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P~ jiTEL 5-2-75 ~SZ 

TO A L.L S P.CS 

FR011J DIRECTOR 

P2:i1SO NAL 

• .;;J •• 

CAPTIONED MATTER PERTAINS TO BUREAU'S PANDLING OF REPUESTS 

FROM SENATE AND HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEES TO STUDY GOVERNME~TAL 

OPERATIONS 1.HTH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES. IN. CONNEC­

TIO~! t.oJITH ~JORK OF THSSE COr•1f'<JITTEES , STAFF MEMBERS MAY SE~K 

10 INTERVIEW CURRENT AND FORMER FBI EMPLOYEES. 

RECENTLY, THE SENATE S~LECT COMMITTEE CSSC> STAFF PAS 

INTERVIE\IED SEVERAL FORMER EMPLOYEES AND IT IS ANTICIP('TFD 

THAT MANY MORE SUCH PERSON~EL WILL BE CONTACTED. 

THE FBI HAS PLEDGED FULL COOPERATION ~-'ITH THE COW~ITTEE 

Arm i.•JE v.riSH TO ASSIST AND FACILITATE ANY INIJESTJGPTIO~!S l!f\\DEP-

TAKEN BY THE COMMITTEE WITH RESP ECT TO THE FBI. HOWEVER, WE 

DO HAVE AN OBLIGATION TO INSURE -THAT SENSITIVE SOURCES AND 

METHODS ~ND ONGOING SENSITIVE INVESTIGATIONS ARE FULLY 
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-· 
pqoTECTED. SHOULD ANY FOR~ER SMPLOYEE . CO~TACT YOUR OFFICF AND 

HAVE ANY QUESTION REGARDING HIS OBLIGAtiON NOT TO DIVULGE INFQR-

i1ATI0(~ OBTAINED BY VIRTUE OF HIS PAST FBI F.~:iPLOYt~ENT, HE SHOUL.l") 

· BE INSTRUCTED TO CONTACT LtGAL COUf\lSEL, FBIHQ, BY COLLECT CALL. 

YOUR CONVERSATIONS WITH FORMER EMPLOYEES MUST BE IN KEEPING WITH 

OUFl PLEDGE. IT. IS BELIEVED SUCH A PROCEDURE ~tJOULD INSURE PROPER 

PROTECTION AND ALSO FACILITATE THE WORK OF THE SSC. 

THE PBOVE PROCEDURE ALSO APPLIES TO CURRENT EMPLOYEES 

OF YOUR OFFICE. ~. HOWEVER, ~ONTACT WITH THE LEGAL COUNSEL SHOULD 

8~ HANDLED THROUGH THE SAC. 

END 

TIE TIME OUT SHOUL.D HAVE BEEN IEXXX 838 ON THE ~ROVE TFL TKS GP 

.FBISL KCM ~EC FIVE TELS CLR/TU 
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NR036 ~JA CODE 

5:15PM NITEL 5-20-75 PAW 

TO ALL SACS 
I 

FROM DIRECTO~R <62-116395) 

PERSONA~ENTION 
SENSTUifvV_ 75. 

I 

REBUTEL MAY ·2, 1975. -

IN CONNECTION WITH WORK OF THE SENATE AND HOUSE SELECT 

COMMITTEES, ITS REPRESENTATIVES MAY CONTACT YOUR OFFICE FOR 

INFORMATION. 

IN ONE RECENT INSTANCE, A REPRESENTATIVE OF THE SENATE 

SELECT COMMITTEE TELEPHONICALLY INQUIRED AS TO IDENTITY OF SAC 

IN A PARTICULAR OFFICE DURING 1970. 

IN HANDLING SUCH INQUIRIES INSURE ESTABLISHING BO~A FIDES 

OF REPRESENTATIVE BY SHOW OF CREDENTIALS ON PERSONAL CONTACT OR, 

IF TELEPHONIC CONTACT, BY TELEPHONING BACK TO COMMITTEE. 

UNLESS INFORMAtiON IS OF A PUBLIC NATURE, AS IN THE INSTANCE 

CITED ABOVE, OBTAIN FBIHQ CLEARANCE PRIOR TO SUPPLYING ANY 

INFORMATION. FBIHQ MUST BE EXPEDITIOUSLY ADVISED OF ALL 

INFORMATIO-N FURNISHED. 

END 

HOLD 
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NR046 WA CODE 

7c55PM NITEL 3-24•75 DEB 

tO ALl. SACS 

FROM DlREC10R 

• 

SENATE. SELECT COMMITTEE ON lNTELLlSENcE· A·CTIVtTIES ·-:- f2-cs~H .,..,8nDZ.s: 

SENATOR ·FRA·NK CHURCK, CHAIRMAN OF THE SENATE SELECT 

COMMITTEE TO STUOY ·GOVERtfMENTAL OPERATIONS WITK ·RESPECT TO 

lNTELL·lGEMCE ACTlVlTIES HAS MADE AN IN'lTlAL REQUEST FOR INF'O-RMATION 

FROt'l. THE FBI~- Ar«>NG TffE· ITEMS REQUESTED IS A 'BREAKDOWN OF 

FIELD AgENT -I'ER$0fl8$L ASS·IGNED TO INTERNAL SECURlTY AND 

COUNiERINTJ~L!GEICt.MATTERS. · 
' 

-. ACCOR?I NILY;1 WI'THlN ·FOUR EtaHT HOURS ·EACM SAC SHOUL·D SUTEL 
. . 

10 F81HQ, A-TTEtfTlOff.t BUOOET AND ACCOUNTING. SECTION., S-ETT.INS·· FORTH 

$EPARATELY THE NUMBE·R· OF .sA·cs, "ASACS, .. SUPER·VISO.RS ANP AG,ENTS· ·ASSIGNED 

TO I'NTERNAL SECURITY A'ND COUN.TERINTELLl.GENCr MATTERS~ PERCENTAGES 

OF AN AGENt·•s T.I.ME ·~ WHEN NoT .ASS·l'QNED .FULL•TlME TO TH~SE ACTIVITIES, 

SHOULD BE USED lf APPROPRIA't.E, PARTl.E:ULARLY IN ·THE $l,JP.·ERVISORY 

~ATEGORIES • THtS. INF'ORMA!l"ION· $HOULD BE BROKEN DQWtf S~PA'RATELY 

jETWEEN liTERNAt SECURITY AND COUN!ERINTELL1$ENCE. YOUR RESPONSE SHOULD 

IE LIMi.teD TO AflENT PER$0'NN·EL ONLY. 

END 

JIQLD 
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TO 

FROM 

SUBJECT: 

OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 • 
JULY 1973 EDITION 
GSA FPMR 141 CFR) 101·1 1,6 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
SAC, ST. LOUIS (94-new) 

SPVR. JACK A. FRENCH 

SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 

• 
DATE: 3/25/75 

The following is a breakdown, by supervisory and 
Agent assignments, of the percentage of time spent on 
internal security and counterintelligence in this division. 

Personnel Assigned 

SAC WESLEY T. WHALEY 
ASAC OSBORN LEON DOBBS 
JACK A. FRENCH 
RICHARD T. HRADSKY 
WALTER C. JOHNSON 
ROBERT S. STEWART 
RONALD W. PARKER 
STEPHEN D. KETTNER 
MICHAEL E. STAPLETON 
RUSSEL JAY NIELSEN 
KEVIN R. ILLIA 
BARRY A. JONES 
LARRY B. BEAN 
WILLIAM J. AHLER, JR. 
HERMAN S. NICHOLS 
MICHAEL S. CLAPP 
WILLIAM R. DUNCAN 
AUBREY D. PARK 
WILLIAM R. BURTON 
JAMES T. HAGGERTY 

@st. Louis 
JAF:jtc 
(1) ·-r;: 

~ 

Internal Security 

0 
0 

55 
75 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 

50 
" 
" 25 
" 
" 

10 
5 
5 
2 
2 

Counterintelli~~ 

0 
0 
2 
1 

" tt 

" 
" 
" 
0 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
tt 

" 
" 
" 
" 

"E'"'"'ED ~- · n•·., ·· 1 
'-' f-U\Vfi . ---- ---- · i"t: -1\ t" - ·· --- .. ' 
SERIALIZED .. . ':. . ---.. , 

Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payrotl Savings Plan 
5010·110 . 
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'-: Fo:js (Rev. 5-22-64) • • 
FBI 

Date: 3/26/75 

Transmit the following in --------;;#o'liliill!l5..;' -':P~L~A~IN..:l!.T--!,=E:;:.:X~T~-----1 
(Type in plaintext or code) 

TELETYPE URGENT 
Via ________________ --------~~~-------~ 

(Priority} 1 

------------------------------------------------L------- -
TO: DIRECTOR 

ATTENTION: BUDG AND ACCOUNTING SECTION 

FROM: ST. LOUIS (94-297) 

SENATE SELECT CO~RIITTEE ON INTELL ENCE ACTIVITIES. 

REBUNITEL TO ALL SACS tMRCH 24, 1975. 

THE FOLLOWING IS A BREAKDOWN OF FIELD AGENT PERSONNEL 

ASSIGNED TO INTERNAL SECURITY AND COUNTERINTELLIGENCE MATTERS 

IN THE ST. LOUIS DIVISION AS REQUESTED BY RE COMMUNICATION. 
ARE: 

NEITHER THE SAC OR THE ASAC ASSIGNED TO 

INTERNAL SECURITY OR COUNTERINTELLIGENCE ~MTTERS. ONLY ONE 

SUPERVISOR IS ASSIGNED TO SUCH MATTERS, HE SPENDS APPROXI!ffiTELY 

55 PERCENT OF HIS TIME ON INTERNAL SECURITY AND TWO PERCENT ON 

COUNTERINTELLIGENCE MATTERS. 

SIX AGENTS SPEND APPROXIMATELY 75 PERCENT OF THEIR TIME 
"'· 

ON INTERNAL SECURITY AND ONE PERCENT ON COUNTERINTELLIGENCE 

tMA ERS. I . 
~ ~ ,~E RE~~INING AGENTS SPEND NO TIME ON COUNTERINTELLIGENCE 

v 1 

ifq1MATTERS BUT SPEND THE LISTED PERCENTAGE OF TIME QN INTERNAL 

qu. ~ SECURITY: THREE AGENTS, 50 PERCENT; THREE AGENTS, 25 PERCENT; 

./ o? ONE AGENT, 
'""), 
~ q,1S'PERCENT. 

4 ~-

Page 8 



FD~6 (Rev. 5-22-64) • • 
FBI 

Date: 

Transmit the following in ---------=:----:---:--:------:-:----------1 
(Type in plaintext or code) 

Via----------
(Priority) 1 

------------------------------------------------L-------
PAGE T\VO SL 94-297 

ABOVE FIGURES REFLECT BOTH HEADQUARTERS CITY AND 

RESIDENT AGENTS IN THIS DIVISION. 

END. 

Approved: -----------------------
Sent ________ M Per _______ _ 

Special Agent in Charge 

NW 55.21.2 Docld : 3.2989794 P.age 9 
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• 
NR033 ~lA CODE 

4:50PM 9/4/75 NITEL AJN 

TO ALL SACS 

FROM DIRECTOR (62-116395) 

PERSONAL ATTENTION 

SENSTUDY 75 

REBUTEL MAY 2, 1975. 

• 

PURPOSR OF INSTANT TE-LETYPE ARE TO (1) REITERATE THAT 

FBI HAS PLEDGED FULL, COOP ERA !ION vJITH THE SENATE SELECT 
I • 

COMMITTEE <SSC) AND ~JISHES TO ASSIST AND FACILITATE ANY 

INVESTIGATIONS. UNDERTAKEN BY THE SSC ~liTH RESPECT TO THE FBI; 

AND (2) SET FORTH NEW PROCEDURE RELATING TO SSC STAFF 

INTERVIEvJS OF CURFfENT AND FORMER FBI EMPLOYEES. 

FOR INFORMATION OF THOSE OFFICES \vHICH HAVE NOT PREVIOUSLY 

HAD CURRENT OR FORMER EMPLOYEES IN ITS TERRI TOY INTERVIEtvED 

BY THE SSC, THE BUREAU FREQUE.NTLY LEARNS FROM THE SSC OR 

OTHERvJISE THAT FORMER E~1PLOYEES·ARE BEING CONSIDERED FOR 

INTERVIEtaJ BY THE SSC STAFF. INSTRUCTIONS ARE ISSUED FOR THE 

FIELD OFFICE TO CONTACT THE FORMER EMPLOYEE TO ALERT HIM AS TO 

POSSIBLE INTERVIEvJ, REMIND HII'Il OF HIS CONFIDENTIALITY AGREE['t]ENT 

~liTH THE BUREAU AND SUGGEST THAT IF HE IS 

'ttJC~ 
7~J 
-tr-c;-Y 

NW 55212 Docld : 32989794 Page 10 
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.. • • 
PAGE T~/0 

INTERVIEW, HE MAY CONTACT THE LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION BY 

COLLECT CALL FOR FURTHER INFORMATION. IN THE USUAL ·CASE, 

. AS CIRCUMSTANCES UNFOLD, THE FORMER EMPLOYEE IS TOLD(!) 

THAT HE HAS A RIGHT TO LEGAL COUNSEL, BUT THAT THE BUREAU 

CANNOT PROVIDE SAME; <2> THAT THE BUREAU HAS \>/AIVED THE 

CONFIDENTIALI~Y AGREEMENT FOR THE INTERVIEW WITHIN SPECIFIED 

PARM4ETERS; AND (3) THAT THERE ARE FOUR PRIVILEGED AREAS IN 

v1HICH HE IS NOT REQUIRED TO ANS~/ER QUESTION. THESE AREAS 

ARE RELATING TO INFORMATION \•1HICH MAY <A> IDENTIFY BUREAU 

SOURCES; (B) · BEVEAL SENSITIVE METHO·DS/TECHNIQUES; (C) REVEAL 

IDENTITIES OF THIRD AGENCIES, INCLUDING FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE 

AGENCIES, OR INFORMATION FROM SUCH AGENCIES; AND ' (D) ADVERSELY 

AFFECT ONGOING BUREAU INVESTIGATIONS. 

