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Date: August 2, 2021

From: National A.rchives and Records Administration
Subject: Reconstructed FBI File SF 62-6887; Serials 1-51
To: The File

This memorandum b'riéﬂy summarizes the status of missing original Federal Bureau of
Investigation (FBI) case files or portions of case files in the President John F. Kennédy
Assassination Records Collection (JFK Collection) and documents the National Archives and
Records Administration’s (NARA) efforts to reconstruct these records, where possible, from
duplicate copies of documents located in other FBI files.

As the JFK Collection was first compiled and reviewed in the 1990s, the Assassination Records
Review Board and the FBI! designated some records as “not believed relevant” (NBR) or “not
assassination related” (NAR). The FB! retained custody of the NBR/NAR records and
postponed their transfer to NARA until a later date. Every document or group of documents
(“serials”), however, received an indexed Record Identification Form (RIF) and FBI inventory
sheet for insertion into the JFK Collection. '

In September 2011, several years prior to the 2017 re-review and transfer of the NBR/NAR
material to the National Archives, a flood severely damaged thousands of feet of records at the
FBI's Alexandria Records Center in Alexandria, Virginia. In June 2012, NARA approved the
FBI's request for emergency destruction of 10,000 cubic feet of records that posed significant
airborne health hazards. Among the damaged records were FBI field office files that contained
postponed JFK Collection material designated as “pertaining to a matter unrelated to the JFK
Assassination Investigation” or “not assassination related.”

This compilation represents NARA's efforts to reconstruct the original file or portions of the file,
as completely as possible, with duplicate copies of documents located in the FBI field office and
headquarters files within the JFK Collection. Each reconstructed file or compilation contains a
Record Identification Form, an explanatory cover memo, existing administrative documents
available within the JFK Collection, and copies of identified duplicate documents. The table

" below summarizes the status of FBI file SF 62-6887, Serials 1 through 51.

RIF Number FBI File List of Serials List of Identified | Reconstructed
Number From Inventory | Serials at NARA | Status (None,
Sheet Partial,
Complete)
124-10181-10266 | SF 62-6887' 1-51 1-3, 5-15, 17-41, | Partial
43-46
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
POSTPONEMENT INFORMATION SHEET (JFK MATERIALS)

- ' :
_6éZ;§5lpege(s) withheld entirely at this location in the file.

One or more of the following statements, where indicated,
explain this deletion (these deletions).

[} Deletions were made pursuant to the postponement
, rationale indicated .below with no segregable material
available for disclosure. All references relate to

Section 6 of the "President John F. Kennedy Assassination
Records Collection Act of 1992."

[] Subsection 1A (intelligence agent's identity)
[} Subsection 1B (intelligence source or method)
{] Subsec-ion 1C (other matter relating to miiitary =
: defense, intelligence operations or - .
the conduct of foreign relations)

{] Subsection 2 (living person who provided
confidential information)

[] Subsection 3 ' (unwarranted invasion of privacy)
} . [] Subsection 4 (cooperating individual or fore1gn

government, currerntly requlrlng
protectlon)

{1 Subsection 5 (security or protective procedure,
currently or expected to be utilized)

{] Information pertained to a matter unrelated to the JFK
Assassination investigation.

[] For your information:

A

[{] The following number is to be used for reference
- regardlng this page (these pages)

SFE_ (- @55/7» Y aatSY

) 0.6.6.0.600.0 ¢ ¢ ’ D 000606 0.96.0¢

XXXXXXXXXX . xxxxxxXxxx
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JFK Inventory Sheet
(COMMITTEE FILES)

v abed 0/1621ZEp1900 ¥6669 MHN

File #: _SF 62-6887 - - Section #: _1 Re: CHURCH COMM.
Serial Document  Document Document Document 3rd
Number Date Type From To Agy ACTUAL PERT. Postponements
1 05/02/75 1T Ha ALL SACS NAR
2 05/14/75 17 SF HQ NAR
3 -, 05/16/75 1T SF HQ NAR . ‘;l_
4 05/20/75  MEMO BATES ALL EMPLOY NAR
5 05/20/75 17 HQ ALL.SACS NAR
6 05/19/75 LET THIRD PART  CHURCH COM NAR
7 05/28/75 LET CONGRESSMA  SF NAR
8 06/03/75 AT SF HQ NAR
8 06/03/75  LET SF CONGRESSMA NAR
9 06/09/75 1T HQ SF NAR
10 06/16/75 1T SF HQ NAR
1 06/16/75 1T sC H NAR . i )—
12 06/11/75  LET THIRD PART HQ NAR
13 06/03/75 AT SF HQ NAR
14 06/03/75 LET SF CONGRESSMA NAR
15 06/11/75 1T SF HQ NAR

Page:




G abed (71G/1ZEPI200 ¥66G9 MN

Serial Document  Document Document ‘ Document  3rd | Direct With- FBI Ref Duplicate

Number Date Type From To Agy Other Dupes ACTUAL PERT. Rev. Rel. held 3rd Agy Location Postponements
16 06/11/75 MEMO  ~.  DRUKEN BATES 1 1 0 ‘ NAR

17 06/18/75 1T Ha ; NY 3 3 3 0 NAR

18 . 08/24/75 TT " sF Ha 1 1 22 0 NAR

19 07/02/75  LET Ha THIRD PART 1 ' 1 0 | ' NAR

20 07/02/75 AT - Ha SF 1 1 0 NAR ( )—
21 o7 M Ha LA 2 2 0 - i - NAR :
22 TS T SF W 4 4 8 0 - NAR

23 TS T Ha ) 3 3 6 0 NAR

2 07/18/75 11 S sF o 1 1 2 0 B ' NAR

25 07/30/75 T Ha LA 3 3 0 ' R ) NAR

26 - 07375 T Ha LA 2 2 0 ' ©NAR

27 08/14/75  LHM SF HQ .5 5 0 ) | : NAR

28 08/14/75 LM SF Ka 4 4 0 ) ' NAR

29 08/13/75  LHM SF Ha 9 9 0 NAR

30 08/13/75  LHM SF HQ - 7 7 0 NAR

31 08/15/75  LKM SF Ha ' . 3 0 NAR

32 08/15/75 AT SF Ka 1 1 0 : NAR

33 07/31/75 11 ) Ha LA 2 2 0 | ‘ , NAR
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gabeq 0216/1Z€:P1900 76659 MN

Serial Document  Document Document Document  3rd Direct With- FBI Ref Duplicate
Number Date Type From To Agy Other Dupes ACTUAL PERT. Rev. Rel. held 3rd Agy ‘Location Postponements
34 07/30/75 1T HQ LA : 3 3 0 NAR
35 09/03/75 AT SF | - Ha . 1 1 0 NAR
36 09/04/75 1T HQ ALL SACS 3‘ . 3 0 NAR
37 09/05/75 17 HQ . KX 7 7 14 0 NAR
+ 38 09/09/75 11 SF Ha \ 1 1 2 0 NAR ‘ JL
39 09/10/75 " SF HQ | 2 2 4 0 NAR
40 .10709/75 11 Ha SF 2 2 4 0 NAR
41 10/715/75 TT SF HQ 5 5 10 0 NAR
42 10/09/75  MEMO DEJEAN SF 1 1 0 NAR
43 12/10/75 17 Ha ALL SACS 4 4 0 NAR "
44 12/10/75 RS Ha SF 1 1 0 NAR
44 12/02/75 TRANSCRIPT  CHURCH COM 61 61 0 NAR
45 07/12/76 AT SF Ha 2 2 0 NAR .
46 10/19/76 AT Ha AL 1 1 0 "NAR "}_
47 01/13/78 NEWS ARTIC SF ) 1 1 0 NAR
48 04/26/78  NEWS ARTIC  SF 2 2 0 NAR
49 ' 09/05/80 NEWS ARTIC SF 1 1 0 " NAR
50 09/05/80 NEWS ARTIC SF 1 1 0 NAR
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1 abed (1G71ZEPIP00 #6659 MN

Serial Document  Document Document Document 3rd Direct With- FBI Ref Duplicate
Number Date Type From To Agy Other Dupes ACTUAL PERT. Rev. Rel. held 3rd Agy Location Postponements
51 ) 11/21/80 NEWS ARTIC  SF 1 1 0 NAR
Page: 4
: . T T T T T T 1 =1
Grand Totals..... | 185 | 49 | 234 | 0| 0| 0| 0]
i ] 1 ] | 1 1 J

End of Report....
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NR®74 WA CODE’
1936¢CCCCCCCCCCCCCC(CPM NITEL 5-2-75 MSE
| To ALL SACS |

FROM.DIRECIQR (éz—1;5595>
\PERSONAL-AfTENTION o

N

7 :
| SENSTUDY 75

\  CGOPTIONED WATTER PERTAINS TO BUREAU'S HANDLING OF REQUESTS
FROM sé\@TE-ANDHOUSE SELECT COMMITTESS TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL

OPERArloﬁﬁ\wITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES. IN CONNEC-

TION WITH @QE: OF THESE COMMITTEES, STAFF MEMBERS MAY SEEK

TO INTERVIEW BSURRENT AND FORMER FBI EMPLOYEES.

. /
RECENTLY, THE SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC) STAFF HAS 2
~ ;NTERVfEWEd\SEVERAL FORMER EMPLOYEES AND IT IS ANTICIPATED ‘
j | THAf_MAEY‘MORE\SUCH PERSONNEL WILL BE CONTACTED. | |
} . THE FBI HAS PLEDGED FULL chPERATION WITH THE COMMITTEE"}‘.' -

AWD WE WISH TO ASSIST AND FACILITATE ANY INVESTIGATIONS UMNDER-
TAKEN BY THE COMMITTEE WITH.RESPECT TO THE FBI. HOWEVER, WE
DO HAVE AN OBLIGATION TO INSURE THAT SENSITIVE SOURCES AND

'METHODS AND ONGOING SENSITIVE INVESTIGATIONS ARE FULLY

o o\g""‘\'/ o
B 04 O T
: L0 M s aseg 1B
L R o DERP e
S S T gl | maars 7?
. . @‘ ‘ _ ] . FBI~ ALBANY .,,{,//, \
i : | - ‘. o ADVISE ALL EMPLETEES,
| 4 . . ' . € .4;':.\,\
HY 54955 DocId:32989494 Page 5 . ‘ /J".'h :.wﬂ/'/é ””“e’“"‘)ﬁ" j%’/% "-\s
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PAGE TWO |

PROTECTED .  stuLD Aw? FORMER EWPLOYER CONTACT YOUR OFFICE AND
HAVE ANY QUESTION REGARDING HIS OBLICATTON NOT TO DIVULGE INFOR-
MATION OBTAINED BY VIRTUE OF HIS PAST-FBI EMPLOYMENT, HE SHOULD
BE INSTRUCTED" TO CONTACT. LEGAL coumsni »FBTHQ, BY CCLLECT CALL.
YOUR COMVERSATIONS WITH FORMER EMPLOYEES MUST BE 1IN KEEPTNG WITH
OUR PLEDGE. IT 1S BELIEVED SUCH A DPochUR WO ULD INSURm\EROPER
PROTECTION AND ALSO NDCILITATV THE WORK OF THE SSC. L

THE ‘ABOVE PROCEDURE ALSO APPLIES TO CURRENT EMP‘OYWES

OF YOUP OFVICE. - HOWEVER, CONTACT WITH THE LEGAL COUNCFL SHOULD
BE HANDLED THROUGH THE saC.

E D. \

HYW 54955 DocItl:.32989‘_494 Page ©
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Assoe. Dir. ~
Dep.-A.D.-Adm. .
Dep-:AD.-Inv. .
st. Dir.:
Admin, __
Comp. Syst .
Ext. Affairg ..
p Files & Corm .
P Gen, Inv. F____

Iden S :

937»

ell.]- f
Labdratery o
Plan. & Eval .
Spec. Inv. 4
Tra*nmn' i

c7td p opn. ;
}@:leipﬁone R . ¢

Director Sec'y ____Li

"
L4 ;bo("(,t\'
¥

FENENON TATR Y 0 GNP et

YR 887 SF CODE ~ - ngmr\numommm's SEDTION °
54 13 PM NITEL. 5/14/75 MCC '
0 DIRECT A (62-11§395)

FROM 54

CﬁTTN'

_ SENSTUDY 75

FRANCISCO

EGAL COUNSEL

~ RE BUREAU‘TELETYPE TO ALL OFFICES DATED MAY 2, 1975, ABOVE \\xi/
CAPTION. | ‘ | " o E)‘}%Qig/
ON MAY 14, 1975, LESTER B, SEIDEL, INVESTIGATOR, SENATE ?&?/'
SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE AGAVITIES, WASHINGTON, D.C.,
TELEPHONICALLY CONTAGTED THE SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE AND REQUESTED

THE IDENTITY OF THE SPECIAL AGENT IN CHARGE OF THE SAN FRANCISCO _ i

OFFICE IN 1970. HE WAS ADVISED THAT SPECIAL. AGENT IN CHARGE
CHARLES w. BATES SERVED IN THAT CAPACITY FROM JANUARY, 1970,

THROUGH APRIL, 19783 THAT FORMER SPECIAL_AGEN{ IN CHARGE HARRY J. '“;;L//‘
\ —_— :
\MORGAN (NOW RETIRED) SERVED FROM APRIL, 197@/ THROUGH SEPTEMBER, i
}M ot ’

197@ AND THAT ASSIS_TANT DIRECTOR ROBERT E

ettt i R e =

’\GEBHARDT SERVED AS‘/,//
1
SPECIAL AGENT IN CHARGE FROM SEPTEMBER,¢%97@, THROUGH NOVEMBER,

1972, / %@01”/(09(/9/9

SEIDEL DID NOT INDICATE THE SPECIFIC NATURE OF HI&JNQUIRY

OTHER THAT IT WAS CONNECTED WITH THE COMMITTEE VWITH WHICH HE IS , ) |

AFFILIATED, ‘ o e Am?;;},y3(;;/; |
ABOVE BEING FURNISHED FOR INFORMATION OF BUREAU. f'zé;f -

END iy TR X ‘Z-':l“c,

/ﬂ

oLl

Qf ! I ’ \0

- SRy \Ulu”C?MAHCNPOAWMNQD Aé&h///// \&ﬁj'

HOLD ’ HERZI ISUNCLASSIFE

DATE [l %l w§§Q9,n, (/
C,éifgL«u/ |
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COMMUNICATIONS SEGT!ON Dep.-4.D.Ado
Dep.-A.D. -Iny

Asst. Dir,:

MR 015 SF PLAIN

Files & Com, ___
Gen. Inv.

Inspection

|V FROM:  SAN FRANCISCO (62-6887) o o Inten

Laboratory

ENSTUDY, 1975
: Telephone Rm}l .
" Director- See'y!____

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION Assoe. Dir, .._s A_“

{'["\Y 16 %ﬁi«:' Admin, | ’
N ‘ ,7/ » . Comp. Syst, —_— J:
7309PM NITEL MAY 16, 1975 KEK <rotsynrin™ | Ext. Atfairg __ |

| T0: D13§9T6h (62-116395) (ATTN: OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL)] gem v —— 14

e —— et .

| E‘ R ' : - ' ’ _ : . B | glau-‘&- Eval, .
‘ _ ‘ pee. Inv. 23

. Traihinr;v :

Legal Coun. f},_?

Ly

TSR

v
/

L

CALLED wAND ADVISED HE HAD RECEIVED CALL FROM LESTER SEIDEL, SENATE

.

FLECT COMMITTEE, WANTING.TO INTERVIEW TODD Rc. DOMESTIC COUNTERINTEL~

LIGENCE OPERATIONS, SPECIFICALLY, BLACK PANTHER PARTY. TODD SAID HE |

WANTED TO BE COOPERATIVE BUT WAS APPREHENSIVE REGARDING DiUULG1NGMf»

INFORMATION AS A RESULT OF HIS FBI EWPLOYMENT. HE wAS INSTRUCTED TO

' IMMEDIATELY CALL COLLECT‘THE'OFFICE'OF THE LEGAL COUNSEL AT FBIHQ.

£ SAID HE WOULD DO THIS. | | |
TODD ALSO ADVISED THAT SEIDEL HAD TOLD HIN THE COMMITTEE ALSO

WANTED TO INTERVIEY FORMER SAN FRANCISCO SUPERVISOR ALBERT P. CLARK.

- | \ | il
RE BUREAU NITEL TO ALL OFFICES MaY 2, 1975. ,/KZZ;$«§ﬁﬁW% I

‘ M/ ]
ON MAY 168, 1975, FORMER SAN FRANCISCO SUPERVISOR DAVID E. TODD D/}éyj :
i

END ’ . . .
_— L 2116315 . 3
g7 MAY 28 1975 BES
}J"Q Yge gt il & G s . : b\ |
l~ sy ,:, By "“/P?ﬂc\fi ‘L‘g‘?F”A,uLM }, . e = ) !
n el HY &EJQJQ 7 /é(‘ -
) -, ﬂ“:,:r
:" '
HW 55168 Docld:32989588 Page 152 |
S -1
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NRZE36 WA CODE . | ' o
4:53PM NITEL 5-28-75. PAV |
10 ALL SACS .
" FROM DIRECTOR (62-116395)
PERSONVTTENHON
SENSTWDY - 75.
REBUTEL MAY 2, 1975.
IN CONNECTION WITH WORK OF THE SENATE AND HOUSE SELECT-
COMMITTEES, ITS REPRESENTATIVES MAY CONTACT YOUR OFFICE FOR
\INFORMAT 10N .

