staff Member of the
House Select Committee, requested that SAs McNair W. Perry,
William D. Campbell, Royce V. Colby, G. Owen Verven, and
John 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. ¢%

S v

1 - Personnel File - William D. Campbell
1 - Personnel File - Royce V. Colby
1 - Personnel File - McNair W. Perry Hé?f?
1 - Personnel File - G. Owen Veri¥éh - ). <
1l - Personnel File - John P. Wllgus gﬁgi £2£: %léjél 62
7 DEC 811975 :5
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Telephone Rm. .
Director Sec'y

. Attached is an article which ‘appeared in the Washington
Star News on December 21, 1975, written by Orr Kelly alleglng that
the Internal Revenue Service (IRS) agents and General Accounting

//ipfflce (GAO) auditors had entered into the investigation of the
FBI's dealings with ‘the U. S. Recording Company. The article \
“alleges ‘that the IRS is running “"net worth"™ checks on past and :
present Bureau officials along with Joseph Tait, the President
of U.S. Recording Company.

Richard Vermeire, Staff Member of captioned Committee,
advised SA Paul V. Daly of this Division that to his knowledge the
allegations contained in the Kelly article are without foundation.
He stated the Committee did meet with IRS representatives 'sometime
ago to discuss this matter but he had no indication that anything
. . had been done by IRS in this regard and that he knew of no other
| staff member on the Committee that had such information. Ad- '
i ditionally, concerning the allegations of GAO auditors. looklng
| into this matter, Roger Carroll the accountant who is going over
| . the U.S. Recording Company records is ‘a GAO employee who has been
as31gned to. captioned Committee. Carroll's work product will re-~

P e

-~

N
P

V <

connected with GAO.

1 fmain with ‘the House Select Committee and in no way is ‘this ‘inguiry
("\Q ¢
‘ "y
Vermeire stated that with'regard to. the Orr Kelly NG
article and his observations concerning it that he was also
speaking for Timothy Ollphant the other Staff Member of E§
captioned Committee who is partlclpatlng in the inquiry. a
Vermeire speculated that the source of the news article was - ES)
Committee Counsel Aaron Donner; however, he did nz} indic E
. the basis for this speculation. & ¥ - % ST TN
‘ o bA- 16 ¥— 13&
* RECOMMENDATION : ,‘..‘rﬁ 4 D, 7 78D
- b\.‘ LA « ‘F:

Y
&

{) o For information. m——
| AU ¥
03
Enclosure ??
L 5
. PVD:lad ‘s’

an 26+

5
|3 ’\"dr‘

B 55399,1&.‘0.90\:1«:'1 32589696

Buyy U. 3. Sayings Bonds Regularly on t/ye Payroﬁavzngs Plan




L

r

0-19 (Rev. 3-5-75)

-

l‘ d Y.\'

N

=

Y N W

.-9“

7 "By GrrRelly

« B

e ‘-\" 1 gt
- o.,._,é',’.%:!‘l’lgw“ Star Staif Writer

The House IHié[ligénce
Committee has called in
Internal Revenue Service
agents and General Ac-

- counting Cifice auditors to

help in a potentially explo-
sive investigation of the
housekeeping side of the

- FBL

. Until the new investiga-
tion was siarted, both
House and Senate select
commiiiees on intelligence
had been focusing on past
misdeeds of the intelligence
and investigative arms of
the bureau -— especially the
15-year effort to disrupt the
activities of a variety of
suspected domestic subver-
sive organizations.

But now the committee iz
zeroing in on the other side
of the bureaw’s cperations
and asking whether there
has beeu financial corrup-
tion within' the bureau -—
and whether it exists today.

WHILE THE FBI's mis-
deeds in the area of intelli-

ence and invesiigations
have largely involved men
who are retired or dead, the
new investigation reaches
into an area of the bureau’s
operations that has supplied
all of the top officials who,
working directly under FBI

* Director Clarence M. Kel-

ley, now run the bureau.
The House committee’s
interest in the business and
{inancial side of the FBI
began this fall when Martin
Kaiser, who makes 480 dif-

) fe_rent kinds of “‘electronic
widgets,” as he calis them,

at a plant in Cockeysvilie,
Md., and sells them 0 a
variety of American and
foreign police and intelli-
gence agencicsr-+toid the
committee about an ob-
scure Washington firm
known as U.S. Recording
Co.

i ‘f’a‘ia;?-z,
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Kaiser told the commiit-
. tee he had signed up the bu-
reau as a customer in the
late 19C0s~by—wriving to J.
Edgar Hoover and describ-
ing some devices he had in-
vented to detect telephone
taps and . other kinds of
electronic surveillance
bugs. The late FBI! chief

was so impressed, Kaiser
said, thAT A€ invited him in
for a personal meeting,

- Shertly afterward, Kaiser
$aid in an interview, he
began getting orders
through U.S. Recording Co.
He said he dropped by the
firm’s warehouse-like

building ai 1247 South Capi-

tol St. and met Joseph X.

Tait, the president, but
gever aid get past 4he-front
oor.

KAISER SAID it quickly
became apparent to him
that U.S. Recording was
simply serving as a front
for the 'FBI. Committee
investigators have now
found U.S. Recording also
has served as a similar
front for CIA and White
House purchases, although
Kaiser said his sales to
other government agencies
were made directly rather
than through a front.

So,-Kaiser—saidy he began
making deliveries directly
to the bureau, even though
the paperwork and pay-
ments went through U.S.
Recording. But even that
worried him, he said, be-
cause it is illegal to sell
surveillance equipment to
anycne except a law en-
forcement agency. Techni-
cally, the deal with U.S.
&eccrginhg was illegal ¢ven

ough the equipment was
being deli*?é?%?fﬂ irectly to
the bureau. . i
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The law permits agencies |

‘such as the FBI to buy
avithout™ competitive ™ Bids
through front companies so
it will be more difficult for -
foreign intelligence agents
to find out what kind of
equipment 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 suspicipus 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.

ALTHOUGE attorneys
for the company have re-
portedly told the committee
that 'the markup averaged
only about 12 percent fo
cover handling of the

aperwork, GAO auditors
1ave found the markup ran
about 25 to 30 percent, com-
pared with a reasonable
figure for the work involved
of about 5 to 10 percent, ac-
cording to committee
sources. *

When Kaiser first came The Washington Post
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"to the committee, what he Washington Star-New _!_3 .g_:"___.

had to say seemed to in- * Daily News (New York)

The New York Times
perceni  markup on the The Wall Street Journal

volve, at most, a relatively
minor problem. Even a 25

3150,000 worth of business Tne National Observer

Kaiser did with the bureau
would have produced only

$37,500 — a relatively small

The Los Angeles Times

Date
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Aamount when spread over a
speriod-si-hedf 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.
) \;lhere did all that money

80Y | cmastmnnn,

TQ FIND OUT, internal
revenue agents are running
“net worth’’ checks on Tait,
the president of U.S.
Recording, and some past
and present bureau cfficials
who have been involved in
the administrativé side of
the bureau, according to
committee sources. In a
“net worth” check, the
agents establisk a person’s
net worth at one time, then
determine it at a later time
and then ask the é:erson‘ to
account for the difference
in the two figures.

The dominant figure in
the administrative area of
"the bureaw’s operations for
.a decade and~a—hali. was
John P. Mohr, who retired

three years age as the top |

adminisirative official in
the bureau. Last week, ac-.
cording to committee
sourcses, Mohr refused fto
give a statement to com-
.mitiee investigators under
oati, .

Men who were closely as-
sociated with Mohr now
dominate the upper eche-
lens of the bureau hier-
archy, with the exception of
Kelley himself. Nicholas
Callahan is the top aide to
Kelley. Thomas Jeniins is
the associale director in
charge of the administra-
tive side of things ~ the job
Mohr hadattze4ime of his
retirement. James Adams
has switched over to the
.investigative side of the bu-
reau and is now Jenkins’
-counterpart responsible for
that phase of bureau opera-
tions. .

LW 55304 DocId:325989%696
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\ .WHEN QUESTIONS

were first raised about the-

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 assistant direg-
-tor in charge of the inspec-
tion division. Bassett, who
was @ close asscciate of
Mohr's, is one of only two
assistant diréctors who re-
port directly to Callahan.
According to committee

. ey

sources, Tait said, when
called up for questioning by
the cOriniitice staff, that he
had talked beforehand with
Callahan. His advice, Tait
reportedly said, was$o “‘tell
the truth.” | —

The close personal rela-
tionship between Mohr and
Tait {irst came to public
attention earlier this year
when Mbohr gave 2 deposi-
tion in a lawsuit. Mohr, who
is the executor of the estate
of Clyde Tolson, for many

years the top aide io Hoo-~

ver, is being sued by Tol-
son’s brother. .

Mohr volunteered a list of
38 men — including top efli-
cials of both the FBI and
ClA — who had {aken part
in marathen poker games
at the Blue Ridge Lodge,

- located in Virginia and not
far from Harper’s Ferry,
W.Va.

“We played draw poker,
five-card stud, seven-card
stud. Nothing wild,” he
said. Another former bu-
reau official said it was not
unusual for the winners to
take home 8150 and the
lozers to go home that
much poorer.

MOHR NAMED Tait as
one of these who took part
iny the games, and commit-
tee investigators have since
learned that he was the one
who arranged for the pcker
weekends. Although Tait
and others who attended the
pcker sessions have told the
comwittee tHEY"gwid their
own way, one goal of the
CGAO avditors is 1o trace the
individual paymentis to
make surc that U.S.
‘Kecording or Tait did not
pick up the 1ab,

Page 41
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When committee inves-
tigtors went out to look at
the ledgeiate—idst month
and examine its records,
they found that the lodge
,had burned down the day
before. . But the records
were not lost, and local
investigators have blamed
the blaze on an electrical
problem. T

At this point the commit-
tee investigators have
many more_questions than
they have answers. The
significance of the investi-
%ation is that the guestions
they are asking are the kind
that have not been asked
about the burean 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 agencv.... . ., .
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FROM : T, J. JENKII

suBJECT: INTERVIEW OF ASSISTANT TO THE DIRECTOR ey
_ THOMAS J. JENKINS BY TIM OLIPHANT OF THE vosel Cooded—
¢_'HOUSE COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE CON- B o —

Director Sec’y

CERNING U.*S. RECORDING COMPANY

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 usu
procedures. /{,8; /
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1,/ : MR. JENKINS DATE:12-18-75 o
Ident.
‘ . Inspection —_'i
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A T ’7 [r;?:r:’.l& AR
SUBJECT: INTERVIEW OF INS PECTOR THOMAS J. el
FEENEY, JR., ‘_3 TIM OLIPHANT OF Telaphions: 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.

RECOMMENDATT ON:

Mr. Mintz for forwarding to the Department in accordance with our usu

That upon approval the attached write-up be made available to
procedures. Z%/

i
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AT . Cregay
CORF IDERT AL 1 - Mr. B.%L. Shackelfors
Airtel 1~ Mr. K.A&, Mendeuball
1 ~ KMr., P.V¥. Cook
To: B4&C, New Orleans (134-1140) 12/18/%3
/ ¥rom: Divector, FBI (134=21446)

For information of the New Orlesns Division, ithe
U. B. House Select Commiftee on_intelligence Activiities {USC)

:mfarman*ts of this Bureau. Above captioned individual was

one of the individuals on whom information was sOUﬁht.

The HSC reguested information concerning source's participation
in Vietnam. Veterans Against the War (VVAW) activities.

. As you are aware, this individual had furnishod -

information concerning YVAYW activities and testified for the N
- Government during the Gminesville 8 trial in 1872. As a M
regult of this individual's testimony, he received publicity ~

through the aews media. Although it is unknowzn how the
HSC obtained scurce's identity, it is believed tinmt hig \
identity was made knowvn possibly as a result of hLis -
publicity during this trial.

In view of the above, yoﬁ are to advise the source
that 1n response to the HSC request for informatiom concerning
.8ource’s involvement with VVAW activities the Bureau released

gtatus oXf this individual has not been made known to the

HSC. You should instruct source that in the event any

ingulry is made of the source by any HSC representative,
sl the contaciing Agent should be immediately notiiied before
any resnonse is made to the HSC.

(__}e‘n" »y[a
1, J o i&ics
pi;c dew
&) o SEE NOTE PAGE TWO

LU e COHF IDENTIAL Vi L -
L. Lﬂ awsiflea by €570 42

Ezempf from GBS, Category 2 05
Date of Declassification zndenniml RE*"ORDED

7 .-
’v uut’ /3

———
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requested by communication dated 11/98/75 access to information ™~
regardiny 16 individuals who were informants or allieged to he -~

N
information limited to his VVAW participation. The present g
2
(¢]
&
(o

Y




P & ~ ’ . . ) , .. =~

- CONFIDENTIAL

Birtel to New Orleans
Re: €S NO 2168-8
134-21446 .

NOTE:

As indicated above in order to be responsive to
HSC request, information pertaining to activities of CS NO 216&-S
in VVAYW matters is being made available to the HSC. This
individual was utilized as a security informant by the
New Orleans Division and furnished valuable information
concerning VVAYW activities. Source was utilized as a
Government witness during the Gainesville 8 trial in
Tallahassee, Florida, in 1972, and as a result 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 ¢/75 when
FBI Headquarters determined that the majority of information
furnished by this individual was obtained as a result of his
position., Therefore, he was changed to a confidential source,
It is noted that source continues to furnish valuable information
pertaining to gsecurity and extremist activities to the New Orleans
Division. The HSC is not being furnished information concerning
the oresent rélationship of source with this Bureau, This
individual is being requested to contact the Bureau in
the event a request is received by him from the HEC,

CONFIDENTIAL
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/ _ FEDERAL BUREAU A b * Assoc. Dir. 5
2 S ‘/ OFmv&bueAnon ‘ * Dep-A.D- Adm
Em;Aﬂmn.,.’:
Files & Com. —o F
Eﬁ-.g'imbiﬁ 18, 1975 PGH . | Tntell. M
‘ : : " 1 Laboratory .
Telephnne Bm. .

COMMUNIGRTIONS SECTION Dep-AD-lgve—
- Gen. InV. o | "‘
Plan. & Eval. _ §
SBC'! o

-‘EE AKX NITEL 10 BUREAU AND HUBSTON, [DECEMoER [6, 19";‘5“.‘
ON BECP—MBLR 18, 1975, JOI'. GOODWIN ADVISED HiS oROTHER

wmunm JARVIS GOODWIN DEPARTED BEAUMONT, TEXAS, FOR ARLIWG TG §
i:-VIBhINIA, oN . D&GENBhR 17, 1975 WILLIAM GOODWIN WILL REMALN > ;i
W LN ARLINGTON, VIRBINIA, UNTIL WEW YEAR'S. WILLIAM GOODWIW éﬂ b

: CAN BE CONTACTED THROUGH NORMA BOSTICK, 1581 SOUTH SCOTT, §§

s

-

bos 3
- . =
i ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA, TELEPHONE NUMBER T03-786-c855. " G
L  ALEXANDRIA AT ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA: THROUGH NORMA nOSTICK, &
ADVISE WILLIAM GOODULN OF INFORMATION SET OUT LN ASOVE ALEXANDRIA
T MITEL TO BUREAU+ ALEXANDRIA ADVISE HOUSTON WHEN COWTACT WADE.
HOUSTON AT BEAUMONT, TEXASs WILL WAINTALN CONTACT WLTH JOE

]
%1GQQDwIN-RE.CﬁANGh 1N LI;»ERARY OF WILLIAM JARVIS GOODWIN.
) |
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¢ 1 - Mr. Walsh
- e L . 1 -Mr. S. R. Burns
. 1 - Mr. Mintz g
/ 1 - Mr. Hotis .
X 4 1 - Mr. Taylor
{,f . . December 22, 1975

S0 Laaibdby - 36

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

Dear Congressman Dellums:

This is in response to your letter to me dated
December 5, 1975, in which you advise you had not received
my reply to your letter of September 29, 1975. Attached is
a true copy of my earlier response dated Qctober 20, 1975,
which had been mailed the following day to your Washington,
D. C., office.

1 trust this is satisfactory to you.
Sincerely yours,

2. M. Kelley,

Clarence 1. Kelley
Director

Enclosure

u raT
: e
{ N

assee. 0. NOTE: See Legal Coungel to Mr. Adams memorandum dated 12-17-75,
Dep. AD Adm- - captioned "Request by Representative Ronald V. Dellums for Reply to

Dep. AD Inv. __

7

Asst. Dir.: his Letter to Director Kelley Dated 9-29-75. Representative Dellums'
Admin. — letter of 9-29-75 sought information regarding our Berkeley, Cali_fo_-rnia,
ew. At — RA as well as information concerning minority employment and 'black
"o bag” jobs. f /

Ident. :

Inspection

n‘v"‘f“h
g

NAILED 7 Qj \,O ,;;3
Uiy éﬁg/ DEC 221375 o) |
Plan. & Eval. RTT:dk f - %:. e 4 “
'sr‘:air;i:\g — i - F_ql & Vem’j!(/}?[/ff/ :

)

Lega! Coun. “\!/r
Telephone Rm.

cog Sag’ MAIL ROOM[ _]  TELETYPE UNIT[ ] GPO : 1975 O - 569-920
'Kéozégéc?dlgﬁagsss Page 47
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October 20, 1975

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

Dear Congressman Dellums:

This is in response to your letter to me dated
Septenber 29, 1975, which was received on Octobexr 7, 1975,

To clarify your inquirics, it should be noted the
Resident Agency at Berkeley, California, operates under the
ceneral supervision of the Federal Bureau of Investigation's
San Francisco Office, ’

The complement of Special Agents assigued to the
Berkeley Resident Agency is consistent with need in that
portion of the territory for which our San Francisco Field
Office is responsible. The assirnuent of personnel to the
Berkeley Resident Agency is in proporiion to that of areas
of similar size and of like metropolitan composition.

The FBI applies a positive program aimed at cir-
culating opportunities in the FBI Tor members of minority
sroups and attracting those vho arve interested and qualiided.
Our positive progrsm, wiich vecelves guidance through the
Bureau's 0£fice of Bqual Employment Qpportunity Affairs at
our Headquartexs in Washington, D. C., is applied by the
Special Agents in Charge of ouwr 59 £ield offices and their
staffs. UThile we do not have any minority or female Special
Agents headquartercd in Derkeley, we do have Special Agents
of various minorities, including Blacks, Ilispanics and
Orientals, and fomale Speecial Agents assigned to our
San Francisco Office and they are available for assignment
vherever the nced may arise including in Berkeley.




TRUE COPY *

Honorable Ronald V. Dellums

Based on & survey during March, 1975, the San Francisco
Office was devoting under 20 percent of its time to domestic
intelligence (internal security) matters. This survey did
not break down the allocation of manpower below 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 Teams, 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 of 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 of Justice, it would be inappropriate for me
to discuss it.