HERTOFORE, BUREAU HAS OFFERED INTERVIE~JEES CONS·ULTATION 

PRIVILEGES ~1HEREBY A BUREAU SUPERVISOR ~JOULD BE AVAILABLE 

NEARBY, ALTRUGH NOT ACTUALLY AT INTERVIEW, SO INTERVI~\•JEE 

MIGHT CONSULT v/ITH HIM SHOULD QUESTIONS ARISE AS TO PARAMETERS 

OF' INTElliE\1/ OR PRIVILEGED AREAS. THE CONSULTANT DID NOT ACT 

AS A LEGAL ADVISOR. 

·EFFECTIVE IMMED~ATELY, BUREAU vJILL NO LONGER PROVIDE 

! NW 55212 Docld: 3 .2989794 Page 11 



---~--~-~----------·..,-------·-------n,;.;.~.;;;;;.~ ........ ;::· _ ... ., 
.. . .. " ' ' 

PAGE THREE 

ON-THE-SCENE PERSONNEL FOR CONSULTATION PURPOSES TO ASSIST 

EITHER CURRENT OF' F'OR~lER ·EMPLOYEES. PROSPECTIVE INTERVIE\•IEES 

SHOULD BE TOLD THAT, IF' THEY DESIRE ASSISTANC'E OF THIS NATURE 

DURING AN INTERVIE~J, THEY MAY CONTACT EITHER PERSONALLY <IF 

INTERVIE~I IS IN WASHINGTON, D. C.) OR BY COLLECT CALL, THE . 
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR OF THE INTELLIGENCE DIVISION, MR. tsJ. R. 

WANNALL, pR., IN HIS ABSENCE, SECTION CHIEF W. 0. CREGAR. 

THIS C.MNGE IN PROCEDURE SHOULD NOT BE CONSTRUED AS 

LESSENING THE ASSISTANCE \•JE ARE FURNISHING TO CURRE:NT AND 

FORMER EMPLOllES. 

FOR &UR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION, I AM \10RKING ~JITH THE 

DEPARTMENT IN EXPLORING AVENUES TO ARRANGE LEGAL REPRESENTATION, 

WHEN NECESSARY, FOR CURRENT AND FORMER EMPLOYEES t!]!THOUT 

EXPENSE TO THEM. YO.U \oJILL BE KEPT ADVISED OF' DEVELOPMENTS 

IN THIS REGARD. 

END 

K 

NW 55212 Docld : 32989794 Page 12 ..,.. ' 



:- ----------~------ -- -----~--~~~-~~-

FD-36 (Rev. 5-22-64) •• 
FBI 

Date: SEPTEMBER 4, 1975 

Transmit the following in --------=--C.=.O=:D::;E=-----:-:---------i 
(Type in plaintext or code) 

Via __ T_E_L_E_T_Y_P_E ____________ N_I_T_E_L~~.--------~ 
(Priority) 1 

------------------------------------------------L-------
TO: DIRECTOR (62-116395) 

FROM: ST. LOUIS (62-5038) 

ATTENTION: INTD, W. 0. CREGAR. 

SENSTUDY 75. 

RE BUREAU NITEL TO BOSTON, SEPTEMBER 3, 1975. 

AVAILABLE RECORDS ST. LOUIS DIVISION REFLECT NO 

COORDINATORS DESIGNATED FOR NEW LEFT AND BLACK EXTREMIST 

COINTELPROS. SUCH MATTERS WERE UNDER SUPERVISION OF FOLLOWING 

PERSONNEL FOR BELOW PERIODS: JANUARY 1967 THRU SEPTEMBER 1968, 

SUPERVISOR EDMUND C. WELTON; OCTOBER 1968 TO MAY 1969, SAC 

JOSEPH H. GAMBLE; JUNE 1969 TO OCTOBER 1969, SUPERVISOR JOHN 

J. BUCKLEY; NOVEMBER 1969 THRU DECEMBER 1971, SUPERVISOR 

EDWARD M. MORELAND. 

MORELAND IS STILL ASSIGNED TO ST. LOUIS DIVISION; ALL 

OTHERS ARE RETIRED FROM FBI. 

(J) St. Louis (~~ 
-JAF: jtc \Q_/' 

( 1) /~;;~ 
I 
' 

\ .\ 

SEAt;r.!.l::n ___ _ 

SERIAUZED.-.~,..__­

INDEXED_~~-r­
FILED __ ~~-

Sent sf';.t -JAr!., M Per ~/('(.!..,_V_/!1__:__ __ _ 
1/ 

* U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE : 1969 0 - 346-090 (11) 
NW 55212 Docld : 32989794 Page 13 



FD-36 (Rev. 5-22-64) • • 
F 8 I 

Date: 9/9/7 5 

Transmit the following in -------"""7.:::----:--~:-----;-;---------1 
(Type in plaintext or code) 

Via NITEL 
(Priority) 1 

------------------------------------------------L-------

TO: 

FROM: 

DIRECTOR (62-116395) AND DETROIT 

ST. LOUIS (62-5038) 

SENSTUDY 75 

REBUNITEL SEPTEMBER 5, 1975. 

FOR INFORMATION DETROIT, RETEL ADVISED THAT SENATE SELECT 

COMMITTEE (SSC) HAS REQUESTED WHEREABOUTS OF A NUMBER OF FORMER FBI 

EMPLOYEES INDICATING THEY MAY BE INTERVIEWED BY THE SSC 'STAFF • 

.im ~C' o I ; I I Bl .. .. .. .. .. 

~--------~' ALL OTHERS IN LIST SET OUT IN RETEL WERE EITHER SAC, 

ASAC, OR BOTH, DURING PERIOD 1959 - 1966, IN ONE OR MORE OF THE 

FOLLOWING OFFICES: BOSTON, DETROIT, LOS ANGELES, MIAMI, NEW YORK, 

SAN FRANCISCO, SEATTLE, AND WASHINGTON FIELD. THEY PRESUMABLY ARE 

ALSO KNOWLEDGEABLE CONCERNING MAIL OPENINGS. EACH OF THESE FORMER 

EMPLOYEES IS TO BE IMMEDIATELY CONTACTED AND ALERTED THAT HE MIGHT 

BE APPROACHED BY THE SSC STAFF FOR INTERVIEW. THE FORMER EMPLOYEE 

MAY, AFTER BEING CONTACTED BY SSC STAFF, CONTACT BUREAU'S LEGAL 

COUNSEL DIVISION BY COLLECT 

INCLUDING OBLIGATIONS AS TO 

0 OL1 ~lt)( 
Approved: -------'~'---7.::....· ---­

Special Age'lit. in Charge 
NW 55212 Docld : 32989794 Page 14 

U.S. Government Printing Office: 1972- 455·574 



.. • • FD-36 (Rev. 5-22-64) 

FBI 

Date: 9/9/7 5 

Transmit the following in --------=,----,---:-:------:-:----------j 
(Type in plaintext or code} 

Via NITEL 
(Priority) 1 

------------------------------------------------L-------

PAGE TWO 

SL 62-5038 

AS FBI EMPLOYEE. IT IS EMPHASIZED THAT BUREAU'S OFFER OF ASSISTANCE 

IS NOT INTENDED TO IMPEDE SSC WORK, BUT IS DONE AS COOPERATIVE 

GESTURE AND TO SAFEGUARD SENSITIVE BUREAU INFORMATION. CONTACTS 

WITH THESE FORMER EMPLOYEES TO BE HANDLED PERSONALLY BY SAC OR ASAC. 

IN EVENT THIS IS NOT FEASIBLE FOR JUST CAUSE, TO BE HANDLED BY A 

SENIOR SUPERVISOR. IMMEDIATELY AFTER CONTACT, RESULTS SHOULD BE 

FURNISHED BUREAU BY NITEL IN ABOVE CAPTION, BRIEFLY INCLUDING 

REACTION OF FORMER EMPLOYEE CONTACTED. 

FORMER SAC WESLEY T. WHALEY CONTACTED BY SAC, ST. LOUIS, THIS 

DATE. HE WAS FURNISHED INSTRUCTIONS CONTAINED IN RETEL AND ADVISED 

IF CONTACTED HE WOULD PROMPTLY CONTACT BUREAU'S LEGAL DIVISION. HE 

ADVISED HE DOES NOT BELIEVE HE POSSESSES ANY RELEVANT INFORMATION 

RE MAIL OPENINGS BUT STATED HE IS VERY PRO-BUREAU AND WOULD DO OR 

SAY NOTHING TO JEOPARDIZE THE BUREAU'S REPUTATION. 

FORMER SAC THOMAS J. GEARTY PRESENTLY RESIDES SOMERSET 

APARTMENTS, 2446 DORCHESTER N., TROY, MICHIGAN 48084. DETROIT 

HANDLE PURSUANT TO INSTRUCTIONS IN REBUTEL. 

END 

HCP:NLN. 

Approved: -----------
Special Agent in Charge 

NW 55.21.2 Docid : 3..2989794 P.age 15 

Sent ______ M Per-------
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------------------------------------------~~-----~ 
.. ,_ . •• 

NR 030 WA CODE 

6:45PM NITEL 9/5/75 PMJ 

TO ALEXANDRIA BALTIMORE BIRMINGHAM 

BOSTON CHICAGO CINCINNATI 

DALLAS EL PASO INDIANAPOLIS 

JACKSON JACKSONVILLE· LOUISVILLE 

I.. OS ANGELES MEMPHIS fqiAMI 

NE~l YORK OKLAHOMA CITY OMAHA 

PHILADELPHIA PHOENIX ST. LOUIS 

SA r~ DIEGO SAN FRANCISCO SAVANNAH 

SEATTLE 

FROM DIRECTOR ( 62 -1 163~ 5) 

PERSONAL ATTENTION . , u? ~ * 
/" (p}""J SENSTUDY 75 

REBTELS MAY 2, 1975, AND SEPTEMBER 4, 1975. 

SENATE SELECT C0~1MITTEE (SSC) HAS REQUESTED v1HEREABOUTS 

OF A NUMBER OF FORMER FBI. EMPLOYEES INDiCATING THEY ~1AY BE 

INTERVIE\•/ED BY THE SSC STAFF. LISTED BELO\•J, BY FIELD OFFICE 

TERRITORY, ARE THESE FORMER EMPLOYEES AND THEIR LAST KNOWN 

ADDRESSES AS CONTAINED IN BUREAU FILES. 

P.a ge 16 

" 



-------------=--------------·---·-q-•m--=~==-·-·-·-•·------------~------~· ·-

• • 
PAGE T\W 

A ct 6 (1) ( B ) 

ALL OTHERS IN LIST BELO\tl WERE EITHER 
L-------------------~ 

SAC, ASAC, OR BOTH, DURING PERIOD 1959 • 1955 IN ONE OR MORE 

OF THE FUDWING OFFICES: BOSTON, DETROIT, LOS ANGELES, MIAMI, 

NEW YORK, SAN FRANCISCO, SEATTLE, AND ~JASHINGT-oN FIELD. THEY 

PRESUMABLY ARE ALSO KNOWLEDGEABLE CONCERNING MAIL ·oPENINGS. 

EACH OF THESE FORMER EMPLOYEES IS TO BE IMMEDIATELY 

CONTACTED AND ALERTED THAT HE MIGHT BE APPROACHED BY THE' SSC 

STAFF FOR INTERVIEW. THE FORMER EMPLOYEE MAY, AFTER BEING 

--

CO NIACTED BY SSC STAFF, CO NT ACT BUREAU •s LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION 

BY COLLECT CALL FOR FULL INFORMATION TO ASSIST HIM INCLUDING 

OBLIGATIONS AS TO CONFIDENTIALITY OF INFORMATION ACQUIRED AS 

FBI EfiJPLOE'E .• IT IS EMPHASIZED THAT BUREAU•s OFFER OF 

ASSISTANCE IS NOT INTENDED TO IMPED~ SSC WORK, BUT IS DONE 

AS COOPERATIVE GESTURE AND TO SAFEGUARD S ENS! TI VE BUREAU 

INF'ORMA TION. 

NW 55.21 .. 2 Docld : 3.2 9 89794 P.age 1.7 
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'"«+<~- .... , -•" :: sa a ceu. a sa tawse uu;:saea a • -·· 

• 
PAGE THRE 

CONTACTS ~liTH THESE FORMER EMPLOYEES- TO BE HANDLED 

PERSONALLY BY SAC OR .ASAC. IN EVENT THIS IS NOT FEASIBLE 

FOR JUST CAUSE, TO BE HANDLED BY. A SENIOR SUPERVISOR. 

IMMEDI~TELY AFTER CONTACT, RESULTS SHOt,JLD BE FURNISHED 

BUREAU BY NITEL IN ABOVE CAPTIO.N, BRIEF''LY INCLUDING REACTION 

OF' F'OR£1JER EMPLOYEES CONTACTED. IF' A FORMER EMPLOYEE NO 

LONGER IN YOUR TERRITORY OR TEMPORARILY AWAY, SET OUT LEAD TO 

OTHER OFFICE IMMEDIATELY ~liTH COPY TO FBIHQ. 

ALltXA NDRIA: 

\•1. DONALD STEWART, CRYSTAL HOUSE I, APARTMENT 202, ARLINGTON, 

VIRGINIA. 