. IN ONE RECENT INSTANCE A REPRESENTATIVE OF THE SENATE
SELECT COMMITTEE TELEPHONICALLY INQUIRED AS TO IDENTITY OF: SAC
N A PARTICULAP OFFICE DURING 1978

IN HAWDLING SUCH INOUIRIES INSURE ESTABLISHING BONA FIDES
(F REPRESENTATIVE BY. SHOU OF CREDEN?IALS\ON PERSGNAL CONTACT OR,
T TELEPHONIC CONTACT, BY TELEPHONING BACK TO- COMMITTEE.
WLESS 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
MFORMATION FURNISHED. |
JMD |

5?57 3937~ /

& 352&‘1’.’5&*‘“” s —
: MAY 2 0. 1975

EBl-omaHA

%”1/% Y/

\\:




May 19, 1975
20 Cozzolino Drive
Millbrae, CA 94030

Mr. Lester B. Seidel .
Investigator

Sclect Cormittee to Study
‘Government Operations with
Respect to Intelligence Activ;tics

Room 2308

Bulldlng 302 - Dirkson Buildlng

Wauhlngton, DC 20510

!1 T‘f

Dear Mr. Selqel: N \
Reference is made to your telephone call to me on May 16, .
1975, in which you adviscd that the Commitiee was ganhering
facts concernirs the FBI's various CoIntelPros and in
particular, you were looking into the CoIntelPro having
to do with the Black Panthers. You inguired if I recalled a
letter, which had been made public, dated May 11, 1970, from
the Director, FBI, to the SAC, San Francisco, which suggested
disruptive techniques against the Black Panthers and which
mentioned spurious police or FBI reports. I advised you I
had no first hand recollection of havihg seen such a document
at that time, but that I had read a recent news item descxrib-
ing such a document. ‘

You also indicated an interest in the theoretical guestion as
to whether intelligence functions should be divorced from
enforcoment functions in order to avoid the dilemma of dis-
closure versus dismissal, and you suggested that my views on
this might be helpful in educating the Committee.

For your information, I entered on -duty as a Special Agent on
January 5, 1942, and retired from the Bureau on December 3,
19%71. During the two years immediately preceding ny rxetirement
I served as supervisor of a squad of agents which investigated,
- among other matters, violations and alleged violations of law
by the Black Panthers. The only information I have concerning
the Black Panthers was learned as a direct result of my official
duties. I have made no independent study of them, nor do I
have any personal files or written material, either official
oxr otharwise, relaglng to them.

Since spzaking with you, I have revicwed Executive Ordex #501-73
(28 C.F.,R.§§ 16.21, 16.22 and 16.23) which specifies that no
employee or former cmployee of the Department of Justice shall
produce any material contained in the files of the Dapartment

NeSHE Do amb 13T Bege o 223 = e o



Mr. Lester B. Seidel
May 19, 1975
Page ~2-

nor shall he disclose any information acquired in the performance
of his official duties without prior approval of the Attorney
Genexral or approprlate Departmental official.

From this, I must conclude that I am prohibited from furnishlng
you or the Committee any information along the lines requested
by you unless appropriate authorlty to do so has first been
given by an authorized representative of the bDepartment of
Justice.

Very truly yours,

cc¢: Director,
Federal Bureau of Investigation
8th and Pennsylvania Avenuc
Washington, DC 20535 )

SAC ¢
Faderal Bureau of Investigation

450 Golden Gate Avenue
San rranclsco, Ca 94102

MW-65994 Docld: 32175170 Page 14 Bl ‘ T :



o w ) . W . -

. LIS .3
. 3 ’ » < . " B : ¢ i
’ . . i hd ] ~
N S : DR
v R SR I . .
ST . o <
.

'Y
.

Congresg of the United States \ L e Lovewer Buoa

WasHInGTON, D.C, 20815

FHouge of Wepresentatibes S | .‘ (202) 2252061

DISTRICT OFFICES:
2490 CHANNING WAY, Room 202
’ . BERKELEY, CALIFORNIA 94704
RONALD V, DELLUMS, 8TH DISTRICT, CALIFORNIA * - (415) 548-7767

201 13TH STREET, RooM 105
. OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA 94604
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COMMITTEE )

(415) 763-0370

DoNALD R. HOPKINS
ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE - , _ DISTRICT ADMINISTRATOR

CHAIRMAN, SUBCOMMITTEE ON EDUCATION

May 28, 1975

Mr. Don Jones, Senior Resident Agent
Federal Bureau of Investigation

P. 0. Box 1033

Berkeley, Ca11forn1a 94704

Dear Mr. Jones:

As you are aware, I have been concerned for some time about the nature of the
Bureau's involvement in local Taw enforcement affairs. This concern has been
heightened by my appointment to the House Select Committee to Investigate the
U. S. Intelligence Commun1ty In this Tight, I am requesting answers to the
following quest1ons concerning FBI act1v1ty in Berkeley:

1. What is the size of the contingent of agents in the Berkeley field office?

2. What are the functional respons1b111t1es in the field office, and what are
the percentages of agents 1nvo1ved in each, i.e., political, drug abuse,
criminal, etc.?

3. What are the titles of the agents, and how do these relate to their
involvement 1in category two?

4. What is the ethnic and sexual breakdown of the staff and agents in the
Berke]ey field office?

5. What are the interactions and working relationships between the field
office, the Berkeley Police Department, the University of California
Police Department, private security agencies and informers? How many
informers are utilized by the field office?

6. Recent disclosures have rajsed serious quest1ons regarding the Bureau's
involvement in political surveillance activities of organizations and
individuals over the past several years. What actions has the local
field office taken to correct the abuses of these actions, and what
political surveillance is being undertaken?

—
I, INFORMATION CONTAINED
%LEEEII‘T IS UNCLASSIFIED : . (q\
XMNTElo\)CilaCOQIﬂﬁsPa\hvnaIM1£ (2&;2» /C/'/. ;?;; 1‘?;~4£,3 i
MDA | b - o A7 S 5T
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Mr. Doﬁ Jones
May 28, 1975
Page 2

J

7. I have read with interest of the Special Weapons and Tactics
.~ course given under .Bureau auspices at the Santa Rita Rehabili-
tation Facility in Alameda County. I would appreciate your.

forwarding to me a description of the activities undertaken in

this course, and the relationship of UCPD and BPD to the course.

In addition, I would appreciate being provided any relevant
1nfqrmation on SWAT that you have available.

Thank you for your cooperation in th1s matter. I will Took forward
to your reply.

onald V. Dellums
Member of Congress

RVD/djc

NW65394 " Docld: 32175170 Pager16 — e \
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FD-36 (Rev. 5-22-64) [ |eAssoc. Dirs e 1y
« Mg s h Dep. AD A‘d.m.__‘. : 5:
| ~ Dep. AD Inv. — ¢ i
|I{ 1 Asst. Dir:
| Admiry ————
: H Comp. Syste — !
Date: 6/3/75 ‘ 11| Ext. Affairs —

|

|

|

|

!

)|

!

FBI

Files & Coms —

" Gen. lnVe

Transmit the following in

(Type in plaintext or que) 1dent. = 7
Vi AIRTEL AIR MATL

Inspection

(Priority) . ntells

, : ) _ I Laboratory ——

B it bttt | | Plan. & Eval —
- ’

. ;Spec.\ lav. ——o

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (62-116395) . || Treiming
. ' ATTENTION: OFFICE OF TLEGAL COUNSEL | Logal Coun.

S . L : Telephone Rm. —
FROM: |) SAC, SAN FRANCISCO (62-6887) | Director Soc'y —

' <2 . B i i 1
SUBJECT{ SENSTUDY, 1975 ‘ :

— e

Remytel call this date to As51stant to the Director
JAMES B. ADAMS. :

, There is enclosed for the Bureau a letter dated
5/28/75 from Congressman RONALD V. DELLUMS, 8th District of
California, to Mr. DON JONES, Senior Resident Agent, FBI,

. Berkeley, California. There is also enclosed a copy of my
reply to Congressman DELLUMS.

San Francisco Office is obtaining pertinent inf L)

oxr=
mation to Congressman DELLUM's request and this will be suk””yf
nitted to the Bureau in the 1mmed1ate future.

’ !,I - . | ‘ N
2 - Bureau (Encls. 2) Lfg) ’
1 - San Francisco

CWB/cnp
(3) 1
R 3R |
- - { 7
L - //[/, -t/)—':__\,-{u ’ \,
Rbisovracan SV . )
- 5 ' -
B4 JUi— 1975 f?”. v
L, o \ s L
’ M [PRP— Mg:‘%};" i “‘h H}{[;A'\}“ }
o ALY TIFORMAT; IO CONTAINTY . ”Jgg}??ﬁm‘\" }
%‘G‘EDT IS ).\I%Iﬁ[f_g&}'l\ 18D ]k/:yﬁf d\ '.f '
“l%lﬂr& ISEAAMM /%n( g " ?4
ﬁwbg,)p o v»~3" !
\ l :
W \\ T -
& :‘f\ ) |
.. Approved: Sent M Per

Special Agent in Charge U.S.Government Printing Offlce: 1972 — 455-574
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
. C
"FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

In‘ Reply, Please Refer to 450 Golden Gate Al}aﬂue.
File No. Box 36015 ( »
: San Francisco, Califonnia 94102

June 3, 1975

The Honorable Renald V. Dellums
Congress of the United States
House 04 Repredentalives
Washinglon, D.C. 20515

Dean Congressman Deflums,

Mx. Dom Jones, the Senior Resdideni Agent of Zhe
FBI Resdident Agency in Berkeley, California, has referred
Zo me your leftex of May 28, 1975 asking cexiain Ainformation
concenning Zhe FBI'4 operation in Berkeley, Californdia.

Youn Letten has beewn nefeared to FBI Headquaritens
in Washington, DP.C. {or appropriaie acilion.

Sincerely,

Chantes W. Bales
Special Agent in Change

ALL BIFORMIATION CONTALIITED
FEREIN I UNCLASSIED
DATE A%l BY¥ § :
mOR-)y o aot
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CUDE - TELETYDE | . URGENT

el ‘ | | S . 6-9-75
_ v _ ‘ 1 - Mr. Wannall |

TO 3AC SAN FRANCISCO - “Attn: Cregar
| . . ' ~ .1 - Mr. Gebhardt o
FROM DIRSCTOR #BI (62-116395) —)§ J1 - Mr. Mintz |
, “ 1 - Mr. Hotis - : : !

°ENS'I‘CDJY 75 REC- 102 : 1 -':Mr. Daly

THIS IS TO ADVISE YoU THAT PURSUANTTO R):.GUE"T FROM m

SENATE SELECT ccmmxmz ON INTELLIGENCE mxvrr:czs (SSC) I HAVE.
' RELEASED YOU AND FORMER SA DAVID E. TODD FROM APPLICABI.E P
'EMFLOYEE SECRECY AGREEMENTS FOR THE PUS2OSE os' A STAFF mmavmw‘
BY S5C CONCERNING COINTELPRO AND THE INVESTIGATION AT

] ‘

SAN FRANCISCO OF THE BPP. LESTER B. SZIDEL, STAFF MEMBER OF S

WILL TR?NEL TO SAN :RANCISCO TO CGNDUCT "'HE‘. DIT"RVI&WS IN

QOXB&ATELY TWHO WEEBEKS.

AN AGENT WILL BB AVAJ.LABAE DURE?G INT"‘I'VI_JW TO ASSIST IN
MAXITRG A DE RMINATION AS TO fEIE""hz.R OR ROT A PAP"‘IQ,JLAR

u’JZ.‘.aII‘J}.I 5aCULD BE R.:.SPOHDED TO THIS AGENT IS NOT TO BE

. IIBD.ED PRIVME COUNS“L AND WILL YIOT B® PRESZENT DURING INTGR=
1:.‘\ /.‘;L:nt-

YOU;‘. All ASAC, OR SENIOR SJI’ERV-"‘OR CONTACT FO%R SA DAVID

1-»‘.~

E. TODD 'r‘o ADVISE HIM OF THE WAIVER OF THE APPLICABLE SECRECY
Adsac. Dire .
Va0 AGRELMENT AND L T“‘RMIN“ WHETHER HE Iﬁ".,m%smou:a OF, HAVING aM

Dep. AD inv,

Assr. Qir.: : o : . .
:J:’S N PVD eek A IR T Y ;} / 7 :
e T (7B)  FEDERAL ew&w OF NV:ST!GATION . o
| Files 8 Com, . Cot }‘AUN_!LAT‘QNS ‘SECTION o '
Gan. tow. . ) . —r
iduat, ":‘-_:F , : "‘ ’ . 4 o ‘,\ ;j ’ \}/'["_‘

Seac Inv.

et . ‘ O‘jﬁ)_
LALOIAtOrY e . s
®lon, & Evoi. ... : S = B 8 ?r
RO DY B R SN

Trzining _

.. '
SRS RSN # 0N




PAGE TWO 62-116395

AGENT AVAILABLE DURING INTSRVIEW. FOR YOUR BACKGROUND INFORMATION)
TODD HAS PREVIOUSLY BEEN IN CONTACT WITH LEGAL COUNSEL |
DIVISION CONCERNING TSIS INTERVIEW AND HAS BEEN BRIEFED
| CONCRRNTNG st RIGHT TO COUNSEE, ETC. o
| SUTEL RESULZS OF CORTACT WITH TODD. | YOU sacunn»coumacz-_
 .LBGAL csuuamn BIVISIORTFOR.ABEITIQ&AL<IBFORMA$IGE concsnnxnc

Nm ?—tr B

: ' ' BymemG—%?Scaptimdasabuveitwasreconmnded
an& approved that SAC Charles W. Bates, forxmer SA David BE. Todd,
and Assistnat Director Robert E. Gebhardt be released from
applicails secracy agreements for purposes of interview by SSC.
We are separately a&vising A.ssistant Director s\obert Eo Gebhardt
of thia detdsion.

o,

NW 65994 Dotld:32175170 Page 20~ = <~~~ '




: ' Agsoe. Dir, r

~ , Dep-AD-Adwt. .

' » Dep-A Do INToee

’ Asst. Dir.e
R , Admin,

| ' Prooont e L ITATION Comp. Syst —em

o : L { ”U TIpE 5 SUCYION Ext. Affairs . |

: 4 TFiles & Comy e

l

| : TEES N R Gen, InV: coeriemen '
‘ “"’ r.Q* isﬂ' ! ﬁ_’ Fu'i ) Ident . ’
i

} ) / ¢ \"/ o -~ , 2 INspection .meme
R . T Ditell e
R ‘ . - Laboratory .
' o T Pln & Eval, _.
) Spec InV. e e
Training e e,

NR 961 SF CODE | ‘ S %3§E§$ﬁaii;‘

Director Secy —

| 19356 AM URGENT 6/16/75 MCC o - '}/f'
| T Db CTOR (62-116395) o H-;"'(i: L
0 DIRECTOR (62-116395) L)

'FROM SAN VRANCISGO (62-6887) - - /{/V‘

| ATTH M. 0, CREGAR, INTD . o I e
e ( A\% T
1 SENSTUDY 75, | TR ,)k’ |

RE SACRAMENTG TELETYPE IﬁSTANT BATEs O -,;ﬁ. .

', e g c: fiat " *"iﬁ_m F

REVIEH OF SAN FRAﬂcxseo ELSUR fﬁﬁr&ﬁﬁ‘SHﬁﬂs uo OVERHEARS {g}iwg;
ON_MARTIN Lﬁtggﬂﬂgiue, JR,‘ . fi i

VLJ FBIHQ cLR U E. e

.
- ; ie 3
= g >
- .'
L -
LA .
RPN <
” Xy
AT X
T .
[ .
Lt .

B4 ANS S0t Boon00s page 2es
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E Asgot. DiF e
Dep-AD-AGM.
Dep-A.D-Inve
Asst Dir:
Admin, e e
: .‘JLI" ‘.‘f‘ LT VESTIEATION %ﬁp_ggig‘s_.t
5 | I TR SN B AfTai -
N Gen. Inv. (e
-!- () / . Tdent.  .ew oo

F}@@l Sc CODP . ‘I‘Ui nspeetion
4 | | Insp
‘ «\’)’\ Intuu ——c e

mm ol FRESEE R
TO . DIRE OR (68"'116395) , ) Spec ;hw. I

|
!
|
o

Training ——
. . ﬂ Legul Coun. ..
‘RANCISCO ' /‘ '

Telephone R

: ) '_Dractox Sec'y
/ ‘ 4 4 -
o0, CREGAR) e /0 W@\C(

~ SEHSTUDY 75, 1 - /)22 71/'/

M
\"“RE BUREAU ‘!‘EL T0 DE‘.TRG IT, JUNE 13, 1975,

REVIEW OF SACRAMENTO IHDICES“REFLECTS NO INFO-RE ELECTQOQIC
'SURVEILLANCE, APRIL 23-24, 1964, SENATOR HOTEL, SACRAVEHTO CALIF.
SACRAMENTO DIVISIO& ESTABLISHED 1967, , e
~ FOR INFO SAN FRANCISCO , RETEL .STATED IN CONNECTION WITR SENAIE
SELECT COMMITTEE REQUEST, FOLLOWING .DATA REQUESTED BY RSTH&N.ﬁghETXPE\

ATTN: INTD - W, O. CREGAR$ y v
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLAKGE INDICES AT FBIHQ DG NOT mmcmz OVER- "

HEARS OR KNOWN TECHNICAL INSTALLATIONS ON BARTIN LUTHER{QINP JR . |
—
FOR ABOVE DATE AMND LOCATION, |

F)
"
' I
SARN FRANCISCO REVIEY ELSHRE INDICES AND FURNISH FBIH@ FIRST DATE
XING OVERHEARD ON ABOVE TECHNICAL INSTALLATION. IF HE WAS NOT , ;é @
: . P
HEARD, SO ADVISE. v, Q s F -
; Ly b ? 7s
END ‘ N
, ’ ‘? «Juvz:si—}o 1075
YLJ FEIHQ CLR ng&«)‘ér_) : |

{ Jam AT, / e KO s e e
A Ty | m— S
‘\\\“_‘ o b0,0 . P ﬁ{/m M
o\ ' ' '

84 AUS4 1975
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- r's A L
t a. o »
. * J
20 Cozzolino Drive
‘Millbrae, California 9403
June 11, 1975 ‘ g
: Mr. Clarence M, Kelley - e
Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation ) PRRE
. Washington, D, C, o _ - 7“7 Y T

Dear Mr, Kelley:

N

On this date Supervisor Berryman of the San Fran- ~
cisco Office read to me a teletype to the effect the Bureau -
had approved a secrecy release for'me To respond to questions
from Senate investigator Lester B. Seidel in connection with
a Senate Select Committee on Internal Security investigation
of the CoIntelPro as it related to the Black Panther Party.