Sincerely yours,

/s/ Clarence M. Kelley

Clarence M. Kelley
Director

TRUE COPY
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- Assozj‘D‘iﬁ% e

‘ Dep.AD A

. . Dep. AD | g
Congress of the United States

Asst. Dif:
Admé :
Comp. ) —

Bouse of Representatives Ext, Affairs
Files & Com.
Gen. Inv.
RONALD V. DELLUMS, 7TH DISTRICT, CALIFORNIA Ident.
Inspection
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COMMITTEE Intell.
CHAIRMAN, SUBCOMMITTEE ON EDUCATION
Laboratory
ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE
Legal Coun. ____
Plan. & Eval. ___
December 5, 1975 Spec. Inv.
Training

Telephone Rm, ___

Director Sec’y .___

Lo

T
Mr. Clarence M., Kelley, Director Lo “*mawh
Federal Bureau of Investigation 3 i
United States Department of Justice A ff,d , J*“z“; . «j ’
Washington, D.C. 20535 A R . TRl IEMEEL SO T e
= PAE I Y
Dear Director Kelley: N o

‘ On September 29, 1975 I wrote to you requesting additional information._. .. .
regarding the operation of the Berkeley Field Office of the Bureau. 0 §

FANEL

To this date my records reflect that I have not received a reply to - ey
that inquiry: 1 would appreciate your forwarding such a reply to my 3

office as expeditiously as is possible. )
I thank you for your cooperation.

Sigsgr Y yours,

/// 'é; 55%-C;Zﬁﬂé%%léﬂf——————-~—~

Ronald V.;De11ums

_Member o(f Congresﬂs ;%) o\ ‘3}@»

o (GALIE G R M -‘ , )2/
CRVD/RTR T L L A3
e i 2 VLo

CIER-PP P ﬁ‘...
T L 22 DEC 121975

CASURACNENE  WMEAAETIND Rt

j X AP
Hek 17 (\2?@,
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OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10

MAY 1962 EDITION (’ A
MAGSA FP%\R {41 CFR) 101116 ‘ ¢ r A
' UNITED STATES GOCWERNMENT Assoc. Dir. /

Dep. AD iAdmi

Memoran dum Mr. Mintz A{iéﬁ}f‘” o

1 = |
l - Mr. Cregar CompySyst, 1
1 - Mr. Hotis Ext. Affairs
TO ‘Mr. J. B. Adams DATE: 12-10~75 Zilesl& Com. .
1 - Mr. Daly -
’\ 1 - Mr. Miller Inspaction
FROM :Legal ouns‘ew/ :::LIW_F}
§ Legoal Co: ‘,.‘i__”
Plon.&Eval. .
SUBJECT HOUS‘J'_{ SELECT COMMITTEE ON Spec. '""'l

Training

INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

o~ }Y Telephone Rm. .

Director Sec'y

. On 12-10-75 the House Select Committee heard testimony
/ from Rog\T»Flscher (phonetic), Professor .of Law, Harvard
University; former Attorney General Nicholas§-deB./ tzenbach;
and McGeof@eE%;gdy. The major topic of discussion was covert)' -
operations abrvad
{

Of particular interest to the Bureau was a question
by Representative Morgan Murphy to Mr. Katzenbach. Mr. Murphy
asked what Mr. Katzenbach would recommend in the way of
controls of the FBI other than Congressional oversight.
Katzenbach suggested limiting the term of the Director, tightening
electronic surveillance leglslatlon, requiring specific authz:Ze

Vo

| zation to investigate groups and creating administrative or /,gﬁkwmmm
legislative procedures which would grant the Attorney Generalj, ~
more power to review FBI activities; for example, giving a 7
prosecuting Government attorney access to FBI files. Vf’

Congressman Murphy asked if the FBI requested

local police departments to conduct illegal wiretaps and
thereafter received from the local police information gained

| from those taps. Katzenbach 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 Katzenbach, in effect, if he suspected it

took place why he didn't do- somethlng. Katzenbackh responded '

that on occasion he did make inquiry but the FBI told him it

was not done. KXatzenbach stated one should remember thSwe e=——3
ttorney General, of %gess:.ty, tregted J. Edgar, Hogyer Wltl'gz :? :
» o , &f &0 . ;
kid gloves. % «:‘::aes—%@’”’ ba 11 6L s 9

/

The prepared statemé&ﬁésof Mr. Katzenback andeMie.
Bundy are attached.

RECOMMENDATION : : %"/
2f |

' i ! ey 7 3 m
NGWSURE‘ For information. / ’yﬁﬂ‘ J/ /
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. opening statement I confine myself to a few propositions. I have stated them with- ‘1

" 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 -

out detailed defense and elaboration, and often in quite tentative form, because I
believe the questions presented are not simple and the answers that will be right
in the future are not easy-to determine .silaflpljr tpday. Moreover, liice many other
citizens I am still léarni'ng from the exffraordiﬁary revelations (;f recent months; Y
it has been pal;ticularly painful tp 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 s.een to it that there was

no connection whatever between the Ford Foundation and any secret go;fermnent

égency.,

,oe

rj‘his statement does not address particular episodes,r 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 ’ J
not have first-hand or authoritative knowledgé. In any case I think it may be more

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

(A JIEL S ~ &35
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First and foremost, 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 covért activities of the United
States government have cost us more than they were worth. There are notable ex-
ceptions, and they may give some guidance 25 to the kinds of exceptions which m.ay :
be wise in the future, bul the general proposition seems to me a strong éne. |

This propc;si’cion, if it is correct, has a very important consequence for
the management-and control of such operations. While 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, !
there has also been a general expectation within the agency that it was its proper
business to generate attractive proposals and t;) stretc}} them, in operation, to the
furthest limit of any authorization actually received. Indeed, as we now know, theré
have been cases, notab}y_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 repeéted soon, and I think it is impoﬁwt to reoogniée
t}lat internal corrective action was taken well before rece'r'1.t‘: revelations. But the
genéral disposition toward activism in the operational offices of the CIA is another
matter, and it is this general disposition that I think could be significantly con-
strained by :;1 recognized and géneral 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 reduce their value and quality in

R 4 et e i b e e et e — L
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cases in which they we.re in fact authorized., On the contrary, I think a CIA with a
much smaller and leaner covert intelligence capability could easily havé greater
speciﬁc effectiveness in its exceptional operations than the very large and over-
staffed eﬁterprise developed in the last generation.
The kinds of exceptions which might justify occasional covert operations
are not numerous, and 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 such 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
shift, but the historical and logical 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 missions 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 the Cuban
missile crisis of 1962 would have been enormously more
dangerous without covert intelligence overflights.

Intelligence collection is often separated from covert 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-examination. Both
intelligence collection and counterintelligence have involved covert
activity which goes well beyond conventional espionage and counter-
espionage, and such enlargements of activity often present many

of the same dangers 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."

- reas - - - . - - - T
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: (3) It is at least worth consideration whether there may not be

o need for some highly secret activity in emerging fields like those
of international terrorism and nuclear danger. I do not know
enough about these subjects to know svhat 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 intelligence col-
lection. I find it hard to exclude the possibility that in these
fields situations could arise in which covert action of some sort
would be the least 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 sensitive 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
L ‘ democratic and constitutional forces.

The hardest cases in this category are those of appeals for help
from political groups which are 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 this a happy conclusion.

In concluding let me suggest briefly certain general standards which
dught to be met under all o;f the four kinds of exceptic.)ns I have suggested.
| First, no operation should ever be covert if in fact it can be as effec-
tively‘condu.c’ced in the o'pen. Moreover, the justification for covertness must always
be sought in the inte;aﬁonal situation and not in any hésitations 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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country which is overflown. A political subsidy, if and when justified on other
grounds, can merit covertness only if that is important to its effectiveness on the
scene -- never because disclosure would be {roubling at home,

The second general standard is the converse -~ that a covert operation

should never be authorized unless in fact it can be persuasively defendéd 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 "plausihle denial, "

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 would have had much less trouble both here
and abroad. The case of the U-2 flights over Cuba is still more striking, for here

the evidence obtained 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 éperaﬁons if -ail those who authorize
them ask themselves severely how they will defend them to the American );ublic and -
to the world in event of exposure. |

" Finally, it is my belief that the initiative in coﬂgideﬁng covert opera~

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

_activists, The government should not be in a posifion in which there is constant

pressure from lai'gefand zealous operational bureaus to make use of any and all
of their alleged capabilities. Noi‘ should the‘fcie be indulé’enc'e' in the pretense that
covert operations can readily substitute for more visible forms of action. They
ar;a limited instruments, and the attempt to stretch therﬁ beyond their limited useful-

ness is usually both ineffective and costly.




STATEMENT OF
NICHOLAS deB. KATZENBACH
 BEFORE

THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE
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Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee: O

The fundamental problem with covert activities in support of foreign
-pbl‘if:y_ objectives is, of course, the fact that they are covert. Their success

depends upon their secrecy.

And thé% -éixﬁple proposition raises the central qtjxestion for this Committee: . -
in a society which deper;cis én a high degree of freedom of infolrmati'on to
cvontrol" the activities of government, is it p'ossiblg to exercise political control
over covert activities abroad? Is it possible to hold an agency charged with

such responsibilities accountable in our political system?

T As obv_i'ous as that point is, it is ea'sy to lose~ sight of iﬁ the‘spate of | ' ..J'
revelations about covert activitiesvéf the past conducted by the Central
. .Intelligence Agency. Puﬁlic debate sometimes . seems to focus on the merits
or ?demerits of a particular CiA actioﬁ; on the judgments exercised by those
conducting such écfzivities‘, andl o ths morality of sox;xe fechpiques, or even
on the question of whether or not we should cover'tly. interfere in foréign |

political procesées at all.

/ I start from the premise that some of our covert activities abroad have
P been successful, valuable in support of a foreign policy which was under-

étcéd and approved by the ele_c:torate and Congress, and that situations may

Yo
Ly
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well arise in the future—-—and may even exist today--where our capacity to

conduct appropriate covert activities could be an important adjunct to our
foreign policy and to stability in the world. I also start from the premise
that some of our covert activities abroad have not been successful, and
have been wrong andnwrongheaded. In sowe,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 considered were

.-plainly wild and irresponsible.

Secondly, I would like to make it clear that T believe that covert means
‘ for collectlng 1ntelllgence abroad are 1ndlspensable. When, in my 1973 .

article in Foreign Affairs, I.said I would be prepared to give up all covert

act1v1t1es, I excepted from that statement covert activities designed to gain
1ntelllgence. There is a clear conceptual dlStlnCLlon between activities .
designed to gain intelligence, and activities designed to influence political
acts directly. -But I do not think that line is easy to draw in factual circume
stances, . and I think my article was somewhat gllb in giving the impression

that it could be.

At any given time the extent of covert activity designed to influence
polltlcal conditions 1n another country is very much a functlon of how one

views the world and the ro;e of the United States in it. Thus for a quarter
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century after World war Il the comraonly-held Americars perception of a
competitive struggle with the Soviet Union everywhere dominated our foreign

policy. Both the United States and the Soviet Union were anxious to extend

their idnﬂiu'_:anoe as far as possible. Both countries employed overt and covert
me;ms to do so. Fach country had the aim of installing énd p.reserving in
power governments favorably oriented to thcmsel’vcs;‘ and the United States
was extremely active in preventing Comhwnist governments from taking over
: Third World countries. rBe:jc.'ause rwe are an open society we made far more
‘use of open techniques, such as economic and military aid, than we did of -
covert activities, Nonethéless it 1s my strong impression ﬂ]at since 1960 we
have been making a m‘ajoi' effort to wind down many of our covert activities,
despite the recent revelations concerning Cuba, the Domipican Republic,

and, of course,*Chile.

Phasing down both our overt and our covert activities is a direct
réﬂectioh of our changing world and a changing foreign policy . The countries 7
of Europe and Japan have regained economic strengtl'; , and the potential of
world 'C‘ommunism for Soviet domination has be;an fractionated by the growth
of nationa;lism and the reemergence of China. I do not me;m- to sound sar;guine
in.’ghis respect. Nobody can 1001;'at Portugal toda&, the potential in' Siaa'm,
the growt:h of the C'omm'ur.list Party in Italy, and the genéral decline of
Christian Democrats‘throughout Europe withoqt feeling some measure of
concern. We will be fao:ed for sor-ﬁe time with the problems caus.ed By the
ra_dicai elements in the Arab world, and there is much turmoil in 5. E. Asia

as a result of the collapse of Vietnam.
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[ wrote in 1;)73 that T thought the time had coﬁ\e to abandon all cov.ert
activities (other than intelligence) designed to influence political results in
foreign countries. That is still my position today. But I ax‘ri{/e at it reluctantly‘
and with the beiief that there are covert activities which are proper, usefu.l,

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.:

First, I believe the revelations of Watergate and of the recent investigétions
into the intelligenceractivities. of the CIA and the I'BI have created a great xﬁis-—
trust by the };eople of ‘_the United States in their government. Unless one feels .
that the loss is greater than I wc;uld estimate it to be, I think abandoning secret
activities abroad would help to restore public confidence in govern'm ent in this

couniry.

éecond, I think the public revelation of past CIA activities,- while; essential
to rgstofing confidence in government in this country, has done much to destro'y
'the CIA's capacity successfully to~conauct covert activities abroacih. Fur-‘ther,
unless we formally abandon them, 1 suspect we will get Blalned 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.’
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) Third, I think we need to put our cnergics into formulating and
articulating a foreign policy for the next several years which can comma:nd
public consensus and .pu'“blic sup.port. We simply do not have that todéy
and [ think it is i1ﬁporlant that we should. Notonly dol beliévc covert activities.

‘ are particularly dangerous when therc is not broad support for the foreign
policy which they serve, but I fear that the-emotional issues inv.olved in «;overt
activities will tend to detract from and confuse proper public debate as to what:
our foreign policy should be . If we can achieve tba? consénsus, .and itis a
clear one, then perhaps at some future date we could consider the possibility -
of covert activities in its support with such controls as we can devise. Butin
the’ix;terval I thil;lk they siaould be suspe.nded .

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

a source of power and a factor in misjudgment. bon‘trol over rélatively large
resources, unconstrained by the knowledge and views of ;nany of one's peers, _

is itself a dangerous situation in a political democracy .

I:'do not wisﬁ to be underst:ood as saying_,that.I do not believe that there
are not some steps the Congress could take which would alleviate some of the
problems which have occurred in the past. It could, for example, fox-'bid
any U. S. involvement in the assassination of foreign political leaders; forbid
any U. S. involvement in dir-ectly prov.iding weapors to any non-govern-
rﬁental group abroad -- though it cannot probably ei‘[‘ectchly assure that

money provided may not in fact be spent for those purposes. It could
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‘ insist on far tighter control in the Executive Branch of covm-"t activities

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

with written record, of all such activities at a very high levc.l of gove'rn—
ment, together with an appraisal of their success or failure:‘ And it could
'provide for review at specified periods -~ perh:aps" cvery fou‘r or five years —-

by an appropriate Congressional committee.

I believe procedures of this kind would be helpful in bringing
‘ matters under contlfol. 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 1egit'1mat‘e areas; for example, helping
- to fund activities o_n'the part of local gfoups deéigncd lo express diversity

of.opinion within a relatively closed society .

What I do not know -- and the Committee must j'udge --is w‘hether or
not steps of this kind are adequate to deal with the problems of secrecy in

the circumstances of today.
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF iNV;ESTIGATION ‘ Assoc. Dir.
COMMUNICATIONS SECTION B
) Agst. Dir.:
Admin.
D EC \1 8 1975 Comp. Syoh
BExt. Affalrsz
- Files & C
TE\:%%::WPE Kies 1
1125AM#NITEL f2-18-75 BL ;f /L
TOs DIRECTBE (62~116464)

>

NR 721 BA CODE

Plan. & BEval, .
Spec. Inv.
Training

FROMm _BALTIMORE (66~ -3127) Legal Coun. .
/ Telephone Rm. .
{ HOU SE STuDY 7\

Pireetor Sec’y .
“““REBUﬂITEL 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
THOMAS FARROW, MARRIOTTSVILLE, MD, ,
MR, O'COMNELL AND MR. TURYN ADVISED THEY HAD NOT "{)ﬁfﬁiﬂwwf
BEEN CONTACTED IN CONNECTION WITH THE U, S. RECORDING i’l'
COMPANYs HOWEVER, MR. FARROYW ADVISED HE WAS CONTAGTED
BY TWO STAFF INVESTIGATORS OF THE HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE
oN 12-€-75.
MR. FARROW RELATED THAT THESE INDIVIDUALS WERE
INTERESTED IN THE KNOYLEDGE HE POSSESSED CONCEPNING THE
BLUE RIDGE ROD AND GUN CLUB AT HARPERS FERRY, WEST VIRGINIA,

HE ADVISED HE INFORMED THESE INDIVIDUALS THAT HE WOULD

END PAGE ONE o Rgc\.% P St o sy — ,325’4“71
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PAGE TwO
BA 66-3127
DISCUSS ANY SOCIAL ACTIVITY IN WHICH HE PARTICIPATED AT
THIS CLUR RUT IN CONNECTION WITH ANY OFFICIAL DISCUSSION
CONCERNING THE U. S. RECORDING COMPANY HE WOULD BE OBLIGATED
TO CHECK WITH FBIH®@ BEFORE ANY DISCUSSION COULD BE HAD,
MR. FARROW STATED HE ASKED THE INVESTIGATORS WHY THE
INQUIRY WAS BEING MADE AND THEY SAID THEY WERE CHECKING
JUST TO SEE IF THERE HAD BEEN ANY IMPROPRIETIES,
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 “WOULD
IMMEDIATELY CONTACT THE LERAL COUNSEL OFFICE 1IN BUREAU
HEADOUARTERS,

END
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ERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION ‘
OMMUNICATIONS SECTION

- JELETYPE

NiTEl DEGEMBER 17, L5975 JFD

‘ nxunc“ym, FBI

Ai$%§ii$4£4)
- FROM ,-<66~321>
Grbuse stuvy 75.)

Rh. bUREAU RII'EL, DECEK%:;R 19, 1975 AND CLEVELAWD NITek,
'unummbmﬂ 16, xx?b.

C. Qe SMIIH la PK&.&ENEL‘( Iﬂ aLAbAl-m ATRNDIL% FUNERAL
SeRVICES OF A Rr&.ﬁTIVE Aiw Ib DU:. 10 RtTURN 10 5T+ PETERSDURG
THis waaxzmo.
| AL RQSEMIMhﬁ coutacrau amu STATED 'He WILL Be LN

HiE- WlLL Si‘; G@NT&GI&#TJ UPON nis REIURN.

'aI PaTE&éQURe ﬁREA UNT;L JANUANY 1, 197@ AND Wikl IHum g Tunw
m Axncm -3 & PQ&XT. HE was AUVI&LD @F IHE. XNFGRMAIIUN CONLA.LM:.D

" Iﬂ RE’.FEM.M.&D bU&f‘”U NiIn.L.

.i-i—---- —

; ‘ ‘-45 ﬂEC 231975

7 9 JAN 71976
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Assoc. Dir,

Asst, Dir.:
Adrai
Comp. Syst. ._4_

Files & Coml

Plan. & Evnl.
Spee. Inv.
Training

Telephme Rm. ..

A o 4 7

Dep-AD-Adm.__ §
Dep.-A.D.-Inv.____

Ext. Affairs ___

Legal Coun. ¥




. , . Assoe. Dir, e
; t~._a - ﬁ»ﬂr/ -~
% -~ )\

» Dep.-AD.-Adm....
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTBATION- Dep-ADInv. .

AR 885 CO PLAIN COMMUNICATIONS SEGTION Asst. Dir.
min.
\ 4:19P¥ NITEL DEC. 16,1975 RAA ; 7%
—_— Files & Com. —..
TO:  DIRECPOR (62-116464) a2

3z S
Gen. Inv. — :
TELETYPE Yent,
5 Inspectio
FROM ¢ COLAMBIA Ess st § Intell. H %
i ; Laboratoryl ———
( Cevusy st UD;‘D 9

Plan. & Eval.
e Spec. Inv.
N— e .