JAMES H. GALE, 3.30 7 ROCKY MOUNT ROAD, FAIRFAX, V!RGI NIA 

THOMAS E BISHOP, 8820 STARK ROAD, A.NNANDALE, VIRGINIA 

BALTIMORE: 

ANTHONY P. LITRE~JTO, 2810 StONYBROOK DRIVE, 80-~J!E, MARYLAND 

PAUL oeONNELL, JR., 241 7 STRATTON DR! V~, PO TO MAC, MARYLAND 

DONALD Ee RONEY, 1.31 CAMBRlDGE DRIVE, ~JINDSOR HILLS, 

WILMINGTON, DELAWARE 

VICTOR TURYN, 2645 TURF VALLEY ROAD, ·ELLICOTT CITY, 

MARYLAND 

DONALD W. MORLEY, BOX 222, NE~J f~ARKET, MARYLAND 

.. 

NW 55.21.2 Docl.d. : 32989794 Page 1.8 
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~ ----- -·. ·-~ -----------------~~·~----- -~~ - -----

PAGE FOUR 

BIRMINGHAM: 

• • 

JOHN DAVID POPE, JR., 221 RE~HNGTON ROAD, BIRt~INGHAM, ALABAMA 

BOSTON: 

LEO L. LAUGHLIN, 9 EVERETT AVENUE, WINCHESTER, MASSACHUSETTS 
. 

ED\1ARD J. PO\•IERS, 10 COLONIAL DRIVE, BEDFORD, NEW HAMPSHIRE 

J.F. DESMOND, 185 FRANKLIN.STREET, BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 

CHICAG: 

MARLIN W. JOHNSON, CANTEEN CORPORATION, THE MERCHANDISE 

MART, CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 

HARVEY G. FOSTER, 1012 SOUTH HAMLIN, PARK RIDGE, ILLINOIS 

CINCINNA·TI: 

PAUL FIELDS, 2677 CYCLORAMA DRIVE, CINCINNATI, OHIO 

HR~ J. MORGAN, 5314 ELMCREST LANE, CINCINNATI, OHIO 

DALLAS: 

PAUL H. STODDARD, 3014 CHATTERTON DRIVE, SAN ANGELO, TEXAS 

KENNIH E. COMrDNS, 2458 DOUGLAS DRIVE, SAN ANGELO, TEXAS 

EL PASO: 

KARL ~J.DISSLY, POST OFFICE BOX 9762, EL PASO, TEXAS 

HlDIANAPOLIS: 

DILLARD ~1. HOt•JELL, 6413 CARDINAL LANE, INDIANAPOLIS, 

INDIANA 

ALLAN GILLIES , 8228 HOOVER LANE, INDIANAPOLIS, INDIANA 

JACKSON: 

\HLLIAMS vJ. BURKE,. JR., 1847 AZTEC DRIVE, JACKSON, 

MISSISSIPPI 
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PAGE FIVE 

JACKSONVILLE: 

0 -·=· ··= 

• 
C 4 M SW e;w , . 

DONALD K. BRO\•IN, 826 BROOKmNT AVENUE, EAST JACKSONVILLE, 

FLORIDA 

\oJILLIAM M. ALEXANDER, 4857.\oJATER OAK LANE, JACKSONVILLE, 

FLORIDA 

LOUISVILLE: 

BERNARD C. BRO·TJJN, 2301 NEWMARKET DRIVE, N.E., LOUISVILLE, 

KENTUCKY 

LOS ANGELES: 

~IILLIAt•1 G. SIMON, 2075 LOMBARDY ROAD, SAN MARINO, 

CALI FORNI A 

vlESLEY G. GRAPP, 4240 BON HOMME ROAD, WOODLAND HILLS, 

CALIFORNIA 

ARNOLD C. LARSON, '4232 ABBINGTON COURT, \~ESTLAKE VILLAGE, 

CALIFORNIA 

JOSEPH K. PONDER, 3719 CARRIAGE HOUSE COURT, ALEXANDRIA, 

VIRGINIA. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 3030 SOUTH RED HILL AVENUE, 

SANTA ANA• CALIFORNIA 

mEMPHIS: 

E. HUGO WINTERROWD, 1550 NORTH PARKWAY, MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE 

MIAMI: 

THOMAS MC' ANDREv!S, 324 NEAPOLITAN vJAY, NAPLES, FLORIDA 

FREDRICK F. FOX, 1'1450 vJ. BISCAYNE CANAL ROAD, MIAMI, 

FLORIDA 

NW 55212 Docld : 32989794 Page 2 0 



PAGE SIX 

NE\•J YORK: 

• • 

JOSEPH L. SCHr1IT, 656 HUNT LANE, ~1ANHASSET, NE~J YORK 

HENRY A. FITZGIBBON, 76 EASTON ROAD, BRONXVILLE, NE\•1 YORK 

OKLAHl?.IA CITY : . 
JAMES T. MORELAND, 108 FERf~ DRIVE, POTEAU, OKLAHO~lA 

LEE O. TEAGUE, 250t"N.W. 121ST STREET, OKLAHOMA CITY, 

OKLAHI'ilA 

OMAHA: 

JOHN F. CALLAGHAN, IO~JA LA\•J ENFORCEMENT ACADEMY, 

CAMP DODGE, POST OFFICE BOX 130, JOHf~STON, I01JTA. 

PHI LA DELPHI A : 

RICHARD J. BAKER, 219 JEFFREY LANE, ' NEWTON SQUARE, 

PENNSYLVANIA -· 

JOHN F. MALONE, 25 GARFIELD AVENUE, CARBONDALE, PENNSYLVANIA 

PHOENIX: 

PALMER ~ BAKEN, JB., 3832 EAST YUCCA STREET, PHOENIX, 

ARIZONA 

ST. LOUIS: 
------

THOMAS J. GEARTY, 6630 CLAYTON ROAD NR. 105 1 RICHMJND HEIGHTS, 

MISSOURI 

WESLEY T. ~!HALEY, 286 GREEN TRAILS DRIVE, CHESTERFIELD, 

MISSOURI 



"' , . ' 

PAGE SEVEN 

SAN DIEG: 

• ' 
FRANK L. PRICE, 2705 TOKALON STREET, SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 

SAN FRANCISCO: 

CURTIS O. LYNUM, 644 EAST HILLSDALE BOULEVARD, SAN -MATEO, 

CALIFORNIA 

HAROLD -E. \1ELBORN, 13067 LA VISTA COURT, _SARATOGA, 

CALIFORNIA 

SAVANNAH: 

TROY COLEMAN, 36 CROM\11ELL ROAD, \'11LMINGT'ON PARK, SAVANNAH, 

GEORGIA 

JOSEPH D. PURVIS, 721 DANCY AVENUE, SAVANNAJi, GEORGIA 

.SEATTLE: 

LELAND V. BOARDMAN, ROUTE 3, BOX 268, SEQUIM, WASHINGTON 

RICHARD D. AUERBACH, P.O. BOX 1768, SEATTLE, vlASHINGTON 

JAMES E. ~1ILNES, 4317- 50TH AVENUE, N.E., SEA.TTLE, 

\1ASHI NGTON 

PAUL R. BIBLER, 15134- 38TH AVENUE, N.E., SEATTLE, 

~JASHINGTON 

END 

PLS HOLDFOR ONE MORE 
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~l~063 "'A CODJ<.: 

9:55 Pt-1 NITEL '9/17/75 f·lEB 

TO ALEXANDRIA JACKSONVILLE 

ATLANTA K ~WXVILLI!: 

BOSTOtl LOS ANGELES 

DETROIT MEr·lPHI S 

JACKSON N~1.·JARK 

FR0!1 DIRECTOR (62-11639.5) 

PERSONAL ATTENTIOn 

Sli.:NSTUDY 75 l' ),.-
., 

. I • 

• 

Nl!" ~·J YO!iK 

. RICHMOND 

ST. LOUIS 

SAN DIEGO 

SEATTLE 

REBU.TELS ' f1AY 2, 1975, AND SEPTEr•1BER 4, 1975, TO 

ALL OFFIC ES MJD BUTELS Sl!:PTEf1BER 3, 1975, TO SELECTED OFFICES 
0 

INFO~MING LATTER THAT SENATE SELECT COMMITTFE CSSC) HAD 

R~qu~~TED IDENTITIES Of ALL SUPERVISORS AND COORDINATORS FOR 

COIN!ELPROS IN SELECTED OFFICES FOR (1) NEW LEFT AND BLACK 

SXT~~MIST, 1967 THROUGH 1971, AND (2) FOR WHITE HATE, 1964 

THROUGH 1971. 

SSC ALSO REQUESTED LOCATIONS OF PERSONS NAMED IN FIELD 

RESPONSES TO REFERENC!!D SEPTE£1B~R 3 ,. 1975, TELFTYPJC.:S, AND 

LATEST INFORMATION IN FBIHn FIL~S HAS BEEN FURNIS~ED TO sqc. 

' -· ' 

NW 55.21.2 Docld : 3.2989794 P.age .23 
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PAGE T!·JO 

S~C STAFF" f·1AY COfHACT cu~qJTNT Mm/OR FORNER Ef·1PLOYEEC: NAfr1ED; 

TO PJTERVI F'N THEr•l CONCERNING TH~IR KtJ0'•1LEDG F OF' CO I NT~LPRO 8" 

I~·J 1'1HI CH TH!<Y HA9 SUPtt:RVISOP.Y OR COORDHJATilJG REC:PONSIBILITI ES. 

EACH OF TH~ FOLLOWING FORMER EMPLOYE~<:: EXCEPT MESSRS. 
~ 

CROKE AND MCMANUs.ts TOR~ CONTACTED IMMEDIATELY AND ALERTED 

T;:L'4.T HE f.UGHT BE APPROACHI<D BY THE SSC STAFF FOR INTERVIEl·J. 

TH~ FORMER EMPLOYEE MAY, AFTER BEING CONTACTED"BY SSC STAFF, 

CONTACT BUREAU• S LEGAL COITNSEL DIVISION BY COLL!i_;CT CALL FOR 

FULL INFO::H·1ATION TO ASSIST Hifl INCLIJDING OBLIGATIONS AS TO 

CO~FIDENTIALITY OF INFORMATION AC~UIRED AS FBI EMPLOYEE. IT 

IS EMPHASIZED THAT BUREAu•s OFFER OF ASC:ISTANCE IS NOT 

I!H!WDED TO It•1PEDE SSC l•JORK, .BUT IS ,DONI<: AC:: COOPERATIVE 

GESTURE AND TO SAFEGUARD SENSITIVE BUREAIJ INFORNATION. 

CONTACTS WITH TH~SE FORMER EMPLOYEES TO BE HANDLFD 
:0 

PERSONA~LY BY SAC OR ASAC. IN EVENT THIS IS NOT FEAC:IBLE ----c-__ -- -~ 

FOR JUST CAUSE, TO BE HANDLED BY A SENIOR SUPF~VIC:OR. 

REGARDING FORt1~R SAS C:10!(F' ANn t·1Cf.1ANUS, c:c:c HAS BEEN 

INFORNJ!:D OF THEIR POOR PHYSICAL CONDITIO fJ MlD Rl!~IJESTED TO 

TAKF THIS INTO CONSIDFRATION IN ANY ACTION CONTF.:t1PLATE1) 3Y 

SSC CONCERNING TW~t·1. 1:1E DO NOt, HO':'EVSR, KNO':' THAT sc:c !·'ILL 

NW 55212 Docid : 32989794 Page 24 · 



'----- -- .- --~-------------· ------------~---------~----------~ • , • 
PAGE TH.11'!:E 

f·!OT COtJTACT THF:t·1. us::J YORK OFFICE, IN COORT)H1ATION ~<~ITH 

NEL~RU SHOULD AnRANGE TO HAV! CONTACT MADE ~ITH CROKE AN9 

~C~ANUS BY A FORMER ASSOCIATE TO MAKF FRIENDLY IN0UIRY AS TO 

TH~IR CURRE~T CON9ITION; IT IS BEING LEFT TO DISCR~TION 0~ 

SAS NE~ YORK AHD N~~ARK, BASED ON RESULTS OF SUCH INqUIRY, 

1 •.1HET~F:R CROKJ:i' A~-JD t~1C~1ANUS SHOULD BE INFOR~·~ED R~GARDH!G 

POSSIBLJ<: CONTACT OF THEt•1 BY SSC. FBIHQ DOFS tlOT DESIRE 

T'-IAT THEY BE UNDULY ALAP.W!:!J, BUT 1•JOULD NOT NAtJT TH!<.:i1 ~URPRISE!:l 

BY CONTACT OF SSG STAFF IF THI~ COULD I~P~IR THEIR HFALTH. 

HH1EDIAT".:LY AFT'IR CONTACT, Rl!:SULTS SHOIILD BE FU~NISHEn 

BUREAU BY ~.JIT~L IN ABOVE CAPTiotJ, ATTENTION INTD, H •. o. CRFGAR, 

SRil!:FLY INCLUDING REACTION OF F0!1i1ER Et-1PLOYE~C:: CONTACT12:D. IF 

A F0'1~,1ER Ef1PLOY~"S ~lO LOf·lR ER PI YOUR T.F:PRITORY OR TEf1PORARILY 

'\1•1t\Y, SET OUT LI!AD TO OTHER OFFICE . InM5:DIATELY HITH COPY TO 

F3Il-V'. 