A copy of & letter from me to Mr. Seildel has been furnished
to the Bureau previously,

_ At the time I was deslgnated supervisor of the 'squad
handling internal security investigetions of the Black Panther
Party (BPP), the BPP was lnternational in scope; Eldridge
Cleaver and others had been granted asylum in Algeria; the

BPP had support and/or branches in France, Germany, Scandinavia
and China, Aspects of the counter intelligence program
approved by the Bureau of which I am aware were directed against -/

‘some BPP foreign operations. . Thus, interrogation by the Senate 422
o

investigator may involve information disseminated to other
government agencles under securlty classification and may D -
touch on- foreign policy as well, ‘ '
Therefore, prlor to furnishing information obtained
inan offielal capacity to Mr, Seidel, who according to the
Bureau's teletype will be in San Francisco in about twe weeks, .
I would llke written confirmation of the release which was
furnished me orally, preferably an offlclal document coverlng
any secrecy agreement made wlth-the Buresu as well as releasing .
me from the provisions of any appllicable executive orders which
preclude disclosure of official information without approval of
the Attorney General or an authorized Departmental officer.
I would also appreclate being advised if there is 'any limitation
on the scope of the material which I may release,
~Since the Bureau's teletype also approved a secrecy

release for current SAC Charles Bates, this presupposes he
willl be authorized to furnich Mr. Heidel with the contents of
files 1f Mr, Seidel so requests, Therefore, I would also
appreclate advice as to whether I will be permitted to refresh
my recollection by reviewing official files prior to or during
the interview with Mr, Seidel. '

~ W

_Sincerely yours, l/f

-

i svtd E, Todd [
Hetlred Specilal Agent

M‘@&i@»

cc: SAC San Francisco

84 JuL211978
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" FD-36 (Rev. 5-22-64)
N

‘ i{ ~A50a7: Dxr’f_/—
T - [ | Dep, AD Adm. —
h :\ Dep. AD Inv. m—
bll Asst. Dir.:
FBI l'. Adminy
: | Comp. Systs —
Date: 6/3/75 [ Ext. Affairs —
. . i Files & Com. —
Transmit the following in ‘ : . i : : b Gen. lnv.
R (Type in plaintext or che) \ “ Ident.
Vig ATIRTEL ‘ . AIR MAIL i . Ins.pec*‘ion R
(Priority) i Intell.
____________________ - L Laoboratory ————
- STy s s s T Ty s T T s T T T T T T T T T T T T Plan, & Eval. —
Spec. lnv. ——
TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (62 116395) { | Troining ——
| ATTENTION: OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL || Legal Coun.
; Telephone Rm. —
FROI4: \{5 SAC, SAN FRANCISCO (62-6887) | Director Sec’y — |
SUBJECTi SENSTUDY 1975
Remytel call this date to Assistant to the Director
JAMES B. ADAMS.
There is enclosed for the Bureau a letter dated
5/28/75 from Congressman RONALD V. DELLUMS, 8th District of
California, to Mr. DON JONES, Senior Re51dent Agent, FBI,
Berkeley, California. There is also enclosed a copy of my
reply to Congressman DELLUMS. L}
San Francisco Office is obtaining pertinent infii;;’,w
mation to Congressman DELLUM's request and this will be suk™
mitted to the Bureau in the immediate future. .
' )
2 - Bureau (Encls. 2) t%gy
1l - San Francisco - /
CWB,/cnp
(3) - "
RE- PR N
102 L - AZ6K
- [l p T \
ﬂm.‘g-e:... M[I‘" . .. A
5 "/ 7 ; ‘\f;’.1
B4 Jyk—e 1975 -
. EE Y
— o : N PR P
ALr, : e “““““"‘;\%‘g“ﬁ, "'//, L
INFORMATION ¢ et N/ AN L
HEREDT I NCLASSTRL D > S of
APuJaf_ﬁi{i,QOD"BYsﬁg\ / }qu VA ,AQJ} e \.} .
moR-)) A
A AN
o G
LU SRR
:\{\\‘ ok s AN
.. Approved: Sent M Per

Special Agent in Charge
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

In Reply, Please Refer to 450 Golden Gate Avenue

File No. Box 34015
: San Frandisco, Califonnia 94102

June 3, 1975

The fHionorable Rornald V. Dellums
Conghress of the United States
House 04§ Representafives
Washinglon, D.C. 20515

Dearn Congressman Dellums,

Mra. Don Jones, the Senionr Resdideni Agent of Lhe
FBI Resident Agency 4in Berkefey, California, has referred
to me your Leiftex of May 28, 1975 asking cexrfain ingoamation
concenning the FBI'S operation in Berkeley, California.

Youh Letfen has been referred o FBI Headquariens
in Washington, D.C. §oxr appropriate aeiion.

Sincenrely,

\ Chanles W. Bazes
Special Agent 4in Change

AL TTFORXIATION CONTAINED
HERETN I UNCLASSIFED '
DATE]0 /9 /A000 BYS e

MO R -}, / | o 5 f’l "\

vy e nann B, I, W W N R e e oa
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} Assoe. Dir
Dep.-A.D~Adm.

Dep.-A, D-Inv._.__ )

Asst, Dir.: :

é&dmm o i

. ' om Vo

2V S MVEST!PEJMN Eti Afﬁs S ‘

LDM“ l‘h 19 ”'L“Q '-"‘L’”OX, Files & Com, __ 1. * )

!

i

i
\

, / ' Gen, Inv. __
W wws SF CUDE | Taame
‘ ma qre i Ident, ‘
«( : Intell ]\
‘ ) o ? Labors atory 24
i

9:1d Pl NIT&L 6/11/79 CJC

Voo . Plan. & E
: bpmCIoR  cez-116399) L Spoc. I =

——

Pr: aining -

. p | .. !
yen]

Ruils sAN FRANCISCO (62=688T)

1rect,or See’ Y o

ALThNTIUN. OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL AND INTD.

ON JUNE 11, 1975, FORMER SA VAVID E, TODD ADVISED OF THE

BRI

RESUTEL JUNE 9y 1975, R } %/%

WAIV&H UF ENMPLOYEE SECRECY AGREEMENTS FOR THE PURPOSE QF A

STAFF INTERVIEW BY SSC WITH HIM, - TODD RE.QUEST::.D AGENT BE AVAIL-
ALk UUHI NG INTERVIEW TO ASSIST HIiM. TODD INDICATED HE WOULD
IMME.UIATP.LY AD VL. SE THIS OFFICE IF IN HEC“‘IPT OF INFORVIATION R}:.

vATE Ub INTu{VImw. ‘

SAC, SAN FRANCISCU, WILL CUNTACT LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION FOR
MODITIUNAL INFORMATION CONCERNING HIS INTERVIEW.

= ND :
i
HOLD PLS - ‘ / /,7/,/,2” O
. } + 1 o

J ¢,
-< e @}« ,r | 5 \/ At 1

m“’- L w

1N, &

@a JuL 2 1975

N

yﬂ “;) h
& 6 JUL 171975

C
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L3

" GPO 809.7g7

NROAS WA CODE o - }

4:38PM IMMEDIATE 6/18/75 GHS

TO NEW YORK ‘ MIAMI
BOSTON | SAN FRANCISCO .
DETROIT : SEATTLE

_ L0S ANGELES - WFO

_ : \

FROM DIRECTOR e :

SO IS el
TOP S RET | —epymmeym /T

NE AYPREIR Yl VIR P
SENSTUDY 1975' BUDED: JUNE 24, 1975.

THE EOLLouING REQUEST FOR INFORMATION HAS BEEN ADDRESSED
TO THE,ATTORNEY GENERAL AND FROM THE ATTORNEY GENERAL TO FBIHQ
FROM‘THE SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL
OPERATIONS WITH RESPECT TO INTELL IGENCE ACTIVITIES: " . . .
THE FOLLOWING REQUESTS PERTAINING TO THE TECHNIQUE.REFERRED TO
" AS "MAIL SURVEILLANCE, INCLUDING MAIL COVERS -AND OPENING MAIL®
AND THE UTILIZATION oE THIS TECHNIQUE 'IN INTERNAL SECURITY,
INTELLIGENCE COLLECTION, UND /0R COUNTERINTELLIGENCE NATTERS,
OPERATIONS, OR ACTIVITIES:' (1) EOR ALL INCIDENTS OF MAIL
OPENING OR MAIL INTERCEPT BY OR ON BEHALF OF THE FEDERAL BUREAU

it

OF INVESTIGATION FROM JANUARY 1; 1960, U

PRgSE NT,,  PL EAJ. D

W

< -\ Q B ' o x -
¢ W‘ﬂ' : aEARcHEn 777;,;
W - | SERIALIZED Y _FILED v

S | %J?mgisv
) . . FBI »/LOS ANG
. il
7%

NW-65994~ Bocld: 32175170 Pager2d ~-—— -~




' PAGE TWo T OP SECRET

STATE THE PHYSICAL 'LOCATION WHERE THE OPENING OR INTERCEPT UAS
CONDUCTED, THE NAMES OF THE INDIVIDUALS WHO PARTICIPATED IN THE
OPENIHG OR INTERCEPT, THE TYPE OF MAIL OPENED'OR INIFRCEPTED,
’AND THE PURPOSE OF THE OPENING OR INTERCEPT. (Z)V;OR ALL
INCIDENTS OF MAIL COVERS THAT WERE PHYSIGALLY CONDUCTED BY FBI

EMPLOYEES, uﬁﬁlﬁgg_gggﬁﬂJQR.lﬂ_QQQEERAIlDNAMLQH POSTAL SERVICE
EMPLOYEES, FROM JANUARY 1, 1968, UNTIL THE PRESENT, PLEASE STATE
" THE PHYSICAL LOCATION WHERE THE COVER WAS CONDUCTED, THE NAMES
" OF THE INDIVIDUALS WHO PARTICIPATED IN THE COVER, THE TYPE OF
. WAIL COVERED, AND THE PURPOSE OF THE GOVER. ésff;LEASE PROVIDE:
'ALL DOCUMENTS AND MEMORANDA WHICH DISCUSS, REFER, OR RELATE TO

THE ORIGINS, AUTHORIZATIONS, CONDUCT AND TERMINATION OF, AND
POLICIES AND PROCEDURES FOR, EE mAIL’OEENINss,.INZERCEPTS; AND

COVERS IDENTIFIED ARQUE." | ;

EACH OFFICE SHOULD IMMEDIATELY REVIEW ITS FILES FOR ALL
INFORMAT ION REQUESTED BY THE SENATE COMMITTEEﬂ\ NEW YORK, BOSTON,'
DETROIT, LOS ANGELES, SEATTLE, AND WFO SHOULD FURNISH INFOR-
- M ’; 7‘\
MATION CONCERNING ~SAM SURVE?\\ NEW YORK, DETROIT, AND SAN
FRANCISCO SHOULD FURNISH INFORMATION CONCERNING GUS SURVEY.

NEW YORK AND WFO SHOULD FURNISH INFORMATION CONCERNING Z COVERAGE.

MYV 65994 Docld: 32175170 "Page 30— - -~




P

PAGE THREE T OP: SECRET
SAN FRANCISCO SHOULD FURNISH INFORMATION CONCERNING CHIPROP
AND CHICLET. MIAMI SHOULD ADVISE IF THE INFORMATION RECEIVED
FROM MM 898~S RESULTED FROM INTERCEPT OF MAIL AND IF SO
APPROPRIATE INFORMAT ION SHOULD BE FURNISHED. RESULTS SHOULD .BE
SUBMITTED BY TELETYPE, AT?ENTION OF SA W. 0. CREGAR, UND SHOULD
" REACH THE BUREAU BY JUNE 24; 1975, ' ‘

'CLASSIFIED BY 3676, XGDS 2 AND 3, INDEFINITE,
END | |

MW 659594 Dould 32175170 'Pade 31T - T




R 829 SF- GODED

4120 PM URGENT

103 FBI ey, W@QI»QL G T
: M p K Ué’ Pi}i;)m&:mgval !

ECRE'T
| - C ,
We O ﬁfREGAR

SAN FRANGISCO (&2~ 58§7ﬁﬂﬁwﬁg%)f~Jﬂ2fL-/2kQ/

- Ident. .71
Inspection ,
s Intell. 0o L4

Assoc. Dir, _ .
Dep.-A.D.- Adm.,__ ¥
Dep-A.D-Inv.__
* Asst. Dir.:

Admin. ___
Comp. Syst,
Ext, Affairg
Piles & Com.
. Gen. Inv.

Spee. Inv,"

Training -_.,__.%_ 1
o, - Legal Coun. .____ F -
4 .:r SR ‘.m_ 1.5 / Telephoxﬁauan. -~
D :; lONJ { OI\‘ X‘ﬂ‘éjm“‘% T Directorl Sec y/ t . » .
i //:J/ b0

RE BUREAU TELETYPE CAPTIONED AS ABOVE DATED JUNE 18, 1975,
FOR THE INFORMATION OF FBI H&ADQUARTERS IT HAS NOT BEEN THE
PRACTIC& TO UTILIZE A CONTROL FILE FOR MAIL COVERS. RATHERy; THEY
ARE NORKLD FROM THE SUBSTANTIVE FILE. . THEREFORE, THERE_Is NO
PRACTIGAL METHOD TO DETERMINE THE NUMBER.OF MAIL_COVERS»IHAT1MAY x :
-YQVE BEEN.PLACED IN YEARS PAST. HOWEVER, BECAUSE THEY:WERE NOT
AVAILABLA AS AN INVESTIGATIVE TECHNIQUE BETWEEN 1564 AND 1973, THE

TOTAL NUMBER SINCE

’\w

-m,..,‘,

I960 WOULD NOT BE LARGE. THERE FOLLOWS SPECIFIG
RESPONSE FROM SAN FRANCISCO FILES TO REQUESTS IN REFERENCED
TELETYPE. |

i

GUS SURVEY (BUFILE 65-67083, SF 1@5-11581>/
(- 102

THE GUS SURVEY Was INSTITUTED BY THE SAN FRANCISCO QFFICE oF

FBI UN OCTOBER 34, 1961, AND WAS DISCONTINUED O FEBRUARY 3, 1962,

THE SURW.Y TOOK PLACE AT THE RINCON ANNEX POST OFFICE IN SAN &;i
a:z h"‘
FRANCISCO. ' JUL 251975 $

t":f.;\'(!w\é Vo = 10 h-...:.-r,_, ;)

\
.\’@;wian'
”ni\]x"i

*‘r-éh-vl& et o

:9ROIITE. IN LNVEL@PE
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PAGE TWO SF 62-6887 R

~ THE PRINARY OBJECTIVE OF THE GUS SURVEY WAS TO ATTEWPT TO
;oCATE AND UNCOVER SOVIET ILLEGAL AGENTS.  THE SURVEY INVOLVED
THE é%AMINgTION OF ALL FIRST CLASS MaIlL ENVELOPESZARRJVING AT THE
RINCON ANNEX POST OFFICE WHICH ORIGINATED FROM WASHINGTON, D.C.,
_oﬁ‘NEw/YoRK'CITY, THE ENVELOPES ONLY WERE SCANNED FOR GHARACTER-
ISTICS WHICH. WOULD INDICATE THAT THEY COULD HAVE'@RIGINATED FROM A
SOVIET ILLEGAL SUPPORT AGENT AND POSSIBLY BE DIRECTED 10 AN ILLEGAL
SOVIET AGENT IN THE SAN FRANCISCO AREA.

- THE SURVEY WAS BASED ON INFORMATION DEVELOPED GONCERNI NG
CUMMUNICATIONS DIRECTED FROM KNOWN ILLEGAL SUPPORT AGENTS ATIACHED |
TO SOVIET ESTABLISHMhNTS IN NEW YORK AND WASHINGTON, DuCey T0
SOVIET ILLEGAL AGENTS RESIDING IN THE UNITED STATES. PREVIOUS
ANALY SIS OF MAIL COMMUNICATIONS FROM SOVIET ILLEGAL SUPPORT AGENTS
T0 SOVIET ILLEGALS OPERATIONG IN THE UNITED STATES IN THE 1968'S
- REVEALED THAT PRIMARY CHARACTERISTICS O SUSPECT ENVELOPES WERE :

. LACK OF RETURN ADDRESS.
2. TYPEWRITTEN ADDRESS IN BLOGK FORM.
3. USE OF LINCOLN $.84 STAMNPS.
4, USE OF "BUSINESS SIZE" WHITE OR BROWN ENVELOPES ,
5. ADDRESS OCCASIONALLY TYPEWRITTEN ON A4 "STICKER" GLUED

EERE

)
<

NW 55089 DocId:32989618 Page 115
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R
PAGE THREE  SF 62-6887
- TO ENVELOPE,

WHEN AN ENVELOPE WITH WANY OR ALL OF THE ABOVE CHARACTERISTICS
wAS OBSERVED , AN INVESTIGATION WAS INSTITUTED FOR THE PURPOSE OF
DETERMINING IF THE ADDRESSEE COULD POSSIBLY BE A SOVIET ILLEGAL .
QGENI. & | /

THIS SURVEY WAS AUTHORIZED FOR 4 60 DAY PERIOD AND WAS
TERMINATED AT ONE POINT DURING 1961 CHRISTMAS RUSH ONLY TO BE |
RE-INSTITUTED IN ORDER TO COMNPLETE THE 60 DAY AUTHORIZATION PERIOD,

~ SINCE ALL FIRST CLASS NAIL ENVELOPES WERE SCANNED, IT WAS
ESTIMATED.THAT APPROXIMATELY 130,000 ENVELOPES A DAY WOULD BE
SCANNED FOR THE ABOVE CHARACTERISTIC. |

DURING THE SURVEY PERIOD, WORE THAN 1,101,880 ENVELOPES WERE
SCANNED AND 83 INVESTIGATIONS WERE INITIATED, /ALL 83 INVESTIGATIONS
WERE EVENTUALLY CLOSED INASMUCH AS NO INTELLIGENCE OPERATIONS OR
ILLEGAL AGENTS APPEARED TO BE INVOLVED IN-ANY OF THE SUSPECT MaIL.