REBUNITEL 12/15/75. tent O

Telephone Rm. ...
FORMER ASSISTANT DIRECTOR ODD T. JACOBSEN CONTACTED T Dirdeto} Sec’yy —

Comp. Syst. —
Ext. Affairs

]

AND ADVISED OF INFORMATION SET FORTH IN RENITEL. MR. JACOBSEN(*%gg

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 HEAD
ON DECEMBER 32, 1975,

END

PLS ACK FOR THREE

07 S (Y Y oy 233
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TR DEC 311975 ,;
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OPTIONAL.FORM NO, 10 \ L
MAY-T262 EDITION
GSA FPAR m CER) 101-11.6

Assoc, Dir

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Dep. AD Adm, _
Dep. AD lav.

. Memorandum e
v : o At
o . atdh ‘ DaTE: 12/9/7T5  Flebcm—

Ident.

; @ 7 T Inspection

FROM~g): G. S. McMichael ! g o 'fl:'o'r;my
/ § s . ; - ‘/"' :‘ Legal Coun. ___
/ Plan. & Eval. .

SUBJECT ERVIEW - PIKE COMMITTEE T

Telephone Rm. __
Director Sec’y

Today I was interviewed by Mr. Timothy Oliphant from the

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

LI
Office. I did not take notes during the interview and the following

questions and answers are from memory:

Q. How long have you known Mr. Tait?

A. From the early fifties. gﬁf“’/

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

A. Yes.

How do you know what equipment should be purchased through a
"cut-out'? b + 1iF
W W oLy - - 232
A. The decision is determmed by the Laboratory and is S0 st orth—"
on the requisitions.
4 ! Z JAN 22 1976

Q. Who in the Laboratory makes the decision that the equipment.should,,
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 the Bureau determines whether or not the price is in line
when purchasing through a "cut-out' ? () 1fe e

Lok b il Ty S/
T34 | pke

fi -} A. The Administrative Division depénds upon the Laboratory to advise
‘ when the price is out-of-line. ’l ™~

Gs)lga/sgm 1-Mr. PaulDaly  1-Mr. W. O. Crega¥, .
1976

W 553048..,DocId: 32385
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Memo McMichael to Walsh
Re: Imterview - Pike Committee

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

Not to my knowledge.
Did Mr. Tait spend lots of time in the Laboratory?

Not to my knowledge.

e = & » &

Do you know about any confidential papers being taken to Harper's
Ferry to be destroyed?

A. Absolutely not.
Have you ever been out socially with Mr. Tait?
A. Yes. Ihave had lunch with others when Mr. Tait was present.
Q. Did you ever see Mr. Tait pickup the bill?
Not to my knowledge.
Did any non-Government employees, present or former, other
than Mr. Tait and Mr. Oberdick play cards in the group at Harper's
Ferry?
Not that I recall.
Who invited you to play?

Mr. J. P. Mohr.

Did you pay?

Yes. $35.00

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

> o > L > o P

*

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.
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Memo McMichael to Walsh
Re: Interview - Pike Committee

Q.

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

Absolutely not.

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

Yes.

Mr. Oliphant also asked if he could have the 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.

O/
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TO

FRGM
A

SUBJECT:

OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 L * so10-106
MEY 1962 EDITION
GSA GEN. REG. NO, 27

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
Memorandum

Mr. J. B. Adams

Legal Counselcgf

1 - Mr. Mintz
1 - Mr. Wannall A::gd
1 - Mr. Cregar —yr v
Ext. Affairs
DATE: 12/8/75 Files & Com. _
1 - Mr. Hotis Fon. Inv-
l - Mr - Daly Inspection
Insqll.
oratopyjyxi_
OM
;‘}Plun & §Val

Assoc, Dir. . 2%

Dap; AD-AdS.
D: Diav‘__/

Spec. Inv.

Training

Telephone Rm. __.
Director Sec’y

Staff Member Richard Vermeire of the House Select
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 purchasing practice with the U.S. Recording Company:

Former

Rufus Beaver;

Former
Former
Former
Former
Former
Former
Former
Former
~Former
Former
Former
Former

The Intelligence Division has been orally advised of

Executive Assistant to the Associate Director

SAC Thomas Farrow:

Assistant Director James Gale;

SA William Goodwin; { W Jpev#s ‘?'W‘C/w""")
Assistant Director 0dd T. Jacobson;
Inspector Norman McDaniel; ; ,ﬁkﬁﬁ
Inspector Donald E. Moore; gfﬁﬁ&“
Deputy Assistant Director Paul O'Connelis”
Assistant to the Director Al Rosen;
Assistant Director William Sawyers; 635705”2}
SA C. Q. Smith;

SAC Victor Turyn; and

Assistant Director Leonard M. Walters.

)
L #~
s

vzgm\

this request.

- Personnel File
- Pexrsonnel File
- Personnel File
- Personnel File
~ Personnel File
Personnel File
-~ Personnel File
- Personnel File
- Personnel File
- Personnel File
- Personnel File
- Personnel File
%ﬁﬁpnnel File

HERREERRERERRREE
I

PVD:lad )
(20)
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Donald E. Moore A :
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Al Rosen

William Sawyers

C. Q. Smith
Victor Turyn
L.eonard M. Walters
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' (2 ®

Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams -
RE: HOUSTUDY

RECOMMENDATIONS :

(1) That the aforementioned former Bureau personnel be
released from any existing employment agreement for purposes of
Staff interview by the House Select Committee concerning their

knowledge of the Bureau's purchases from the U.S. Recording
Company .

(2) That the Intelligence Division determine the
last known addresses 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.

Wﬂ& AX,BA,CE, cv,Co, 7F ¢ wfo Y T
To ol Thoill Vodismnilisadsd oo Wb AnLEd Ay 158 0 ot iy

(3) That the Legal Counsel Division will orally
furnish the last known residence of the aforementlonegﬂﬁoét

former personnel. é/ %%¢?¢w¢““”
ok 0752
T "
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OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 . | / “\
wEEel. & :
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT ' Assoc. Dir. .

TR
Memorandum P

1 - Mr. Bassett Comp. Syst. —
f/ 1 - Mr. Cochran Exts MRS
TO : Mr. J. »}4 ‘B. Adams DATE: 12/8/75 - ot
1 - Mr. Wannall 1dent.
‘ -1 - Mr. Cregar Inspection
FROM ! Legal CounseL@ ’“';@. 1 - Mr. Hotis Eﬂm,
> = l

- Mr. Daly Leg
Plan. & Ev,
Spec. Inv. W

/HOUSTUDY 1 / / i

On 12/4/75, Richard Vermeire, Btaff Member of the
House Select Committee, requested that the Bureau determine
whether it would be possible for the House Select Committee
to review 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 review of same. Vermeire interposed no objection
to a Bureau representative being present during that review
and, in fact, thought it would be useful.

£ SUBJé;T:

Training
Telephone Rm.
Director Sec’y

On the instructions of Assistant Director John A.
Mintz, SA Paul V. Daly of this Division contacted Attorneyﬁ
Brian Gettings who is representing Mr. Joseph Tait to deteﬁ 1ﬁe
whether he interposed any objectlon to. the Bureau maqug amall—
lable the U.S. Recording Company records for review in Bﬁreau
space by representatives of the House Select Committee.
Mr. Gettings stated he had no objection to this arrangement.

The House Select Committee will be advised on 12/8/75
. that the Bureau will make available for review U.S. Recording
Company records in Bureau space.

RECOMMENDATTION :

For information.

T DEC 291975
B DA T 4 e ey e
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Assoc. Dir.
Dep. AD Adm. —
Dep. AD lav. .

Asst. Dir.:

Admin. . FJC:cap

Comp. Sys'

Ext. Affairs
Files & Com.
Gen. Inv.
Ident
Inspection
Intell.
Labaratory
Plan. & Eval.
Spec. Inv. —

Training

Legal Coun. — —
Telephone Rm.
Director Sec'y —

Ox . Adams

= Mr. Mintz

- Mr, Gallagher \
Mr. Wannall

- Mr. O'Connell

- Mr. Cooke

- Mr. Sheer

¢ /i

e el
I

The Attorney General Decenber 2, ]
/ y
Dirisi r, FBI :

{ S. HOUSEZ SELECT CO.?IITTLE )
ON INTLILIGENCE ACTIVITES (HSC) '

) On Hovember 18, 1975, Agssistant o the Director-
Ioputy Assceiate Directoy James D. Adang, Agsictant Director )
W. Raymond Wannall, and other representatives of the ¥BI :
appeared in open hearings hefore the HEC, chaired by
Congressman Otis G. Pile.

During the hearings Rokert W. Hardy, a former Bureau '
lnfsrmant, appeared and furnished a staterment to the HSC in
which he made certain allegations against the FBI, As ny
xeyre“entatives had unot nad the oprortunltv ko reviow and cop-
ment on Mr. Uardy's statement, the HSC asked that we do 5o a

e
subnit our obgervations for inclusion in tba official roo of
the hearings.

tncloué& for your approval and forwarding to the ISC

ig a lotterhsad momorandum {Li1), with enclosures, in response to
Hr. Fardy's statenent.

A copy of thig LU, with enclosures, is being furnished
for your rocords.

Inclogures (&)

G2-116464

3 02 /e 6o - 230 -

1 -~ The Deputy Attorncy Geneval = o sz

ﬂttuntzen.,;jlchael E. Shaheen, Jr.
Eégbﬁ Spocial Counsel for
1ﬂ”; U Intelligence Coordination

903 prEC 291975
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: 1 4. Adams
| .- . | 1@ nr. Mintz

- Mr. Gallagher
- Mr., Wannall
Mr. O'Connell
- Mr. Cooke

- Mr. Sheer

S
!

62~116464
Doacambexr 2, 1975

RE: STATEIENT OF ROBERT V7. HARDY
BEFORE THE HOUSE SELERCT
COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGERCE
HOVEUBER 18, 1975

On Tuesday, November 18, 1975, Rokert V. Hardy
appeared before the House Seleckt Commitiesz {(HSC) dealing
vith the subject matter of intelligence activities and
made a statement concerning his performance as an informant
for the FBI. In this staterent, Ir. Hardy made certain
allegations against the FBI vhich ave set out below with
appropriate responses.

the attached pages set out each of lr. Hardy's

allegations which are excerpts from his testinony. Hach
allegation is followed by a refutation. Ixcept vhere gpecif-~
ically noted, those regponses to Mr. Haxdy's allegations
are ezcerpted from the FBI rxeport of Special Agent !Michael M.
Rynan at Philadelphia dated Rovermbexr 18, 1871, contitled, "Camden
Action; Jayma Ann Abdoo; Kt Al.™ This report is a chronological
compilation of debriefings prepared following the daily meetings
of Hardy with the FBI Agents assigned as his contacts. The
report is attached. The refutations of !lr. Hardy’s testimony
ara, therefore, in the main taken from his own contemnorary

-;) roports to the FBI.

!

jyﬁ‘ Inclosures (2)

TLS:nm/cap, i,,
(10) I

Assoc. Diry oo
Dep. AD Adm. NOTE .
Dep. AD Inv. ——

Asst. Dir.:

Admin,

See memo Cooke to Gallagher dated 11/26/75 captioned,

Comp. Sy, . 'Us S. House Select Committee on Intelligence."

Ext. Affairs ——

Files & Com, — )/ Q)

Gen. Inv. 3 . \ s
dents %@ # >
Inspection a d . Ay

Intell. N\}\_{ . ‘.,n’; 4(‘/

Laboratory [ ~ ;f&’ =

Plan. & Evol. — g Y

Spoc. Inv. é/

Training =

Legal Coun, ———
Telephone Rm. —

Director Sec’y — MAIL ROOM[_1 TELETYPE UNIT Pm%_@l é 2 / / 6 9’ é }f . ”2\—8{) %o-ssg-szo
LSS e - ‘
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& 0TE :
s CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE )

SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE
BEFORE COMPLETING.

TO: Inﬁeiiigence Community Staff FROM:
ATTN: C®ntral Index

FBI

SUBJECT:

Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees

1.

HOW PROVIDED (check appropriate term. If a document was made available 2.

for review but not transmitted, so note.)

DOCUMENT l IBR!EFING | IINTERVIEW | lTESTlMONY' 5{ IOTHER

DATE PROVIDED

12/2/75

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

}E HSC

4. IDENTIFICATION (provide descriptive data for documents; give name or jdentif

interviewee, testifier and subject)

Momorandum and enclosures

ication number of briefer,

IN RESPONSE TO (list date and item number if in response to formal request,
wise state verbal request of (name), initiative, subpoena, etc.)

HA

other- 6. CLASSIFICATION OF
INFORMATION (enter
U, ¢, S, TS or
Codeword)

U

if key words not listed are

7. KEY WORDS (enter the appropriate key words from the list provided separately;
used underline for emphasis)
review, hearings
8. SUMMARY (see reverse side befo;e compfeting this ;tem)
Statenent of Robert W. Hardy before the HSC 11/18/75 conceining
his performance as an informant for the FBI. Setting forth
the allegetions by Handy and the FBI msponses to these
allegati.ons.
62~116464
FMK: £l
(4) ORIGINAL VIA LIAISON TO CENTRAL COMMUNITY INDEX
IN CONNECTION WITH HOUSTUDY
S VELLOW
379] (6.75) CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE
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INSTRUCTIONS

& % A
‘é.\’ 1 o, *}4‘

e Type or print clearly in ink.
e Indicate classification of the abstract top and bottom.
e Date the abstract and put on any internal control numbers required.

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

e 1If 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 Iuntelligence Community
matters if appropriate. Any feedback or evidence of investigatory interests
should be noted. Commitments made to supply additional information should be
noted. Additionally, certain administrative information may be entered here,
e.g., restrictions on review of a document, if document was paraphrased, whether
interviewee is current or former employee, etc. If actual document or transcript
is provided, that fact should be noted and no summary is required. Additional
pages may be attached if necessary.

£, .
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5-140 (Rev. 1-21-74) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
A WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535
House Select Committee

! Addressee:‘
11/28/75

" |:] LTR X LHM {1 Memo (3 Report dated
? aqmmuﬁDmmmm Re hearings held 11/18/75. Info

{ set forth 1s in response to specific questions.
rajised during hearlngs.

BT
Originating Om &
Delivered by: / / 7 é

Received by:

A z
Return this receipt to the Intelligence Pivision, FBI

62 . J6 s of - AT O
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TO

FROM

SUBJECT:

1 - Mr. Adams 1 - Mr, Moore

OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 )

MAY 1962 EDITION

GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 1 Q" ’\ e D",l

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Dep. AP Adn2
Dep.. A nv

Memorandum hkp

Comp: Syst, .
Ext. Affairs ___

:Mr. J. B. Adanis patE: 11-20-75 e =

i Ident. .

Inspection 2
: Liegal Counse fotell N»ng
e | @' o ol
Plan. & Eval.

ALLEGATIONS OFZSQSLIET g

PENETRATIONS.ON_CAPITOL. HILL Tolaghens R, —
INTERNAL SECURITY - RUSSIA rostorSeey —

Reference »: memorandum of 11-10-75 from Mr. Branigan
Mae=Wannall concerning inquiry from Congressman Otis G. Pike, Chairman
of {h Hduse Select Committee > on Intelligence, requesting 1nformat10n
regardi ng “alleged and confirmed” incidents of Soviet-bloc penetrations off
congressmnal staffs. ,
AV IY/20 1

Per instructions by Mr. Adams, Inspector Bowers met with
Senator James O. Eastland on 11-18-75 and advised him of this inquiry from
Congressman Pike since a former employee of the Senator's, one Kenneth Rﬁaﬁ
Tolliver, was involved with the Soviets while working for the Senator. £ 4
Senator Eastland was told that while we had confirmed to Congressman PJke
the existencecof one incident wherein a member of a congressional staff’ had
furnished information to hostile intelligence agents obtained through his
congressional employment, we had declined to identify any of the parties
involved since this would infringe the privacy of others. Senator Eastland
expressed appreciation for our having informed him of this matter and asked
that he be kept currently informed of future pertinent developments

Senator Eastland advised that he had 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-
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 without Congressman Pike's knowledge or
approval; hence, he (Senator Eastland) will 1gnore 1t ,/ EZ C]
- /wj;:f
RECOMMENDATION:
W@ 5 (/ %w
For information. Q!I { P — zma

A -, Croge, Tz DEC} oﬁ@smm

Mr. Mintz .1 - Mr., Wannall «‘;1 Mr. Bramgan Bowers

be:31
- Buy U.S, Sawngs Bonds Regular{;/ on the Payroll Savings Plan A{Eﬁ’m@q&ﬂ‘
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...
Mr, W, A, Mintz

y [
' 4 )
(1L -~ Mr. J. B, Hotis)

PLAINTEXT TELETYPE NITEL .*°

1 ~ Mr, H. N. Bassett ¢
TO $A05 ALEXANDRIA 1 - Mr. W. R. Samaadde 15, 1975
gmggiﬁ 1 - Mr, W. O. Cregar
‘) “COLUMBIA
- TAMPA
' WFO

FROM DIRECTOR FBI (62-116464)

0[ o
@(ﬁf‘msmm _79

L celect
THE HOUSE SEL26T COMMITTEE (HSC) HAS INDICATED DESIRE TO

INTERVIEW CERTAIN FORMER BUREAU EMPLOYEES CONCERNING ANY

KNOWLEDGE THEY MAY POSSESS PERTAINING TO THIS BUREAU'S PURCHAS-

ING PRACTICE WITH U. S. RECORDING COMPANY. LISTED BELOW ARE

THE NAMES OF THE FORMER EMPLOYEES CONCERNING WHOM HSC HAS

EXPRESSED AN INIEREST AS WELL AS THE LAST KNOWN ADDRESS OF

EACH TNDIVIDUAL AS IT APPEARS IN HIS PERSONNEL FILE: RUFUS R.
BEAVER - 326 EAST STADIUM DRIVE, EDEN, NORTH CAROLINA 27288;

TECHAS 2ARROY - 5319 MIADON BILL RQA%E&::?L:&ET;LCITIY/, MARYLAWD
21043; JAMES H. GALE - 3307NROCKY MOUNT RoD, FATRFAX/ Yt - QAP

VIRGINIA-- HOME PHONE 273-1661, OFFICE PHONE 591-2151;

Assoc. Dire e

Dep. AD Adm. Tm:lhblk\g . - ¥ 7 ——— . —
ep. AD lnv. — =)%al BURZAU OF INVESTIGATION- - -
(8 COMMUNICATIONS SECTION SEE NOIE PAGE 3
Comp. Syst, ——— o
E)f'. Aftaits —— &EUm 1’5 1975
Fls Kicon.— Y %rf- a0l
Ident. "
T iT& 2 Yi{ me / ‘;\/
Laboratory 'ﬁ o \\&
an. & Eval. —
Spms o N
Training

Legal Coun. ——

Telephone Rm. — \

oire:pr ec’y — MAIL ROOM[_]  TELETYPE UNIT
4

5‘& CD%CQ_C!QZ@Q&QE?E jage 780

GPO : 1975 O N569-920
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WILLIAM JARVIS GOODVIN - lSOlESOUTH SCOTT STREEI, ARLINGTOMN,
VIRGINIA 22204 - HOME PHONE 920~22§4; ODD T, JACOBSEN =

77 BATTERY ROAD, HILTON HEAD ISLANWD, SOUTH CAROLINA 29928;
NORMAN MC DANIEL - 7103 SEA CLIFF ROAD, MC LEAN, VIRGINIA

22101; DONALD E. MOORE « 505 CROWN VIEW DRIVE, ALEXANDRIA,

VIRGINIA 22314 ~ HOME PHONE 751~0327; PAUL F. O'CONNELL, JR. =
2417 STRATTON DRIVE, POTOMAC, MARYLAND - HOME PHONE 424+2585;
AL ROSEN - 55 FIR HILL TOWERS NORTH; AKRON, OHIO 443043
C. Q. SMITH = 2061 HAWATI AVENUE NORTHEAST, SAINT PETERSBURG,
FLORIDA 33703 - HOME PHONE 522~6597; WILLIAM B. SOYARS -
12019 GREYWING SQUARE, RESTON, VIRGINIA ~ HOME PHONE 860-4055;
VICTOR TURYN - 2645 TURF VALLEY ROAD, ELLICOTT CITY, MARYLAND;
LEOWARD M. VALTERS - 1303 MACBETH STREET, MC LEAN, VIRGINIA -
HOME PHONE 356-1464.