AL'IXMJnRIA~ 

SETH F. EIK11:NBERRY, 5367 SIJf1~1IT DRI'JE", FAIP.FAX, \TIP.GINII-\ 

JESSE c. HALL, JR., 4535 FAT~N PLACE, ALEXANnPIA, VI~GINIA 

ATLA~nA: 

CARL~. CLAIBO~NE, 1~66 MAnY LOU LAN[, ~.~., ATLA~TA, 

NW 5 5 .2 1.2 Docl.d. : 32989794 Page .25 
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• WI"' ~T,.__.....,.~,..~-·-·f4-t4_W_i,..Q¥t ..... P'4 ... ______ ... __________ , ____________ ~ 

Pl1G~ FOUR 

G~<'ORG IA 

• 

RICHARD H. DAVIS, 1147 r,riL9 CREEl~ T~AIL, .'HLANTA, G ~O~G IA 

CHARLES S. HA~DING, 2243 PIN~CLIF'F DRIV~, N. E., 4TLANTA, 

G":O~GIA 

30STO~~: 

RICHA11D H. BLASSER, 12C) ACADE~·lY AVENUH., '·J~Y~'!OIJTH, 

:·l4~SI\CHUSI:'TTS 

FRED~RICK M. CO~NO~S, 15 LO~GF'ELLO~ ~OAD, M[LROS~, 

itlf\SSf.\CHOSETTS 

£·1ICHA~L J. f·1CnONAGH, 2f SPP.ItlGVALE ROAD, NORl:JOOD, 

f•1ASSA CHUSI!TTS 

JOHN F. ~JOONAN, 122 VERNON ROAD, SCITUATE:, MASSACHUSETTS 

D~TROIT: 

ROBERT F. o•NEILL, 2551 IROQUOIS, DETROIT, MICHIGAN 

JACKSO~J: 

ROY K. MOORE, 107 SWALLOW DRIVE, BRANDON, MISSISSIPPI 

JACKSONVILL 1.!:: 

~. HERSHEL CAV~~, 3714 NORTHWEST 40TH STREET, GAINESVILLE, 

FLORIDA 

leNOXVILLE: 
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ej ' ' • 
P!\G~ F'IV~ 

IRVInG !1. ANDERSON, 1029 PERCH DRIVE, CONCORD, TEN-NESSEE 

L()~ '1~·JG ELF.:S: 

JOHN l{EARIJEY, 4140 f1AYF'IELD STREET, NEl:JBURY Pl!RK, 

CALIF'OWHA 

RICHA!1D J. STILLING, 1164g AMESTOY STRE€T, G~A~ADA HILLS, 

CALIJ<or-UHA 
. 

JOHN S. TE~PL~, 2145 GRENADIER, SAN PEDRO, CALI~ORNIA 

PkiLIP S. ENDR~S, 22 SOUTH ~~CO~n ~TR~ET, MEM0 HIS, 

T!-!OIJAS J. CROK~, JR 9 15 HOFSTRA DRIVE, G REENLA':'N, ~·)F.H YORV 

JOH!J J. l)U!JLEAVY, 11 SOUTHVIEI:' CT., CARLE PLAC'!:, '-JP' Yn~!~ 

JO~~PH H. GAfmLF, 24 GREYSTONE ROAD, ROCKVILLE C~~TR~, 

c:-IAP.L ;:;-:=; F'. H~I ~JEP., 25 T1HN LAKF: LAtlE, RI Cl-tr-10 ND, UIRG I NIA 

RA~·JDOLPH E. TRO'·J, 1702 RA:·lCH DP.IV!', RICW·lQNl), 'JI~GI !H'\ 

NW 55.21.2 Docld: 3.2 9 8 9 794 Page .27 
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• ' ' 

P'\'JE SIX .. 
JOHN H. ~AGNER, 8220 RARNING~AM PQAD, QICHMON~, VI~GI~I~ 

S:UtH LOUIS: 

JOHtJ J. BUCKLEY, 9469 J-IAP.ALD 1J~IVE, "'00DSOtJ TSRI1ACF", 

rnssomn 

EDr1U:JD C. "TFLTO~, P25 DF:ANDELL COURT, FERGJJC:IJN, fJISf:OtJRI 
-----~ 

841l DIEGO: 

l10B ~<RT S. BN~E'R, 4'26° HORT~<NSIA, SMJ DI FG o, CAL IFOR NI!\ 

SF A TTL!~·: 

LEROY 1·1. SHEETS, 5725 72~-lD STR~ET, N. f:1!\ P.Y C:V ILL!:£, 

~ND 

PI,..EASE HOLD :<'OR ONE f10Rfi: 
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FD-36 (Rev, 5-22-64) • • 
F 8 I 

Date: 9/18/75 

Transmit the following in ---------:-:=---..,....~c.CyO~D!,Il.E"'"DJ.--~,.-----------1 
(Type in plaintext or code) 

Via TELETYPE NITEL 
(Priority) 1 

-----------------------------------~------------L-------92; Cfr('fr J \ 

TO: DIRECTOR (62-116395) JJ- l1fM -t 
FROM ST. LOUIS (62-5038) 

ATTENTION: INTD, W. 0. CREAGER 

SEN STUDY 75 

RE BUREAU NITEL TO ALEXANDRIA, SEPTEMBER 17, 1975. 

ON SEPTEMBER 18, 1975, JOHN J. BUCKLEY, 9469 HAROLD DRIVE, 

WOODSON TERRACE, MO., WAS CONTACTED BY ASAC, ST. LOUIS, THIS DATE. 

HE WAS FURNISHED INSTRUCTIONS CONTAINED IN REFERENCED TELETYPE AND 

ADVISED IF CONTACTED HE WOULD PROMPTLY CONTACT BUREAU'S LEGAL 

DIVISION. HE ADVISED HE DOES NOT BELIEVE HE POSSESSES ANY PERTI-

NENT INFORMATION BUT STATED HE WOULD NOT JEOPARDIZE THE BUREAU'S 

REPUTATION. 

ST. LOUIS ATTEMPTING TO CONTACT EDMUND C. WELTON. 

END. 

JTH:vls (1)a 
, 1/j fl ... ~ 

Special Agent in Charge 

NW 55.21 .. 2 Docld : 32989794. P.age .29 
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FD-36 (Rev. 5-22-64) •• • 
FBI 

Date: 9/19/75 

Transmit the following in ---------------:-~C..<!.O..uDI.l.IE~.:~..DL.L---=--",-------------1 
(Type in plaintext or code) 

y ia TELETYPE NITEL 
(Priority) I 

------------------------------------------------L-------
TO: DIRECTOR (62-116395) 

FROM: ST. LOUIS (62-5038) 

ATTENTION: INTD, W. 0. CREAGER 

SENSTUDY 75 

RE BUREAU NITEL TO ALEXANDRIA, SEPTEMBER 17, 1975 AND 

ST. LOUIS NITEL TO BUREAU, SEPTEMBER 18, 1975. 

ON SEPTEMBER 19, 1975, EDMUND C. WELTON, 825 DEANDELL COURT, 

FERGUSON, MISSOURI, WAS CONTACTED BY SAC, ST. LOUIS, THIS DATE. 

HE WAS FURNISHED INSTRUCTIONS CONTAINED IN REFERENCED TELETYPE 

AND ~~VISED IF CONTACTED HE WOULD PROMPTLY CONTACT THE BUREAU'S 

LEGAL STAFF. HE ADVISED HE DOES NOT BELIEVE HE POSSESSES ANY 

PERTINENT INFORMATION AND STATED HE WOULD NOT JEOPARDIZE THE 

BUREAU'S REPUTATION. 

END. 

JTH:v1s ) 
(1) ; .. 

II -"'. 

~ \ Approved' h{~wt Charge 
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Routing S!ip 
0-7 {f~~v. 7-ll_;75i 

TO: SAC: 

D Alb<l11Y 
D ·I\llJuquerque 
D Alexandria 
D Anchorage 
0 Atlanta 
D Baltimore 
D Binninghrun 
D Boston 
0 Buffalo 
D Dutte 
D Charlotte 
D Chicago 
D Cincinnati 
D Cleveland 
D C.olumbi"a 
CJ Dallas 
D Denver 
D Detroit 
DEl Paso 
0 Honolulu 

0 Houl'ton 
0 Jt:diruwpolis 
0 JaC'k!:'on 
0 ,Jacksonville 
D Kru1sas City 
D Knoxville 
D Las Vegas 
D Little Rock 
D Los Angeles 
D Louisville 
D Memphis 
OMiami 
D l\Hlwaukee 
D Minneapolis 
D Mobile 
D Newark 
D New Haven 
D New Or! cans 
D New York City 
D Norfolk 

0 Okl11homn City 
0 Omaha 
0 Philad('lphia 
D Phoenix 
D Pittsburgh 
D Portland 
D Richmond 
D Sacramento 
iiiii:. St. Louis 
D Salt Lake City 
D Snu Antonio 
D San Diego 
D San Francisco 
D San Juan 
D Savannah 
D Seattle 
D Springfield 
D Trunpa 
D Washington Field 
D Quant\j::O 

TO LEGAT: 

D Bern 
D Bonn 
D Brasilia 
D Buenos Aire3 
CJ Caracas 
D Hong Kong 
0 London 
D Madrid 
0 Manila 
D Mexico City 
D Ottawa 
D Parie 
DRome 
D Tel Aviv 
D Tokyo 

b 
RE: HEARINGS 

;' ... ,;};.-
,. ·:·..-')Oj:;.: D n,....,...ember _ ,.~. ate~ 

BEFORE THEJSENATE 
4. 1975 

SELECT COMMITTEE . 

Hetention For appropriate 
D For information '=:!optional D action D Surcp, by------
0 'fhe enclosed is for your informntion. If used in a future report, 0 conceal cll 

sources, D paraphrase contents. 

0 Enclosed me corrected pages from report of SA 
dated 

Remarks: 

For your assistance in responding to 
local press inquiries, attached is a copy of 
unedited excerpted remarks by Assistant to the 
Director--Deputy Associate Director James B. 
Adams \vhile testifying before the Senate Select 
Corr~ittee on 12/2/75, concerning anti-FBI 
~llegations made by Gary Rm'le, former FBI f-;/ 
1nformant. ~~ . /Jr. ~,;<.- .2o3-~, 

tv( .. ) 
Bu 
Urfi 

~-tsr? f---
?*A-SLI:C- · J'& 
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EXCERPTS OF REMARKS MADE BY 

ASSISTANT TO THE DIRECTOR --

DEPUTY ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR JAMES B. ADAMS 

TESTIFYING BEFORE THE 

SENATE SELECT CO~~ITTEE 

PERTAINING TO THE KU KLUX KLAN, 

GARY ROWE, FORMER FBI INFOffi.:lANT, AND 

PREVIOUS ATTEMPTS OF THE FBI 

TO PREVENT VIOLENCE 

DECEMBER 2, 1975 

NW 55212 Docld : 32989794 Page 32 



QUESTION: •••• You do use informants and do instruct them to 

spread dissention among certain groups that they are 

informing on, do you not? 

MR. ADAMS: We did when we had the COINTEL programs which were 

discontinued in 1971, and I think the Klan is probably one 

of the best examples of a situation where the law was 

ineffective at the time. We heard the term, State's Rights 

used much more than we hear today. We saw with the 

Little Rock situation the President of the united States 

sending in the troops pointing out the necessity to use 

local law enforcement. We must have local law enforcement 

use the troops only as a last resort. When you have a 

situation like this where you do try to preserve the 

respective roles in law enforcement, you have historical 

problems. 

With the Klan coming along, we had situations where 

the FBI and the Federal Government was almost powerless 

to act. We had local law enforcement officers in some 

areas participating in Klan violence. The incidents 

mentioned by Mr. Rowe--everyone of those he saw them from the 

lowest level--the informant. He didn't see what action 

was taken with that information as he pointed out during 

his testimony. Our files show that this information was 

reported to the police departments in every instance. 

We also know that in certain instances the infor­

mation upon being received was not being acted upon. We 

also disseminated simultaneously through letterhead 

NW 55212 Docld : 32989794 Page 3 3 



memorandum to the Department of Justice the proplem. 

And here we were--the FBI--in a positioh where we had no 

authority in the absence of an instruction from the 

Department of Justice to make an arrest. Section 241 

and 242 don't cover it because you don't have evidence 

of a conspiracy. It ultimately resulted in a situation 

where the Department called in U. S. Marshals who do have 

authority similar to local law enforcement officials. 

So historically, in those days, we were just as 

frustrated as anyone else was, that when we got information 

from someone like Mr. Rowe--good information, reliable 

information--and it was passed on to those who had the 

responsibility to do something about it, it was not always 

acted upon as he indicated. 

QUESTION: In none of these cases, then, there was adequate 

evidence of conspiracy to give you jurisdiction to act. 

MR. ADAMS: The Departmental rules at that time, and still do, 

require Departmental approval where you have a conspiracy. 

Under 241, it takes two or more persons acting together. 

You can have a mob scene and you can have blacks and whites 

belting each other, but unless you can show that those that 

initiated the action acted in concert, in a conspiracy, you 

have no violation. 

Congress recognized this and it wasn't until 1968 

that they came along and added Section 245 to the Civil 

Rights Statute which added punitive measures against an 

- 2 -

1 
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QUESTION: 

MR ADAMS: 

QUESTION: 

individual. There didn't have to be a conspiracy. This 

was a problem that the whole country was grappling with-­

the President of the United States, Attorneys General--we 

were in a situation where we had rank lawlessness taking 

place. As you know from the memorandum we sent you that 

we sent to the Attorney General the accomplishments we were 

able to obtain in preventing violence and in neutralizing 

the Klan and that was one of the reasons • 

•••• A local town meeting on a controversial social 

issue might result in disruption. It might be by hecklers 

rather than by those holding the meeting. Does this 

mean that the Bureau should investigate all groups 

organizing or participating in such meetings because 

they may result in violent government disruption? 

No sir, and we don't •••• 

Isn't that how you justify spying on almost every 

aspect of the peace movement? 