'PERTINENT COMMUNICATIONS CONCERNING THE GUS SURVEY AND
INCLUDED IN BOTH SAN FRANCISCO AND BUREAU FILES ARE AS FOLLOWS

' SAN FRANCISGO LETTER TO THE BUREAU DATED SEPTEMBER 26, 1961,
CAPTIONED "SAM SURVEY," BUREAU FILE 65-65884,

M 55089  DocId:32589618 Pags 116
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| PAGE FOUR SF &-6887 i Jﬁﬁ
| ADDITIONAL PERTLNENT CONMINICATIONS CONCERNING THE GUS
| SURVEY AND LOCATED IN BUREAU FILE 65-67003 AND SAN FRANCISCO
FILE 165-1158], ARE AS FOLLOWS: -
BUREAU LETTER TO SAN FRANGISCO DATED OGTOBER 4, 1S61.
'SAN FRANGISCO AIRTEL TO THE BUREAU DATED OCTOBER 13, 1961.
'BUREAU LETTER T0 SAN FRANCLSCO DATED OCTOBER I8, 1961,
© SAN FRANCISCO LETTER TO BUREAU DATED NOVEMBER L, 1561,
WNFIRNING THAT THE eus SURVEY WAS INSTITUTED AT 12361 AM,
0CTOBER 38, 1961, AND THAT SYNBOL NUMBER CSSF 2536-5 WAS ASSIGNED.
© SaN FRANGISCO LETTER TO BUREAU DATED NOVEBER 21, 1961,
SaN FRANGISCO LETTER TO BUREAU DATED JAMUARY 11, 1962.
SaN FRANCISCO LETTER TO BUREAU DATED MARCH 21, 1962,

QU NFIRMI NG THAT THE GUS SURVEY WAS DISCONTINUED ON FEBRUARY 9, 1962,

IN VIEW OF THE ANOUNT OF ENVELOPES WHICH HAD TO BE SCANNED
MJMEROUS AGENTS OF THE SAN FRANCISGO OFFICE OF THE FBI WERE
\MILIZED INCLUDING THE FOLLOWLNG 2
| RICHARD E. STEPHENS
© JOHN T. KERLER
DOUGLAS G. ALLEN
STANLEY J. EAGER

! 1 P“LF’%
SRR

)

‘—-—-r"
oo
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WILLIAM F. MG LAUGHLIN
FRED ELLEDGE
WILLIAM A GOHENDET
DONALD L. COFFLN
'JOSEPH M. WUSLICH
HARRY L. MC NEILL
KEITH G. TEETER
WAYNE Ko WELCH
'DAVID C. SPENCER

" STANLEY F., FEWSTER
DANIEL A. GROVE
JOHN P. MC HUGH
JAMES E, SHERRIFF
CLIFFORD J. CARMODY

JAMES WEIL

LR

R

'}ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁk
o ' ’

v

CHIPROP (BUFILE 105-121706, SF 165-2563)
CHIPROP'WAS OPENED AT SAN FRANGISGO BY SAN FRANCISCO LETTER

TO BUREAU DATED SEPTEMBER 17, 1954, AND WAS OPERATED AS A MAIL

COVER UNTIL JULY, 1956, WHEN CONTENTS OF A LETTER REGEIVED FROM

_CHIMA BY COMMUNIST PARTY FUNCTIONARY , ELIZABETH GURLEY FLYNN, VWERE

MW 55089 DocId:32%989618 Page 118
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| PAGE SIX SF @-6887 EqﬁﬁﬁT
SET OUT IN SAN FRANGISCO LETTER ro BUREAU DATED JuLY 25, 1956.
IHEREAFIEE CONTENTS OF LETTERS FROM CHINA WERE REGULARLY EXAMINED
1TENS 1IN CHINESE VERE REGULARLY FURNISHED TO THE BUREAU FOR TRANS-
LATION ON A SELECTIVE BASIS. APPROXIMATELY 42, 009 ITENS OF
(ORRES PO NDE NCE APPEAR TO HAVE BEEN EXAMINED UNDER THE CHIPROP
PROGRAM. THE CASE WAS ORIGINALLY OPENED IN CONNEGTION WITH THE
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT POLIGY OF INTERCEPTING COMMUNIST
'PROPAGANDA FRONM ABROAD AND EXAMINATION OF MAIL WAS HANDLED THROUGH
THE RESTRICTED NERCHANDISE SECTION OF THE UNITED STATES cusroms
OFFICE AT SaN FRANCISCO. SAN FRANCISCO AIRTEL DATED APRIL 6, 1961,
DIRECTED TO BUREAU FILE 134=5188, INDICATED COVERAGE DISCONTINUED
SINCE INTERCEPTION OF COMMUNIST PROPAGANDA DISCONTINUED BY |
PRESIDENTIAL ORDER ON HARCH 17, 1961, BUREAU RADIGGRAMN DATED
APRIL 11, 1561, REQUESTED COMMENTS REGARDING RESUMPTION OF COVERAGE
AND SANE WAS REINSTITUTED JULY 14, 1961, WITH SAN FRANCISCO AIRTEL

' THAT DATE. BY SAN FEANciSco AIRTEL DATED APRIL 23, 1962, CHIPROP
COVERAGE WAS DISCONTINUED SINCE RESTRICTED WERGHANDI SE UNIT MO VED

| FROM ‘CUSTOMS HOUSE 0 RLNCON -ANNEX OF UNITED STATES POST OFFICE.
BUREAU LETTER DATED SEPTEMBER l4, 1963 REQUESTED SAN FRANCISCO
DETERMINE IF CHIPROP COVERAGE COULD BE RESUMED. SAN FRANGISGO

M 5508% DocId:32589%9618 Page 118 Y
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PAGE SEVEN SF 62-6887 v
LETTER DATED SEPTEMBER 21, 1962, ADVISED CSSF 2279-5 COULD NOT
BE RE-ACTIVATED BUT POSSIBILITY OF RESUMPTION-OF ‘GHIPROP COVERAGE
THROUGH THAT SOURCE WOULD BE FOLLOWED. SAN FRANGISCO AIRTEL DATED
JUNE 12, 1963, ADVISED THAT CHIPROP COVERAGE WAS BEING RE-INSTITUTED
THROUGH THE FOREIGN PROPAGANDA UNIT AT THE UNITED STATES CUSTONS
HOUSE, THAT SOURCE BEING DESIGNATED AS CSSF 2641-S. WHEN THE
FOREIGN PROPAGANDA UNIT MOVED TO RINCON ANNEX, MAIL COVERAGE
CONTINUED TO BE SECURED THROUGH IT AND STILL LATER, COVERAGE WaS
SECURED THROUGH THE HEAD OF THE AIR WAIL FACILITY OF THE UNITED
STATES POST OFFICE, 1IN ALL CASES, MAIL SELECTED FOR EXAMINATION
WAS OPENED ONLY IN THE SN FRANCISGO OFFICE OF THE FBI DURING
EARLY MORNING HOURS JUST AFTER MIDNIGHT AND WAS RETURNED TO THE
PUSTAL FACILITY SAME DATE.
CHICLET (BUFILE 105-121786, SF 185-14767) |
CHIGLET WAS INITIATED IN COWPLIANCE WITH BUREAU LETTER DATED
SEPTEMBER 9, 1965. SAN FRANCISCO LETTER DATED OCTOBER 28, 1963,
INDICATED CHIGLET COVERAGE WOULD BE COVERED THROUGHK THE SUPER-
iNrENDANT OF THE AIR MAIL FACILITY OF THE UNITED STATES POST OFFICE
AM) INITIAL EXANINATION YOULD BE MADE IN HIS OFFICE. HOWEVER, AS
I# THE CASE OF GHLPROP, ALL ITEMS SELECTED FOR INTERNAL EXANINATION

BT
gL
—~ N \\
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WERE TAKEN TO THE FBI OFFICE TO BE OPENED AND XEROXED.

CHIPROP COVERAGE WAS DESIGNATED AS FURNISHED BY CSSF 2670-S.
_MORE THAN 4,000 ITEMS WERE EXAMINED UNDER THE GHICLET PROGRAMN,

' GHICLET AND CHIPROP COVERAGE BOTH WERE 'DISCONTINUED IN 1966
AFTER LIN Po LEE WAS APPOINTED AS POSTHASTER OF SAN FRANCISCO,
JANUARY 24, 1966, IT BEING POINTED OUT TO THE BUREAU THAT LEE
HAD BEEN ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT OF CONGRESSMAN PHILLIP'BURTON
AND THAT IT WAS FELT NO CHANCE SHOULD BE TAKEN THAT BURTON MIGHT
BECOUE AWARE OF THE COVERAGE BY THE FBI.'

'CHIPROP AND CHIGLET GOVERAGE WERE CARRIED OUT UNDER THE
SUPERVISION OF FORMER SUPERVISOR RICHARD G. FLETGHER, WHO IS NOW
RETIRED AND RESIDING IN SAN MATEO, CALIFORNIA. THE CHIPROP CASE

WAS FIRST ASSIGNED TO SA PATRICK J. HAGGERTY AND WAS HANDLED
DURING 1964 BY FORWER SA PAUL J TSCHIDA, THE CHIPROP .CASE AWAS
REASSIGNED ON JANUARY 15, 1965, 10 SA BERTRAM WORTHLNGTON, WHO
GUNTINUED TO_HANDLE THE CASE UNTIL IT WAS CLOSED IN 1966, THE
‘CHICLET CASE WAS ASSIGNED TO SA PATRICK J. HGGERTY AT ITS
IHCEPTION AND WAS REASSIGNED ON JANUARY 27, 1964, TO SA BERTRAMN
WORTHINGTON, WHO CONTINUED TO HANDLE IT UNTIL IT WAS GLOSED IN
I966. N0 EXACT RECORD IS AVAILABLE OF THE IDENTITIES OF THE

Vﬁ?”

)_A/ .«
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CHIGLET PROGRANS. HOWEVER, SaN FRANGISCO FILE 105-2563, SERIAL
99 IS A MEMORANDUM DATED DECEMSER 28, 1963, WHICH LISTS SPECIAL _
AGENTS WHO SHOULD RECEIVE SMALLPOX VACGINATIONS BECAUSE OF THE -
VOLUNE OF MALL FROM GHINA AND HONG KONG WHICH THEY WERE HANDLING .
THE SPECIAL AGENTS LISTED WERE THE FOLLOWING:
DOUGLAS G. ALLEN
THOWAS D+ MG GOLDRICK  °
WILLIAM A. COHENDET (SINGE RETIRED)
DAVID No NUNN
DANIEL A. GROVE
WILLIAM F. MC LAUGHLIN
. PalL J. TscuiDA (SINCE RESIGNED)
‘VJOSEPH M. WUSHLICH |
" ALBERT G. HIGGLNS
BERTRAM WORTHINGTON
RICHARD E. STEPHENS (SINCE RETIRED)
STANLEY F. FEWSIER (SINCE RETIRED)
VAJA KOLOMBATOVIC | |
G. STEWART THATFORD (SINCE RETIRED)

3 W e e 8
° sl YD
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- PAGE TEN  SF 62-6887 L
PATRIGK Je HAGGERTY, JR. R
HARRY L. MC NEILL (SINCE RETIRED)
| sF 5593-5:]-@55-

SINCE AUGUST 15, 1972, SAN FRANCISCO HAS MAINTAINED A MAIL
GUVER ON THE SOVIET CONSULATE, 2790 GREEN STREET, SAN FRANCISCO, |
GALIFORNEA, FOR THE PURPOSE OF ASSISTING THE BUREAU IN FULFILLING
ITS INVESTIGATIVE RESPONSIBILITIES PERTAINING TO THE INTERNAL
SECURITY OF THE UNITED STATES. THE MATTER IS ENTITLED SOVIET
QUNSUL GENERAL, SAN FRANGISCO, CALIFORNIA, IS - R, BUREAU FILE

w:-zmaaa.-{slj

THIS MAIL COVER WHICH OCCURS AT THE MARINA STATION, UNITED

STATES POST OFFICE, LOCATED AT 3225 FILLMORE STREET, SaN FRANCISCO,
CALIFOBNIA, s PRESENTLY HANDLED STRICTLY BY UNITED STATES POST
OFFICE EMPLOYEES THROUGH THE GOOPERATION OF POSTAL INSPECTOR J. W
WINEGAR FOR FIRST CLASS MAIL[gm EFFORTS TO DETERMINE THE IDENTITY
OF PERSONS IN CORRESPONDENCE WITH THE CONSULATE. BUREAU. EMPLOYEES

DO NOT ACTIVELY PARTICIPATE IN THE PHYSICAL REVIEW OF MAIL. MAIL
IS NUT OPENED OR INTERCEPTED AND FBI IS ONLY PROVIDED WITH RETURN
ADDRESS ON ENVELOPES ADDRESSED TO SAN FRANCISCO SOVIET CONSULATE.
THE MAIL COVER OF THE SOVIET GONSULATE WAS INITIATED BY A LEITEg:],FS%T

#:65360 DocId:32989618
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fROM ACTING DIRECTOR L. PATRIGK GRAY, III, 0 THE ASSISTANT POST-
WASTER GENERAL, INSPECTION SERVIGCE, UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE,
WASHINGTON, D+C., DATED JULY 13, 1972, FOR A PERIOD OF 120 DAYS.
THE JUSTIFIGATION FOR SAME GOVER HAS BEEN RENEWED AT 120 DAY

| INTERVALS SINCE THAT DATE AND IS CURRENTLY JUSTIFIED UNTIL

JULY 13, 1975,

CLASSIFIED BY 547¥\XGDS 2 AND 3, INDEFINITE.
END o

HOLD PLS

!
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~ Mr. Adams
- Mr. Wannall
- Mr. Cregar
Mr. Mintz
- Mr. Hotis
- Mr. Daly -~

Rl et el
1

auly 2. 1975

(.) 1 e_Personnel File Special Agent
; | | David E. Todd
i) Mr, David E. Todd 1 - Mr. Miller

20 Cozzolimo Drive o

Millbrze, California 94030

Dear Mr. Todd:
Thask you for your letter of Junc 11;’1975.

You are released Zrom the FBI Employmont Agreemant
" for the purpose of a Stoff interview by the Semate Select
Committee on mtalum Activities comcsrning COINTELPRO

and the imwvestigatios at 2ea Frencisce, California, of the
Black Panthor Party. i

I am not swars of aBy ether mlease you may rmquira.

Wmmxwumn, 1975, a o
8pecial Agant will be @mmme Mm ths imterview to !
m:&at you in making a determing

L yponos phould be m @o a pard ;
m i® not Go be comglidered pz'ﬁmte counsal md he will
mot be presest mmq tbe mmﬂ:.

FBY files will mot be mads mvailable for the

interview. »
% ﬁ#ﬁb// f\ﬁ? cimmm - Stncorely yours, [ERCLOSURE |
ML TR INFORMER CSSIFED o JJRIAG 107 L
v s WSS o el REC- 0T ) o e “’179
o DATES= 3 Claremce M. K@lley 3 JUr 9 1975
Aésoc. Dir, Director 3
o A | ———

admin, JDMziX?:eek S . Af ﬂ
Comp. Syst. ____
Exv.pAHalra —_— : L-“’\ .

Files & Com. _
Gen. Inv.

dent. E: Former SA Todd signed a secrecy agreement with the Bureau on :

Inspection 12 3 6 2
Intell. . o K
Laboratory J.“/ e T § . g,)\ ;
Plan. & Eval. __ - J R ¢O \L&l /
Spec. Inv. ___ WVV\' N " 4 . '
Training '
Lagel Coun. /'A/V P ) . ‘
Telephone Rm. s / e .
Director Sec’y ___ MAIL ROOM ¢, TELETYPE UNIT [:j R [REND BTN
MW 65994~ Docld: 32175170 -Page 4% - - ~-



, July 2, .1975
airtold

.._\\

%“7544;2&5 ——
.

To: S&C, Sen Francisco (62-6887) AU_mHmMAﬂoNcmﬂAmED

i
UNGLAS
From: Direoctor, FBI (62-116395) ggim : $j? 79%7 //

s e e
P -~

P>
uuhjecc‘r‘gEESTUDY 75\\

,—-—-M

ReButel June 9, 1975.

Enclosed is a letter £rom the Director to formor
Spzeial Agent David B, Tedd. You, an ASRC, or Senior Supervisor
plcasc hgnd deliver enclosed ictter to Mr. Todd 1mmva1ﬂtcly.

o . You are reminded of a memorandum to all employees,

Re: | "INDPERVIEIS OF ¥BI EMPLOYEES, " in vhich the Director :

- advised thic Dureasu hasz pledged its cooperation with the Congress.
Enclosure S ) ' : _
1-Mr. Adams con T
1-Mr. Wannall - £ - , : :
. 1-Mr. Cregar. S g P
- 1-Mr. Mintz .- 7 - ' ‘
1-Mr. Hotis ) Rk
1-Mr. Daly ‘ )
1-Personal File Spec1al Agent David E. Todd

1-Mr. M:Lllerj_/ , é&_ //é’é ?5"' 3&5/

PVD: 1gp, - 7 S VT VR N '%;k\‘{A
(1207 ) worosust s f7 4 & ———
oo | o TILEDS | ('7 . LB UL 9 1975

Dep. AD Adm. _. j . o -
Dep. AD lnv. . ’ JUL () ‘]9/ 5 X ’\{)‘ L) "' "
. ‘ e \ Y e
Asst, Dir.: ;‘_\‘_“;‘_.., - : A \
Admin, : -FBI '
AT -
Comp. Syst. .. \3 -
Ext, Affairs .
Files & Com.
Gen. Inv.
ldent. _ ; P K '
inspection o . J/Iﬂl") A o : ) . Y ’
I latell. .__)v / (J’ ‘ . ! Y
l Loboratory }.M ’ ,/ ;r.)/ . ! . B

Plan. & Eval. y »J‘?,"
Spec. {nv. '—.'_—ry/‘\ . / 1
. Training —% ¢ W 1‘5
'E__g,'.i;w-—“-'- <, / {
Telephone Rm. o

NGS5 5A D ST AT 51 T @% - TR oNIT g T e | - POt
e’ - : ) ' :

o ¢ . : {I)}




| \
; NR@55 WA CODE |
,{ 11:42PM NITEL 7/5/75 PLD

GPoO 909.767

TO,LO?iANGELES
SAN DIEGO |
SAN FRANCISCO
FROM DIRECTOR (62-116395)
SENS§5;; 75 7;2$5$F?Z£§i:;z;23?”
BUDED COB JULY 14, 1575 -
" UNITED STATES SELECT COMMITTEE TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL
OPERATIONS QIHARESEECT T0 INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES IS
EXAMINING "MEASURES DIRECED AGAINST THE BLACK PANTHER PARTY
(BPP) 1N THE LATE 19653 AND EARLY 197@S IN SAN FRANCISCO -
OAKLAND, LOS ANGELES AND SAN DIEGO, CALIFoémlA; BY THE FIELD
OFFICES OF THE FBI.” AS A PART OF THIS.REQUEST FBIHQ HAS BEEN
REQUESTED TO FURNISH " LIST OF ALL LocAL_PoLICE DEPARTMENTS
_ AND PERSONNEL CONTACTED RELATIVE TO THIS COINTELPRO; .A LIST OF
ALL MEDIA PERSONS CONTACTED IN RELATION TO THIS COINTELPRO AND
THE‘mEDIA AFFILIATION; AND A LIST OF ALL FBI PERSONNEL
CONNECTED WITH THIS COINTELPRO, THEIR SPECIFIC CONNECTION, AND

THEIR P?ESENT LocAION," INiADDITION TO AdeE; THE COMMITTEE

%9 Ll £243— 1)
W éé——r/ 74@/#@9/1
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»

"PAGE TVO | | o
‘REQUESTS INFORMATION AS, Tb‘THE’WHEREABOUTS~ANDKCURRENT
’RELATIONSHIP TO THE FBI ‘OF "PRIMARY CASE AGENTS RESPONSIBLE
FOR THIS COINTELPRO IN THE FIELD." |
IT IS FELT BY FBIHQ THAT THE ABOVE INFORMATION SHOULD
BE EXCLUDED FROM DATA BEING FURNISHED COMMITTEE HOWEVER,
SHOULD NEGOTIATIONS FAIL IN OBTAINING AND EXEMPTION THIS
DATA IS BEING COMPILED AT FBIHQ. IT ;SXREALIZED THAT A
PARTIAL ANswER‘Eo THESE QUESTIONS MAY BE AVAILABLE IN BUREAU .
FILESc*HowEVER? COMPLETE DAEA?NECESSARY 1S NOT AVAIABLE'AI
FBIHQ. ALL OFFICES SHOULD FURNISH BY TELETYPE HO LATER
THAN CLOSE OF BUSINESS JULY 14, 1975, ATTENTION INTELLIGENCE
DIVISION - MR. W. O, CREGAR, DATA REQUESTED BY THE COMMITTEE
SE OUT ABOVE. | o
END 9
HOLD
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Al Ly .