RECIPIENTS ARE REQUESTED TO CONTACT THE ABOVE-LISTED
INDIVIDUALS RESIDING IN THEIR RESPECTIVE ARTUAS AND ADVISE

THEM OF THE ABOVE~STATED HSC INTENTION. EACH INDIVIDUAL SO

CONTACTED SHOULD BE INSTRUCTED THAT WHEN AND IF CONTACTED BY
? THE HSC THEY SHOULD, BEFORE SUBMITTING TO INTERVIEW,

TELEPHONICALLY CONTACT THE OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL AT BUREAU

HW 55304 DocId:329396%96 Page 81
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HEADQUARTERS COLLECT TO SECURE RELEASE FROM THEIR EMPLOYMENT
AGREEMENT AND TO ASCERTAIN PARAMETERS WITHIN VHICH INTERVIEW
MAY BE CONDUCTED, ADVISE HEADQUARTERS SHOULD DIFFICULIY BE

ENCOUNTERED IN CONTACTING ABOVE~LISTED INDIVIDUALS.

NOTE:
Memorandum from Legal Counsel to Mr. J. B. Adams

dated 12/8/75, captioned “Houstudy," secured approval of
the Director for HSC interview of the above-listed individuals.,

HW 55304 DoclId:323%896%96 Page 82
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‘ 2 -'.. J. A. Mintz

(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)

SLALVIBET TELETYPE 1 . Mr, H. N. BaUJJEL
1 -~ Mr. W. R. Wannall
TO SAC WFO DECEMPER 24, 1975
ﬁf@ﬁzp __ 1 - Mr, W. 0. Cregar
FROM DIRECTOR FBI '(%gﬁsusam)—-a.@? 1~ Mr. T. J. McNiff
\:’,f\ 1

HoUSTUDY 75. - |

THE HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE (HSC) HAS INDICATED DESIRE TO
INTERVIEW FORMER ASSISTANT DIRECTOR FRANK WAIKART CONCERNING
KNOWLEDGE HE MAY POSSESS PERTAINING TO THE BUREAU'S PURCHASING
PRACTICE WITH U. S. RECORDING COMPANY. PERSONNEL FILE OF
WAIKART LISTS HIS LAST KNOWN HOME ADDRESS AS OF 1972 TO BE
3715 WELTHAY STREET, SOUTHEAST, WASHINGION, D. C. 20023.

WFO IS REQUESTED TO CONTACT WAIKART AND ADVISE HIM OF
ABOVE~STATED HSC INTENTION. HE SHOULD BE INSTRUCTED THAT WHEN
AND IF CONTACTED BY THE HSC HE SHOULD, BEFORE SUBMITTING TO
INTERVIEW, TELEPHONICALLY CONTACT THE LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION
AT BUREAU HEADQUARTERS TO SECURE RELEASE FROM HIS EMPLOYMENT

|/ AGREEMENT AND TO ASCERTAIN PARAMETERS WITHIN WHICH INTERVIEW

b MAY BE CONDUCTED. ADVISE HEADQUARTERS ONLY IF DIFFICULTY
T SHOULD BE (G(MNARGHD SI(J TABLISHING CONTACT WITH WATKART.
Th e b
e wom; . JRLETYRE
Ext. Affairs — p Seé memorandum from lLegal Counsel to Mr., J. B. Adams,

Files & Com.
Gen. Inv.

~ dated 12/17/75, captloned "Houstudy,' which sets forth above

o et information concerm.ng HSC intention to interview former
TR Assistarnit Director Waikart. §
s
Laboratory
Plon. & Evol. (Lt ;'i"f””) .Lj"://_"__,. A 3) ?/a{ Iy
Spec. Inv. /‘i:)
Training
Legal Coun. ; %%ﬂ . J&lf
Telephone Rm. 2 {
\ ,ecpm m MAILROOM[ ] TELETYPE UNIT@/ ~ L GPO : 197540 ~ 569-920
k& 453' %ocﬂg_@essaﬂs Page 83 "




S OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 A e ’
W~ PR ‘ ‘ L
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT A o Al
.1 - Mr. Mintz . Dap: AD fnv.
Memorandum 1- ol Bassett Ao
-1 - Mr. Wannall e
£ 1 - Mr. Cregar Ext, Affairs __
TO ¢ Mr. J. B. Adamsp# DATE: 12/17/75 Files & et
- 1 - Mr. Hotis - Mty
1

-y
’:{r’{, - Mr. Daly Inspection
FROM ! TLegal Couns Intell.
3 Laboratory

Legal Coun. ___

" o . Plan. & Eval.
SUBJECT: HOUSTUDY _,) Spac. fov.

Training

, e Telephone Rm.
i Director Sec'y

Staff Member Richard Vermeire of the House Select
Committee requested 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
practice with '‘the U.S. Recording Company. _}
p

o>

e

" RECOMMENDATIONS: . /“'JV

(1) That former Acting Assistant Director Waikart be
released from any existing employment agreement for purposes of
interview by the House ‘Select Commlttee.

I
- -
P

; - %/
(2)  That the Intelli é?%@‘qg' G ey 997
L g J genc WiMEion determine ‘the
whereabouts of former Acting Assistant Director Waikart and
insure ‘that he is advised that he may be contactedeby siembeie=s
of the Committee.

Co
- ,
-"ff"'év i~

-

o

@@ pEC 19 1975 &

%
Mmm

e A~

(3) That the Legal Counsel Division orally advise
the House Select Committee of the whereabouts of former Acting
Assistant Director Waikart.: _

s

A/@H [ﬁ »Wt,

/, x.._'

1 - Personnel File - Frank Waikart .
Lﬁf QUHSE
- A

lad\kéx

(10)

‘\

mvfaf L wfo ”’&%’?J"; 7l
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OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101--11.6

UNITED STATES GCSVERNMENT
Memorandum

MR. CALLAHAN

(t‘VOM : J. B, ADAMS

sugject: U, S. RECORDING COMPANY
INTERVIEW BY PIKE COMMITTEE

&

TO pate: 12/17/75

Director Se’y

On 12/9/'75 I was interviewed by Tim Oliphant of the

OHouse Select Committee on Intelligence’in the presence of SA John -

Dennis MilTé7, T.egal Counsel Division. There is attached a write-up
of 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
usual procedures.

e

JBA:am§ ,, ¢ i
@ I P4 @
1 - Mr. Bassett S/'L}»Sé R@Em < w/{/éé/é 7
1 - Mr. Mintz T e
C o, B Un o e
o A {z o
(}fwv& ;,1()? o W T . ey
wh T A g{f‘;w{é?
e aF

-~

4 Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan
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941H CONGRESS } HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES { “REPORT
No. 94-693

DEcEMBER 8, 1975.—Referred to the House Calendar and ordered fo be printed

Mr. PixE, from the Select Committee on Intelligence,
submitted the following

REPORT
of the

SELECT COMMITTEE ON -INTELLIGENCE :
CITING HENRY A. KISSINGER

together with
CONCURRING and DISSENTING VIEWS
INTRODUCTION

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.
Kissinger, Secretary of State. (See Appendix A.) The subpena de-
manded that the Secretary of State, or any subordinate 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.® 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 “A1l 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.”

57-008 . a ./ /7
/, fu a
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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
Representatives 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 ordered 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.

CHRONOLOGY 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
roduction of classified materials as to which there could be no public
isclosure 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 18, 1975, at 9:00 a.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.

AUTHORITY

The Select Committee on Intelligence is a duly established Com-
mittee of the House of Representatives, pursuant to House Resolution
591, 94th Congress, First éession. . Res. 591 was reported out of the
Committee on Rules on July 11, 1975, and adopted by the Fouse on
a voice vote on July 17, 1975. |

Section 2 of H. Res. 591 authorizes and directs the Sel2ct Committee
to conduct an inquiry, inter alia, into:

(1) the collection, analysis, use, and cost of intelligence in-
formation and allegations of illegal or improper activities of
intelligence agencies in the United States and abroad ;

HW 55304 DocId:32589656 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; ,

(8) 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 8 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 F. 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, were deemed essential to its inquiry. The subpena which
forms the basis of the recommended resolution was issued in full con-
formance with this authority.

As indicated above, Secretary of State, Henry A. Kissinger, was
summoned to furnish materials in his custody and control 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 com-
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 of Representatives and we recommend that the House adopt the
resolution to report the fact of the refusal of Henry A. Kissinger,
Secretary of State, to produce pertinent materials pursuant to a sub-
pena duces tecum 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..B:.Searle Field, Staff Director, or his duly authorized repre-

: sentative.

You are hereby commanded to summon . Henry A. Kissinger. Secretary of
State, or any subordinate officer, official or employee with .
custody or_cantral_of the_itens.described in_the attached schedule R
and by sexvice of a copy hereof the said Henry A. Kissinger, Secretary
aof State, or any.subordinate. officer. official ox emplovee is hereby
commanded -
to be and appear before the _.....Select. Committes on Yntelligenge .

Semmpittencof the House of Representatives of the United States, of which the Hon. .. Qtds__

is, chairman, .and to_‘bring

G, Rike

ik him_the i:cg.xrgi_dei.r;s@_i_n;hg schedule annexed hereto and _

nade_a_part hereof in the office of the Select Committee on Intel-

. ligence. Room E-3l6 Rayvburn House Office Building,
Sxthebxshamber in the city of Washington, on ... November 11, 1975

at the hour of - 10200 AuMemeee .

. produce and deliver said items to §z'aid Committee ox
then and there to testif:fmckingax ’ Gormmittesancshesin ,
'their duly authorized representative in connection with the Committee s
ﬁmmm%ﬂmkmm investigation authorized and detailed

§ H. Res. 591, a copy of which is annexed.
y Herein fail not, and make return of this summons.
ICRURIIR

SN DK DRI L R SaX K

v
N e

Witness my hana and the seal of the House of Representatives
of the United States, at th-t: city of Washington, this
et day of .__November .. 1975

O5Y P

otis G. Pike,

Chairmen.
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fore us is hardly debatable. The claim of executive privilege is based on
the assertion, set forth in the communcation to the Select Committee,
that the documents subpoenaed “in addition 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 far
as I know, there are no specific legal precedents. However, if the 7a-
tionale of United States v. Nizon 1s applied it becomes apparent that
the doctrine mwust extend to communications involving former
Presidents.

The doctrine of executive privilege is bottomed not on some legal
technicality 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 macde has left office. No
Secretary of State, mo high government official, no aide to the Presi-
dent has any assurance that the man he speaks 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.8. v. Nizon if he knows that the very next day the protec-
tion of executive privilege may be shattered because of a change in the
occupant of the Oval Office?

If the need for a confidential channel of communication exists, isn’t
that need just as great on the day before the Presidency changes hands
in orderly fashion every four or eight years? It is justas important on
the last day of a President’s term as 1t is on the first day. But if we
deny the application of executive privilege to conversations with a
former President then we have to conclude that communications which
are fully protected on January 19 have absolutely no protection on
January 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 proposition would lead to the ridiculous
result that a current President might invoke executive privilege as to
communications to President Washington. The answer to that is quite
simple: the doctrine is anplicable as far back as reasonably necessary
to protect the purpose of the privilege. After the passage of time has
eliminated the dangers of exposure the need for confidentiality disap-
pears and executive privilege 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 law-
ful order of his superior, the President. It is unconscionable—and
indeed likely unconstitutional—to prosecute 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
the documents sought, and because there is verv substantial doubt that
prosecution for contempt in this instance would be successful.

Davio C. Treex.
@)
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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
well temper candor with a concern for appearances and for
their own, interests to the detriment of the decisionmaking

process. Whatever the nature of the privilege of confidenti- SCHEDULE OF ITEMS REQUIRED TO BE PRODUCED BY
ality of Presidential communications in the exercize of Art. HENRY A. KISSINGER, SECRETARY OF STATE, PUR-
I powers,f the }Ftl;ivﬂe%e czu}1l be said to derivedfrom t}%e su- SUANT TO SUBPOENA OF THE HOUSE SELECT COM-
_premacy of each branch within its own assigned area of con-

stitutional duties. Certain powers and pri\?ileges flow from MITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE, DATED NOVEMBER 6, 1975

the nature of enumerated powers; the protection of confi-
dentiality of Presidential communications has similar consti-
tutional underpinnings.

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
A % ES * S the px esent.
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 all
citizens and added to those values the necessity for protec-
tion of the public interest in candid, objective, and even blunt
or harsh opinions in Presidential decisionmaking. 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 many would be unwilling to express
except privately. These are the considerations justifying a
presumptive privilege for Presidential communications. The
privilege is fundamental to the operation of government
and inextricably rooted in the separation of powers under
the Constitution.”

£ £ g % &

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 communi-
cations. He does not place his claim of privilege on the ground
they are military or diplomatic secrets. As fo these areas of
Art. IT duties the courts hawe traditionally shown the utmost
deference to Presidential responsibilities. (emphasis
supplied) : e

# £ £ £ % %

* * * Moreover, a President’s communications and activities
encompass a vastly wider range of sensitive material than “N
would be true of any “ordinary individual.” It is therefore
necessary in the public interest to afford Presidential con-
fidentiglity the greatest protection consistent with the fair
administration of justice. The need for confidentiality even
as to idle conversations with associates in which casual ref-
erence might be made concerning political leaders within the
¢ountry or foreign statesmen is too obvious to call for further
treatrment. ’

Thus, the Supreme Court has given firm foundation to the doctrine
of executive privilege. Its applicability to the circumstances now be-
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Congress’ legislative tasks and the responsibility of a grand
jury, or any institution engaged in like functions, While fact-
finding by a legislative committee is undeniably a 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, 1t 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
responsible fulfillment” of the Committee’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 United ‘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 }_{Dresident’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 States. v.
Nigon, 418 U.S. 683. Any Member who is troubled about the limits
and definition of executive or presidential privilege should afford him-
self the opportunity of reading the pertinent portion of that decision
beginning at page 705. .

In United States v. Nigon, the Supreme Court was confronted, with
a collision between executive privilege and the constitutionally pro-
tected rights, as set forth in the Sixth Amendment, that every de-
fendant in a criminal trial has: 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 that a generalized
claim of executive privilege could not be invoked to prevent access by
the judicial branch to material necessary in a criminal trialk, .

Although the Supreme Court in United States v. Nimon iwas -not
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. When the privilege is asserted
on the basis of national security interests it may even foreclose access
in criminal cases. 5

For those who may not have the opportunity to read the decision
of the Supreme Court in United States v. Niwon, the following perti-
nent portions thereof will be helpful: K

* # *.The first ground is the yalid need for protection of
communications betwéen high Government officials and those
who advise and assist them in the performance of their 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
owersight of the intelligence community.” H. Res. 591 aunthorizes the
Select Committee to inquire into “the necessity, nature, and extent
of overt and covert intelligence activities by United States intelligence
¢ Instrumentalities * * *.” While the authority of the Committee ex-
¥ tends to covert activities actually carried out, that authority does not
7 | give the Committee the power to force anyone to disclose what recom-
 |_mendations he made for covert activities. Perhaps there are some in
7 the Congress who would like to know 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 asto 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 g’enate Select Committee v. Nizon, 498 F. 2d 725 (1974). The court
said:

* % % ye think the sufficiency of the Committee’s showing

must depend solely on whether the subpoenaed evidence is

l demonstrably critical to the responsible fulfillment of the
-4} 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 critical 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:

Sec. 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
99, 1938, c. 594, 52 Stat. 942.

Sec. 194. Certification of failure to testify; grand jury action failing
to testify or produce records

Whenever 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 House, or any joint committee established by a joint or concur-
rent resolution of the two Iouses 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 Iouse, as the case may be, to certify, and
he 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, 1986, c. 884, 49 Stat.
2041 ; June 22,1988, c. 594, 52 Stat. 942.

(N
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Subpoena, served: Friday, November 7, 1975.

Return date : Tuesday, November 11, 1975,

Directed to: Henry A. Kissinger, Secretary of State, or any sub-
ordinate officer, official or employee with custody or control of items

«deseribed in the subpoena.

For the following: All documents relating to State Department
recommending covert action made to the National Security Council
and the Forty Committee and its predecessor committees from Janu-
ary 20, 1961 to the present.

On November 11; the return date of the subpoena, William 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 to 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 covert action made to the Na-
tional Security Council 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 originating 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 officialg in the State Depaitment,
sometimes the Secretary of State, to the Forty Committee or
its predecessor, 308 Committee, or to the President himself
in connection 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 was 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 date of the letter referred to above, the staff of
the Secretary of State had discovered ten documents, dating from
the period 1962 thiough 1972. It is my understanding that none of the
ten documents, or any similar documents subsequently located, involve
the administration of President Ford, or the period of time in which
Henry Kissinger has been Secretary of State, and that nine of the
ten documents originated during the administrations of Presidents
Kennedy and Johnson. Thus, any notion that the documents are being
withheld to avoid embarrasment to the present administration should
be discarded.

T question the need of the Committee to have recommendations by
the State Department of covert actions. I admit that this is an interest-




~

24

All factors, legal and otherwise, should be weighed by us in making
this decision : is 1t wise for the House of Representatives to vote favor-
ably on the resolutions? Our decision could have far-reaching
consequences.

I would now like to give my own views on this question. I offer them
without pretense of sagacity, but with assurances to my colleagues in
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 wisdom for the House
to disapprove the resolutions. I say this for three principle reasons:

(a) To lay down the legal gauntlet now runs the risk of increasing
hostility on both sides. This will lead to a freezing of positions. A
conciliatory approach will probably result in the Committee getting
more information. HL.Res. 591, which established the Select Com-
mittee, directs the Committee to report to the House no later than
January 31, 1976. If we send this matter to the courts there is no way
that the issue can be resolved prior to that date nor prior to any reason-
able extension of the life of the Committee.

(b) It is questionable that we need afl of the information called
for by the subpoenas. I am convinced that we can obtain, on a nego-
tiated basis, sufficient information to carry out our legislative man-
date. We should insist on our “legal rights” only when the informa-
tion sought to be withheld from ‘Congress is absolutely necessary
to its legislative function, Especially is this true when the insistence
of asserted legal rights involves the dissembling and enormously dis-
ruptive contempt proceedings against an executive official with heavy
responsibilities. Whatever our views may be of the policies pursued
by Secretary Kissinger and/or the President, we should have a decent
regard for the effects of a judicial confrontation on the ability of

. the Secretary of State to carry out his duties. To require him to direct

his time and energy to a judicial battle would cause a corresponding
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.