MR. ADAMS: No sir. When we monitor demonstrations, we monitor 

demonstrations where we have an indication that the 

demonstration itself is sponsored by a group that we have 

an investigative interest in, a valid investigative 

interest in, or where members of one of these groups are 

participating where there is a potential that they might 

change the peaceful nature of the demonstration. 

This is our closest question of trying to draw 

guidelines to avoid getting into an area of infringing 

on the 1st Amendment right, yet at the same time, being 

- 3 -
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QUESTION: 

MR. WANNAJ:.L: 

MR. ADAMS: 

aware of groups such as we have· had in greater numbers 

in the past than we do at the present time. We have had 

periods where the demonstrations have been rather severe 

and the courts have said that the FBI has the right, 

and indeed the duty, to keep itself informed with respect 

to the possible commission of crime. It is not obliged 

to wear blinders until it may be too late for prevention. 

Now that's a good statement if applied in a clear-cut 

case. 

Our problem is where we have a demonstration and 

we have to make a judgment call as to whether it is one 

that clearly fits the criteria of enabling us to monitor 

the activities. That's where I think most of our disagree­

ments fall. 

In the Rowe Case, in the Rowe testimony that we just 

heard, what was the rationale again for not intervening when 

violence was known about. I know we have asked this several 

times--I'm still having trouble understanding what the 

rationale, Mr. Wannall, was in not intervening in the Rowe 

situation when violence was known. 

Senator Schweiker, Mr. Adams did address himself to 

that and if you have no objections, I'll ask that he be 

the one to answer the question. 

The problem we had at the time, and it is the problem 

today, we are an investigative agency; we do not have 

police powers even like the u. S. Marshals do. The Marshals 

- 4 -
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since about 1795 I guess, or some period like that, had 

authorities that almost border on what a sheriff has. We 

are the investigative agency of the Department of Justice, 

and during these times the Department of Justice had us 

maintain the role of an investigative agency. 

We were to report on activities. we furnished the 

information to the local police who had an obligation to 

act. We furnished it to the Department of Justice in those 

areas where the local police did not act. It resulted 

finally in the Attorney General sending 500 U. S. Marshals 

down to guarantee the safety of people who were trying to 

march in protest of their civil rights. 

This was an extraordinary measure because it came at 

a time of Civil Rights versus Federal Rights and yet.there 

was a breakdown in law enforcement in certain areas of the 

country. This doesn't mean to indict all law enforcement 

agencies in the South at the time eithe~because many of 

them did act upon the information that was furnished to 

them. But we have no authority to make an arrest on the 

spot because we would not have had evidence that was a 

conspiracy available. We could do absolutely nothing in 

that regard. In Little Rock the decision was made, for 

instance, that if any arrests need to be made, the Army 

should make them. And next to the Army, the U. s. Marshals 

should make them--not the FBI, even though we developed 

the violations. We have over the years as you know at the 

- 5 -
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QUESTION: 

Time there were many questions· raised. Why doesn't the 

FBI stop this? Why don't you do something about it? Well, 

we took the other route and effectively destroyed the Klan 

as far as committing acts of violence and, of course, we 

exceeded statutory guidelines in that area. 

What would be wrong, just following up on your point 

there, Mr. Adams, with setting up a program since it is 

obvious to me that a lot of our informers are going to 

have preknowledge of violence of using U. s. Marshals on 

some kind of long-range basis to prevent violence? 

MR. ADAMS: We do. We have them in Boston in connection with 

QUESTION: 

MR ADAMS: 

the busing incident. We are investigating the violations 

under the Civil Rights Act, but the Marshals are in 

Boston. They are in Louisville, I believe, at the same 

time and this is the approach that the Federal Government 

finally recognized. 

On an immediate and fairly contemporary basis that 

kind of help can be sought instantly as opposed to waiting 

till it gets to a Boston state. I realize a departure from 

the past and not saying it isn't, but it seems to me we need 

a better remedy than we have. 

Well, fortunately we are at a time where conditions have 

subsided in the country even from the 60's and the 70's, or 

SO's and 60's. We report to the Department of Justice on 

potential trouble spots around the country as we learn of them 

so that the Department will be aware of them. The planning 

-6-
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QUESTION: 

MR. ADAMS: 

QUESTION: 

MR. ADAMS: 

for Boston, for instance, took·place a year in advance, with 

state officials, city officials, the Department of Justice 

and the FBI sitting down together saying "How are we going to 

protect the situation in Boston"? I think we have learned a 

lot from the days back in the early 60's. But, the Government 

had no mechanics which protected people at that time. 

Next I would like to ask, back in 1965, I guess during 

the height of the effort to destroy the Klans as you put it 

a few moments ago, I believe the FBI has released figures that 

we had something like 2,000 informers of some kind or another 

infiltrating the Klan out of roughly 1·0, 000 estimated member­

ship. 

That's right. 

I believe these are FBI figures or estimates. · That would 

mean that 1 out of every 5 members of the Klan at that point 

was an informant paid by the Government and I believe the 

figure goes on to indicate that 70 percent of the new members 

in the Klan that year were FBI informants. Isn't that an 

awful overwhelming quantity of people to put in an effort such 

as that? I'm not criticizing that we shouldn't have informants 

in the Klan and know what is going on to revert violence but it 

just seems to me that the tail is sort of wagging the dog. For 

example today we supposedly have only 1594 total informants, 

both domestic informants and potential informants. Yet, here 

we have 2,000 in just the Klan alone. 

Well, this number of 2,000 did include all racial matters 

and informants at that particular time and I think the figures 
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QUESTION: 

MR. ADAMS: 

we tried to reconstruct as to the actual number of Klan 

informants in relaton to Klan members was around 6 percent, I 

think after we had read some of the testimony on it. Isn't that 

right, Bill? Now the problem we had on the Klan is the Klan 

had a group called the Action Group. This was the group if you 

remember from Mr. Rowe's testimony that he was left out of in 

the beginning. He attended the open meetings and heard all the 

hoorahs and this type of information but he never knew what was 

going on because each one had an Action Group that went out and 

considered themselves in the missionary field. Theirs was the 

violence. In order to penetrate those you have to direct as 

many informants as you possibly can against it. Bear in mind 

that I think the newspapers, the President, Congress, everyone, 

was concerned about the murder of the three civil rights 

workers, the Lemul Penn case, the Violet Liuzzo case, the 

bombings of the church in Birmingham. We were faced with one 

tremendous problem at that time. 

I acknowledge that. 

Our only approach was through informants. Through the 

use of informants we solved these cases. The ones that were 

solved. There were some of the bombing cases we never solved. 

They're extremely difficult, but, these informants as we told 

the Attorney General and as we told the President, we moved 

informants like Mr. Rowe up to the top leadership. He was the 

bodyguard to the head man. He was in a position where he 

could see that this could continue forever unless we could 

NW 55212 Docld : 32989794 Page 4 0 -8-



QUESTION: 

MR ADAMS: 

QUESTION: 

• 
create enough disruption that these members will realize that 

if I go out and murder three civil rights, even though the 

Sheriff and other law enforcement officers are in on it, if 

that were the case, and in some of that was the case, that I 

will be caught, and that's what we did, and that's why violence 

stopped because the Klan was insecure and just like you say 

20 percent, they thought 50 percent of their members ultimately 

were Klan members, and they didn't dare engage in these acts of 

violence because they knew they couldn't control the conspiracy 

any longer. 

I just have one quick question. Is it correct that in 

1971 we were using around 6500 informers for a black ghetto 

situation? 

I'm not sure if that's the year. We did have a year 

where we had a number like that of around 6000 and that was 

the time when the cities were being burned. Detroit, Washington, 

areas like this, we were given a mandate to know what the 

situation is, where is violence going to break out next. They 

weren't informants like an individual that is penetrating an 

organization. They were listening posts in the community that 

would help tell us that we have another group here that is 

getting ready to start another fire fight or something • 

... Without going into that subject further of course we 

have had considerable evidence this morning where no attempt 

was made to prevent crime when you had information that it 

was going to occur. I am sure there were instances where 

yoti have. 
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MR. ADAMS: 

QUESTION: 

MR. ADM1S: 

QUESTION: 

MR. ADAMS: 

• 
We disseminated every single item which he reported to us. 

To a police department which you knew was an accomplice to 

the crime. 

Not necessarily knew. 

Your informant told you that, hadn't he? 

The informant is on one level. We have other informants 

and we have other information. 

QUESTION: You were aware that he had worked with certain members of 

the Birmingham Police in order ..• 

MR. ADAMS: That's right. He furnished many other instances also. 

QUESTION: So you really weren't doing a whole lot to prevent that 

MR. ADAMS: 

QUESTION: 

incident by telling the people who were already a part of it. 

We were doing everything we could lawfully do at the 

time and finally the situation was corrected when the Department 

agreeing that we had no further jurisdiction, sent the U.S. 

Marshals down to perform certain law enforcement functions • 

.•. This brings up the point as to what kind of control 

you can exercise over this kind of informant and to this 

kind of organization and to what extent an effort is made to 

prevent these informants from engaging in the kind of thing 

that you were supposedly trying to prevent. 

MR. ADAMS: A good example of this was Mr. Rowe who became active in 

QUESTION: 

an Action Group and we told him to get out or we were no longer 

using him as an informant in spite of the information he had 

furnished in the past. We have cases, Senator where we have had 

But you also told him to participate in violent activities 
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MR. ADAMS: 

QUESTION: 

MR. ADAMS: 

QUESTION: 

MR. ADAMS: 

QUESTION: 

• • 
We did not tell him to participate in violent activities. 

That's what he said. 

I know that's what he says, but that's what lawsuits 

are all about is that there are two sides to issues and our 

Agent handlers have advised us, and I believe have advised your 

staff members, that at no ti~e did they advise him to engage 

in violence. 

Just to do what was necessary to get the information. 

I do not think they made any such statement to him 

along that line either and we have informants who have gotten 

involved in the violation of a law and we have immediately 

converted their status from an informant to the subject and 

have prosecuted I would say off hand, I can think of around 

20 informants that we have prosecuted for violating the laws 

once it came to our attention and even to show you our policy 

of disseminating information on violence in this case during 

the review of the matter the Agents have told me that they 

found one case where an Agent had been working 24 hours a 

day and he was a little late in disseminating the information 

to the police department. No violence occurred but it showed 

up in a file review and he was censured for his delay in 

properly notifying local authorities. So we not only 

have a policy, I feel that we do follow reasonable safeguards 

in order to carry it out, including periodic review of all 

informant files. 

Mr. Rowe's statement is substantiated to some extent with 

an acknowledgment by the Agent in Charge that if he were going 
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MR. ADAMS: 

QUESTION: 

QUESTION: 

• 
to be a Klansman and he happened to be with someone and they 

decided to do something, he couldn't be an angel. These are 

words of the Agent. And be a good informant. He wouldn't 

take the lead but the implication is that he would have 

to go along or would have to be involved if he was going 

to maintain his liability as a ---

There is no question that an informant at times will 

have to be present during demonstrations, riots, fistfights 

that take place but I believe his statement was to the 

effect that, and I was sitting in the back of the room and I do 

not recall it exactly, but that some of them were beat with 

chains and I did not hear whether he said he beat someone with 

a chain or not but I rather doubt that he did, because it is 

one thing being present, it is another thing taking an 

active part in a criminal action. 

It's true. He was close enought to get his throat cut 

apparently. 

How does the collection of information about an 

individual's personal life, social, sex life and becoming 

involved in that sex life or social life is a requirement for 

law enforcement or crime prevention. 

MR. ADAMS: Our Agent handlers have advised us on Mr. Rowe that 

they gave him no such instruction, they had no such knowledge 

concerning it and I can't see where it would be of any 

value whatsoever. 

-12-
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QUESTION: 

MR. ADAMS: 

• • 
You don't know of any such case where these instructions 

were given to an Agent or an informant? 

To get involved in sexual activity? No Sir. 

-13-
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NR 050 IJJA PLAIN 

!1:32PM NHEL 12/10175 GHS 

TO ,ALL qA CS 

· FROi'l D IR ECTOR 
' ·. 

DIR_ECTOR' S APPEARANCE B-EFORE SENATE · SELECT COMf1ITTEE ' 
- . D ; - . 

ON INTELLI.GENCE ACTIVriTIES, DECEf'iJBER 10, 1975 

A COPY OF THE. STATE~1ENT I DELIVERED BEFORE THE SENATE 

SELECT CmH~I'TT EE 0 N INTELL IG EN CE ACT IV IT IES TODAY HAS BEEN 
. ' • ,r . • . " ' • ' ' • ' 

SENT ALL OFFICES. FOR YOUR INFORf'(JATION, THERE FQLLOl!JS A 

SYNOPSJZED ACCOUNT .OF:' THE fVlAJOR AREAS OF THE COiVJMITTEE'S 

QUESTIONS TO · ME 9 •. TOGETI:fER WITH f~Y RESPONSES:_ 
' I 

CD R-EGARDING FBI INFORf1A NTS,- QUEST~ONS WERE ASKED .. 

i'JHETHER COURT APPROVAL SHOULD BE REQUIRED FOR FBI USE OF 
. \ . . . . 

INFORMAt'-HS IN INVESTIGATIONS OF ORGMi!ZAT!ONS CNY -RESPONSE . 