Dep.~-A.D.-Adm..__, ‘

Dep-AD-Inve .
Asst, Dir.:
Admia,

Cuan, Syst. L

R 084 SF CODE
Ext. Affairs — .

1246 PN URGENT T/14/75 MGC= -~ '+ - o | p A —
. : L L5 L€ AN FoL A —

‘ - o g i Ident. ... .

TO REC TOR \ . - f" ) ! JW(,? e L
- K 7; =) .EHE

FROM SAN FRANCISCO (62-6887) 4P ‘ N?

. ! - 2

AT INTELLI%EE?E DIVISION - MR, wqyp” CREGAR

UNTTED STATES SELECT COMMITTEE TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL 0/ﬁRAT&dﬁ ;;;fgm
Director Sec'y __ |

\\‘WITH RESPECT T0 INTELLLGENCE ACTIVITIES IS EXAMINING ) MEASURES N
DIRECTED AGAINST THE.BLACK PANTHER PARTY (BPP) IN THE LATE

e —— ]

o

Ty iy ..

b
| Spon . Inv. -....._.....“
|

—

N
A\HSG@S AND EARLY 19768 IN SAN FRANCISCO - OAKLAND, LOS ANGELES [

AND SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA, BY THE RTELD OFFICES OF THE F “/,// L
/QT

!

e i APV,

RE BUREAU NITEL JULY S, 1975,
FOLLOWING IS A LIST OF ALL LOCAL POLICE~BEPARTMENTS AND

—f
’(\ "[,1 f /.

("N
\“\{.-

PERSONNEL CONTACTED BY THE SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION RELATIVE TO
THIS COINTELPRO: |

IN NOVEWMBER 1968, UNKNOWN OFFICERS OF THE SAN FRANCISCO A
POLICE DEPARTHENT WERE CONTACTED IN ORDER TO GIVE WILFREngf FZQV‘é%EL;;lJ
'HOLIDAY, ALSO KNOWN AS CAPTAIN CRUTCH, SPECIAL PRIVILEGES AT & 7 |
CITY PRISON, SEE SAN FRANCISCO LETTER DECEMBER 2, 1968, ,:EZ"'

ENTITLED "COUNTERINTELLIGENCE PROGRAM, BLACK NATIONALIST - HATE
GROUP, RACIAL INTELLIGENCE (BLACKX PANTHER PARTY); BUFILE t00-44800€,

o
s

- ‘(/ ., EX_].OB

75 0>
A\.L \NFOPu MATION CONTA\NED

HEREL ) u§§?Agi£§2;_:zafZEZBCﬁ’

onreldfL/E3- & Jy e e
i
o M/% |

Lﬁgg'ﬁ (/ .2_ /u/i{;..'i) /o - 1—“, I

PO A UTD AR

3 JuL 211975

t§ ?510[8‘j ?)0011?1.:7352989624
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PAGE TWO SF 62-6887 )

IN JANUARY 1569, UNKNOWN PoLICE;OFFICERé,-BéﬁxﬁLEY POLICE
DEPARTMENT, WERE ADVISED THAT RICHARD AND SAM NAPIER WERE
MEMBERS OF THE BPP, THIS INFORMATION WAS FURN;SHEb'TO THE
BERKELEY POLICE DEPARTMENT AFTER AN ARMORED CAR WAS HELD UP AND
A GUARD MURBERED.AND~THE GETAWAY CAR WAS FOUND TO BE REGISTERED
10 RICHARD NAPIER, SEE SAN FRANCISCO LETTER TO THE BUREAU
JANUARY 13, 1965, ENTITLED "COINTELPRO, BLACK NATIONALIST = HATE
GROUPS (BLACK PANTHER PARTY). |

"IN EARLY 1969, AN UNKNOWN OFFICER, SHERIFF'S OFFICE,
ALAMEDA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, AT OAKLAND, WAS ADVISED OF THE USE
BY A FILM COMPANY (MGM) OF BLACK PANTHERS AS "PROPS™ IN THEIR
FILMING OF BERKELEY RIOT SCENES, THE SHERIFF'S OFFICE IN TURN
FURNISHED THIS INFORMATION TO THE BERKELEY PRESS, SEE SAN

FRANCISCO LETTER TO THE BUREAU MARCH 18, 1969, ENTITLED

"COUNTERINTELLIGENCE PROGRAM, BLACK NATIONALIST - HATE GROUP,
RACIAL INTELLIGENCE, BLACK PANTHER PARTY.”
"IN APRIL 1969, INFORMATION WAS RECEIVED THAT THE BPP WAS

PLANNING A MEETING BETWEEN SOME OF.THEIR LEADERS AND SOME OF THE

PEOPLE WHO HAD LEFT THE PARTY IN AN EFFORT TO GET THEY BACK
TOGETHER, THIS INFORMATION WAS FURNISHED TO RICHARD\YAGNER,

/-7 , ' TR W-ﬁ‘_,‘r
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PAGE THREE SF 62-6887

OAKLAND POLICE DEPARTMENT, ON APRIL 18, 1969, WHO, IN TURN,

APPARENTLY FED THE INFORMATION TO THE BLACK PANTHER RENEGADES
WHO CONSTRUED THiS‘APPARENTLY AS A "SET UP" AND DID NOT ATTEND,
THIS INCIDENT IS RECORDED IN SAN FRANCISCO SFRIAL-157-601-201.
ON.SEPTEMBER 26, 1969, SERGEANT STAN'ﬁffTE, OAKLAND POLICE
DEPARTMENT, INTELLIGENCE UNIT\‘Wﬁg“KﬁVT”ED THAT INFORMATION —

HAS BEEN RECEIVED THAT THOMAS JOLLY, A BPP MEMBER, WAS PLANNING

T0 CONTACT PROBATION OFFICER IN OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA, 'TO - L
REPRESENT HIMSELF AS THE UNCLE OF BELVA NEWSON, ANOTHER BPP
MEMBER WHO HAD BEEN ARRESTED, JOLLY, WHO IS NOT NEYSON'S UNCLE,
PLANNED TO ARRANGE FOR HER RELEASE TO THEM, THIS MATTER IS
RECORDED IN SAN FRANGCISCO FILE 157-601-356.
SAN FRANCISCO FILE DOES NOT REFLECT MEDIA PERSONNEL

WERE CONTACTED™IN RELATION TO THIS PROGRAM, wooa

u/SZ/;;;ionn N.ﬁéYERS, LAST KNOWN BY SAN FRANCISCO TO BE )
ASSISTANT LEGAT, TOYKYO, WAS NAMED COORDINATOR OF THE COINTELPRO -
BPP ON APT;:/EL/LSSS/;7THE CASE WAS REASSIGNED APRIL 18, 1968,
T0 FORMER 8K WILLIAM{COHENDET WHO PRESENTLY RESIDES AT 1557 BALBOA

s

aﬁﬁvp‘-&gﬁ—*ﬂ qn,.”.:‘;-., N

At ot e S

WAY, BURLINGAME, CALIFORNIA 94019, THIS MATTER WAS REASSIGNED
T0 SA LEO S)/BRENNEISEN.MAY 16, 1965, THE MATTER WAS CLOSED ON
MAY 1, 1971. I A

It '
PLS—MAKE-READ-LAST-PARAGRAPH-2- NB—-EI-NE——S—RD—'W ORD™READ—TOKYO—REPT—TOKYO

HW 55108 DocId:32989624 Page 233
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THIS MATTER WAS SUPERVISED BY FORMER SA ALBERT P¢RCLARK

FROM APRIL 3, 1968 TO MAY 9, 1970. CLARK PRESENTLY RESIDES
66 ELM AVENUE, LARKSPUR, CALIFORNIA 94959.‘ COINTELPRO - BPP

WAS SUPERVISED BY FORMER Sa DAVID Eé TODD FROM FEBRUARY S, 1970

e tr—— mm

10 MAY 1, 1971, TODD RESIDES AT 2 COZZOLINO DRIVE, MILLBR@&E,

T T \

CALIFORNIA 94030,

e m——— o e

T ——

END
LER—FWKUTXX"WATT’ﬁ“WTNﬁTE*-0N‘3RE~PAGE—Z~B%%—27—%ND~$BE
LAS$~E%NE~LASJ;QSA~— ‘ T

4@RD“REAB~MTEEBR§E“REFT“MTttBRAE”“
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. A, Mintz

mwﬁﬁuﬁ{” / ; Mr, J. B. Hotis)’ }v
| | -1 /M, W. R, Wanmall  ~
N CODE TELETYPE NITEL
: 1.- Mr. W. 0. Cregar
- TO SACS SAN DIEGO ' JULY 17, 1975
\ SAN FRANCISCO 1 - Mc, S. F. Phillips ,
* / SEATTLE - . PERSONAL ATTENTION
' rmOM DIRECIOR FBI (62-116395) . “,
. SENSTUDY 75 ALL INTORMAT!Q\} COMTAINED <. (;E',Q,

' EREN xf UNGLASSIFIED L
P Al T T
/ REBUTEL MAY 2, 1975, R dlﬁ - ey

INQUIRIES MADE OF BUREAU BY SENATE SELECT COMMITIEE (SSC)
CONCERNING BELOW-LISTED FORMER FBI EMPLOYEES SUGGESTS THAT THEY
MAY BE INTERVIEWED BY SSC STAFF. INTERVIEWS WILL CONCERN
COINTELPRO ACTIVITIES DIRECTED AGAINST THE BLACK PANTHER PARTY
IN THE LATE 1960'S AND EARLY 1970'S BY THE SAN DIEGO, )

SAN FRANCISCO AND SEATTLE OFFICES. SET OUT BELOW ARE LAST

RECORDS UMY

KNOWN ADDRESSES OF THESE FORMER BUREAU EMPLOYEES.

“EACH OF THESE FORMER EMPLOYEES IS TO BE IMMEDIAIEEY 3

TOPY RETAINED T

PERSONN

CONTACTED AND ALERTED THAT HE MIGHT BE APPROACHED BY THE sSC

STAFF. THEY SHOULD BE TOLD THAT IN THE EVENT THEY ARE INTER-

VIEWED AND DURING THE COURSE OF SAME, QUESTIONS ARE ASKED WHICH

]/\/V .
‘ RELATE TO SENSITIVE BUREAU OPERATIONS (SOURCES, METHODS, -
Moo a0 am . SFP:1hb | hlo - \
Dopr D v — (7) A, SEE NOTE PAGE 3
AAdr;ni:. “.___ : Q?éé\) B N
Comp. Syst. ___.. . - & / ‘ . - : Q) -, y
Ext. Affairs ___ PSR PR HINN Pl 1 - / .- ’V‘K'\ 3 52‘
| : ! Lemra IV /.’ R [ s / ¢ L.
ST ELCATIONS S ml@ﬂ - Lo ll 2 .....q.../
Ident. - ' i “\ a !, .
llrr:fs:lcl.chon L( ,l ‘ J y i“ ‘ 8 'JUL 21 197‘3 . N 2§/
Laboratory .. Z ‘ / R . ’ ) O CRzE———— “ ‘{
Plan. & Eval. _ ,", ;f Lo o5 ‘ "'.'Q-w
i':::;::;' — L P‘“ fore Z '
Legal Coun ) v { / oo
Telaphon £ . dahloy - .
jrecgor § _2 1\@7}51%001\4 [} TELETYPE UNIT ‘ V, {0 C; '!i “ ) ‘
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PAGE THO 62-116395

TECHNIQUES, THIRD AGENCY.RULE AND omgoxﬁs ;NVESIIGATIONs),

THEY MAY REQUEST AN FBI AGENT BE’?RESENi; BUREAU WILL PROVIDE -
AGENT ON REQUEST OF INTERVIEVEE. AGENT'WILL NOT BE PRESENT AT
INTERVIEW ITSELF BUT MERELY AVAILABLE'NEARBY FOR coméﬁLiATION
PURPOSES. AS A PRELUDE TO INTERVIEW,-THE FORMER EMPLOYEE MAY,
AFTER BEING CONTACTED BY SSC STAFF, CONTACT BUREAU'S LEGAL
COUNSEL DIVISION BY COLLECT CALL FOR FULL INFORMATION TO ASSIST
HIM, TNCIUDING OBLIGATIONS AS TO CONFIDENTIALITY OF INFQRMAIIQN
ACQUIRED 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. COWTACTS WITH THESE FORMER EMPLOYEES TO BE

HANDLED PERSONALLY BY SAC OR ASAC. 1IN EVENT’THIS NOT FEASIBLE
FOR JUST CAUSE, TO BE HANDLED BY A SENIOR SUPERVISOR.

BUREAU SHOULD BE ADVISED BY TELEIYPE AFIER THE FORMER
EMPLOYEES HAVE BEEN CONTACIED IN LINE WITH THE ABOVE INSTRUCTIONS.
IF A FORMER EMPLOYEE NO LONGER Id YOUR TERRITORY OR’fEMPORARILY
AWAY, SET OUT LEAD TO OTHER OFFICE TMMEDIATELY WITH COPY TO
FBI HEADQUARTERS. B N

SAN DIEGO: ROBERT S, BAKER, 4268 HORTENS\IA, SAN DIEGO,

CALIFORNIA 92103, . -7

—

’
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PAGE THREE 62-116395

~ | SAN FRANCISCO: ALBERT P. CLARK, 66 ELM AVENUE, LARKSPUR,

—

CALIFORNIA 94939, HIiLIAM406ﬁﬁNDET,:1557:BALBQA WAY,
BURLINGAME, CALIFORNIA 94010, R

| SEATTLE: LEROY W, SHEETS, 5725 72ND STREET, H.E.,
MARYSVILLE, WASHINGTON 98270.
NOTE: | 3

The referenced Bureau teletype 5/2/75 was a general
instruction to all SACs concerning the SSC and Bureau's
cooperation with same. We are currently processing a request
from the SSC concerning COINTELPRO-BPP in West Coast offices,
and among the items of information we are supplying are the
current whereabouts of Agents who worked on COINTELPRO as
Coordinators and Supervisors in the indicated offices. This

teletype to alert the former Agents is in accordance with the
procedure we have been following.
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ALL INFORMATIGN SONTANER

HEREI zs NCLASSITE

DATELO

o"mﬂ

3 JUL 22 1075

%%

Agsoe, Dir.
Dep~A.D.-Adm. .
Dep-A.D-Inve.
Asst. Dir.:

Admin, oo
Comp. Syst. —
Ext. Affairs .
Files & Com., —..
Gen. Inv, e
Ident

Laboratory __-_./C
Plan. & Eval.
Spee. Inv.
Training
Legal Coun. _
Telephone Rm. .

Inspectioriﬁ/
Intell. .

Ny

Director Sec’y)__ |

FURMER SA WILLIAM COHENDET ADVISED OF CONTENTS OF RETEL q@sfv@
FURMER SA ALBERT P. CLARK IN TRAVEL STATUS ON

e




NRO53 WA CODE
8+35PN NITEL 7-30-75 FLC
TO LOS ANGELES
" SAN DIEGO
SAN FRANCISCO

FROM DIRECTOR (62-116395)
SENSTUDY 75

REBUTEL MAY. 2, 1975, _

SENATE 'SELEGT COMMITTEE (SSC) STAFF MEMBER LESTER SEIDEL
HAS FURNISHED THE FOLLOWING TENTATIVE SCHEDULE FOR INTERVIEWS
IN YOUR OFFICE: SAN DIEGO JULY 30, 1975 SAS EARL. M, PETERSEN,
LANRENCE F. WIRICK; LOS ANGEEES AUGUST 5, 1975 WALLACE E. WARD, ‘gim&

RICHARD A. BLOESER AUGUST 7, 1975 ASSISTANT DIRECTOR ROBERT E.

GEBHARDT;. SAN FRANGISCO AUGUST [1, 1975 LEO S. BRENNEISEN AUGUST
11-12, 1975. SAC CHARLES W. BATES. PURPOSE OF INTERVIEW IS TO BE
COINTELPRO AND BUREAU. TNVESTIGATION OF THE BLACK PANTHER. PARTY.
ADDITIONALLY SAC BATES WILL BE INTERVIEWED CONCERNING KNOWNLEDGE OF
"HOUSTON PLAN" BY SSC STAFF MEMBER LOCK JOHNSON.
1 HAVE WATVED YOUR EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENTS FOR' PURPOSES OF

THESE . INTERVIEWS, EACH SHOULD NOTE THAT HE HAS THE ‘RIGHT ‘TO
COUNSEL; HOWEVER, THE FBI IS UNABLE TO PROVIDE. PRIVATE COUNSEL. .