(¢) 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 be unsuccessful,
because of weaknesses in the committee’s case, it behooves the House
not to proceed for at least two reasons. First, we should seek to avoid
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. $PECIFIC VIEWS ON THE RESOLUTION COVERED BY THIS REPORT

Let us turn now to the specific resolution covered by this report and
the subpoena on which it 1s based. It may be useful to the Members
to break out the details of the subpoena as follows:
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CONCURRING VIEWS OF OTIS G. PIKE

This Committee, since its inception, has had some difficulty pene-
trating veil after veil of secrecy thrown by the various intelligence
agencles over the various intelligence activities of the United States
government. One of the mandates of the Committee, as set forth in
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_beenudjsturbin%.
In general, rather than being circumscribed by oversight and control,
the CIA was acting in every activity of questionable legality and/
.or morality, on orders from “higher authority”—either the President
himself or the National Security Council or its “40 Committee.”

Those covert actions generated by the Central Intelligence Agency’s
professionals have tended to be that—professional. Those generated
by the White House or the State Department have tended to be more
questionable, yet apparently they were rarely questioned. 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
National Security Council for covert actions by the CIA. The Na-
tional Security Council is a statutory body, created by Congress in
the National Security Act of 1947. It is not simply an extension of
the Presidency. Lf there is any legal authority for covert actions by
the CIA. (other than the 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 1947. It lies in that clause which
authorizeg “such other functions and duties related to intelligence af-
fecting the mnational security as the National Security Council may
from time to time direct.” This is the language on which the CIA has
traditionally relied for its legal justification in conducting covert
activities. It has habitually referred to its covert actions as “intelli-
gence activities” as did the President himself in alleging that execu-
tive privilege prohibited the State Department from providing the
‘Committee with its recommendations to the National Security Coun-
il for covert actions.

The State 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
charge of the Cyprus desk in the State Department had objected
strongly to our actions during that period, had believed that both the
coup and invasion could have been prevented, and had expressed his

(9)
H. Rept: 94-693——2




107

views in writing. The Committee sought, by subpoena, to obtain that
document, and the State Department refused to provide it, rasing the
awful spectre of McCarthyism if Congress were able to get the recom-
mendations of middle-level officers. In refusing 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
the policy levels of the Department, and not to junior and
middle-level officers, for the policy information they seek. It
is my principal 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 :

* # #* % %

Authorize any policy level officer of the Department or
the Foreign Service to testify before the Select Committee
on recommendations received by him from his subordinates,
but without identification of authorship, and any recommen-
dations he forwarded to his supervisors.

Just stay 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
of State assured Congress it would get. We want the recommenda-
tions of the State Department’s policy makers for covert actions.

If the recommendations of lower level officers in the State Depart-
ment are to be denied to Congress on the grounds of “McCarthyism?”
and those of top level officers in the State Department on the grounds
of “executive privilege” then the State Department has arrogated
unto itself total non-accountability for its recommendations as to
. operations by the CIA or the NSA or any other intelligence agency.

Oversight by Congress demands, first of all, the will and the stamina
to exercise oversight. Secondly, it requires knowledge as to what ac-
tions are being undertaken. The Congress simply cannot exercise
oversight if the Executive branch or any Department thereof uni-
laterally determines what facts Congress may have. There cannot be
comity between the branches if the solemn commitments of October
are broken by November.

The Secretary of State is in contempt of Congress and if Congress
fails to meet its own responsibilities it will well merit that contempt.

Orrs G. Prxe,

-

L‘

- DISSENTING VIEWS OF HON. DAVID C. TREEN

The majority of the Select Committee has voted three resolutions of
contempt against Secretary of State Henry Kissinger. 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 VIEWS ON THE THREE CONTEMPT 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 importance that our intelligence’
community operate efficiently, economically, prudently, and with
proper regard for the rights of individuals. i

I differ with the majority on the question of what is “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 legal
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 my opinion, neither this Committee nor any other congressional
committee should feel compelled to assert its legal rights just for the
sake of flexing its muscles o to prove a point. The assertion and
prosecution to an ultimate disposition by the Supreme Court of a
congressional committee’s “rights” should only occur when it is vitally
necessary to the legislative function to obtain the testimony or mate-
rials and when there is no other way to meet that legislative need.

Thus, it is my hope that the distinction between. what the Select
Committee, or the Congress, may be entitled to legally, on the one
hand, and the appropriateness and necessity of asserting and prosecut-
ng those rights, on the other hand, will be kept clearly in mind in the
debate on the issues raised by the resolutions of contempt.

I am not saying that the legal and constitutional questions should
not be considered and debated. Indeed they should, because the legal
and constitutional questions bear on the question of the appropriate-
ness and wisdom of pursuing the contempt process. What I am say-
ing is that one shou1£ not vote in favor of the resolutions of contempt
just because that Member concludes that the Committee has the better
side of the legal argument.

(28)
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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
critical example of their unwillingness 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 specified 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
glhi's information would be contributing to a cover-up of possible wrong

oing.

TI%.S committes 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 duéy 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
House to cite Mr. Kissinger for contempt of Congress.

. Rowarp V. DeLvoas.
(11)
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still very much alive—and to set a precedent in this 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 Bxecutive has a right to expect from
his advisors.

Finally, to help the members determine the validity 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 divectly 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 Security Af-
fairs—one of the President’s two closest advisors in matters of foreign
affairs 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 divectly 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 Fouse of Representatives.

Roserr McCrory.
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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 I{ennedy, Johnson, 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. If 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 action. 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 disastrous
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 predecessors 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—
rather 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

CONCURRING VIEWS OF JAMES P. JOHENSON

The response to the subpoena issued to Henry A. Kissinger as Sec-
retary of State raised a fundamental issue and deserves the closest
attention and scrutiny. The subpoena requested “all documents relat-
ing to State Department recommending covert action made to the
National Security 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. M¢Clory as follows:

Drar Mr. Cramrman : The Secretary of State has been in-
structed by the President respectfully to decline compliance
with your subpoena to the Secretary of November 6, 1975,
for the reason that it would be contrary to the public interest
and incompatible with the sound functioning of the Executive
Branch to produce the documents requested.

The subpoena sought “all documents relating to State De-
partment recommending covert action made to 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
recommendations originating 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 State Department,
sometimes the Secretary of State, to the Forty Committee or
its predecessor, 808 Comunittee, or to the President himself
in connection with consideration by one of those committees.

The documents in question, in addition to disclosing highly
sensitive military and foreign affairs assessments and evai-
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 committees composed of their closest aides and counselors.”
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 com-
mittee can be released without the President’s prior approval, Since
reaching this agreement, no information requested has been denied the
committee on the grounds of its classification, and the President has
not said here that the documents are denied because they are highly
classified. Rather, the assertion is made that they “disclose the con-
sultation process involving advice and recommendations of adwisers
to former Presidents, made to them directly or to committees composed
of their closest aides and counselors.”

But, the subpoena was for documents from the State Department to
the National Security Council and Forty Committee and its 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 as a
Member of Congress. The claim was not made by the Presidents in-
volved. The documents were not removed at the expiration of the
terms as being private. They are not being held in private, Presiden-
tial files. They were left as government documents in the State Depart-
ment files. They are classified, but their classification is not 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 because they are allegedly “recommen-
dations of advisers to former Presidents, made to them directly or to
the committees composed of their closest aides and counselors.” Thus,
the claim is made, public documents become private communications
which qualify for the doctrine of Executive privilege. )

If the State Department documents recommending covert action,
made to the National Security Council or the Forty (?omrplttee or its
predecessor constitute recommendations of advisers to Presidents, then
what government document doesn’t become subject to similar claims of
Executive privilege? The State Department 1s not a department of
the United States Government under this assertion; rather, its em-
ployees are advisers to Presidents. State Department documents di-
rected to another agency of government have become recommendations
of advisers to Presidents, made to committees composed of their closest
aides and counselors. Thus, the National Security Council, crea’ged by
Congress through the Act of 1947 to be the chief advisory body to the
President with respect to National Security affairs is reduced to a
eroup of the “closest aides and counselors.” ) )

The doctrine of Executive privilege to protect the privacy of Presi-
dential policy making procedures 1s surely a sound one. But, to extend
it to a prior President who did not assert it, to apply it to government
documents between governmental agencies, amounts to a claim of the
power of censorship that cannot be accepted, In my view.

“71 asked the representative of the Executive Branch who appeared
pefore our committee, Mr. Scalia, if there was another way 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.

i

DISSENTING VIEWS OF REP. ROBERT McCLORY

In the final sentence of his letter to the Select Committee dated No-
vember 19, 1975, 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 Kxecutive 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 IL 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 powertul 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. If I do say so, I believe
that the Select Committee, with the aid of unprecedented 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
chosen to take the hasty and mistaken action of voting a contempt
resolution against the Secretary of State. In my opinion, 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.

Secretary Kissinger ought not to have been cited in contempt for re-
fusing to surrender State Department documents for which the Presi-
dent of the United States has aserted a claim of executive privilege.
The Committee’s subpoena to the Secretary sought “all documents re-
lating to State Department recommending covert action made to the
National Security Council and the Forty Committee and its predeces-
sor committees from January 20, 1961 to the present.” After service of
the subpoena, the appropriate documents were identified and referred
to the White House for review. The Attorney General was asked to
carefully 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 demanding possession of extremely sensitive
documents, the Congress must have & mechanism and an internal sys-
tem that will provide safeguards for the protection of these vital
national secrets. No such safeguards gr.esent}y exist. Current House
rules, committee structures diversifie intelligence jurisdiction, and
Touse 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. . .

Beginning with the 93rd Congress, and accelerating rapidly in the
94th Congress, numerous “reforms” have drastically altered past prac-
tices. While the new reforms have greatly increased individual mem-
ber participation in the legislative processes, these same reforms have
proportionately placed the nation in jeopardy concerning official
gecrets. )

" As an example, present rules in the House of Representatives allow
any member to have full and unlimited aecess 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
_foreign relations.

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.

While 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 House 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.

Dare Mivrorp.

15

We are left with the choice of accepting this claim of Executive privi-
lege or of citing the Secretary of State—two distasteful alternatives.

In my opinion, the more serious consequence would result from
allowing the doctrine of Executive privilege to be extended under this
claim. The security classification 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%’residents is
ot the issue.

Baut, the President must not be allowed to censor material that goes
from one department of government to another by hiding it from Con-
gressional committees. The doctrine of Executive privﬁege 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-
rity Council are advisers or aides or counselors to the President, who
are part of the consultation process which qualifies for Executive privi-
lege makes the Presidency, rather than the United States Government,
the object of loyalty of those who work for the United States. This
claim, if allowed to stand unchallenged, can be extended and infinitum
to nearly all important government documents or officials which would
result in a complete destruction of the system of Congressional over-
sight. This claim, unchecked, makes the office of the I’resident 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. Perhaps more illustrative of the serious potential
consequences of this claim of Executive privilege is to try to differen-
tiate between the present claim and the testimony of an official of a
previous Administration before a Congressicnal committee. Could
President Ford prevent former Secretaries Rogers or Rusk from testi-
fying as to State Department recommendations.during their tenure
in office on the grounds of Executive privilege? If he can prevent the

_documents from being delivered, can’t he stop testimony? It would

seem $o.

Most importantly, if this claim is allowed to stand, how is a Con-
gressional committee to have oversight of the intelligence community ?
Recommendations from the CIA, the DIA, and the State Department
with respect to covert action programsand other intelligence matters
go through the Forty Committee and the National Security Council. 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
past in this critical arvea. The right of Congress to participate in de-
cisions of utmost urgency would once again be emasculated. Obviously,
the Legislative Branch cannot allow this claim to go unchallenged. -

Hopefully, a solution will be forthcoming, short of pursuing this
citation, but it must not be by Congressional acquiescence in this claim
of Executive privilege.

Janes P. Jounson.
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DISSENTING VIEWS OF THE HONORABLE
DALE MILFORD .

The contempt of Congress citation against Secretary of State Henry
Kissinger should be opposed by members 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 confidence 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 that would prevent a confrontation.

Third, Congress is not prepared to protect the extremely sensitive
documents that it is seeking from the Administration, and its failure
to protect these documents could bring irreparable 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 about by a serious national need or as
a result of well-defined issues, can maintain or even build 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 can
quickly destroy public confidence in both sides of the controversy. The
latter 1s particularly the case when the people 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. Parenthetically, (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 Kissinger for contempt concerns the right of a Congressional
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.

TFew, if any, members of Congress would disagree with the commit-
tee’s position that Congress does indeed have a right to full knowledge
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.

(7)
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OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530

December 17, 1975

TO: nt Director

Sistant Special Counsel for
Intelligence Coordination

Y,

House Select Committee Request
F dated December 11, 1975

Attached is a letter from the House Select Committee
requesting that certain materials be declassified 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 Committee staff on this if that is
agreeable).
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Docemxbkar 17, 1975

TO: John A, liintz, Assistant Directox
Legal Counsel Division
Federal Burecau of Invegtigation

FROM: Staven K. Blackhurst
Agsigtant Special Counsel for
Intalligence Coordination

SUBJECT:; House Select Committee Regueat
dated December 11, 1875

Attached is a letter from the House Sclect Cormittec
requesting that certain materials be declassified for
inclusion in the Committece's report. The Commitiee's
"deadline™ has been changed to Dicembor 22, and is
probably flexible. Please arrangs for an appropriate
responge o the Committee’s reguest (I have already
discussed possible responses to this request with
Tom Moliff who can deal directly with John Atkisson of
the House Sclect Committec gtaff on thio if that is
agxeeable}.

cc:  Paul Daly

L
.
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e OIS G. PIKE, N, ¥., CHAIRMAN " A. SEARLE FIELD, STAFF DIRECTOR

i

' ROBENT N. GIAIMO CONHN, ROBERT MGCLORY, ILL, ARRON B. DONNER, COUNSEL
JAMES V. STANTON, OH!O  DAVID C. TREEN, LA,
RONALD V, DEL! £, S
NorGAV . T s ks G
S ASPIN, WIS, 4 ‘
B e k. . Select Committee on Fntelligence
PHILIP H. HAYES, IND.
: ’
VILLIAM LEMAR, FLA. .S, Bousge of Representatives

Washington, . QE 20515

S (5
Decembex 11, 1975

| Mr. Michael Shaheen

Spec. Counsel for Intel. Coordin.

Departmenti of Justice ,
Washingtony D.C. ~ )

Dear Mr Shiéeen

The Committee requests that the following 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,
19735.

The documents are as follows:

1. November 26, 1975. Letter from Blackhurst
re: targets of warrantless electronic survelllance
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.

Sincerely, ‘
7 V4 J
Cos Sl 4oy

A. Searle Field
Staff Director

OFFICE ‘OF LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS

f TBEPARTIENT O rm“ z
181 DEC 161975 [
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! [‘/ 7¢[f( has been
received in the Records Sectiony appropriately initialed, and
indicated for file. By use of instant transmittal memorandum,
all necessary recording and indexing will be accomplished. It
is to be noted thils form is for internal use only within the
Records Section, principally by the Routing Unit where bulky
material not accompanied by memorandum is usually recelved.

The attachedklﬁsu,pﬂ'

The enclosure, i1f 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.,
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OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530

December 12, 1975

John A.jMintz, Assistant Director
Legal @ounsel Division

Feder? Bureau of Investigation
Me¥» FROM: Mich%pl E. Shaheen, Jr.

Specilal Counsel for Intelligence
... Coprdination

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

U. S. Recording Company. Please arrange for an Fh
appropriate response. ‘f

. : Lons pondmnze ASC Chad
Visdfair S P £%44_A;»Aww acbvrarg $A » il . . A
/ /3 /HJ ?j7 VUV?Q./VLLf 45/*MJ%“?zw

v % ok( /;m_:g,mmmw W""—“”““?,

i 85 ‘ » { . 4 .
P e Pt ey

cc: Paul Daly

m&f _ﬁﬁé@% Qﬁélgzij’éﬂ* éﬁuﬂ( - 22”2255?(

‘ L - FEB 12 1976

4,

; 4 FEB 181976
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ROBERY N. GIAIMO, CONNY
JAMES V., §TAZTON, Qi
ROMALD VEDELLOMS, cAI..!F
MORGAN F, MURPHY, ILL.
LES ASPIN, WIS,

DALE MILFORD, TEX.,
PHILIP H, HAYES, IND.
WILLIAM LEHMAN, FLA.
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PIKE, N. Y., CHAIRMAR A. SEARLE FIELD, STAFF DIRECTOR
oTIS G, s N Yo, ' 3

AARON B, DONNER, COUNSEL,

ROBERT MC CLORY, ILL, *
DAVID C. TREEN, LA.

JAMES P. JOHNSON, COLO.
ROBERT W, KASTEN, JR., WiS.

Select Committee on Futelligence

U.S. Pouge of Repregentatives
Wasghington, B.E. 20515

10 Decembef 1975

Mr. Michael E. Shaheen, Jr.

Special Counsel for Intelllgence
Coordination

U.S. Department of Justice

Washington, D.C. 20530

Dear Mr. Shaheen:

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,

s )
i e

A. Searle Field
Staff Director

ASF/TO/dng

TELEPHONE: (202) 223-9751

"“w e 4Cy 225X
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5010-106 :
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA GEN. REG. NO., 27

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum

Mr. McDemehk;Dé”/ DATE:
il

Assoc. Dir.
Dep. AD Adm. —
Dep. AD Inv.

Asst. Dir.:

Admin.
Comp. Syst. .
Ext. Affairs
Files & Com. —

12/12/75

Gen. Inv.

. Ident.
3 4 Ins c%
FROM : W. L. Bailey\s\“/V AL,

SUBJECT:  “HOUSTUDY ;

. r&@a C% cId??ESBSESE Page 109

Labojyatory
0";/“\\ (k?:{l n;. J—

Spec. Inv.

Training

A et o st W it
Telephone Rm.
Director Sec'y —

Reference is made to Legal Counsel memorandum to
Mr. Adams dated 11/25/75 regarding the House Select
Committee's request to interview Special Agent James W.
Awe regarding his participation on the U. S. Intelligence
Board Information Handling 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 Intelligence
Handling Committee (IHC) and its relationship to the
U. S. Intelligence 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. f;}

It was explained that IHC was one of many
committees of USIB. IHC has as its general mission the T
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 limited to the status
of observer with the exception of an effort 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 access to information regard-
ing record problems, procedures, and status of records
automation. It is especially important to maintain certain
standards so there can be .an effective interchange of

information within the Intelligence Ggpmu gty.igg gp' s ;25'53
particularly important as ﬁﬁé?#ariou.5§¥e§ 'eéf ??Eéédgig;x}'”ég

an automated environment with their records systefifz™™AltHou
the committee has had a limited amount of meeting%

the "
B pec 191975 &

1 - Personnel File - James W. Awe
s CEGRAR SR,

1l - Mr. Wannall

Attention: Mr. Cregar N
1 - Mr. Mintz ' Sgﬁ)

Attention: Mr. Hotis / /‘j
JWA:evp !

CONTINUED OVER




Memorandum to Mr. McDermott
HOUSTUDY

sharing of information regarding 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 committee, since the
Director -of the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) also
serves as the Director of Central Intelligence (DCI) for
the Intelligence Community. For CIA to continue in this
capacity would seem appropriate and the FBI would interpose
no objection, insofar as IHC committee activities are
concerned.