\IJAS THAT THE CONTROLS vJHICH EXIST TODAY OVER USE OF INFORMA.NTS 
' • ' I 

ARE SATISFA.C')."OR'h; KHJ -CAN FBI KEEP. INFORf~ANTS OPERATING 

IJJITHIN PROPER LIMITS SO THEY DO . NOT INVADE RIGHTS OF. OTHER 

PERSONS SMY RESFDNSE vJAS THAT RELIA.NCE MU.ST BE PLACED DN THE 

INDIVIDUAL AGENT.~ ~ANDLING INFOR71ANTS 0NI) THOSE SUPERVISING 

- THE . AGENTS' VJORK, THAT INFORlvJANTS l;JHO VIOLATE THE LAW CAN BE 

.. 
'· 

·.· 
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e: 

PAGE. TWO 

PROSEc'UTED -- AS CAN ANY ,AGENT t•JHO COUNSELS AN HlFORMMlT TO 

COMMIT VIOLATipNSl;· ~ND DID FORMER KLAN INFORMANT GARY ROWE 

TESTIFY ACCURATELY vJHEN HE TOLD THE COf"1mTTEE ON DECEMB,ER 2 

·. I ' 
THAT HE INFOR!YJED FBI OF PLANNED ACTS OF, VIOLENCE BUT FBI 

I 

DID NOT ACT TO PREVENT THEM CMY RESPONSE ~JAS THA'T ROWE'S .. 

TESTH10NY WAS NOT ACCURATE) • 
. \ " . 

(2) IN RES,PONSE TO QUESTIONS. REGARDING H1PROPER · 

CONDUCT BY FBI Efv1PLOYEE:S·, I STATED THAT ALLEGED VIOLA,TIONS OF 

LAvJ BY FBI PERSO.NNEL SHOULD_ B.E INVESTIGATED BY THE FBI OR 
I 

OTHER APPRO~RIATE AGENCY; THAT THE INSPECTION ,DIVISION HAS 
. ' . 

I ' 

CONDUCTED INQUIRIES REGARDING ALLEGATIONSOF· MISCONDUCT;· 

THAT AN OFFICE OF PROFE.SSIONAL RESPO~JSIBILITY· HAS JUST 

BEEN)i:S!ABLISHED IN THE JUSTICE QEPt,jRH1ENT: AND WE WILL ADVISE, 
I , . 

THAT OFFICE OF OUR MAJOR ~NVESTIGATIONS OF DEPAR'rMENTAL PERSON!\1EL, 

INCLUDING FBI EfvJPLOYEES, FOR ALLEGED WIOLATIONS OF ,LAW, REGULATIONS, 

OR STANDARDS OF CONDUCT; THAT I WOULD RE~ERVE Cot1r,1ENT 

REGARDJNG PO.SSIBLE CREATlON OF A .NAT~ONAL INSPECTOR GENERAL 
• - • i • 

TO. CONSIDER MATTERS OF [rii SCONDUCT g,y EMPLQYEES OF ANY F:EDERAL 

P1G ENCY. 

I 

. i .. , 
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' ' 

PAGE THREE . ' 

C3) IN RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS CONCERNING HARASSMENT O} 
I 

' ' 

MAR.TIN'LU~HER KING_, JR., ·'I ST~TED TH~T THE PERSONS vmo ISSUE.D1 

' 
THE ORDERS WHICH RESULTED IN SUCH HARASS~1ENT SHOULD FACE T}iE 

RESPONSIBILITY FOR .IT, RATHER THA~l THOSE UNDER THEM vJHO CARRIED 
I 

OUT .SUCH ORDERS.IN GOOD FAITH; THAT -THE FBI STILL HAS RECORDINGS . ~ \ . ' 

'RESULTING FROM ELECTRONIC SURVEILLMJ.CES OF KING; THAT l!JE RETAIN 
f 

RECORDif\XJS FOR .TEN YEARS BUT· \vE.'ALSO HAVE AGREED TO, A REQUEST 
' -

FROi"J THE SENATE' NOT 'To DESTROY INFOR.i"lATION IN OUR FILES VJHILE 
' ' . ' ( ' ' 

CO NGR ES SI ON AL I NQUI RI ES A ~E BEING CON.DU CT ED; TH.AT I HAVE NOT 

REVIEt•JED THE KING TAPES; THAT IF THE COMMITTEE 'REQUESTED TO 
. - I ' , • ' 

REVIEvJ THE KING TAPES., THE-REQUEST WOULD BE REFERRED TO THE 

ATT ORNE Y GENERAL. . ' 

(4) •. IN RE SPO.NS.E TO QUESTIONS REGARDING \'1HET HER· IT \<JOULD 
" } 

BE ADVANTAGEOUS. TO SEPARATE THE FBI CR Ii"JINAL INVESTIGATIVE 
• I . 

RESPONSIBILITIES AND OUR I NTJ;:LLIGENCE FUNCTLONS, I STAJED 

THAT vJE HAVE FOUND THE nfo AREAS· TO, BE COf"l~AT IBLE, 
1 

AND I 

FEEL THE ,FBI IS DDI·NG A SPLENDID JOB IN BOTH AREAS~ 

·c5) IN RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS.CONCERNING THE ADEQ·UACY 
' ' 

OF· COJNTROLS ·oN REQ~E·sr~s FROfvj THE .WHITE HOUSE AND·:FROM DT,HER· 

GOVER NMENJ AG EN CI1ES. FOR FBI INVEST I GA TI ONS OR FOR. I NFOR MA TI ON 

. I 

' ' ' 

\ 

'I 

NW 55212 pocld : 32989794 Page 48 



, ( ., ~ • 
PACZ FOUR 

F;w :; OU:i FIL~S, I STAT2:!:' THAT ~JHE ~ ! SUCP RS0U!!:STS A!12: · ~Ar~ 

ORt'.l.LY, THEY SHOULD BE CO ~!FIR(·i ED H) ~niTH1 C:; ~HAT t·JE ':'.10UU:' 

~JSLCO:-m MlY LEG! SLAT IVE: GU IDEL H: E:S THS CO :lGR ESS F'S EL S ~·JO ULn 

PROT~CT THE F'3I Fr-W:•i TH:!: POSSIBILITY OF' PA~TISAn \•1ISUSE. 

A FULL TRA:;3CRIPT OF' THE QUESTIO :~JS Arm AtlS'.:1EF:S ':o'ILL B~ 

FllfWISHED TO Et1CH OFFICE AS SOO :'~ 1\S IT IS AVAILA~LE. 

ALL LEG AT S ADVI SSD SEPARATELY. 

PLS RETURN TO TALK 

UA 



(Copies tc Offices Checked)· Rvuting Slip • 
0-i CRev. 12-17 

TO: SAC: •• TO LEGAT: 
D Be irut 
CJ fH m 
0 Donn 
D Brasilia 
D BuPnos Aires 
D Caracas 
0 Hong Kong 
CJ London 
0 Madrid 
D ;\·1anila 
0 Mexico City 
0 Ottawa 
OParis 
ORomc 

. D Singapore -
0 T.:!l Aviv 
-0 Tokyo 

Remarks: By routing slip dated 12/30/75 and 
captioned as above, all SACs and Legats were 
furnished a copy of the transcript of Mr. 
Kelley's 12/10/75 appearance~before the 
Sena·te Selec'i::. Commi·ttee on Intelligence 
Activities. Although the data contained i.n 
the transcript may be made available to news 
media representatives, used in answering 
questions received from citizens, and other­
wise treated as being of a public-source nature, 
the transcript itself should not be reproduced 
for, or given to, anyone o · side the FBI. 
En c. 
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By RICHARD DUDMAN 
Chirf Wn•hington Currr:'f!OUIIrnt .. 

WASHINGTON- Daniel Schorr, the 
CBS News correspondent who made 
public a secret congr~ssional report last 

. week, has become the center of a 
swirling debate over information leaks, 
journalistic ethics and freedom of the 
press. 

Two members of Congress want to 
prosecute him. The New York Times 
castigated him in an editorial, charging 
that he "did responsible journalism a 
disservice" by ·•making the report 
avaiiable for cash sale." 

The furor o•ter the leak has <'Vershadowed 
the substance of the repm t so much that some 
cynics suspect the Ford Administration o~ 

11 promoting th~ dispute as a distraction. 
1 As published in the New York VillagE· 

I
I :. Voice, the report accused the Central InteiJi.~ 

~ gence A3ency of repeated intelligence fail-' 

l ures in Vietnam, in the 1973 Arab-Israeli 
war, in the United States global military 

II 

alert ngamst the Soviet Union at the end of 
that war, in the 1974 Turkish invasion of 
Cyprus and in the 197·1 CIJUp.in Portugal. 

· IT ACCUSED Secretary of State Henry A. 

I
I Kissinger of sellinJ out the Kurdish rebellion , 

I 
last year, with the loss of thousar.ds of lives, 1 
in a deal betwee:n Iran and Iraq. Il charged 
him with a "pa~sion for S(!crecy" m efforts 

! to "control dissemination and analysis of ! data" inside the bureaucracy, and with 
! making "comments ... at variance with the 
1 fact~" arJfout the handling of suspected Soviet 
JJ violatiotiS of the nuclear strategic arms 
~ accords of l~i2. 
'l Representative Otis G. Pike (Dem.), New 
!1

1

, York, cl
1
la!rman of the House Select Commit-

te~ on ntelligence, has <;aid he suspected 
'! that the Central lnlelligc.::-~ce Agency leaked 
·i !' the n~poi t to dl~t.:redit the committee. Ptesi-
j dent Gt>r ,.ttl R. Ford told a press Cl•nkrenc..: 
. 1 la:;t mgiit that i~ had been leaked by a 
l. membe-r of r:onbress or a House staff 

1

, I member. 

1 
1 InvPstiga!ion!: into the !:G'Jrce of the leak 
I and the !'tJ:ttinuing di<.ptltc over Schorr's 

I · •. . c~mtuct r:rt'll!J:'~ tQ. <;.llJll.!U;.\' 'll~rt~'l. g aJ.,ten. 
' ~! '~;?~t~! • !.P'?.Il+P~·:~~~!l.~ '~.Sl;;t,:: ;rf~e 

i" Representative Samuel S. Stratton (Dem.), r 
ti New York, told the Post-Dispatch that he~ 

hoped to have a resolution ready to present' 
on tne House floor before the end of this~ 
week to hold Schorr in contempt. 

He said he planned to ask for an hour's 
time under "privilege of the House" proce­
dure, to propose that a special committee 
study the facts and recommended whether 
th~ full House should consider contempt 
charges. 

Stratton is relying on a 1790 precedent, in 
which he said "a couple of people were put in 
jail for a couple of days for trying to bribe a 
member oi Co:1p,ress." 

SENATOl! ROBERT TAFT JR. (Rep.), 
Ohio, says contempt charges are not tough 
enough. He has said thal the Department of 
Justice should consider criminal prosecution 
and thilt, if existing law does not cover the 
case, Congress should pass new legislation 
that does cover it. l' 

~ The facts ol the case were hard to find at1 
· first. Schorr denied he had anything to do \ 
with the publication of the document. Others j 
~who knew about it were saying "no com- ' 

ment" or discussing it off the record. 
Now, however, everyone is talking freely 

and the main thing that remains unknown is 
where Schorr got the report. 

The CBS· correspondent, whose toughness 
and energy have produced many exclusives, 
had been covering the intellig~nce investiga. 
tions for months. He obtained a copy of the 
report before the House voted J:m. 29 not to 
make it public. 

Schorr. l'S well as reporters for the New 
York Tim<Js, the Washington Po:;t and other 
news orgz,niz:-,tions, had been reporting infor· 
mation from th:! report, but it was not clear 
whether any of them had obta.ined a copy. 

Schorr, however, displayed the cover of 
the report on the air, and word circulated 
that he had one. /. 

SEVERAL 01'li.Eil news or.';<'s~ izations 
~ bec:.me interes!t;~t. inc!udir.g tht> Lo5 Ange!e~ 

Tilr.cs and JC Wa>ilington Pust. So did 

Ci" arle.> J',~.'r(' m, Washi>J[!tort rq,n·s~ntativc 
· of th2 Am~l"tcan Civil Liberties Vmoa, who! 
last yt;;l<r kd the way in pryiug into th·~ 
rrw!:tr::y of the CIA's trcas::r•..> :-!lip, the 
Gl~~ar l:.Xplo,~:r. ,_,__ __ _,., 

54 

.,... 

(Ind!cate page, name o£ 
new~;papor, city and state.) 

St. Louis Globe 
Democrat, St. 
Louis, Missouri 
St. Louis Post 
Dispatch, St. 
Louis, Missouri 

Date: 2/18/76 
Edition: 3* Fina 1 
Author: Richard Dudman 
Editor : 

Title: DANIEL SCHORR 
Select Committee on 
Intelligence Activi­
Character: td.etJ,( 

or 

Classlflcation: SL 9 4 2 9 7' 
Submittinq O!flce: St. LOU :J. <:.~ 

0 Being :nveo:.>!i.;c-tcd 



--

, ' 

I 
t 

I 
1 
' I 
I 
~ 
t 
r 

.· 

e.... .. - ..... 

NW' 5521.2 Docld: 32989794 

• 

I 

$<: 

; ' 

/ 
I 

.... \ ·. 

•' ....... .... _ ... 

,. _ 

. .. ·· 
. . ' ~ ·· .. 

~ -

• 

' :! 

. . ; 
.- ~ . ~ 

"' :J 
- ~ ··-· •? 
I ., .. .... ...... 

... ~ -

-·. . . ~ ~ 

.. 
.. ·:.:~21 

.._ ~. 

\~ - ,-~~ I~ \_.., .-
.... . ;·::! ~ .... - ..... .... .....--..---~ ~.-- . .-....... .-~,_....__ .... .._:..~--. --- ..... --

Daniel Schorr 
"I didn't want a crusadets cause" 

P.age 55 

. , 



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

• ·l . 
' I 
! 

l 
1 

• 
Morgan iold the Post-Dispatch: "I got a 

.... telephone call from someone who"'"fiii<nne 
Schorr had the report. I called Schorr, and 
he said he did. He said he was loo}:ing for a 
publisher. He wanted something respectable 
- not the National Lawyers' Guild. There 
was no question that Schorr had in mind 
making some money for some First Amend­
ment cause." 