THERE ARE CERTAIN PRIVILEGED AREAS’CONCERNING‘WHICH.SAS WOULD -

WW-65994~ Bocld: 3297511 Page-58 —~— -~



PAGE TWO .
NOT BE REQUIRED TO ANSWER QUESTIONS, AREAS CONCERN INFORWATION
WHICH MIGHT DIVULGE IDENTITIES OF FBI SOURCES; INFORMATION
RELATING TO SENSITIVE METHODS AND TECHNIQUES; INFORMATION WHICH
MIGHT ADVERSELY AFFECT ONGOING FBI INVESTIGATIONS; AND INFORMATION
WHICH ORIGINATED WITH OTHER AGENCIES, INCLUDING FOREIGN
INTELLIGENCE AGENCIES.

SAN FRANCISCO NOTE RELEASE ALSO APPLIES TO FORMER SAS
ALBERT P. CLARK AND WILLIAM A, CORENDET WHO, ALONG WITH OTHER
EX-SAS ON YEST COAST, MAY ALSO BE INTERVIEWED. CLARK AND COMENDET
HAVE ALR?ADY RECEIVED FOREGOING ADVICE REGARDING PRIVATE COUNSEL
AND PRIVILEGED AREAS AND HAVE ASKED FOR CONSULTATION ASSISTANCE °
WHICH BUREAU' IS APPROVING AS BELOW. |

£ NORMALLY, FBIHQ WOULD SUPPLY REPRESENTATIVE TO BE ON-THE-
SCENE FOR CONSULTATION PURPOSES. HOWEVER, DISTANCE AND TIME
SCOPE MAKES THIS NOT FEASIBLE IN THIS INSTANCE.

THE RANKING FBI OFFICIAL IN EACH OFFICE WILL SERVE FOR
CONSULTATION PURPOSES., IN HIS ABSENCE, AN‘)SAC IN LOS ANGELES OR™
ASAC IN SN DIEGO AND SAN FRANCISCO MAY SO SERVE. PURPOSE OF
CONSULTANT, WHO WILL NOT BE PRESENT AT INTERVIEW BUT AVAILABLE
NEARBY, WILL BE TO SUPPLY ASSISTANGE IN THE EVENT PERSON BEING

MV 65994 ~Docld 32175170~ Page 56  —--- -~
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INTERVIEYED IS ASKED QUESTIONS .IN ONE OF THE PRIVILEGED AREAS
‘OR QUESTIONS. OUTSIDE THE SPECIFIED EARAMETERS‘OF THE INTERVIEV
(COINTELPRO/BLACK PANTHER PARTY). SHOULD QUESTIONS ARI'SE WHICH
CONSULTANT REPRESENTATINE CANNOT 'HANDLE SUGGEST. IMMEDIATE

TELEPHONE ‘CALL TO ‘LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION
~ SHOULD ADDITIONAL. FORMER ' SAS CONTACT YOUR OFFICE FOR ASSISTANCE,
COORDINATE WITH THEM WAIVER FROM EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT THROUGH
LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION AND FURNISH CONSULTATION SERVICES AS
REQUESTED,

| NOTE THAT RANKING OFFICIAL SERVING IN CONSULTANT

ROSITION DOES NOT REPRESENT THE PARTICULAR EMPLOYEE AS PRIVATE
‘COUNSEL.

END.

HOLD

t
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NRO50 YA CODE

9:gIPM NITEL 7-31-75 FLC

TO LOS ANGELES | |

 SAN DIEGO ' S | -
saN FRANCISCO .

FROM DIRECFOR (62~ 116395)

SENSTUDY 75

-

REBUTEL JULY 3@, 1975,
REPORTING PROCEDURES TO FOLLOW RELATIVE TO SENATE SELECT
COMMITTEE (SSC)  STAFF INTERVIEWS OF PRESENT AND FORMER SAS:
~ FOR INCUMBENTS: IMMEDIATELY AFTER INTERVIEW PREPARE LHM
REPORTING AS DETATLED AS POSSIBLE QUESTIONS ASKED AND REPLIES
GIVEN. INCLUDE WHETHER OR NOT INTERVIEWEE'S RIGHTS WERE
EXPLAINED TO HIM; DURATION OF INTERVIEW; AND IF.IT WAS NECESSARY
FOR INTERVIEWEE TO CONSULT WITH BUREAU REPRESENTATIVE, SO STATE,
ALSO' INCLUDE ADVICE GIVEN TO INTERVIEWEE BY BUREAU REPRESENTATIVE
AS TO RIGHT TO COUNSEL, PRIVILEGED AREAS, CONSULTATION PRIVILEGES,
AND PARAMETERS OF INTERVIEW, ALL AS DISCUSSED IN REFERENCED
TELETYPE, LHM SHOULD BEAR DUAL CAPTION: ™U,S. SENATE SELECT
COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENGE ACTIVITES (SSC)™; "INTERVIEW OF SA
(INSERT NAME) BY SSC STAFF MEMBER." SUBMIT ORIGINAL AND SEVEW |
COPIES OF EACH LHM TO BUREAU BY COVER AIRTEL, ATTETION i;egéifi-'/j/

W.0. CREGAR. . //LEBAL f ‘‘‘‘‘ ca @%;é$?“5
' / . i ,;:[
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FOR FORMER SAS: ANY FORMER SA WHO HAS BEEN INTERVIEWED
AND VOLUNTEERS TO FURNISH RESULTS (NOTE THAT SUCH INFORMATION SHOULD
NOT BE SOLICITED BY FBI BUT MERELY ACCEPTEDQWHEN OFFERED) SHOULD
BE THOROUGHLY DEBRIEFED AS SOON AS POSSIBLE AFTER INTERVIEW AND
LHM PREPARED AND SUBMITTED IN LINE WITK INSTRUCTIONS FOR
INCUMBENTS. SECOND HEADING OF LHM SHOULD USE TERM "FORMER SA."
END R |
MAH OF FBI LOS ANGELES FOR ONE PLUS TWO OTHERS LA CLR o
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UNITED STATES DEPARIW[ENT OI‘JUSTICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

In Reply, Please Refer to San Fréhcisco,‘California
File No. -

August 14, 1975 -
| ALLINFORMAHON CONTNNED

- HEREIN JS UNCLASSHWEDv
U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON mws 4344&1 éﬁZﬁ”kﬂ?é
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) .

INTERVIEW OF FORME SA WILLIAM A, COHENDET

-5jssc STAFF MEMBER

On August 14, 1975 retlred former Spec1a1 Agent

' William A. CoHendet was. 1nf€?v1ewed from 9:30.A.M. to

11:15 A.M. by Lester B. Seidel, Investigator for,_ the U.S.
Senate Select Committee on Intelllgence Act1v1té§°(SSC)
The interview took place dt the Hollday Inn on Van Ness
Avenue, San Francisco.

Mr. Seidel mentioned that he was serving as a
counsel for the SSC, investigating all phases of the United
States intelligence community, and he had chosen the Black
Panther Party and the Counterintelligence Program (COINTEL)
as his field. He stated that he was hoping for full
cooperation on the part of the former Special Agent.

He was advised .that former Special Agent Cohendet
was willing to cooperate with the committee and he trusted
that something constructive would come out of the effort
being put forward. Former Special Agent Cohendet also
pointed out that in his opinion the Black Panther Party (BPP)
had. been a group devoted to violence, thievery, and fraud,
and the committee should realize the type of Subjects w1th
whom they are dealing in order to place the investigation
in its proper framework.

The first question concerned the former Special
Agent's background and Bureau service. This was briefly
furnished.

Seldel then asked when and how the technical

surveillances had been installed, who initiated them, and

who approved them.

This document,pontains neither recommendations nor conclusions
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI ‘dnd is loaned to

your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed
outside your agency.



U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA WILLIAM A COHENDET QY
SSC STAFF MEMBER

The former Special Agent repiiedAthat he was
not party to any of these arrangements and did not know
any of the details.

Seidel then asked if former Special Agent
Cohendet knew the origin and purposes of the COINTEL
Program. He was informed that the former Agent did not
know the origin of the program, and said he believed its
purposes were those as set forth in the instructions which
Seidel had and which spoke for themselves. The former
Agent admitted that said program at one time had been /
assigned to him but due to the press of other functions,
he had been unable to give it a great deal of time and
" felt that during the period that it had been a581gned to
him, it had been largely ineffective.

Seidel then asked if there was any connection
between ELSUR and COINTEL and the reply was given that
obviously there would be if the ELSUR material being -0
reviewed could be considered as having any pertinence to.
a COINTEL operation. However, former Special Agent Cohendet
could not recall having used this material while the case
was assigned to him, at least to any significant degree.
Not having the files available made it impossible to
state positively if there had been any specific instance of wse
of this material.

Seidel asked as to the possible effectiveness of
anonymous letters and he was informed that in the opinion
of the former Agent, such letters, particularly having to
do with personal infidelity or thievery, which were the
usual suggested avenues, would have little effect on the
recipients who were active in such fields themselves much
of the time. In the more serious areas of perhaps trying
to falsely show that an individual was an FBI or police
informant, the former Special Agent said that the use of
this technlque would not be used for fear of causing bodily
harm or death to an innocent person due to the well~known
propensity of the BPP of dealing harshly with any suspected
deviator let alone informant.
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (ssC) \

'INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA WILLIAM A. COHENDET 6#
SSC STAFF MEMBER

Seidel then asked as to the value of ELSUR to
the BPP investigation and the former Special Agent stated
that in his belief it was extremely valuable in many ways.
For instance, it assisted and gauged the true Huey Newton,
his plans, and weaknesses. It was also valuable in esti-
mating the possible effect of a certain COINTEL program
as possibly suggested by some other office. As a result - v
of their information, the San Francisco Office usually
rejected most suggestions as being unlikely to be successful.

Seidel wonderxed i1f ELSUR was not the most
valuable, single investigative aid that the Bureau had had
in this investigation, and the former Special Agent agreed
that he was probably correct. .

‘Seidel then wondered if the COINTEL proposals}
should be part of some legislation proposed by Congress
and the former Spe01al Agent replied that the Bureau
officials, in his opinion, .should be allowed to comment
on this because the fact that the program would be ineffective
against the BPP might not be a valid argument that it would .
not work to better advantage in other circumstances.

v Former Special Agent Cohendet declined to
‘comment on the effectiveness of COINTEL as used against
the Socialist Workers Party, not having had any experlence
with 1ts use in that field.

Seidel then asked about informants and asked if
there had been any pressure from the Bureau in the develop-
ment of such sources. Former Special Agent ‘Cohendet
acknowledged that there certainly had been great pressure

. in this direction, as it was well known that informants were
a necessary part of any investigation and a police organi-
zation can never give up on this phase of its work no matter
how difficult the circumstances were in their development.
In the case of the BPP, the development of informants was
particularly difficult because of the fear that many persons
in the black community felt concerning the BPP as well as
the lack of desire to cooperate against another black
person. ’
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (ssC)

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA WILLIAM A. COHENDET BY
SSC STAFF MEMBER

Seidel asked about foreign funds belng raised
and given to the BPP, and former Special Agent Cohendet
{ recalled that "Masai' Hewitt and others went to Sweden
and other countries where the BPP raised money on Sspeech
making tours. .
/
Seidel then asked about any investigation of
BPP funds and former Special Agent Cohendet said that it
was his recollection that investigation of BPP funds had
been undertaken through legal channels but he had no
personal knowledge of the investigation and declined to
go further into-this field.

. Seidel asked about referrals of Bureau information
to the Internal Revenue Service and former Special Agent
Cohendet said that he ‘had no personal knowledge of what

had been done in this direction. /

_ Seidel then asked about the affair between
Actress Jean Seberg and "Masai" Hewitt, which had appeared
in a Hollywood gossip column and had alleged that Seberg

had become pregnant by Hewitt. Seidel said that the Los
Angeles Office of the Federal Bureau of Investigation had
admitted leaking this information to someone in the press.

Former Special Agent Cohendet knew that this
couple had been lovers, for a brief period but denied any
knowledge of any leak to the press by either San Francisco
or Los Angeles. ‘

Seidel asked if the former Agent thought that
leaking this type of information was appropriate. No
comment was offered as to this question.

Seidel, at the conclusion of the interview, said
that he had noted that the "faking" of police records as .
suggested had never been undertaken and he observed that he
believed the COINTEL abuses were being overplayed by the
press. From what he learned in interviews in San Francisco,
it seemed to him that the program had been mostly played
down and indeed, an independent judgment had been exercised
in the implementation of the program.
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U.S. SENATE SELECT 'COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA WILLIAM A. COHENDET A¥ /
SSC STAFF MEMBER » B . \

-

A A general discussion of the BPP ensued in which
former Special Agent Cohendet reiterated the criminal
background and threatening attitude of many of the BPP
members, their mendacious ways, and their lack of credi-
bility in their public statements. The former Special
Agent credited the news media with helping to build up
the BPP beyond its actual strength and influence.

Seidel asked about the former Agent s knowledge o#
for the removal of formér “SAC™ Harry "Morgan from San~ T " -
Fran01sco. ‘He sald thé only reason he was asking thig™
questlon was_in oraer O avomd~embarras§1ng former—S8SAC
‘Morgah when he interviews him- concernlng his’ p0551ble~-
knewledge*of”BPP ‘activities sometime in the future. ~Former
Special Agent Cohendet had no knowledge as to why R
Mr. Morgan was transferred ’ o ~

s

——

In summatlon, Seldel ventured the oplnlon that he
thought the ELSUR technique was far moré valuable in the
carrying out of the investigation of the BPP than the
COINTEL. Former Special Agent Cohendet had to agree -7
to the above observation.

A

Former Special Agent Cohendet was not advised
of any rights that he might have in declining to answer
any questions and Seidel said he was actually seeking
witriesses for a possible hearing in Washington, D.C. He
stated that no names would be mentioned in any write-up
he would make concerning his interviews.
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF TUSTICE’

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

In Reply, Please Refer to San Francisco, California
File No.

August 14, 1975;'.

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
DATEL/BY/23 By P -2ATAL/P4

" U.S. SENATLE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF FORMEX SA ALBERT P. CLARK
By SSC_STAFF MEMBER _ =

On August 13, 1975, former Special Agent Albert P.
Clark, who was a supervisor in the San Francisco FBI Office
and who retired in December of 1969, advised as follows:

He was interviewed in his home at 66 Elm,
Larkspur, California, by SSC Member Lester B. Seidel from
5:40 P.M. to 6:55 P.M., %ngst 12, 1972. .

Clark was not placed under oath and no mention
was -made of his rights. However, Seidel was pleasant and
in no way antagonistic. The interview was general, not
penetrative, not in depth, and very few specific questions were
asked. There appeared to be no discernible criticism of ‘
either the Counterintelligence Program (COINTEL) or the
Bureau's investigation of the Black Panther Party (BPP) by
Seidel.

- T

Seidel wasﬂcqmpell@d;55>more than one occasion
to declare that he was pro-FBI, that the object of his
inguiries was to assist the United States Senate in under-
standing the problem in order that they could consider
possible legislation that may eliminate any abuses in the
future. : |
S

. Seidel did mention the fact several times that
information had been leaked to the:press that Jé%%”Seberg,
the movie actress, had become pregnant by a BPP official.

. .

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. :
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA ALBERT P. CLARK o
SSC STAFF MEMBER

 Seidel finally asked Clark if he would have okayed

- a COINTEL proposal like this and he answered that he would

have if he felt that it would have sufficiently hindered ‘o
the BPP, stating that possibly in some of these occaslons

someone might get hurt but on the other hand, investigation

of the BPP by the FBI might be made easier and it might

also cut down on the number of BPP supporters.

Clark was.asked to whom the main BPP case was

" assigned and to whom COINTEL had been assigned in the San

Francisco Division. Clark replied that he did not remember
but possibly during the time of his supervision, more than
one Agent .had handled the matters. ,
» Seldel asked how many ‘BPP informants the San - p)
Fran01sco Division had. Clark replied he did not recall

beeeqfe he did not believe that Seidel had a right to know.&

ANnA - Y
Seidel 1nqu1red about the BPP w1re“%ap, asklng

who had requested the tap, the Bureau or the San Francisco
Division. Again, Clark replied that he did not recall but
the San Prancisco Division would not have necessarily
waited for the Bureau to initiate the matter but might have
requested the Bureau rather than the Bureau having initiated
the matter.

Seidel wanted to have an example of a COINTEL
proposal. He was not given a specific example but general
conversation was had to the effect that any move that'might
be suggested that would aid the San Francisco Division in
their investigation of the BPP in determining their
supporters and financiers and possibly disenchanting those
individuals might be an example.

Seidel did not ask Clark whether he had done a
particular thing.

Questioned concerning whether he felt COINTEL had
been effective, Clark replied he did not believe the matter
was susceptible to proof but' the BPP had sure gone into a
steep decline.
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

iNTERVIEW OF FORMER SA ALBERT P. CLARK.
SSC STAFF MEMBER

J

Seidel again brought up the Seberg:matter and
asked if it had done any good. Clark stated he replied,
"Maybe." -

During this conversation, Clark got the general
impression that perhaps Seidel did not feel that COINTEL
had been necessary but Clark had argued that it had made
the BPP more difficult to operate-and p0851bly easiexr
for the FBI to investigate.

Seidel then wanted to know what there was about
the BPP that caused such a concentration of FBI investi-
gative attention. Clark pointed out that this would have
to be answered in the context of time, that at the time the
program was initiated, there was no doubt that the BPP
was a violent, racist organization opposing all law enforce-
ment, attacking officers and generally disturbing the
tranquility of the community.

Seidel then went on to discuss the business of
pressure. Had Special Agent in Charge Charles W. Bates
and the Bureau put too much pressure on the matter? Clark
stated there was undoubtedly pressure because everyone
was interested in. doing the best type job possible and
finding out everything possible concerning the BPP. There
was obvious pressure from the Bureau in the matter and the
Bureau, in a case like this, could never be Satisfied.
Clark stated that he related that perhaps too much
pressure had come from the Bureau because he had felt at
the time he was a supervisor that San Francisco Division

"knew more about the BPP than the Bureau. On the other
hand, he related that Bureau officials were probably
under pressure because of the national interest and the
demands on them in Washington.

Seidel related that he was interested in ascer-
taining what Agent would make the best witness to appear
in Washington to explain and testify concerning COINTEL.
He specifically requested Clark's recommendation and mentioned
the names of Special Agents Leo S. Brenneisen of San
Francisco and Bob Baker of Los Angeles. Clark stated that
he had countered by suggesting that somebody in Washington
who directed the program and approved all proposals might
be a better witness.