" RECOMMENDATION :

FPor information.

e b ﬂ(M/

HW 55304 DocId:32589696 Page 110




2 - Mr. J. A. Mintz

* - Mr. W. R. Wannall

November 18, 1975

ey

The Attorney Geéneral

1l - Mr, W. O, Cregar
Director, FBI 1 - Mr. R. L. Shackelford (

1 ad ‘Ml'. To J. MCNiff
’ 1 - Hro Rc D. Ha@ton N\
l{/ U. S. HOUSE SELECT COMMETTEE ON N\

INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (HSC)

v/ N
This is in partial response to HSC letter dated |
October 28, 1975, requesting access to oy production of c:ertaﬁl\
enumerated FBI files. h 2.
=N
‘ Attached for your spproval and forwarding to the HSG
is the original of a memorandum which constitiites a partial £
reply to referenced communication. A copy of the memorandum ig .
being prepared for your records. B C
Enclosures (2) Mo ‘
62-116464 I
4 > » . ‘ r’) E;’ ~
. 1 « The Deputy Attorney General /( £ G
) Attention: Michael E. Shsheen, Jr. i g9
Special Counsel for o
rrl' futelligence Coordination .9
& AUJ, ] ’U . T"
1 - 100-431511 8]
‘ RDHzeks/mjg o, T
12) ' o 2 ) L{ Ty
N P L
@&Q- - [ adeasi csmssein g
9 pEC 19 1975
Assoc. Dir. “@ %}
AD Adm. =
D:p'A v Ql\'%s ‘ o ‘ !
Ast:.Di::l T é”@V N ' : ve %‘L
Ai:: yste — ‘ ! “w - ' -
gx!. A‘S‘airs__ % \T}S}/(" @‘2/ o
Files & Com. \\/ﬂ L ) ff)k .
Gen. Inv. T ‘f&{ ' k‘
tdont. py \ i i)
o 907 AT
Laboratory “ENGIJOS.UR{E INBUIIKY RO‘OM” O ’) ')
Plon. & Eval. — - U \5/
Spec. lav. |
o}y 1 1)

Telephone Rm.

Ngu 'BEC- YA4O7EpoM T TELETYPE UNIT (]

GPO : 1975 O - 569-920
304 DogId:3298%6%6 Page 111




L. b ) |

- 2 - Mro Jc A. Hlntz
(1 - Ml' Jt Bo HOtlS)
1 - Mro Wo Ro Wannall
1 - Mr., W. O. Cregar
1 - Mr. R. L. Shackelford

62~116464 Hovember 18, 1975

1 - Mro To Jo MCNiff
l - Hl‘. Ro Do Ha@ton

U, S, HOUSE SELECT COMMITIEE
TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPLRATIONS
~  WiTH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (HSC}

REs REQUEST FOR MATERTALS CONCERNING
PETER CAMEJO

Reference is made to HSC letter dated October 28, 1975,
Ttem {3, which requests ' aeaess to any and all files of FBL
concerning Peter Camejo, SWP.V

In accordance with established procedures; Bureau file
concerning Peter Canejo has been veviewed and apprepriately
excised materials rela{:ing to the basis for the :mvesm% ti;m,
results of the investigation and any instruction or guldanc
from ¥BI Headquarters }?B;.HQi B8 been extracter] therefrom.

This material is presentiy z—waﬁ.abla at FBIHQ fpr review by HSC
Staff Members.

1 - The Attorney General

1 - 100-431511
RDH:eks /mjg

b

NOTE:

Peter Camejo is a leadinu functionary in the SWP and

has been of continuing :mvesta.gatlve interest to this Bureau
Assoc. Dir. ..__Slnce 1959 R R i i
Dep. AD Adm. _ » A
Dep. AD lnv.
Asst. Dir.:
Admin,
Comp. Syst. §
Ext. Affairs —__ L

/ W7 s
lnspe.ction — %m ﬁﬂ w‘/’f % , ‘ -

Intell

Laboratory
Plan. & Eval. _ ﬁ
Spec. Inv.
Training / /
Legal Coun. — " v é/ l / 2 2 l{

Telephone Rm, — 1‘
Director Sec'y . MAIL ROOM[ ] TELETYPE UNIT[ ] URE
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&140 (Rev 1-21-74) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
WASHINGTON, D. C, 20535

HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE

;:Adx%ressee:
{1} Report dated 11/18/75

C}.LTR XILHM (] Memo
HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE (HSC). Re: Request !

U, Qe
Ceffionof Document: £, Moterials Concerning Peter Catiejo,
(HSC letter 10/28/75, Item #3.)
¥

‘o . FBL

Originating Offjce: : 5
\ Ol o ula oy

Delivered by:
L

Received by:
Title: ” Q,

Return this receipt to the Intelligence Division, FBI

Ty e
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) ‘NOTE: SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE
CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE ol BEFORE COMPLETING. ;

TO: Inte]lligehce Community Staff FROM:
ATTN: Certral®iIndex

¥BL

SUBJECT: Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees

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

Xl DOCUMENT | |BRIEFING I | INTERVI1EW | | resTimMony | [ oTHER 11[18/75

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

SsC
% |Hsc
4. IDENTIFICATION (provide descriptive data for documents; give name or identification number of briefer,

interviewee, testifier and subject)

Memorandun
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.) {NFORMATION (enter

U, ¢, 8§, TS or

HSC 1@1‘:&@1‘ 16;28/758 item 3 Codeword)
U

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

Information hax;ﬂling
Intelligence collection

8. SUMMAR?:(SCG reverse side before comp)eting this ifem)

fvailable for mview by a‘ppmpziate #SC Staff I%'nbars aﬁ FBIHQ
materials welating to Peter Camejo.

62-118464
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(%) ORIGINAL VIA LIAISON TO CENTRAIL COMMUNITY INDEX
IN CONNECTION WITH HOUSTUDY
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INSTRUCTIONS

e Type or print clearly in ibk. | TP
e Indicate classification of the abstract top‘éﬁd\Boffdﬁ; i
e Date the abstract and put on any internal control numbers required.

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

e If additions (as when a copy of document sent to SSC is later sent to
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pages may be attached if necessary.
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el Ry OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 ol . 5010-106 s
MAY 1962 EDITION ¢
GSA GEN. REG. NO, 27 '
UNITED STATES G'O%RNMENT Kiiggs Dlfs.cz 2.
Dep. AD'Adm, _
7 Dep. Xb love
Memorandum
# Admin. __,'___
N Comp. Syst.
. 4. . Ext. Affairs
k"&ow : Mr. Jenkins DATE: 12/10/75 s —
F ff Gen. Inv.
rroM : W. .M. Moopey [ripessior

Intell.

Laboratory
Plan. & Eval. __

Spec. Inve

/O~
sugjecT; HHOUSTUDY
www

Training

Legal Coun. ___
Telephone Rm. __
Director Sec'y .

4 On 12/9/75, SA John M. Kirsch was interviewed
.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 activities at
Harper's Ferry, West Virginia. SA Kirsch advised that he had attended
two such gatherings 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, 1874. 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 Director 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 E)
it was probably Mr. John Mohr. Mr. Oliphant asked what the table stakes _
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¢.
< 8T
SA Kirsch was specifically asked if he had met Mr. Joe Tate .
at which he replied that he had met him on one or two occasions but that he
wouldn!t know Joe (Taté 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 Oberdick would know him if were to see him on the street.
Mr. Oliphant asked if SA Kirsch had ever been assigned to the Administrative
| Division to which he replied no. Mr. Oliphant asked if SA Kirsch had ever? 3

[REC-30 (92 =1t ¥ Gt e =)

1 - Mr. Bassett Bily
i 1~ Mr. Mintz . ~
1 - Mr. Wannall .
1 - Mr. Cregar ', S

1 - Mr. P. Daly
-1~ Personnel File of SA John M. Kirsch CONTINUED - OVE
Y E T JMK: jmits F
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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 was 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.

LH’W 55304 Doeld:3238%696 Page 117




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

December 8, 1975

ok ,ohn,A._M;;Lnj_s.is.ta.n-t-D,i»Jsec.toru.._.‘~ pae

§Legal Counsell Division
£ Federal Bureau of Investigation

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

SUBJECT: 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. e

/9/@§é%7- 7o é;iﬁﬁ;,

cc: Paul Daly ng .
2 =/C #27- 220 X
yf/ 7 NAR 4 1976:‘

ﬁ‘\\\?‘%&w) ——

\“'\kjf“ﬂ 5/”3&
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Decembor 8, 1975

John A. Mintgz, Assistant Divector
Legal Counsel Division
Federal Bureau of Investigation

HMichacl E. Shaheen, JIxn.
Speelal Counsel for Inteclligenco
Cooxrdination

liougse Selecot Committec Reguest dated December 1

Attached is a letter from the House Sclect

Committee dated Detember 1, which this Office recelved
on Decenmber 5. Ploasc arrange for an appropriate
responsac.

Paul Daly
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v - OTIS G, PIKE, N. Y., CHALRMAN __} . 3 A. SEARLE FIELD, STAFF DIRECTOR
ROBERT N, GIAIMO, CONMaenens ROAERT MC CLORY, ¥LL. ’ ; AARON BEDONNER; COUNSEL;
JAMES V STANTC,J OHIOo DAVID C, TREEN, LA,

RONAZLD V. DELLUMS, CALIF, JAMES P, JOHNSON, COLO. TELEPHONE; {202) 225-9751
MORGAN F. MURPHY, ILL, FOUERT W. KASTEN, JR., WIS, ~ , a ,

LES ASPIN, Wt &

e L Select Committee on Intellinence

PHILIP? H. HAYES, IND, . I3

A e P . WU.S. Pouse of Representatibes

Washington, B.EC. 20515

December 1, 1975

Mr. Michael Shaheen, Jr. L
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:

6 voLs 1) Jesse Benjamin (J.B.) Stoner (DOB) April
° 13, 1924, Chairman; National States Rights
Party.

: 2) The Thunderbolt and the subscriber list
w G+ Vale, thereto (publication of the National States
N{f“’ Rights Party)

G, Vibe. 3) The National States Rights Party
4) Carl W. Ridout of Birmingham, Alabama

VW\;:)‘BW% 2 Yr member -- National States Rights Party
W ,dhb o 5) John Mercer Johns of Jacksonville, Florida -
/ V¥’ _member - National STates Rights Party

6 o _L/s / V. 6) Vernon Higgins (Detroit, Michigan)
\@ ”*/ {’ & Sincerely,

,.....-—-»Wv:-
4)&@%&{% < L"Ulm :_'“:_536930 _L/‘m_ )'.i “ 1

)e'& A, Searle Field
Staff Director

OFHCE OEJJKESL'H&E~A¢&%RS

Loas W B bEN ot
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TO

FROM

T \W
G oo 5 Plan. &'Eval.
H@USTUDY ; Spec. Inv.

SUBJECT

,—f 2 31975

OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10
MAY 1962 EDITION
G5A FPMR (41 CFR} 101-11.6 R

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Moo “D""i;;?‘
4 1 - Mr. Mintz :?;fbf
Zuemm’an um 1 - Mr. Wannall Admio. fi—
1 - Mr. Cregar 7 Comp. Syst. ___
' Ext. Affairs
Mr. J. B. Adams DATE: 12/4/75 zx:iém—"

1 - Mr. Hotis [dent.

1 - Mr. Daly :::;el‘"“
S

Training

T e g e

3 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
purchasing practice with the U. S. Recording Company: -
W

Deputy Associate Director James B. Adams,
Associate Director Nicholas P. CalléHan, :
Assistant Director William V. Cleveland;
Inspector John P. Dunphy;

Executive Assistant to the Deputy Associate

Director of Administrative Affairs Thomas J.
Feeney, Jr.;

Deputy Associate Director Thomas J. Jenkins;
Special Agent John M. Kirsch;

Special Agent in Charge Robert G. Kunkel;

Mr. G. Speights McMichael;

Assistant Director Donald W. Moore, Jr.; and

Special Agent Frederick Woodworth.

RECOMMENDATION :

That the aforementioned Bureau personnel be released from
any existing employment agreement for purposes of Staff interview
by the House Select Committee concerning their knowledge of_ the
Bureau's purchases from the U.S. Recordlng Company .

1 - Personnel File - James B. Adams

1 - Personnel File - Nicholas P. Callahan

1 - Personnel File - William V. Cleveland j)
1 - Personnel File - John P. Dunphy

1 - Personnel File - Thomas J. Feeney, JrgQ 7

1 - Personnel File - Thomas J. Jenking

1 - Personnel File - John M. Kirsch ELQ~ /77L

1 - Personnel File - Robert G. Kunkel / -
1 - Personnel File - G. Speights Mchchaelx;,‘I‘ ;-
1 - Personnel File ~ Donald W. Moore, Jr. v , *
1 - Personnel File - Frederick Woodworth. , & DEC 161975 1
PVD:lad ) o m— -

(19) LEGE‘\W%/

oo nosaost) UsS. Squings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan




MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) (%1116

OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 # . /7

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum

T,
Mr. J. B. Adams
FROM ' Legal Counsel P ﬂé
y; g ﬁ (ﬂ !
SUBJECT: - ¢

HOUSTUDY
\\____’/./

-

Steven Blackhurst, Assistant Special Counsel for

o

- Mrs
- Mro
- Mr.

DATE:

- Mrn
- Mro
- Mro

Mintz.
McDermott
Wannall

12/4/75
Cregar
Hotis
Daly

Assoc. Dir.
Dep. AD Ad:y
Dep{kqﬂgv

Asst. Djr,

Admid. o ——
Comp. Syst. —__
Ext. Affairs —__
Files & Com. .1
Gen. Inv.
Ident.
Inspection

Intefl.

o
Plon § Eval.

Spec. Inv.

Training
Telephone Rm. ___
Director Sec'y —_

Intelligence Coordination in the Department, advised that the
House Select Committee has requested a meeting tentatively

to discuss the dispo-
sition of documents and materials furnished that Committee by

scheduled for 3 p.m., Friday, 12/5/75,

the FBI.
will be Jackie Hess.

Attendlng the meeting from the House Select Committee

=yr

We have learned that the CIA has recommended to Fhe
JHouse Select Committee that the material they furnished be~
lturned over to Archives with future access to that material e

being governed by procedures set up by the CIA.
was reportedly well received by Staff Members of the Commvits

although it has not been finalized.

This. concept?“

ee,
The obvious advantageéﬁd“
this procedure is to in effect take the material from the
mittee and place it in the custody of the Executive Braﬂ@ﬁ.

,, ~ Qm""
This

may, in part, obviate problems created by the House Rule™il 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 out of
existence in January and the problem of access subsequent to the
termination of the Committee by Congressional Staffers or Con-
_gressmen themselves is something that will have to be addressed

durlng this meeting and if need be, subsequent meetlngs.

@g /, (,

I
RECOMMENDATION :

T

o AR

That representatives of the Intelllgence Division,

of the Committee.

pVD:1ad Y
(8)

MW 553048-10D0ocId: 32989696 Page
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Files and Communications Division, and the Legal Counsel Division
meet at 3 p.m., 12/5/75, with the House Select Committee Staff
Member to discuss disposition of Bureau materials in the possession

\2d .
¥
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i o

Buy U.S. Sawngs Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Sawngs Plan
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams
Re: HOUSTUDY

ADDENDUM BY LEGAL COUNSEL, 12/5/75, JAM:mfd. /;ﬁ/
7

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
3:00 p.m. meeting. You wil be advised promptly of the results.

l
////

MW 55304 DocId:32989696 Fage 123
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OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530

December 3, 1975

John A. Mintz,f Assistant Director
Legal CounselgDivision

Federal Bureal of Investigation {éwé;\
Q\§&“FROM: Michael E. aheen, Jr.

Special Coupsel for Intelligence
Coordinatfion

SUBJECT: House Seléct Committee Letter Dated December 2

Attacﬁg; is a letter from the House Select
Committee dated December 2. Please prepare an appro-
priate response.

/ 2,/ 4/ 74" p,w{’io &fa@ff * ~‘ifw§n«;«w
/Lw,v’,w A HSC ~Chat
PYfa S A (ot st ot SAD f‘“““ g

- W‘(”“J’WWW‘”VM “q

cc: Paul Daly

g REC. ] ) 5“'&
».w:, ]00 (/5’1 K//[/vfa fpff,f f,/ QWQO){

W PR R F
E ik 1 oo FEL 12 D76
Py
ey,
i
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December 3, 1875

TO: Jonn A. Mintz, Aszgistant birecctor

Lagal Counsal Division

Federal Bureau of Invastigabion

FROM; Iichacl B. Shahoon, Jr.

Special Counsel for Intelligenco

Coordination

SUBJECT: Houge Select Commitvboo Lietter Dagaa Docemher 2

Attachad is a lottor from the House Seloet

Committee dated- Decemboer 2.
priate responsa.

ce: Paul Daly

Pleage prepare an appro-—
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prsees N N , A. SEARLE FIELD, STAFF DIRECTOR - .
i
i
'

<~ DTS G, PIKE, N. Y., CHAIRMAN > - - @ 0.,
ROBERT N. Gm" MO, coNN ROBERT MCCLORY, ILL. $ AARON B, DONNER, COUNSEL
JAMES V. STANTON, OHIO DAVID C. TREEN, LA,
RONALD V. DELLUM, CALIF, JAMES P, JOHNSON, COLD. TELEPHONE: (202) 225-9751
M:RGA:“% x::snpm L. ROBERT W. KASTEN, JR:, WIS, ) .
LES AS
o ey Select Comnmittee on Intelligence
PHILIP H: HAYES, IND. ,
MRS U.S. Houge of Bepregentatibes

Washington, B.C. 20515
December 2, 1975

Mr. Michael E. Shaheen, Jr.

Special Counsel for Intelligence Coordlnatlon
U.S. Department of Justice

Washington, D. C. 20530

Dear Mr. Shaheen:

| The Committee hereby requests information regard-

l ing any FBI internal investigation of former Assistant

‘ Director J. P. Mohr's relationship with Joseph Tait
and the U. S. Recording Company.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.

Slncerely,

A fu/

A. Searle Field
Staff Director

ASF/RV/mas

LNW 5530}_
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i ! Ornouu PORM NGO, (O . . % :.‘1
=, UNITED STATES GUfBRNMENT ‘ T ‘;:':j f" \7}//
;; . R 7 ) o Dap AD ;L
| M. emomndam | B
' : Comp. Syst, —
’ . . + Ext. Aifars
T0  : Mr. J. B. Adams . pate: 11/21/75 | feeren
L ‘ . ‘ ::::::chon . ii
: . - nte _..__.: 15:"5'
FROM @ Legai cgunségy}‘/ 'Lab:,'ww‘_‘?;«»
Legal Coun?_
P.lcgn.‘& Eval. _. '
sfapeor: - HOUSE | SELECT COMMITTEE L « sneerlll
’ ON INTELLIGE’\ICE : ' : , | Telophone Rm. _.

U S.. RE CORDmG COMPANY ) . ) . Director Sec’y ..