One or the other thought of lhe Reporters' 
Committee for Freedom of the Press, a group 
formed during the Nixon Administration to 
protect reporters against government sur­
veillance and retaliation. 

Schorr confirms this account generally. He 
told the Post-Dispatch he had b~en trymg to 
decide how to get the full report published. 
This was after he had used the high points in 
his CBS broadcasts. The idea of approaching 
the Reporters' Committee had emerged in 

·conversations with several other persons, he 
said. 

r; "At that point I got a call from Morgan," n 
'Schorr &aid. "He told me, 'Look, we'd like to 
:publish that report of yours. I saw you with it 
~on TV. You do have it, don't ycu?" J 

. SCHORR RECALLS that he acknowledged 
having a copy, comjJiimented Morgan on his 
timing, and said all he wanted from the 
ACLU was the name of a publi~hcr. 

"I didn't want a crusader's cause," Schorr 
told the Po<Jt-Disp<ltch. "I said all I wanted 
was to do it as a simple, casua:~. I-ca.l-do-it­
no-other-way thing. 1 sai1 I wanted to make 
sure that whatever monev came out of it 
would go, not to the ACLu; but to something 
more specifically on freedom of the press." 

Morgan telephoned Jack Nelson, Washing­
ton bureau chief of the Los Angeles Times, a 
close friend and one of the six unpaid 
trustee:J of the Report•:lrs' Committee. 

Nelson was enthusiastic about the progpect 
of getting some mon:Jy for the committee, 

1 •.vhich operates on a shoestring :md is always j seeking funds to meet expenses of its ~mall 

~ office staff and its mailings of reports or 
" developments involving freedom of the press: 

Nelson a:;kcd his editors at th~ Los 
Ang!::les Tirr..?s if th.:y wanted tu run the text 
of the repoiL He was told they wo•1!d have to 
see it first and then decid(! what to do with it. 

By that time, other trustees were getting 
into the situation. 'Jack C. Landau of the 
Newhouse I>:c·n Service and Fred Graham 
of CBS News, after a telephone poll of the 
trusteec;, put Schorr in to•1ch with a New 
York lawyer who worked as a publishing 
agent. • " 
A~JOTHER NEWS EXECl'Tl\'E wl:.o be­

c:tr.1e intere~ ted in the matter was Harry 
Rt>:;~nfeld, a~g;:-tnnt managin.g editor for 
•::!<:;mal affairs at the Wm hing!cm Po.:>t. He, 
J.QO, kne!;; about Schorr's reportc:; on the air 
ar.d suspected Schorr might have a co;il:--' 

,.-ful~eJifeld told the Post-Dispatch: !iM!t:lk~ 
him and asked whether he had a copy. He 
said yes. I asked if he was through wtth it. 
He indicated he was. i s~id I want~d to see 
the report. He said, 'I'll write you a series of 
articles.' I said, 'No, I want to let my pzcple 
see it.' ' 
- "I'm going into this detail because I don't 
want it to seem that Schorr was peddling the 
report for money. He wasn't." 

Rosenfeld recalled that Schorr said he 
would have to clear any such arrangement 
with CBS News. But Rosenfeld said his 
superiors, executive editor Benjamin C. 
Bradlee and managing editor Howard Si-

1 mons objected to the idea on the ground that 
the Washington Post would not \,·ant to 
reciprocate and g1ve any of its documents to 
CBS. Rosenfeld :;aid he called Schon the 
I'I!Xt morning and withdrew the proposal. 

Their conversation would have remained 
co11fidential, Rosenfeld says, had it r.ot been 
for another ~onversation a few days later 
between Schorr and a Washington Post 
reporter, Laurence Stern. 

Stern says he has three pages of typed 
notes to prove that Schorr denied repeatedly 
that he had provided the report to the Village 
Voice, directly or indirectly. 

STERN SAYS he already knew that Schor.r 
1 had furnished the report to the newspape1·. l . 
:Stern wrote a story reporting Schorr's denial 
"but stating that "other sources familiar witll 
'the hush-hush developments of the story say 
that CBS correspondent Daniel Schorr, who 
covered the intelligence committee for his 
network, was instrumental in transmitting 
the report" to the Village Voice. 

Schorr says that the New York lawyer, 
whom he refuses to name, found several 
paperback book publishers leery of the 
proposal. He said some of them hoped a joint 
publication with· a newspaper might be 
arranged. 

Eventually, however, the lawyer came up 
with an offer from Clay f'elker, publisher of 
New York mag«zine and the Village Voice. 
Schorr, dealing through the lawyer, says he 

· set three omditions-tlwt the report be 
published in full, that Felker give sowe 
money to the ReJ)orters' Committee, and that 
Felker prn.mise confidentiality. 

Schorr explaineJ that he thought at th'lt 
time th:::.t more than one copy might be at 
large. H!i said if his name was kept out of it, 
that would estab!i~:1 an "additional buffrr" 
to protect his source. 

Felker says. how:Jvcr, that he had not made 
any contribution anc d~rs not intend t:> make 
one. 

"Nn money C'lt'O€'P:.i i;_:,n.::; " he t~1ll the 
PG.st-Dh:patch~ •'Scl:0rr r.:·\·cr ~ts!:(:'•j :ur :~dy 
n.oney, nur did we evi'r oflcr lnm any 
money. At m·e rd,.t v:!Kn we ;•.<:>r<: tlda!;i;1g 
of putting out a Sl"'CK~l is:-•!<> '."e co"Ot• l'·•pl.>t­
erl tl:-~ rr. ;!'Jloi)ity of r-~::kirg a I.!O:Hrii',~ti:;::. to 
a 'civii'li'Prti; !> o::-.•~aniz:-.ti.m." ·,--~ 
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• 
,...E.I~~$ER SAID he had not figured_h<ljy 

muc!i 1t nad cost the Voice to publish most of 
the document as a 24-page lift-out section of 
the regular weekly newspaper. He said tl'te 
extra cost was roughly the same as the cost 
of a normal issue of the Voice 

Felker, as most of those interviewed about 
the story of the Pike papers, expressed 
irritation over the editorial last Sunday in 
the New York Times. It was headed, ''Selling 
Secrets.'' It stated that when S.:horr passe.:! 
the rrport to the Voice, there was "an 
arrangement under which money passed 
from the Voice to the Reporter:/ Committee 
for Freedom of the Press, a group dedicated 
to deft:nse of the First Amendment. -

The Times said: "To put it bluntly, while 
reporters and news organizations hllve right­
ly declined to accept the Government's 

, judgment on what documents it is appropri-

1

. ate to publish, it is flatly wrong for reporters 
to be involved in any commercial traffic in 
such documents.'' · . 

I Felker attributed the Times's ~ttitude to 
, the unwelcome competition from the Voice. 

"The Times is stunned," he said. '"The 
Voice's circulation is going up in New York . 
and theirs is going down. They can't stand it. 
The Times is suffering these days." 

On publication of the document, he said: 
"We are in the business of finding the news 
"and printlng it. Readers don't cate where w« 
r,et it. All they want to know is, is 1t relevan 
and is it authentic. The Presid<>nt ccnvinccc 
.tveryone 1t's authentic." 

WILLIAM SMALL, vice pref,i'1rnt of CBS' 
News, was asked by the Pn•:t-Dispatch 
whether CBS objected to a rep(ll tcr's f!lrnish­
ing material to another news orga11ization. 

"Dan indeed made everything available to 
us," Small replied. "Nothing was left in the 
report of any consequence. fhat is, nothing 
was left that we would have done a special 
piece about. 

"He faces potential legal actic,n. We will 
back him legally so that neither the Whit~.: 
House nor Congress nor anybudy else can 
compel him to reveal his source. 

"There are complicated eth!c::l :: .. d philO­
sophical considerations -- •·:hc,~ls \\it!~in 
wheels- but to rap him on the lmucl:!%- I 
don't want so:neone in Congr<·.3s gett:::g up 
and saying that his own peoplt hr.ve rqcri­
manded him or disavowed him.'' 

Schorr says he objects to the time the­
controversy has taken from his ·.vork a:. •· 
report e.- <>.nd to the tact that ev.~ry conver£a­
tion wiih a news source now starts v.-!tl' :.. 
snicker. 

"I have not run ir.to anv 0b~tacle!>, inside 
or ll..:t~id:.! rr.y org:mizatio~. to my work - '!r 
lea~t 1wt yrt," he S:<.ld. 

\l. :· •t diJ I.e expnr.<. from Rt p. n::;enr•ht'-''.' 
Stror. n's c-mtempt tlut>::lt'> 
~( :o~r:. A~iS\'!;r:rtED H:~ •1'•; -~·i · ;'1 v,._tJt -~ 

q~J ,, .~1: "'\V'•iuh..t·!\t 1t t-P n1ce. -~l c: ~~ :,i~ .. . -:· 
t"'n" , ~ J"Par, to ha;~e Cc~n;:rr-' i' •~ ~, ti::· ':!, \ 
;;:,·~ ~ttJi~J:;r in cUf ~1i~t ~f:· · ... , 
~- -~, \ 
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(Mount Clipping in Space Below) 
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.· JLe§§ilJJID.§ lFJrilllm IE:l~periienee? 
""We have leamed many lessons from this hiding its use further from public view. 

expe;ience, but we must not become obsessed In those terms, how would all of Mr. Ford's 
with the deeds of the past." new boards and guidelines prevent some 

That ·was President Ford's text for propos- future Executive from using the intciligence 
ing reforms of the intelligence community, and branch for arbitrary personal, political or 
on the basis of his proposals it must be asked foreign policy ends? How does tightening 
just what has beP.n Ieamed from experience, Executive management of the system protect 
and how would the Ford program prevent the nation against a reoccurrence of such 
repetition of thosa deeds of the past with which deeds of tht past as spying on Americans, 
he is obviously not obsessed? fomenting an invasion here and an insurrection 

Mr. Ford's proposals fall into three sections. there and a war elsewhere, buying politicians 
First there is a new executive order restricting in one country or trying to overthrow an 
the Central Intelligence Agency and other eiected governm~nt in another or supplying 
foreign intelligence operat~ons as to spying on mercenaries in a third? 
Americans in this country. Second, there is Other presidents have used intelligence 
legislation offered COi"!gress to make it illegal agencies to conduct such covert activities, yet 
for. government employes to reveal classified Mr. Ford and Secretary of State Kissinger, in 
information. Finally, the President has created testimony before a Senate committee, do rht 
three new boards to manage and oversee even talk directly of covert activities. They 
intelligence. argue for the need for sound intelligence. T(:1at 

The President's -plan is for internal reforms is unquestionable. What is questionable is the· 
internally directed and controlled. The pro- misuse and distortion of the intelligence 
gram should make the intelligence system function to engage in covert, dirty and 
more accountable to the President and per- sometimes plainly illegal tricks. · 
form more responsibly if it works out in The Executive authority 'to use the intelli-
practice - that is, if agencies operating in gence function in arbitrary ways is a relatively 
secret really respect those guidelines meant to recent phenomenon, and it has created a grave 
protect the rights of citizens, and if George H. challenge to the American system of check!) 
Bush as new CIA director can really manage and balances. The constitutional way to 
all the varied and sometimes rival intelligence provide this essential check is through strong 
groups, and if former Ambassr.dor Robert D. conzressional oversiqht. Mr. Ford himself 
Murphy and his committee can really oversee commends the idell oi a joint committee of 
their performances. oversight, but he suggests that he does not 

Despite the intemal improvements within know what oversight r:wans '.vhen he a:::ks 
the Executive Branch, ho·.vever, th~ "lessons Congress to agree never to disclose informa-
trom experience" are that the misdeeds of the 1 tion \':ithout the President's approval. .. 
intelligence services were Executiw Branch Oversight au~omatically bowing to an ijec-
trliMieeds. Mr. Ferd's plan does nothing to utive claim for secrecy is not what Coms';~ss 
aJsturb presidential control of into;fligence but, " owes the Republic. Congress must insist en a 
instead, enhances it with new secrecy propos- complete inspection of the uses of the vast\mcr 
als that coulr increase the Executive power _by dev;ous pmver of the h.t3lligei1ce arT11. ~ \ 
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{Mount Clipping in Space Below} 

By RICHARD DUDl\fAN 

Chief W ashiugton Correspondent 

11 WASHINGTON 

t 
I 

ONE OF,. PRESIDENT Gerald R. 
Ford's biggest tasks has been to 
straighten out what officials call the 
American "intelligence community." 

· Several of the agencies included in 
the community were corrupted to some 
degree by the Watergate scandal. To 
take random examples, the Central 
Intelligence Agency provided disguises 
and false identities for White HousE;. 
burglars, a director of the Federc':l 
Bureau of Investigation burned docu~ 
mentary evidence in his ~ackya~d, .a:-d 
political enemies of the Nixon Aanums~ 
tration were confident that the Internal 
Revenue Service was harassing them 
with special tax audits. 

Illegal letter op?nings, wiretaps, surveil­
lance, slander and provocation at home, as 
well as efforts ab.-.:·::::1 to as:>as~lnatc foreign 
le:~ders, interfere iil f-'rP.ign el~ctions, fo.nent 
ceups and even \''age secret wars-all these 
go.:\oe the CIA and th;: rest of tht' intelligence 
t:~n;:-:lt:nity a llad n~int-. 