4
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA ALBERT P. CLARK
SSC STAFF MEMBER

N

, Clark recalled that near the first of the inter-
view, Seidel probably, more to make conversation than to
obtain information, asked a few gquestions concerning US
and the Republic of North Africa (RNA). He was advised
that US had not been active in this division and there had -
been no pertinent RNA activity brought to his attention.
Seidel asked if Ron Karenga of US had visited San Francisco
and Clark replied he had no exact recollection of this.

‘Seidel talked and asked Clark's opinion on the
separation into different agencies of the Bureau's criminal
and security investigations. Clark stated that he told _
Seidel that in the past he had considered this and felt that
frankly it might have advantages, and at the same time,
might have disadvantages. He pointed out that the
disadvantages were that you could not be sure that it, in
fact, would work and that if you remove the security
investigations from the Bureau, you would undoubtedly
Lose a great deal, including public support.

Seldel asked if Clark had worked under former
SAC. Harry*Morgan. He advised that hé& had retired prior to - - _
£Hé time Morgan was assigned té” the San Francisco_Division. _

» IS

‘Clark pOLnted out that during the 1nterv1ew, a
recorder appeared prominently on his desk, and Seidel
could, of course, not be sure that it was not in operation,
although as' the duration of the interview lengthened, it

must have been obvious to Seidel that it was not operating.

4%
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N\M\“\ Qs\?\@ #{H/P U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
508 5V//  INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

N
\,\‘\ 29\
//7Z>bj/ ' INTERVIEW OF FORMER @vw E. TO,D

BY SSC STAFF MEMBER

On Auwgust 12, 1975, retired former SA Dav1d E. Todd
was interviewed from 1:00 p.m. to 2:30 p.m. by Lester B. Seidel,
Investigator for the SSC. The interview took place at the
Holiday Inn, San Francisco.

‘ By way of background, in-all contacts with Seidel
previously, former SA Todd has indicated to him great reluctance
to discuss these matters without clearance from the Bureau,
and pointed out to Seidel that the Bureau had released former
SA Todd from the Employment Secrecy Agreement for the purpose
of a staff interview, but Seidel was told that former SA Todd
did not think it was either his responsibility or his prerogative
to provide information or make information public; that while
employed he was acting as an Agent of the Federal Government
and felt it was the responsibility of the Federal Government to
provide the information, and that if the Senate Committee

. desired information from former SA Todd, the questions should
have been submitted to him in writing, and his answers should
have been made in writing and first forwarded to the FBI, and
then after tHe FBI determined it advisable to make these answers

available to the Committee, that would have been the proper
channel. “ : .

~ Seidel pointed out the Committee and the Bureau had
made an agreement whereby the Bureau would make Agents available
to the Committee for interview. Former SA Todd pointed out to
Seidel that he is not in the category of an Agent, being a
retired Agent, and at this point there was no additional discussion
on this matter.

This document confains'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 dlstrlbuted out51de
your agency.
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Seidel was also told that nothing that was said by
former SA Todd should be interpreted as being critical of
the Counterintelligence Program’ (COINTEL) itself, and that if
the Bureau felt that such a Program was neceSSary in the interest
of national defense, he had carried it out.in the best way he
saw fit, and that in recommending against specific proposals
as being impractical or inadvisable, these recommendations were
against the specific incidents recommended and not against the
Program as a whole. , : -

Seidel's first questions dealt with former SA Todd's
background and the extent of his Bureau service, and whether
he had worked security or criminal matters. Former SA Todd
gave him chronologically the offices in which he had served
in the Bureau, and stated he had been associated from 1952 to
1956 with the Domestic Intelligence Division, Washington, D.C.,
and had become Supervisor- in San Francisco in December, 1969,
of the Black Panther Party (BPP), and that during his Bureau
career he had worked both criminal and security matters.

Seidel asked the name of the squad which was originally
the Racial Squad, and subsequently changed to Extremist Matters,
and he asked whether the work was strictly intelligence, or
whether it combined intelligence or criminal work. It was
pointed out Bombing Matters were originally being handled on
this Squad for a period of time, and that both the criminal
activities of the Panthers, as well as intelligence activities,
"were combined in the assignment.

o Seidel then asked when the technical surveillances on
the Panthers were installed. Former SA Todd replied that they
were functioning at the time he was appointed Supervisor. Seidel
then asked how was the technical surveillance related to the
COINTEL, if at all,” and specifically whether information coming
from the technical surveillance was used in carrying. out the
COINTEL. - Former SA Todd advised that he could not recall -
specifically what was ‘done in either Program without reviewing
the files and comparing the information therein with the source.
Seidel seemed very interested in this, but actually the question.
could not be answered on the basis of recollectlon alone, and

was not.
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Seidel then asked how would the Panther COINTEL
be defined with regard to aims, techniques. and results. The-
answer to this was that the aims were to counter generally the
revolutionary objectives and activities of the Panthers. The
question concerning technigues was left unanswered, and as
far as results go, former SA Todd told Seidel that he did not
feel there had been any great results from the Program as it was
pursued in the San Francisco Office, but he could not speak
for the rest of the Program as far as the Bureau is concerned.

Seidel asked whether the Agents working the criminal
aspects of the BPP received information that was received from
a technical source, and he was told procedures by which
information had been routed to them in their cases, and that at
the time weé operated these technical surveillances, we felt they
had been installed lawfully, and that the information received

could be used.

. : . s

Seidel asked whether there was a great deal of pressure
put on the San Francisco Office for the development of informants.
He was told yes, that informants were the backbone of good law
enforcement and the Bureau constantly urged better informant
coverage. ~ '

Seidel asked if there had been similar pressure placed
on the office in the COINTEL, and former SA Todd replied that

. he did not feel that any great pressure had been put on the

office to carry out this Program, but that the Bureau had recom-

.mended the Program, however, had left it up to the office
pretty much as to how it should be carried out. v

: Seidel asked whether the Program had been successful
in causing dissen¥ion within the Party. Former SA Todd told

. him that he did not feel this had been particularly effective

in any way, and that causing dissen¥ion had not been a primary
objective of the Program in the San Francisco Office, and that
the policy had been to use the Program for primarily two
purposes: 1) for the purpose of developing informants by
attempting to dissuade them from their loyalties to the Party;
and 2) to make representations to Panthers for whom outstanding
arrest warrants had been issued in order to flush them out so
they could be apprehended. -

™
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Seidel asked specifically about the COINTEL involving
the Breakfast Program, and was told a recommendation had been
made for putting some kind of .contamination in the Breakfast
Program food, and that this office had felt this extremely
inadvisable and recommended against it, and it was not carried
out here. /

Former SA Todd was also asked about a COINTEL
proposal relating to “"The Black Panther" newspapers, and was
told that such a proposal had been made involving saturating
the papers with a foul smelling fish o0il or some substance,
however, we recommended against this as it would serve no purpose.

Seidel was advised that the San Francisco policy had

been to recommend against harassment, per se, and also recommended
against leaking information to the press. Seidel then raised
the question about the incident where Huey P. Newton's high
standard of living was given to the press, and he was told
that this fell into the category of informant development on .
‘the basis it was felt that if those Panthers who were living
practically in poverty could realize what Newton s standards
of living were, it might change their alleglgnce to him and
they could be contacted for informant purposes.

Seidel was also tdld that in this phase of the ~ -
COINTEL, it was former SA Todd's recollection that this infor-
mation regarding Newton's high standard of living had beén

‘disseminated by informants, and that the press was well aware

of Newton's standards of living without having to make this
information available to them.

Seidel asked what the instructions had been from the
Bureau in carring out the COINTEL. Former SA Todd told Seidel
that he had reviewed this file after being appointed Supervisor,
but could not recall specifically what the Bureau instructions
were. The only other instructions received were at a two day
conference in Washington, D.C., on BPP matters conducted by
former Assistant to the Director William Sullivan, and Section
Chief George Moore, at which time it was pointed out that the
Bureau desired the COINTEL to be coordinated with the Bureau,
but that former SA Todd did not recall any firm prohibition against

1

\
W
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taking certain actions without Bureau authority, and that the
field had some leeway in what they did,” but, in general, offices
made proposals to the Bureau with copies to San Francisco

prior to taking any action. Seidel asked why San.Francisco

got copies of all proposals, and was told this was because

San Francisco was office of origin in the BPP case and other
offices were required to furnish a copy of all correspondence.

Seidel then asked to what extent Special Agent in
Charge Charles W. Bates- had knowledge of the COINTEL as it
related to the BPP, and he was told that former SA Todd could
not speak for .Bates and his knowledge would be dependent upon
how carefully he read incoming mail and reviewed files, and
former SA Todd had no knowledge as to\what extent Bates did this.

Seidel was told that under the supervisory setup in the
office at the time, former SA Todd felt it was his responsibility
to direct this Program in San Francisco and not Bates. ) l

Seidel indicated that out of his investigation in the
hearings, undoubtedly there would be some legislation coming
out of Congress that would either enable or prohibit such
things as the COINTEL, and he stated that was one reason he
was asking concerning its effectiveness, and wondered what former
SA Todd would recommend. Seildel was told that former SA Todd
felt it essential that the Government should have the right to

.defend itself against. individuals and groups who advocate

violent revolution or who are aligned with foreign powers,

.and that there was a need for some sort of legislation within

the framework of constitutional government which would enable
the QYovernment to do this; but, of course, it should be done
under.proper control. Seidel asked for suggestions as to what
sort of contrel, and was told that this was a matter for
Congress to decide, but perhaps Congress should look. into some
legislation similar to wiretap legislation, where the responsi-
bility is upon a Federal judge to issue a warrant.

Former SA Todd had prepared a brief summary of what
he. recalled of the activities of the BPP, and he made a copy of
this available to Seidel. Former SA Todd also had made a
chronology to assist him in answering questions, together with
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~

some notes concerning COINTEL policy, former SA Todd's general

| recollect}on of matters, questions of law regarding agent -

! princip;%, privileged information problems, ongoing litigation

‘ ( and national defense, and informants and sources. Seidel asked
for a copy of this chronology and this, too, was given to him.

: Seidel expressed great interest in receiving the one
page summary of the Panthers' activities, and stated that he
had chosen the Panthers for a case study, and he seemed more
interested in this than in the COINTEL. He also indicated that
there might be future interviews and that former SA Todd might
: " be called as a witness before the Committee at a later date.

At the outset of the interview, Seidel asked whether
former SA Todd desired his rights be read to him. . Former
SA Todd told him that since he did not interpret this as a
custodial interview, and it was his understanding Seidel had no
police power, that he could forego reading the rights.

Former SA Todd did not feel it was necessary to
consult with a Bureau representative at this time.
/

1
i

The above information was furnished by former SA Todd
voluntarily and was not solicited.

6%
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Approximata
Dates”

- Dec, .1969

Feb, 1970

" May 1970

Aug 1970
Aug 1970

Jan 1971
Feb 1971
March 1971.
April 1971
April 1971
May 1971
August 1971
August 1971
August 1971

Dzc, 1971

- COINTELPRO:

£

CHRONOLOGY ' ’

Designated supervisor. Reviewed_Cdinteipro file, -
No recollection of any actions by S. F. in file.

Conference in Washington, D, _Ci-- Briefed on Baltimore
Black Panther murder, Colntelpro discussed,

Cointelpro letter. SuggéStionmrejeCted by S. F.
Marin Court shootout  (Jonathan Jackson-Judge Haley)
Cleaver released from prison. ;

. | ) ;o
Letters to Algerlia to provoke Cleaver to return to
U. S. so arrest could be effected,

Newton becomes Supreme Commznder, Cleaver expelled,

Roberf Webb murder.

- Sam Navpier murder,

Two dew York police officers wounded.
Four Xew York police officers murdered.

George Jacxson killed in prison brezk attempt,

O0fficer Kowalskl murder sttempt - Washington & Bottom ar

S. F. Ingleside Station attaeck - Officer Young murdered,
Retired., ‘

i

Recommended against many proposals,
Approved recommendation to try t6 induce Cleaver

RECOLLECTION:

A

1

- to return to U, S, :

“Would have aporoved actions to persuade Panthers

" to change loyalty from Party and become informants, but

cannot recall any specific ones, .

Wiould not have aporoved any proposals solely for
harrassment or for leaking information to press; there
mudt have been some bona fide investigative‘puroose
behind proposal before considering it. )

Recall only generalities, Requested 1f could review
‘Bureau files ovrior to interview. This was denied.
Cannot testify with any specificity without review
of files.

AGENT-PRINCIPAL PRIVILEGED INFORMATION: Sensitive techniques

“HWE5994 Docld:321751H) Page ¥5 s

Informants % Sources .
Ongoing Investigations
-Forelgn Intelligence




Ongoing 1itigation: Panthers v, ¥FBI & IRS, USDC, S, P, OCivil rights,

National Defense: Documents reviewed were classified,
Does executive branch have right to defend

nation against advocates of revolutlon (public
interest 1ssue) :

Informents & sources: Cannot revéal, (Includes-information
that might reveal identity,) g

provide or

Neither my responsiblility nor my orerogative to/make this information

public, I was acting as an agent of the Federal government, and it-

is resvonsibility of government to provide the in;ormation
i

\ ’ ~ -~
Any questions should be submitted in writing and my answers in |
writing should be forwarded to FBI and if PBI deems it advisable

to make these answers available to Committee, that should be
proper channel,

\

.—--D ‘ —
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»&atlonal Defense matter.  Information on file points to colla-

.and- dissident groups abroad es well as wilth the governments of

" advocating social change through comaunity service in place of its

S )
N 659594~ Docld: 32175110 “’i:'age Fi .-

- ' . ’ Al - 1 ) A% v
%y
P £

. .*TheIinve gation of the Black Panth % Party was &

boration.with foreign powers by leaders of the Party., -
Throughout the two-year period in which I supervised
the investigation there were strong lialsons between Black Panthers

foreign nations. The Black Panthers had -support and/or branches

in France, Germany and Scandinavia, and wére international in _
scope, Lkldridge Cleaver, wanted on felony warrants, had been.
granted asylum in Algeria and with his entourage was residing

In a villa provided by the Algerian government, During this

period he made at least one trip to- iloscow, Russia, Several

Black Panthers travelled to Cuba, Huey Hewton, in 1971, travelled
to Red China by way of Canada and Hong Xong at the invitation s
of the Chinese government ' at a time when the United States had

no dipﬁ@matic relations with themy

At the time I began serving as supervisor in late 1969,
the Black Pznther Party was under co-~leadership of Huey Newton,
then confined to prison in California, and Eldridge Cleaver, living .
in exile in Algeria, The Black Panther Party, both in the nevs-
paper 1t opublished weekly at San Franclsco, and in public statements
by its officers and leaders, advocated violent revolution; it
published instructions on guerrilla warfare, directions for the use
of weanons, and vrinted detailed drawings and instructions on
the manufzcture of boambs and explosive devices, and it agitated
Opehly for the murder of police officers, The term "off the
pigs," which means "kill the police," was a Black Panther catche
phrase, The history of the Black Panther Party during the veriod
I eacted as supervisor 1s replete with incidents of murder, violence
and inciting to revolutlion., The revolutionary quotation of lao -
Tse-Tung, 'Political vpower grows out of the barrel of a gun," -
becdme a Black Panther motto. o .

: : f L
Sometime in early 1971 a svlit occurred in the Black
Panther. Party, Huey Newton, follovwing his release from prison
in 1970, galned control of one faction headquartered in Berkeley,
California, and he broke openly with Zldridge Cleaver, publicly
expelling Cleaver and Cleaver's lieutenants from the Party. The
Newton faction thereafter gradually took 2 more moderate approach, /

prior profile of violence, No change was noted in the policies of
the Cleaver faction directed from Algiers, and it continued 1o
advocate violent revolution; it began publication in New York

of 1ts own newspaper proclaiming 1tsrevolutionary policies; angd
followers belonging to this faction continued to commit crimes of

violence,

_ The following crimes of violence attributed to the Cleaver
factlon of the Black Panthers have been documented in the book "Target
Blue,!" by former Deputy Police Commissioner Robert. Daley of New York
City (Dell Publishing Co,.,, Inc., 1973): - '

Ambush attacks a2gainst police officers which resulted in

7 officers murdered, > wounded, and one attempted murder thwarted, which h

led to the solution of the other cases and established these attacks
to be a nationwide conspiracy; and the murder of two KNewton-faction

Black Panther q# _ : '
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INTERVIEW OF SACLEO S,
SSC STAFF MEMBER

Prior to 1“terv1cw by SSC Staff Member, SA LEO S.
BRENNEISEN telephonically contacted/SA DENNIS MILLER at
FBI Headquarters making four inguiries on Zugust 6, 1975;
on tne sane date, the follow1ng answers were recelived:

Is it perm1551ble for agent to give general
‘ ansvwers concerning the Black Panther Party (BPP) as to
- membership number and Chapterxr numbers at various dates?

~

" Answer: Yes.

Local media has previously set forth a memorandum
purportedly from the FBI, San Francisce Office, suggesting
consideration should be given to furnishing fabricated
documents originating with the Oakland Police Department
and the FBI, San Francisco, when, in fact, the memorandum
came from the Bureau. If guestioned concerning this memorandum,

7 - may agent point out that this document originated with the
Bureau rather than San Francisco?

‘Answer: Yes.

: In contemplation of possible questioning concerning
false correspondence directed to ELDRIDGE CLEAVER and others
abroad, can agent refer SSC staff to Bureau when guestioned
concerning identity of agents.preparing correspondence? -

Answer: Yes.

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. \ W)

L
PR
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Is it necessary for agent to express an opinion
as to morality, legallty of said Counterlntelllgence
Program (COINTEL)? :

Answer: You are not obllged to answer those b
questions you do not desire to answer, but if you wish you
may comment on the legality or morality of the plan.

SA DENNIS MILLER related that he desired that it
be borne in mind that the Bureau in no way wished to impede
the SSC investigation. ~ . g

- LESTER B. SEIDEL, SSC Staff Member, appeared at the
San Francisco Office of the FBI on August 11, 1975, and
interviewed :SA LEO BRENNEISEN from 1:03 PM to 2:30 PM.
SEIDEL prefaced the interview by explaining that he had

-been advised that BRENNEISEN was the Coordinator for the
COINTEL in San Francisco from May 16, 1969 to May 1, 1970.
It was pointed out to him that the case was assigned to
agent from May 16, 1969 to May 1, 1971.

SEIDEL asked if agent had, in fact, approved all
proposals coming from the San Francisco Office. ‘He was
advised that not necessarily because 1if another agent made
a proposal the person approving it in San Francisco would
be the person signing the outgoing mail, namely, the Supexrvisor
or Relief Supervisor.