- At 4:11 p.m. on November 21, Bryan Gettings, the
attorney representing Joe Tait of the U. 8. Recording Company,
telephonically advised me that he and Mr. Tait appeared for interview
by staff of the ecaptioned Committee concerning Tait's dealings with the
FBL Mr. Cettings said that the interview was unproductive in that the
staff seemed to have very little basis for their questmns He said that
they did request delivery of Mr. Tait's records concerning Bureau
transactions pertaining to the Martm Kaiser Company. I told Mr. Gettmcs
that the Bureau was reviewing the records and that upon completion of the
review r*oples ‘would be made of the appropriate excisions of sensitive
material, . . Gettings requested-that.the original records; plus a set
‘ of excised coplos be delivered to his office on Monday morning, November
FERN 24, prior to 11:30 a/m., in order that he might have the set of cxc1sed
copies for delivery to the staff representatlvea of captioned Committee. | -y
i 4
& - I spoke with Assmmnt D1rector Cochran, advised him of Sy
' " Mr. Gettings' request, and reqaested h1m to prppﬂre tne necessary copies T/
for delivery to Mr. Gettings.. . ’

B AP erAerImm. e AT R R T R - S

e St Rl (e

e L

I spoke with Assistait Director Bassett ajd expiained to him
the arrangements I had made with the attorney f01 Mr. Tait and requested
mm - | him to provide for deli very ‘of the orlgmal records, plus a set of excised
%’ copies, to Mr. Gettings' oifice on Monday morning, N November 24, prior to
| 11:30.2. m. Mr, Bassett said thdt would be arranged. . e
. s ‘
|

AR Y R

L
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RECOMMEND ATION: . Co é,; DEC 2 197‘3’ |
‘ ‘ I """"’"M "" e ""W-mr/, 4
. For information. A L7 Z : vy § }fj,;,/

1 - Mr. Cochran e

1 - Mr. Bassett =

1 - Mr. Wannall }/ =

1 - Mr. ¥otis f\{ | =)

1 - Mr. Mintz el ‘{‘;
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OFF ICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL
’ WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530

w

DEC3 1975

#

John ‘A. Mintz, Assistant Direetor
Legal Counsel Divisi

Federal Bureau of I igdtion
V\}&i FROM: g&chael E. Shaheen, pr.
Special Counsel for Intelligence
Coordination
SUBJECT:

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 i

e J6y A0
= sl S R 17 (oo 117 1722

. DEC 171975
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FROM:

SUBJECT:

oo

DEC3 1975

Jobn A. Mintz, Assistant Diraector
Lagal Counsel Pivision
Federal Burgau of Investigation

Hichael E. Shaheen, I%.
Spoeial Counsel for Intelligende
Ccordinatioa

lousa Select Committes Lebter Dated Deoccmber 1

Attached is a letter from the House Select

Committoe dated Deccmber 1. Pleaso praopare an appro-
priatn response.

Paul Daly

LH’W 55304 Docld:3258969%6 Page 129
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<4 OTIS G, PIKE, N. Y., CHAIRMAN . - - & = ' £ A, SEARLE FIELD, STAFF DIRECTOR

. AARON B. DONNER, COUNSEL

ROBERT N. GIAIMQ, CONN, ROBERT MCCLORY, ILL.
JAMES V. STANTON, OHIO DAVID C. TREEN, LA.
RONALD Y. DELLUMLE, CALIF, JAMES P. JOHNSION, SCLO, w
MORGAN F. MURPHY, ILL. ROBERT W. KASTEN, JKR., WIS,

L Select Committee on Intellinence

TELEPHONE: (202) 223-9751

T o, FLA ©.S. Houge of Repregentatives

Washingtor, DEC. 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:

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 practices and procedures.. Figures
were developed on the financial standing of the entities, -
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 interested in the 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.

Sincereiy,

-~ ’j )
' - 1'; 7 4
# / [/
o e

A. Searle Field
Staff Director

(17 e ‘14/42 a‘Zk;;ffg;Z 22[C§ |

ENCLOSURE ‘
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Transmit the following 1n

Via

36 (Rev. 5-22-64) ‘ « * ‘
“y e~ .
L 2 Y g N
FBI
Date:  12/3/75

(Type in plaintext or code)

AIRTEL ATRMATIL
(Priority)
B o F DIRECTOR, ¥BI T T
FROM: ADIC, 1.OS ANGELES (66~6270)

e
SUBJECT ¢ :! HOUSTUDY

——— e -

Re Bureau teletype to Los Angeles dated 12/2/75,
captioned, "HOUSTUDY".

Enclosed for the Bureau are
letterhead memorandum (LHM) captioned dEK ACL. 6
ho is a former extremist informant.
is the subject of Los Angeles file 170-2658,

L. \Jé;lgg\

JFK Act 6 (4)

RECS, o0 704 24, v-219

- | \\\n
15 DEC 8 1975

S

3 e % /
@/ V g)svftﬁa 2 tf{g& E

- eau (Encl 6)
- HOUSTUDYZL )

pecm‘f Agent in

HW 55304 DocId:323896946

- 157-2068
2 - Los Angeles
(1 - 170-2658) x
WOH/ sk
(5‘k - 1% -

Approved: . i M\'?E Sent M  Per
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WYNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE <

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Los Angeles, California

In Reply, Please Refer to December 3, 1975

JFK Act 6 (4)

JFK Act 6 (4) FBI Number
866- 431 G, voluntarily appeared at the Los Angeles

FBI Office on February 12, 1974, and claimed he

wished to offer his assistance asg 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 charactéri-
zation of which is contained in the appendix hereto,
the latter having received publicity in the news

media from the February 4, 1974, kidnapping of Patricia
Campbell Hearst. JFK Act 6 (4) | was interviewed by
Special Agents William OtTto Heaton and Brendan O,
‘Cleary, He was found to have no information -concerning
the SLA but to have a somewhat extensive knowledge

of former leaders and events concerning the BPP.

JFK Act 6 (4) | advised he was a 1969 Los
Angeles BPP chapter applicant but that he had never
been admitted to membership and had neéver participated
in activities of the BPP.

At the time of initial interview on
February 12, 1974, | JFK Act 6 (4) | claimed he was
then employed and had been employed for the past
several years by the Watts Writer's Workshop, Los
Angeles, California. He produced a publication
entitled, Watts Writer's Workshop bearing his photo-
graph over the name Ed Riggs, Video Workshop. There
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
and is loaned to your agency; it and its contents are
not to be distributed outside your agency.

LA N YL QJ c&
ENCLOSURE . :
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JFK Act 6 (4)

ST described the Watts
Writer's Workshop as a theatrical
work group providing a forum for
the expression and promotion of
) black theatricgl talent, founded
#o in August, 1965.

From March 6, 1974, until March 21, 1975,

JFK Act 6 (4) |was in active FBI informant status.
The BPP-had ceased to be a viable organization in
the Los Angeles, California area by 1972. [0Fzc s (4]

JFK Act 6 (4yas never gulded, 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 Watts Writer's Workshop in Los. Angeles, California,
and the FBI has never conducted an investigation of
the Watts Writér's Workshop. JFK Act € {4) never
furnished any information concerning wWatts Writer's
Workshop activities or personnel.

~ However, | JFK Act 6 (4) |d1d furnish infor-
mation to the Los Angeles FBTI of various extremist
individvals identified as former members of the BPP,
pr1n01na11y'members or followers of the Black
Liberation Army (BLA), a characterization of Whlch
is contained in the appendix hereto.

On May 31, 1974 ,7c et 6 (1)1 dvised that Renee
Moore, also known as "Peaches" Moore, was urging
urban guerrilla warfare in the black commun1+y of
Los Angeles, California, and that she was in contact
with a BLA member, John William Washington, also
known as Long John.

' On June 5, 1974 srx act 5 (13dvised that Byron
Walter Bartlett, a former BPP activist had applied
for and was seeking to obtain employment as a police
officer .by the Los Angeles Police Department without
His prior background being known to that law
enforcement agency.
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1
On June 19, 1974 Jmx 2er s (13dvised that "Peaches”

Moore went to San Francisco, California, on Monday,
June 17, 1974, following her appearance on a radio
talk show at station KPFK-FM, North Hollywood, Calif-
ornia, on which she advocated urban guerrilla warfare.

: On June 24, 197407k act ¢ 1ndvised he attended
a meeting on June 23, 1974, Oof a BLA cell led by
John William Washington, in Los Angeles, California.
Conversation centered on ways to free Elmer Gerard
Pratt, also known as "Geronimo", a former BPP leader-
and titular head of the California BILA, incarcerated
in San Quentin Prison for life on a murder charge.
The conversation concerned emulating Arab terrorist
groups and planning a jail break which would be a more
efficient Marin County shoot out. .

On June 24, 1974 act ¢ 1advised that Lang
John Washington was contactingrk act s (4);elephonically
from Pomona, California. Washington refused to
furnish a telephone number or residence. Washington
has refused to allow pictures to be taken of him or
his group. On July 5. 197l ok ¢ s1ndvised Long John
Washington visitewvrx zct s unt his residence.

On June 26, 1974 g7k act ¢ (idvised that Long John
Washington wanted phétograﬁhs oFf the Los Angeles County
Jail and Courthouse to assist in planning an anticipated
jail break for Elmer G. Pratt. '

On July 8, 1974 jrx act s undvised that he
recognized the photograph of @ Federal fugitive Sharon
Hazel Williams, a former member of the Los Angeles
chapter of the defunct BPP. ok act ¢ (s)lescribed the
:possible recent sighting of her in the Watts, California
area. .

. On July 11, 19T7A4 ek act s undvised that Long’
John Washington had no information concerning the
California National Guard Armory burglary of weapons
on or about July 3 or 4, 1974, from its location at
700 Worth Alameda, Compton, California. Inuek act 6 (4)
opinion, -BIA members in Los Angeles were not involved.
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: On August 8, 19747 aet 6 1ndvised that the
A under the Los Angeles.leaaersﬁip of John William
~shington, was not planning any immediate violence
hostile activity during the upcoming Watts
stlval )
On November 4, 1974 jrk act 6 (1ndvised that
er.the weekend of November 8 Through 10, 1974,
ron Walter Bartlett left Los Angeles, Callfornia,
ing to Kansas City, Missouri, where he mnnended
reside with a grandmother. %

: On November 13, 1974 ork act ¢ (1ndvised that
met Albert Earlington Armour Yecently after having
ft a message with his mother in Los Angeles, Calif-
nia. Armour stated the BPP was not active in any
litical or extremist activity. . Armour claimed
was selling a little marijuana and cocaine.

ok aer 6 (©)1vised that he. was unable to subsequently
cate Armour at the employment or re81dence address
at Armour furnished.

On November 26 sk 2ct ¢ 4ndvised of having
served Albert Armour driving a white over brown
rcury Cougar. by himself in Inglewood, California,
parently residing in that area. o

On November 26, 1974k act 6 undvised that he

- 4 sat in the spectators section of the courtroom

. the pretrial hearing of BLA members Harold Taylor,

ymond Boudreaux and John Bovman, and. there met

risti Marie Farlice, active in BLA act1v1t1es, who

ves with Long John Washington. ork act ¢ 4zhereafter

tended, as a spectator, the pretrial hearlngq of

ylor, Boudreaux, and Bowman on December 11, 12,

§ 13, 1974, in Los Angeles County Superior Court

5 Angeles, California. The former BPP members,

entified as members of the BLA, are charged with

1971 shoot out with the Los Angeles Police Department.

ork act 6 (4jlaimed he struck up a conversation with court-
om spectators Chiisti Farlice and Valerie Bowman,
ster of defendant John Henry Bowman. ok acc ¢ ()2laimed

. I -
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he accompanied Christi Farlice to meet John William
Washington at a radical bookstore.sx act ¢ (1advised
that Chrisit Farlice was very actively involved

in the affairs of the BLA and letter writing to
imprisoned members. orx act 6 (tndvised there was no
discussion of any plans to commit any acts of
violence durlng the trial of Bowman, Boudreaux, and °
Taylor, ork act ¢ (4ndvised that Long John Washington
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, 1975JFK act 6 (1)21laimed that
Long John Washington and ChristT Farilce continued
to refuse to give him a telephone number or
location of their residence. ork act ¢ (4112laimed they
. Were plannlng a trip to Northern @ailfornla to
engage in unspecified activities and they claimed
to continue to be involved in organizing a defense

fund committee for BLA members Taylor, Bowman, and
Boudreaux.

On February 2, 197507k 2ct 6 undvised that
Long John Washington clalmed there were ten members
of his BLA cell in Los Angeles consisting of three
women and seven men, According tork act ¢ (1) Washington -
wanted false identification for himself, Christi
Farlice, and his cell members. ork act ¢ (4121laimed that
according to Washington, Christi Farlice was working
on some type. of confidential basis for the attorneys
defending BLA members Taylor, Boudreaux--and- Bowman.
Washington claimed he could buy automatic weapons. .

On February 9, 1975.t% acc ¢ v2laimed Long

.John Washington was accompanylﬁg_ﬁﬁ_élleged membex
of the Kansas City BPP named Robert C. Bond over
the weekend of February 8 and 9, 1975. o5 acr ¢ (11laimed
that Washington again brought up the 1dé§‘6?‘6bta1n—
ing false identification for the purpose of attempting
fraudulent enlistments in the United States Military
Serv:ce with the objective of obtaining wea ons.

ork act 6 (4121aimed Washington was pressingrk act s 420 furnish

-

- 5 -
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: the false identification.

On March 26 1975mmzmt6 (madvised that
Valerle Bowman had furnlshew&mmt6 )1 new residence
address in San Francisco, CalITornia, where she
claimed to be residing with two other BIA brothers
and that she attended the first day trial of the
San Quentin Six in San Francisco, California. The
San Quentin Six are inmates accused of murder in
the August 21, 1971, bloodiest escape attempt in
the history of San Quentin.

' . : JFK Act 6 (4) | active informant status

' with the Los Angeles FBI was terminated on March 21,
1975, because of indications of unrellablllty and
instability. :
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'BLACK LIBERATION ARMY

The Black Liberation Army (BLA) is a loose-
knit urban guerrilla organization whose self-described
purpese is to overthrow the Government., In announcing
the BLA's purpose, the 2/29/72 issue of "Right On!,"
its 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
underground to put all the revolutionary rhetoric and
theory into practice, , . ."

Since May, 1971, the BLA hds been involved in

armed confrontations with law enforcement officials .

resulting in eight police officers being killed and

-another 28 being wounded or injured. Since July, 1971,

the BLA has been involved in excess of 20 known bank
robberies totaling over $494, 000, which money is used to
finance its- act1V1t1es e
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.. i BLACK PANTHER PARTY -
W'CLEAVER'EACTION (BPP-CF)

.'Tﬂé Black Panther Party - Cleaver Faction (BPP-CF)

"pbased in New York, New York, follows the violent revolutionary
“philosophy of its leader, Eldridge Cleaver, calling for the

overthrow of the United States Govermment by creating a climate
of terror accomplished by using urban guerrilla tactles.
Rernice Jones, leader of the BPP-CF in New York City, in
describing the purpose of the organlzation, stated "He are

a _revolutionary organization whose sole function is to wage
revolution in America." B .
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APPENDIX

BLACK PANTHER PARTY
FORMERLY KNOWN AS THE BLACK PANTHER PARTY FOR SELF-DEFENSE

The Black Panther Party (BPP), nrganized in December,
1966, at Oakland, California, by Huey P. Newton 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 tactics 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 Oaskland, 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 calling
for action within the established order. Newton, in an
interview appearing in the May, 1973, issue of "Playboy"
magazine, stated the Panthers' chief ambition is to change
the American Govermment by.any means necessary but that
ultimately such change will be through armed violence,

Despite its claimed dedication to communlty service,
indicators of the BPP's continued attraction to violence persist,
Since July, 1974, Newton and other BPP members have.been arrested
in Oakland, California, for threatening police officers,
murder of a 17-year-old female and the pistol whipping of
Newton's tailor. Newton failed to appear on these charges and
is now a local fugitive. Additionally, one died and three

- were wounded as a result of a shooting at a BPP-sponsored
dance in Oakland, California, in October, 1974.

-
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SYMBIONESE LIBERATION ARMY

. The Symbionese Liberation Army (SLA) was reportedly
formed in the Summer of 1973, in California. An SILA
document captioned, ''Declaration of Revolutionary War and
the Symbionese Program,” dated 8/21/73, states ' . . . Therefore,
we of the Symbionese Federation of the SIA , . . do now, 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, We support by
force of arms the just struggles of all oppressed people
for self-determination and independence within the
United States and the world, and hereby offer to all
liberation movements, revolutionary workers' groups and
peoples' organizations our total aid and support 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 2/4/74 kidnaping of Patricia Campbell Hearst, daughter
of newspaper publisher-owner Randolph A. Hearst; and the.

4/15/74 robbery of the Hibernia Bank, San Francisco,

California, in the furtherance of 1ts revolutionary
objectives. Six members of the SLA were involved in a
shoot-out with the FBI and lLos 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's revolutionaxy tenets. '

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

UNITED STATES GO.‘\NMENT

P

Assoc, Dir.

' ) i Dep. AD Adm. —
. ) zTA?hV'
\3 Memorandum S
/ P
T0 Mr. W ﬁ # pate:  11/18/75 ’/} agohisien
j‘l :denf. .

FROM S. R. xBurn,gf% % Z A
/ﬁ/& Legal Coun.
Plan. & Eval. .

SUBJECT: RﬁQUEST FOR BUREAU'S MINORITY Spc. v

'STATISTICS B¥XHOUSE_SELECT- COMMITTEE
/ ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

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:

Blacks American-Indian
Clerks - 1,863 Clerks - 13 :
Agents - 103 Agents - 14 :
1,966 27 /

Spanish-American Oriental
Clerks - 263 Clerks - 96
Agents - 113 Agents - 21

3776 117

Female Agents

peea8 (7o = ALE YL

e 18

&1 7 NOV 261975
ACTION: e
None.....
/ ‘-f"\é’l:]};‘
1 - Mr. Adams
1 - Mr. Jenkins
1 - Mr. Wannall .
1 - Mr. Hunsinger ) ettt
1 - Mr. De La Rosa T& , &,,}'ﬁ?,
SRB:aga Lot
(M \ LW

975

i
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.~ The Attorney CGeneral Hovember 28, 1975~
o ’ s
4 ‘ 1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar y é;‘
/ Director, FBI 1 - Me, T. J. McNiff \Q« )
£ B, 1 - Mr. J. G. Deegan o
1 -~ Mr. R. D. Shea Tt
!/ UNITED STATES HOUSE SELECT S
oo COBMITIEGR ON INTELLIGINCE ACTIVITIES (HSC) ‘\
N Ty
Reference is made to HSC letter, dated October 28, =
1975, Item 11, : . which requests access to any and all files , t
' concerning the Center for the Study of Democratic Institutioms, -
Santa Barbara, California. -
2wy
X
Enclosed for your approval and forwarding to the Wi
‘ HSC is the original of a memorandum vresponding to the above =
request, . T3
o~
A copy of this memorandum is being furnished for o |
your records. - N
-~ . Enclosures (2) NN
e %,
‘ 62-116464 ™
| 1 - 100-391697 ™
o 1 - The Deputy Attorney General Cx
; \ Attention: Michael E. Shaheen, Jr. RN
i Special Counsel for | ;\;i A
Intelligence Coordination ) Ty /«'; o i
(Y‘ b L4 / ’¢ 1
ST * / 1 — -
RDS:eks/Rlm; . _
Assoc. D[;r:kd (l 2 )‘ REC I 2 SEE NOTE PAGE 2 3
Dep. A m. - g
Cmems e ba Jede 27
| min. [ (‘ \
:::"z;:?,:: 57 N o o ;
CL P sl PO
::::::cnan b/"' K4 - g’;; ;m - - \ 5";
Intel Ny & / | L e " -t
Laboratory - )
Pion. & Eval. =} w’él “h
o) f =
;‘?s::m 92’”\ i
Director secy_;,' MAIL;ROOM . TELETYPE UNIT [ GPO : 1975 O - 569920
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The Attorney General

HOTE?