:l<ir. Ford btOUt!ht forth hi!' remedy this 
W':ek. Jt was a pickage of 'l~w Gnvernment 
order~. propcfsals for new legi:>lation and 
appcintmen• of <1 new civiEan oversight 
committee. 

u:s p:-cbl<'m e::.senual!y was how to carr:f 
en tl:e bu<>ineS£.. of government effectively 
t;hile at the same time ir-:,u!:Hing the 
g'•>''·rnmr.m machinery agah',~t po•itical 
'ttbu'.:: r.y S%1f fuHue Nixon. r 

S•;m~· of the Presid~nt's top aids put thE• 
.:<att1:: •r. -:iif:crF:r:t v•ords h a l'ric!:ng giv~r 
\? ':Cll\T''SSlG:JaJ II!,'.!Llrs Tuesday r,ight ana. 
tt~ r~p-Jr .. ers yesterday. . 
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THE OPEN.ING nASH. card in a slide 
presentation put it this way: 

"To ensure that- !l 
1 "The United 3tates has a strong anti 
ieffective capability to gather and evaluath 
;foreign intelligence and conduct necessarr 
.1covert operations. ~ 

"These activities are conducted in a 
constitutional and lawful manner and never · 
aimed .at our .own citizens... n 

From the President on down, the greate:· 
eml)hasis appeared to be on the first of thosr! 

. --·· - -- ~· · l 
I; 

tHo objectives. Mr. Ford's package kept the 
c"!A intact, rejecting the advice of some 
criti.;s who had urged a separation of covert 
operations from intelligence gathering on the 
gro.und that the one distorted the other when 
operational decisions demanded production 
of iacts to support them. 

The Ford package also ignored the Rocke­
feller Commis~:ion's recommendation last 
year that careful consideration be given to 
'#hether the CIA's budget should be made 
public, particularly in the light of a provision~ 
bf the Constitution that requires regular 
publicatlun of "the receipts and expenditures· 

Jof all pu!)lic money." ,, 
A question arose immediately, too, about-! 

th~ Presidt'nt's recomm.:mdation that Con­
gress streamline iis overseeing function and 
create a single joint committee on intelli­
gence to take the place of the four commit­
tees to which intelligence agencies must 
report. · 

I.fr. Ford told Congress that the chang? 
w.ouid reduce the risks of disclosure o ~ 
<:ovcrnmcnt secrets and "facilitate the ef. 
forts of the Administration to keep th.e 
Co.nt;ress fully informed of foreign intelli~ 
genet> activities." 
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A CRACKDOWN ON information le:aks by 

f{xecutive order and proposed legislation also 
served the cause of efiiciency and efiective­
ness. Government employes would be subject 
to civil judgment and in some cases criminal 
punishment if they divulged classified mate-

• 

rial entrusted to them. ·- •l 

Although the press and others outside the 
Government are exempt fron~ these provi­
sions, Attorney General Edward H. Levi 
acknowledged that they could be summoned 
as witnesses and ordered on pain of con­
tempt to disclose their sources. 

·1 So much for the efficiency and effective­
, ness side of the new balance promised by the 
: President. There are seeds of controversy 
• also in the new protections offered for 1 

individual Americans. ·, 
That flashcard said that intelligence activi- 1; 

ties would be "never aimed at our own 11 
citizens." yet the words "except" and 
"unless" appear again and again when these 
guarantees are spelled out in tht' President's 
new executive order on United State5 foreign 
intelligence.activities. 

The order prohibits physical surveillance 
at;ainst any U.S. citizen, U.S. corporation or 
residilnt alien-"un!ess" it comes under a 

1program approved by the agency head and is 

1

1directed against a fanner agency employe or 
c\lntractlJr to protect intelligence sources or 

. methods or pational security information. 

· ~~~:--~fl.~"~ Do cid.: 32989794 Pa ge 60 

OTHER EXCEPTIONS include any U.S. 
citizen outside the United States- who 

1
is 

"reasonably believed to· be acting on behalf 
of a foreign power or engaging in interr:.a­
tional terrorist or narcotics activities or 
activities ~hreatening the national securityt" 

Exceptions liKewise are included in guar­
antees against physical searches without 
conse:tt, opening of mail, examination of 
federal tax returns, infiltration of private 
organizations, and wire taps. 

In various forms, the question kept arising 
as tiJ what would prevent a President from 
once more misusing the intelligence machin­
ery to help strengthen his own political 
position. 

The new·CIA director, George Bush, was 
asked wha.t would happen when S.)meone i~ 
his position was directed in the future to 
penetrate the headquarters of a U.S. politicql 
party. · . ! -

·tRush replied that anything like that woukl 
be "absolutely o~;n." .. .... 

I / -

;~ut the only -reason he gave was that {~·~· 
~ould not permit the agency to be involv(:d; 
m any such operation. 1 

When the officials made it clear th!i'C 
' Pr.esident Ford is determined that the · 

pr.oposed. new cOilgressional oversight com~" 
mtttee. wtll have no veto over covert foreign" 
operatiOns, reporters wanted to know wheth­
er Congress could have done anything to haF~ 
the covert delivery of arms and money to · ~.h 
U.S.-backed faction in Angola. 

Lt. Gen. Brent Scowcroft (ret.), assistant 
to the President for national security affairs 
repli;d: "Tltere is nothing to prevent ~· 
memoer of Congress from moving to cut off 
funds. for the operation-as has, ir. fact been 
done m Angola." ' .: 

But further question,s elicited the fact that· · 
th?re hc.d been no determination yet as to• 
wten the committee would !ie notified of :iny 
sw:h operation. It appeared ihat the dcci~ion 
al!·eady ]night have been made and :he 
op!:l.ration in _progress before even the over­
seemg commttte<! got wind of it. .... -.. 
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(Mount Clipping in Space Below) 

,._..---
The three-part plan to reorganize and 

up_grade the _united States' Intelligence gath­
enng operations announced Tuesday night by 
President Ford appears to be constructive 
and well thought out. 

It calls for placing all policy direction for 
foreign intelligence under fcur officials- the 
(President, the Vice President, and th_e 
Secretaries nf St:Itc and Defense. lit calls for combining all the operations of 
,:he Central lntelligance Ag~ncy, the Penta· 
gon's Defense Intelligence Agency and the 
National Security Agt:!r.cy and other intelli· 
gence units under one command structure 
headed by the new director or the CiA, 
George Bush. 

It also would create a new Oversight 
Board made ilp of private citizens . "to 
monitor the performance of our intelligence 
operations." · r, 
~,To prevent possible abuses, Mr. Ford said 
his office would propose "a comprehensive 
sE·~ of public guidelin~s" to safegm1rd civil 
ri\}hts, plus eventual legislation "to provide 
ju<licial safeguards against electronic sur-

6&---"' 
veillanca and mail openings." . 

President Ford said he also seeks a law 
against peacetime assassination attempts, 
anCI Jaws that would make it illegal for a 
go·ternment employe "who has access to 
certain highly classified information to re;

1 

veal that information properly." j; 
Adoption of this plan shouid go a long wajj 

toward rebuilding the effectiveness of U.S~ 
intelligence operations and restoring confi­
dence in the CIA and other agencies engaged 
in this activity. 

Congress should carry out its end of the 
bargain to help restore the greatly dlmin· 
ished effectiveness of government agencies 
that have been hampered by non-stop con· 
gressional probes and constant Ie:~!dn" of 
damaging information. Certah,ly a Ia~ i~ 
needed as soon as possibl~ to prevent thei 
impro~er disclosure of classified informa• 
tion. Unless Congress acts to prctect s~cr~l 
intr.lll?,em:e information, it shouldn't tle 

l truste~ with secret in£or1nation whose re· 
lease could hurt U.S. intelligence operations. 
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. r.y cunT MATIW2W3 cases ne illl'}r the a3cnts in- snm:!d be," tt:~? rt!nort said. 
Washington Com:spo::ccnt valved in the investigaticms It specifically ~eccmmend­

.WASHINGTON, F~h. 24 -
nomestic intellig(!uce opera­
tihns o! l·l·J Fed~1al Bureau of 

• Investigation are neither cf­
fectiw nor properly coif-· 
troih;u, the Gancral Ac-:c::mt­
ing Ol!' ce, said in a rcpvr· 
made public yesterday. ,. 

A ' P'Jkesrnan for the ag<m: 
cy c">ilt>d the report "the r,1,~~t 
extc: •.• ivc ztudy e·:er ma~·~ of 
current FBI operations.·· Ul•· 
like recent congr-~ssional in­
quiries into FBI inve!;tigath•e 
wor~; this sltldy focu-:~·c! 'ln 
current pra::tkes t~.'ld piO':C· 
dure,; rather than pnst abus­
es, h':! notu:i. .. 

nor tioc bureau files could ed: J 
supply in!orm;'.tkm regarding I - Clarif::irt! •loe authorit!i 
how the inf(•rm::tion was ulti-{ uf the FBI to uw£•:,tigate U.S. 
mately .:sc.d to prevent al citizens suspected of illega;l 
crime, t\Je nr~rt said. - subv'"rsion of the Govern~ 

The study suggested that 
the FBI pmct:dures inclu:h~d 
no follow-up reports to indi­
cate the uselulne!>s of info.-­
mation prcd1,ced by its inves­
tigations. The r~port noted I 
that ;he FBI ha.s i:'een sl<hv to ; 
drop an im·estigation aft-:r a 1 
group or individual has come \ 
under surveillance. 

"We bdieve the r<>::ults of 
our review !'how that there is 
a need for a clear statement 
from the Congn~ss as to what 
the objecti\·cs of the FBI':. 
domestic operadon should b.:, 
what functions they should 
include and wh<:t their scope 

rnent. 
- Limiting domestic intelli" 

g~r.ce inve~tigr.tions to groups 
or individuals "that have used 
0r a1e Ji'<E,ly to use torce or 
violer.t:e." 

-. Rt.>trirting tha use by 
th" FBI l)f ":IC'nviP!ent emer­
gency measut es" only to pre­
vent the use of force or 
\'io!ence in violation of a 
fed.::rallaw. · 

- Limiting the scope, · use 
r.r·d retenticn of informatictt 
gathered by the FBI in 'dq- . 
me!>tic intelligence opera-
tions. t• · 

-Requiring that the Attcr-
1 I 

Tht: Gcnr~ral .\cc.ountii g o( 
fie~. an independent <~t:<•;,q 
set up by Congre~s to l'<!"I': N 
the cifectivenes~ of Gwcm~ 
lioient operations alld I.'<ll.e 
recomn' ~ •ldtii.!ilS fot ilnjJCV\­
ing efficiency, mach tl!'~ ~tmly 
at the rrqu•;st of F.cpn .:~~'ta­
~ive Peter ',1.'. Rr1dino Jr. 
(Den:.}, New Jersey, ch':lir­
man of the Houst~ Judici?ry 
Commlltec. 

r- - · - - --· •' - ----- I 

The report is based Qn ~~ 
reviE'wr. of 1.193 randomly .. ·• 
lected domestic intcllig(m::.: 
ca~es that were ur.der active 
ill\'~s!i ;ration in 19'74 by l~HI 
fH:l!~ e;fitces in 10 cities.· 

''Tiot' cases . . . reviL wed 
n·~ulted iQ few pitosecuti<::ns 
01 convictions or even in 
tt'ferr~ ls by the FBI - to 
.1pprrpri"'tc; (iocal 1 llutaori­
!ie:- - for proS"'ClJtitm," the 
:c~:"· rt ~:ti ti. 

,, r ~q'l ( a~cs iil whi ~~~ h:di­
\ u! ~~ .. ~i"'l \'.-.. ~n~ t.!ldt:r i:t\'e!;f.· ;:1. 
t\uH ~,'r !-~! .-·~· it··J Ehb\\~i ' •l(,ll 

:tw Fill e'btuiili.d a\i,•anc~ 
:nf,>:·l·: :· th.n ati.<~H vl<'. :1;~ .· J 
••."'~'~ ·1-' 1 ) ' ~ .. iVt: 01 t?Xlr~titiSl,./J C-
i .. '-!t·· ~ ~ ' •·:·iv 17 c·H.~··-

\ A)~ . • :.<:ieFBl ~p:~~··(< ·n 
c.O Jl)c·,t CH.!ti!vn~h.::, ini· ~ r ~·~ .. 
t ~~n r':g~ ·~..i•.:1~ e:xoected a<:-!:v­
t~i~$ nf .~ui>vC'·rsi\"e a!':I f x .. 
<• rt>m,•.t groups, in 15 d tl:~ 17 ' - --·· ·--- --------~ 

ney General each year r·:Jviaw 
ti'>e domestic int(·llig<Jnce op­

:, era~ions of the f 'B! aml report 
to Congress. 

T_he legislative recommen­
datiOns are more restrictive 
of Fl:H operations than u're 
the domqstic intelligence 
guidelines drafted last De­
ct.mber by Attorney General 
~dward H. Levi. 

These guideline, called {OI: 
clos!.'r supcr•1ision by the n·.:­

' llnrtment o! .lu-..tico or FBI 
domf'~tic inte!Ii~~:nce, includ: 

(;,:;lg invrJvemer,t by the Attor­
t:<;y G"n.;:31 in key dcci,;ions 
to start ~nd ~ttlp speciiic 
mvesiir;rt tlom;. 

FBI din:Ct•Jr Clan•nce M. 
!~\llr:. ··~ .. ~-·,:;} t: • .lt if tl!£; 
bu!~<Ht c :,. :!\..'! ~.~~. ~ t~~d o:t v:o.a 
lcnc.;.prone El"BJ•s, as the. 
lf?p'lr•, !f J~}'" r~rr•n, ~ .. - ·r: :· ::. d~ 1. 
'Y<:ukt U·.:\ unahi.~ to fukl ~..'T ~ 
t•ontr~·! fl'.:!"~•:r,~ dt~ ~.'/ rJus ~o 
zt~c ( ... •)', f·tPt"".t1f-r.t '\'11~ ;ue ntJt 
.. ~~r~ ~i~ ... t~d ·.~ ·i! , J ~ ~~~h r:roups. 1: .. 
--........--···--·-
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