The Fund Por the Republic (FFR) was incorporated in
December, 1952. Today it is better known as the Center for the
Study of Democratic Institutions (CSDI), under which title it
has published its numerous studies throughout the years, Ve
have 21 volumes concerning this organization (Bureau file
100-391697). Throughout the years we have correlated information
concerning persons connected with this organization as well as
activities of the organization. Numerous individuals connected
with FFR have, in the past, had questionable associations with
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. 1In
August, 1955, W. H. Ferry, the vice president of the FFR, made
it known that the Pund 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. This running memorandum began as a
continuation of a monogram on the FFR prepared by the Central
Research Section in November, 1955. It was brought up-to-date
every three months since Januaxy 1, 1956, by the Liaison Section.
By memorandum July 14, 1958, it was pointed out that the memorandum
had become too cumbersome for Director Hoover's use and it was
recommended and approved that it be discontinued. Many of the
memoranda dealt with the investigation of the FFR by the Internal
Revenue Service which had been going on for several years and
vhich concerned the eligibility of the Fund of the FFR as a
tax~exempt organization. A thorough review of these volumes
concerning the FFR disclosed no active investigation of it by
the FBI. It is noted that HSC Staff lMember John Atkisson when
queried 11/12/75, as to the motivation behind this inquiry,
advised SA Thomas J. McNiff that an associate of his from Californisa,
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 CSDI as ha¥ebeen publicly alleged in

the Bureau investigation of Institute for Policy Studies.
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1

Mr. J. A. Mintz

(L - J. B. Hotis)
Mr. W. R. Wannall
Mr. W. O. Cregar
Mr. T. J. McNiff

Hovember 28, 1975

1l - Mr. J. G. Deegan
1 - Mr. R. D. Shea

UNITIED STATHS HUUSE SELECT COMG(ITIEE
N INTELLIGENCE 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 Institutions
{ (CSDL), Santa Barbara, California.
|

Ag g result of an agreement veached on November 12,
1975, between Special Agent T. J. McHiff of the FBI and HSC
Staff Member John Atkissom, the following is being submitted
it response to the aforementioned request:

The CSD1 has never been the subject of an investi-
gation by the FBI, nor has the ¥FBI directed informants or utilized
other investigative techniques against this organization.

Bowever, in the past we have gathered public source material
regarding it and have veviewed and researched pamphlets,
perledicals, surveys, and books promilgated by it, when the

oy
ki/
-,

content of the aforementioned material was of interest and
gormane to the work of the FBI. The vast bulk of the research
econducted by the FBI pertained to Commmism and related matters
e o @0d took place during the period of time when CSDI was known as
ber. a0 aim. - She Fund Por the Republic (FFR),
Dep. AD Inv.
Asst. Dir.:
Admin. By vay of background, the '"llew York Times,"” a morning
e e — daily nevspaper in Hew York City, in its issug of Pebruary 26,
File BrCom e 1953, revealed that the FFR was established in the Fall of 1952,
v after veceiving a grant of $15,000,000 from the Ford Foundation
nspection — TILER headquarters in lew York §§:\t.tﬁg.Q }} W 'Qgg /ﬂ‘-" ) e -
Laboratory B i el . A .
Pon-t £t 1 = 100-391697 S 33 N f/ /\g\ ;
Toeiing | ORIGINAL ANG ONE COPY TO AG “ '
Le?uthoun;z___ RDS:klm i:;/f" ‘::;';J'. {; ‘7 . "7*’«
Telephone Rm. . ” > ',' 4 g
Director Sec’y — lcIlti)ROOMI: TELETYPE UNIT [ e

GPO : 1975 O - 569-920

WS ey oy S

{HW 55304 DocId:3298%696 Page 145




J, &, Houce Seleet Commitiou
i J.ntellxgenm fntivicies (150)

Tho foptorber 1, 1959; iasun of the ‘Tlav York Torld
Terlezran am} Sun,* a iew York I}ity dally sveping noWopapor,
contningd oo prilcie vhilch divcloced that offeckive that date
thay mala headgnoptors of the FIR towldd be ronamed:  COesuter fop
tho Study of E**:.mr tlc ;.nsm‘mtmas, the Fuad Tor Lim Remublic,
Inc., Bon 4068, Santa Bavbara, Galifomnin."

1 - The Attorney General
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422 (Rev. 1,28-75) ¢ e‘
. - ederal Bureau of Inv tion

Records Section

R ///

LI Nume Searchtey Unit. 4543 JEH-FBI Bldg.
[__IService Unit, 4654 JEH-FBI Bldg ¢
Forward to File Review % 5
Attention /

: Return to #A){%

Supervisor Room Ext.

[

e 19—

Type of References Requested:

Regular Request (Analytical Search)

All References (Subversive & Nonsubversive)
Subversive References Only

Nonsubversive References Only

Main —— References Only

Type of .Sear'ch Requested:
| Restricted to Locality of
Exact Name Only (On the Nose)

Bullzg V rmtlons
A, gJ

I’}’( £ pﬂm&(f. Mij . 4*. @mﬁ ﬁrl»«é 'y

- Subject 50 /2 fe teer( ‘a.

| Blrthdate«& Place

- Address

-~ Localities ) AN

- //’9/ Seqrch%
R# Date / = Initials =— >
Prod. /

FILE NUMBER SERIAL

e g PGS -TC

| Co i 74% Ll o) Sizcte

| 7 Do liot i le (44@53:
_ Lol —é?/é?‘? .

SS O—/? - aed. Tadd A’a;»f[;/
Gf~TSEG=3 -foelo / %
R 02 C6 86,2
éﬂ —too LS - L3S
| 09 /0955 -5¢3
i /9.55’7/7 3/5 2.

L3115 X2
CE /e 4255
3 6L - B30 - 208 - Ed/0
w oo -336-33 |6 24
GY =4 ~DE3d =2 ¢~
MPB o -29/697-4 /U//f,fam/ AUeT
J66-0-873¢0 */
o 1Ll -SSY
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4-22a (Rev. 11-17-5y ‘
NUMEROUS REFERF

byt thsstidbtidg omarate

Sub M:%M el s fos C;e,/
Superviso /ﬁ% Room j@@_
///</ pead&l.

Prod.

FILE NUMBER SERIAL

/06 “3356] -5 F
ME | -89)697-61/
W0 ~£8 7652 -3¢ O
100 -8 1078 73074

MT |y -89/6 ?7~ 6/, é/?/ 25~
MF Yo -39 1677687, é,ﬂf/ 55
MT o -291677 65 s/ éf/aVé55
ML oo -394 97@-94 477 745
MF o 396974 m poly -7
MT 10596974 o
/60 - ¢,90/(§/ ~LF
WMo - 43559/ -200 TP/
J60 H-2509 =307 2,
/05 74932~/
(05 L6580 -1 O
WS-/39370 ¥
(061 T -/ 2/ 24"
DS - OTL 2L 16T
15 GULS " D0 0, 29707
S - 615 4S 525y
S~ /L <[22
(0S=~P232455-15)
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4-22a (Rev, 11-17-59,

- NUMEROUS REFERE‘

) A ZE{\RCH SLIP i F[
Subj: Q t\SZT g M{W
Supervisor 5%&//4147!/ Room M

/ : Searcher
R# Date /f/({é Initial /Q/
Prod. '
FILE NUMBER SERIAL

(086 TS S B0 4G i
M= E9EL 3 57202,
LS -E7ULS~307//
1056 TELS 2223
LG USES ™ 22339
S -6784S 3/332,
[0S -l 2 368~ /
1082605457 3YSS
6S™ b4l 2e/ST 2.
[07-4A - 207-/57
(9949 QX/-/¢ 70

71 %7~ z o %%
[3Y o ~& |
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- o Il A, SEARLE FIELD, STAFF DIRECTOR [
- {
~AROBWAT N GIAIMO, CONN, ROBERT MC CLORY, {LL. “ AARON N, DONNER, COUNSEL,
-SAMEE V. STANTON, OHIO v DAVID C. FREEN, LA,

N %ﬁ.‘ﬁ%ﬁﬁ?}ﬂf' "R::E:T"QJ'?::‘;M‘. . ) } ~" ™ . TELEPHONE: (202) 225-9731
y 5‘&:“”‘3“55 o, . Select Committee on Intelligence '

SULAM LA A U.5. DHouse of RAepregentatives
= o ) Washington, BD.C. 20515 .. .

g,

*

Octqbe; 28, 1975

>
""éf ‘Mr. Michael Shaheen

e
5

Spec. Counsel for Intel. Coorolnatloa
§ 3,{-*- 5 Depar thent o f: Justicé““ d SRS

_,n s, &.‘ S N

3

Washington, D.C. . :

Dear Mr. Shaheen:

o . .
f@::%" " Further to this Commiftee's -investigation under ‘H.Res. 591, please arrange d !
' Eii the following:
¢ : '
e ; 1. Access to any and all files, memoranda, and other records of FBI

b ;2 concerning U.S. Recording Comapny, 1347 South Capitol St. Wash. D.C. ;
..1’ . 3
,3‘*J' 2. Pursuant to our letter of October 9, 1975, access to any and all :
bk fflﬂ investigative files at F.B.I. concerning Matilde Ziwmmerman, a member of '
i the Socialist Workers Party (SWP); \ AL

\ 1T

, B} ' gf Access to any and all investigative files at F.B.I. concernlifé%%ééfawr
@/,‘ Peter Camejo, SWP; Z
P’y

4. Access to any and all files at F.B.I. concerning the Instltute for
‘d? Policy Studies, Washington, D.C.;

-
U\
-~

B S i I el

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 i
Bookstore, all of Washington, D.C.; ;

7. The access requested formerly in our letter of October 3, 1975,
concerning Robert W. Hardy and William Lemmer. (please note that our former
request specified an October 10, 1975 deadline);

8. The access formerly requested in our letter of éeptember 24, 1975
.concerning Richard Joe Burton (please note.that our letter specified a
deadline of October 1, 1975); *\&/)J_\

. 7 %\
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' 9. Access to any and all. files" at F. B I conaerning-Earl Robert
Merritt, Jr. ’ ’ '

PR IO-.MAccess ForT anyaandfall filéé'at F-Bél  cencariing? Dofa1a
Sanders Luce, born September 20, 1934, Social Security No. JFKAct6<3>;

11. Access to any and all files concerning the Center for the Study
. of Democratlc Instltutlons, Santa Barbara, Callfornla,_

12. Productlon of those records already teviewed by our 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.

Sincerely,

AL

A. Searle Field
Staff Director
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4 i NGAR: SEE [NSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE
' CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE BEFORE COMPLETING.

TO: Intelligence Community Staff FROM:
ATTN: Central Index

SUBJECT: Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees

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

Xx | DOCUMENT | IBRIEFING | : l INTERV IEW I | TEsTIMONY | [ oTHER 11/28/75

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

ssC

b4 HSC

£

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

» Memoyandum

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

HSC lettor 10/28/75, item 1l .

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

Information handling
Intelligence collection

8. SUMMARY (see revérse side before complet1ng this item)

Cefiter £or_tha Study of Democratic In@tituﬁions, Santa Barbara,
Calif., has nover been the subject of an investigetion of the
FRI. 7The FBI in tha past has pathered public source materisl
regavding it and have reviewed and researched pamphlets,
perioéicals, surveys and boaks prcmulgated by it.

62116464

FMK: fmk

(4) ORIGINAL VIA LIAISON TO CENTRAL COMMUNITY INDEX
IN CONNECTION WITH HOUSTUDY

TEAT 48 VELLOW

T

CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE

3791(6-75)
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INSTRUCTIONS

e ~Type or print clearly in ink.
e TIndicate classification of the abstract top and bottom.
@ Date the abstract and put on any intermal control numbers required.

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

e If additions (as when a copy of document sent to SSC is later sent to
HSC) or changes to a previously submitted form are necessary, submit a

copy of the original abstract, with the change indicated.

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

substance of information and showing relationship to Intelligence Community
matters if appropriate. Any feedback or evidence of investigatory interests
should be noted. Commitments made to supply additional information should be
noted. Additionally, certain administrative information may be entered here,
e.g., restrictions on review of a document, if document was paraphrased, whether
interviewee is current or former employee, etc. If actual document or transcript
is provided, that fact should be noted and no summary is required. Additional
pages may be attached if necessary.
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1 - Mr. J. B, Adams
b 2 - Mr. J. A. Mintz
(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)

The Attornay General Jovember 28, 1975
: ™ 1 -Mr. W, R, Wannall
Dixgter, 5L 1 -Mr. W. O. Cregar
, O 1 - Mr. R. L. Shackelford
U. & HOUSE SELECT COMIMITTEE 1 -Mr. F. J. Cassidy

ON INTELLIGEWCE ACTIVITIES (HEC)

On November 18, 1875, Assistant to the Director-Deputy Associate
Director James B. Adams, Aggistant Director V.. Raymond Wannall, and
other representatives of the FBY appeared in open hearings before the HEC,
chaired by Congressman Otis G, Pike.

Curing the hearings, a nunber of questious were raised by
Congressman Pike and other members of the Commitice. Enclosed for
your approval and forvarding to Congressman Pike is a letterhead
memorandum (LHDL) containin:; mformatzon responsive to the guestions
raised.

Thizc information must be made available to Congregsivon Fike
by Ticeember 1, 1975, to be included in the official record of the hearinzs.

A copy of this LIl is being furnished for your records.  }

;«»-_,_,,
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1 - The Deputy Attorney Ceneral 5 DEC 19255 ',:~
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- ‘ I‘Mr. J. B. Adams

2 - Mr. J. A, Mintz
(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall
! 1-Mr. W, O, Cregar )
1 - Mr. R. L. Shackelford
62-116464

WNovember 28, 1975

1 -Mr. F, J. Cassidy

U. S. HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (HSC)

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. Adoms, Assistant to the Divector-
Deputy Associate Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI); W. Raymond
Wannall, Asgistant Director, Intelligence Division, FBI; and other ¥BI
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 Mr. Adams if a phone
call from your Administrative Assistant to IPS was intercepted and recorded
by the FBI. You syeclﬁcally referred to information attributed to a source,
W§# T-4, which appeared in a document labeled WO 100-46784.

From a review of our file, it was determined the symbol, WF T-4,
was used in this instance to designate a one-timie retrieval of some IPS
trash abandoned by a trash truck at a Washington, D, C., sanitary duip on
August 23, 1972. The recovered trash included earbon typewriter ribbons,
from which information was subsequently transcribed. The actual
transeription from one ribbon read as follows:

P/\ﬁ/ "Mirs. Woolbert of Congressman Pike's office was asked by

Byron Johngon to call you. He is running for the 5th Congressional District

of Conzress. He wonders if you will be willing to go around and round up a
roe 0w, roup of liberal, anti-war folks for the evening of August 6-12th. E&he expects
per. 4D adm. — yOU t0 call her when you get back."

Dep. AD tnv.
Asst. Dir.:

Admin.

The above~-quoted note was on a portion of a typewriter ribbon
e - — between other material dated July 26, 1972, typed by Marcus Raskin's L,

Bl —secretary. ~ U 4/
E"pﬁ Fg(TICO.)gl " W (3;:9/1;5.:,{,, » T
e ‘f%/p m | G jk
e ¥ é ,;1,,- 7/ i }

Legal Coun.

Telephone Rm. ) bt s
Director Sec'y — MAIL ROOM (] TELETYPE UNIT [—_‘]w e U
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You requested information concerning attacks by the IPS on the
¥BI mentioned in the document labeled WFO 100-4G784.

Information responsive to your inquiry is contained in pages
2 through 8 of the report of our Washington Field Office entitled "Institute
for Policy Ftudies, 1520 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W., Washington, D, C,;
IS - REVACT, " dated March 15, 1973. A copy of this report was furnished
to the HEC by letter dated Novembar 14, 1975. As the information is already
available to you and is classified "Confidential, v it is not being submitted
herewith for inclusion in the public record.

Congressman Dellumg inquired as to the FBI's basis for the
investigation of the IP8. He asked if the FBI's investigative interest in
IPS was based on an association between IPS and "Ramparts"™ magazine,
rather than to determine the degree of agsociation between IPS and the
ftudents for a Democratic Society (§DS).

| An investigation of IPS was initiated on June 20, 1968, by the

f Vashington Field Office of the FBI based upon information set forth ina
communication dated June 19, 1968, from the New York Office of the FBIL
This communication, eaptioned "Students for a Democratic Society (SDS),"
contained information from a source who had furnished reliable information
in the past that on May 27, 1968, Arthur I. Waskow of IPS, Washington,
D. C., had contacted Jeff Jones of the New York Regional Office of SDE.
Waskow reportedly advised Jones that his name had been included aniong
50 young, intelligent, leftist militants recommended to attend a three-day
meeting of the Foreign Policy Association (PA) at the New York Hilton
Hotel, New York City, on May 27-29, 1968,

The gource expected 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 Qctober of 1968, the Baltimore FPBI Office regorted
information relating to a 1908 trip to Cuba by £€DS members. "Razaparts"
magazine was preparing an article, with some apparent cooperation from
IPE, on this trip by DS members. Consequently, FBI Headquarters sent
instructions on November 1, 1868, to appropriate field offices to determine
if there was a relationship between "Ramparts" and IPS, inasmuch as both
had demonstrated an interest in £DS.

In response to the inquiry of Congressman dieClory, there are
currently 110 memberg of the Socialist Workers Party (SWP) on the
Administrative Index (ADEX).

In discussing the FBI inquiry concerning Lori Paton, Congregcsman
Johnson asked when the inquiry stopped and how long it took to establish that
Liiss Paton was a high school student. At subsequent points both you and
Congressman Lasten made similar inquiries regarding this matter.

hiiss Paton first came to the attention of the FBI in mid-February,
1973, when her name and address were obtained from a legal mail cover
on the headquarters of the SWP, New York City. This information was
forwarded by letter dated February 28, 1973, to our Newark Oifice for the
purpese of identifying her and determining whether any further inquiry was
warranted. The Newark Office reviewed its indices and contacted established
confidential sources in an effort to determine the reason for her contact with
the StVP. These inquiries proved negative. On March 22, 1973, Newark
opened an individual case on 1Miss Paton and requested a further inquiry at
Chester, New Jersey, to determine her identity and whether she was involved
in subversive activities. On March 28, 1973, inguiries were made by our
Resident Agent at Chester, New Jersey, with the local eredit bureau and
the Chief of Police, which indicated hiiss Paton had probably graduated
from the local hich school. Later on this same date, our Resident Agent
contacted the principal and vice principal at the high school and determined
that che was in fact still a student therc and had probably contacted the SW/P
in regard to one of her school courses. No further inquiries were made
regarding Miss Paton. The 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 Miss Paton is furnished for
inclusion in the transcript of the hearings concerning FBI surveillance
activities, Noveniber 18, 1975, at line 19, page 4165.

1t 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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November 18, 1975 1 v
Congressman Otis Pilke -
Chairman
Iouse Sellect Committee on Intelllgence ' {s .
- United ates Congress - - N
~ Washington, D.C. -
&
RE: Jacquellne Heas Matter /.
Dear Mr. Chairman: -
Enclosed please find a copy of a memorandum of mine
to Director Xelley in this case. I assume it will be no
surprise to you to read that we have concluded that the
Bureau investigation and our deliberations in the Depart-—
ment indicate no evidence of criminal intent oa the part
of Ms. lless. Consequently we are closing tnis matter.
. Very truly yours,
[ )
AN
Harold R. Tyler, Jr. N
Deputy Attorney General .
631164~ o
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