SEIDEL asked what Squad agent had been assigned ’
to during this Program, and he was advised S~-6. He inquired
if there was any COINTEL in San Francisco against US; he
was advised to the contrary. He inguired as to the usual
number of cases assigned agent, and was advised that to
agent's best recollection probably 30 at any one time. He
asked if agent's work was exclusively security during the
handling of the COINTEL Program and he was advised agent
did have some criminal assignments. He inqgquired if there
was any relationship between COINTEL and criminal assignments,
and he was advised no and that agent desired to limit the
scope of his questioning to the COINTEL Program.

SEIDEL then asked how many suggestions the agent -
had submitted in COINTEL. - He was advised that an estimate
would be difficult but probably the nearest figure would be
some two suggestions a month.with possibly six months in
two years when no suggestions were made. He inguired as
to agent's knowledge of what percentage of total proposals
from all scurces submitted to the Bureau had been approved,
and he was advised only a small percentage.
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: At this point, SEIDEL regquested agent to outline’ the
types of COINTEL proposals submitted by San Francisco. He
was answered that anonymous letters, letters with pseudonyms,
and letters signed with the name of an- exxstlng person had
been used. , B

‘ It was pointed out that the program had included
the use of anonymous letters, including those directed to
landlords advising that the Black Panther Party was occupving
their property; letters to people supporting BTE prograns,
including the Breakfast Program and enclosing copies of the
BPP color book for children encouraging the shooting of
police officers and/or articles from the "Black Panther
Party", the official BPP newspaper, showing theilr propensity
and advocacy of violence; letters to organizations containing
articles that showed the BPP in direct opposition to their
aims, such as a letter to a Jewish organization showing BPP.
support of PaJestine guerrillas. :

It was p01nted out that letter% had been directed
to ELDRIDGE CLEAVER in Algeria in the names of BPP members.
At this point, SEIDEL interrupted to explain that he was
enlisting the complete cooperation of the interviewee, that
there had been some Congressional criticism of the COINTEL,
that there were some segments of the population that were
anti-FBI and that he desired to present the FBI in a proper
llght, and that he had good friends in the Bureau.

) SEIDEL asked, was it necessary to have utilized
COINTEL. Agent advised that it was difficult to correctly
judge the effect of the program but it was felt it was not
without some effect because the Black Panther Party had not'
only dwindled from a membership of approximately 1,000 in
1969 to perhaps 200 in 1973, but that the organization became
split with dissension and had dropped much of its former
advocacy for v1olence.

SEIDEL then requested that the agent give his
recommendation on what COINTEL in the future should be;
whether there should be a division between security and §
criminal investigations to different agencies in order that
a possible intrusion on the rlghts of an individual in '
intelligence matters might not necessarily Dreclude his
being prosecuted by the Bureau in a criminal matter. Agent
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J

v refused to furnish his "off-thecuff" opinion, pointing
out that he felt Lhat it was without the scope of hls
release. .

Without further questioning agent concerning the
types of COINTEL proposals, SEIDEL next asked if the
Electronic Surveillance (ELSUR) on the BPP was in operation
at the time COINTEL was initiated, and what proposals were
submitted in COINTEL based on information from ELSUR.

SEIDEL was advised agent's release would not allow
him "to discuss ELS?R.

e SEIDEL asked if- the San Francisco Division had made
any "snitch" proposals. When asked to clarify the question,
he stated that this was a suggestion to the effect that a
Black Panther Party member be accused of being an FBI
informant. Agent replied that to the best of his recollection
no such recommendations had been made to the Bureau by San
Francisco, and on the contrary, agent knew that it had been
‘pointed out by San Francisco that any such allegation.should
be most carefully considered inasmuch as BPP history has
indicated that they had dealt severely with suspected 1nfor~
mants, even to the point of kllllng them.

SEIDEL then asked if the San Francisco Division
had received a great deal of "flak" from the -Bureau on this
program. He was advised that the Bureau operates a "tickler
system" for following investigations and that the program
had received some priority from the FBI but agent had never
considered correspondence from the Bureau as being “flak".

SEIDEL at this‘point instead of questioning made
the statement that the Bureau gave this matter "high prworlty"
No comment was made to this statement.

SEIDEL next guestioned agent if he had read any

publicity concerning a May 11, 1970 letter from the Bureau
- to San Francisco entitled, "Special Operations Research”, in
which it was suggested that some consideration be given to
furnishing the BPP spurious documents that supposedly
originated with the Oakland Police Department and the FBI.

He explained that some newspaper had received a copy of the
document under the Freedom of: ;nformatlon Act and thereafter
published it. He ingquired if a response to the letter

.
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had been made by San Francisco. Agent advised that it was

his recollection that San Francisco had responded recommending
against both proposals, pointing out that the BEP had in the
short past published contingency plans of the Berkeley Pollce
Department for a raid on National Headgquarters to the
embarrassment of that agency. San Fran01sco was of the
opinion that if spurious documents were furnished to the

BPP they would immediately publish them, rather than attempt
to develop an informant and the operation presented a great
deal of possible embarrassment and publicity for the Bureau.

SEIDEL asked for agent's knowledge of why the letter
had been captioned as previously described rather than ’
Counterintelligence Program, Black Panther warty. Agent
stated he had no recollection of exact caption of the letter.
SEIDEL then went on to explain that he had been advised that
the Bureau had several COINTELS and the one covering Special
Operations Research was a COINTEL covering forelgn operations.
Agent made no comment.

SEIDEL requested what proposals had been made to
disrupt the BPP newspaper; how did the proposals originate,
and what offices submitted them. He was advised that it was
agent's recollection that the Bureau may have requested
suggestions from several offices but that to agent's knowledge
none had been approved. When SEIDEL continued to questionthe
agent concerning specific proposals and why their approval
was not recommended by San Francisco, he was advised that one
proposal was-the use of a foul-smelling chemical to put on
the paper. San Francisco was of the opinion it would not
be practical inasmuch as it would contaminate an airplane
and would subject the airline or the printing company to
damages. SEIDEL was further advised that it was believed
the suggestion may have been made for the changing of a first
page of an issue at the printing company to embarrass the BPP,
but it was pointed out that this would also merely result in

- a claim being filed against the printer.

SEIDEL was advised that there may have been a
suggestion that some thought should be given to the possible
delay of the plates for the paper, that suggestion coming
at the time when the papex was being printed in New York
with the master copy being filmed. in San Francisco. San
Francisco did not suggest approval because a mere delay would
have been of little benefit because .the paper was not timely<
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
TNTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC);
a INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN

v

; ‘ SEIDEL asked about the disruption of the BPP
Breakfast Program. The answer was given that agent had
no recollection of this, and SEIDEL was asked did he have
any information from the Bureau that.we had attempted a
disruption of the program in San Francisco. He related
that he believed not -and that it probably happened in
San Diego. ' )

SEIDEL asked about a suggestion that informants
set up a possible confrontation between the BPP ‘and the
Republic of New Africa (RNA). Agent stated he had no
recollection of such a proposal and did not believe it had
been submitted by San Francisco hecause the membelshxp and
activity in RNA had been minimal in this area.
SEIDEL then asked if we had suggested that landlords
in the San Francisco area be encouraged to insist on their
rent from the BPP. Agent advmsed he had no recollection
of this, but could see nOthlng wrong in it.

, SEIDEL inguired as to the amount of knowiedge
that SAC CHARLES BATES would have had concerning COINTEL.
He was advised that agent had no information, that he, himself,
had never discussed the program with Mr. BATES while it was
in operation ...SEIDEL then inguired if former SAC HARRY
MORGAN had been ill during the time He Wag dssigned £O S&n_ \QS\

>>>>>

Francisco—and—the~¥&ason—for his transfer. Agent repllea
he™h3a ﬁfﬁb“rnformation*cencernlng—thls matier.-

o~ —

f“““’ufyﬂﬁsnIDEL was asked if he felt that anyof the actions
agent described as being taken by the San Francisco Division
were illegal. SEIDEL stated that he did not believe that
these were matters that were in violation of any existing
criminal statutes, but there might be some question as to
whether the FBI had the specific authority to'do these things.

s SEIDEL ended the interview by again reiterating
that he was a friend of the Bureau, that he was making an

- inguiry and desired to obtain the opinions of both Headguarters
and agents in the field, and that he may make a request to the
Bureau to widen the scope of agent's release.

)
(//

] . 4

E
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U.S.

AINTELLIGENCE(ACTIVITIES
INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S.

I3

SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON

(8sC);
BRENNEISEN

Agent was not placed under oath and when\agent

refused to furnish opinions in those cases noted above or
to discuss ELSUR, SEIDEL suggested that he, SEIDEL, put

away his

necessary.

that all
volition
that any
possible

pencil and pad. Agent replied that that was not
The only right explained to agent was the fact

informalion furnished by him was at his own

and was entirely voluntary. No mention was made

part of the interview might bhe ‘wtilized in a

court proccedlng agalnst the agent.

s/
, Agent did not consult with Bureau representatlve
during course of the intexrview.
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 UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

: San Francisco, California
In Reply, Please Refer to

File No. August 15, 1975
U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
| INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) .
ONTAINED. » '
JLL INFORMATION & SSPED . ERVIEW OF (SAC CHARLES W. BATES)
N 1S UNEB® 2 A 7hP, SSC STAFF MEMBERS

HER 7 3 ﬁj
DME

(150G . .

: Onhthe evening of August 11, 1975, Mr. Lester Seidel
and Mr. Log¥ Johnson, Staff Members of the Senate Select
Committee, met with Special Agent in Charge Charles W. Bates

of the San Francisco Office. This meeting occurred over dinner.
No statements were made by either of these individuals as to
any rights that SAC Bates might have in connection with the
interview.

During the dinner, Mr. Seidel referred to COINTELPRO
involving the FBI's investigation of the Black Panther Party
'in San Francisco. Bates advised him that he was -in charge of
the San Francisco Office from July, 1967 until the end of
April, 1970, when he was transferred to Chicago. Bates stated
that he was aware of the investigation being conducted on the
Black Panther Party but was not personally conversant with
all the details of this investigation as such details were
all contained in the FBI's file. On at least two occasions
‘Mr. Seidel referred to specific facts occurring in other parts
of the country involving anonymous letters sent to individuals
under COINTELPRO. He asked if Bates agreed that these actions
were proper. Mr. Seidel was told that Bates had no way of
knowing the facts as he related were true or any other of
the circumstances involved and that, therefore, he was unable
to comment at all.

Mr. Seidel asked if Bates had any recommendatlons
for legislatién which the Committee could propose that would
assist the FBI in the domestic counterintelligence field.
Bates informed him that he was not fully conversant with this
entire field and that it was the/perogative of FBI officials
-at Washington and Department of Justice officials to recommend
such legislation. '

This document contains neither recommendatiohs 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 dlstrlbfted outside

your agency.. k& //Kﬂ, /)/L) &3[9
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SSC;

INTERVIEW OF SAC
CHARLES W. BATES

BY SSC STAFF MEMBERS

Mr. Seidel also ingquired as to whether Bates felt
that an extension of electronic surveillances into the domestic
intelligence field would be of assistance. Bates informed
him that the FBI was operating according to current court
decisions as involve electronic surveillances and that the
courts had recently precluded this action in strictly domestic
intelligence matters. Mr. Seidel was informed that this was |
a decision for FBI officials in Washington.

On several occasions during the evening, Mr. Johnson
asked Bates if he was aware of the "Houston Plan." On each
occasion Bates informed him that he was not aware of the
"Houston Plan" and his only knowledge of it is what he has
seen in the public press. At one time Mr. Johnson asked if
Bates thought that Mr. Hoover had turned down the "Houston
Plan" because he was afraid for his job. Bates again replied
that he had no firsthand knowledge having anything to do with
the "Houston Plan" but he was certainly aware that Mr. Hoover
was not afraid of anything or anyone.

' Both Mr. Johnson and Mr. Seidel asked if Bates felt
that the use of "black bag jobs" would be of advantage in
conducting domestic counterintelligence operations. Bates
replied that he had no personal direct knowledge of such matters
and had never been involved in such matters.

pVERSIEHT

During the evenlng,{Mr. Seidel asked if Bates felt
that a congressional committee of the FBI was sound/
and proper. Bates 1nforme‘Ehat_P certainly agreed with the ,
concept of congreSSLOnalfoveri;ﬁe as long as it was constructive j
and not destructive. Mr. Seidel asked if Bates felt that the
FBI's security operation should be completely divorced from
its criminal responsibilities and handled as a separate agency
or a separate part of the FBI. Bates informed him that it
appeared that the FBI's efforts in both the criminal and the
security field had been effective and appeared to be proper
in its present context. Mr. Seidel inquired if Bates was
personally acquainted with Mr. William C. Sullivan, former
FBI official. Mr. Seidel was informed that Bates worked in
the same division with Mr, Sullivan in the 1950's and knew
him as another supervisor at FBI Headquarters. )

Seidel then asked if Bates was aware Of the dis-
agreements that Mr. Sullivan had had with Mr. Hoover and he
was informed that he had no details concerning this matter.

-2 -
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SSC; -

- INTERVIEW OF SAC
CHARLES W. BATES
BY SSC STAFF MEMBERS

Mr. Seidel asked if Bates knew former SAC Harry
Morgan. Bates told him that he knew him as he had replaced
him as SAC in San Francisco at the end of April, 1970. He
gggg_giésg if Bates was_aware of why Mr. Morgan was transferred
W Bates told Rim Ehat Some problem had

ifi connection with hiS§ running the_San_Francisco..Office

Eﬁf‘that*he . personally aware “of the specific detalls.
but that they would be availdble at FBITHeadquartezs. Seidel
§5I3“%H€‘6ﬁ'?‘f§ﬁ§6ﬁ”~e“was"ﬁ§k1ng was that he was thlnklng
about interviewing Mr. Morgan but he did not want to embarrass
him and then asked if Morgan's transfer from San Francisco
had anything to do with a drinking problem. Bates said again
thathe was not aware of the specifics. = -

On the afternoon of August 13, 1975, Mr. Locﬁ\Johnson
came into the San Francisco FBI Office saying he had just a
few more questions he wanted to ask Bates. He then asked if
the San Francisco Office was involved in foreig{{”counter-
intelligence work, and he was informed that we were as were
many other FBI offices. He then asked if we surveilled every-
one who went into or came out of the Soviet Consulate in San
Francisco. He was informed that Bates did not intend to dis-
cuss with him any investigative techniques or anything having
to do with pending investigations. Mr. Johnson said he was
attempting to find some individual who was an expert in foreign
counterintelligence, particularly the Soviet threat to the
United States. Bates informed him that there were probably
a number of people in the United States who would qualify in
this category but Bates did not consider himself as an expert
in this field.

\ The above represents specific matters brought up
during these discussions.
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- TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (62-116395)
: (ATTN. INTD - W.O. CREGAR)

FROM(7 AC, SAN FRANCISCO (62-6887)

“ SENSTUDY '75
W“/ B
Rebutels 7/30 and 31/75.

Enclosed for the Bureau are eight copies each of

*+LHMs covering interviews by the U.S. Senate Select Committee
C ,CHARLES W.

V'ATES SA LEO S. /BRENNEISEN, and former SAs DAVID E.
/LARK, and WILLIAM A. /COHENDET rp
V/

: It is noted that accompanylng the LHM coqgg;afng
Zinterview of former SA DAVID E. TODD is a three- -page xerox of

—~a brief summary and chronology prepared by TODD and furnished
“=to Mr. SEIDEL. It is noted that the chronology under the date
"CLEAVER released from prison."
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NRZ52 WA CODE
S:@IPM NITEL 7-31-75 FLC
T0 LOS ANGELES |
SAN DIEGO
SAN FRANCISCO
FROM DIRECEOR (62-116395)
SENSTWDY 75

REBUTEL JULY 3@, 1975.

REPORTING PROCEDURES TO FOLLOW RELATIVE TO SENATE SELECT
COMMITTEE (SSC) STAFF INTERVIEWS OF PRESENT AND FORMER SAS:

FOR INCUMBENTS: IMMEDIATELY AFTER INTERVIEW PREPARE LHM
REPORTING AS DETAILED AS POSSIBLE QUESTIONS ASKED AND REPLIES
GIVEN, INCLUDE WHETHER OR NOT INTERVIEWEE'S RIGHTS WERE
'EXPLAINED TO HIM; DURATION OF INTERVIEW; AND IF IT WAS NECESSARY
FOR INTERVIEWEE'TO CONSULT WITH BUREAU REPRESENTATIVE, SO STATE.
ALSO' INCLUDE ADVICE GIVEN TO INTERVIEWEE BY BUREAU REPRESENTATIVE
AS TO RIGHT TO COUNSEL, PRIVILEGED AREAS, CONSULTATION PRIVILEGES,
AND PARAMETERS OF INTERVIEW, ALL AS DISCUSSED IN REFERENCED
TELETYPE, LHM SHOULD BEAR DUAL CAPTION: “U.S. SENATE SELECT
COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITES (SSC)™; "INTERVIEY OF SA
C(INSERT NAME) BY SSC STAFF MEMBER.” SUBMIT ORIGINAL AND SEVEW
COPIES OF EACH LHM TO BUREAU BY COVER AIRTEL, ATT%&;&gE~i§EES%f§“’/7[

W.0. CREGAR. A ’/LBBAL tirggﬁLﬁg%iﬁgﬁm%-
‘ | & 7 praaTE LD
(%ﬁ\ L BITAS il
' Y e
. Lca - 1]
e I/ .
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PAGE TyO
FOR FORMER SAS: ANY FORMER SA WHO HAS BEEN INTERVIEWED

AND VOLUNTEERS TO FURNISH RESULTS (NOTE THAT SUCH INFORMATION SHOULD

NOT BE SOLICITED BY FBI BUT MERELY ACCEPTEDHwHENEDFFERED) SHOULD
_ BE THOROUGHLY DEBRIEFED AS SOON AS POSSIBLE AETERAINTERVIEW AND

LHM PREPARED AND SUBMITTED IN LINE WITH INSTRUCTIONS FOR -
INCUMBENTS. SECOND HEADING OF LHM SHOULD USE TERM “FORMER SA."
END |

MAH OF FBI LOS ANGELES FOR ONE PLUS Two OTHERS LA GLR

B N I e L T .y e e mom
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NR@53 WA CODE
8:35PM NITEL 7-38-75 FLC
TO LOS ANGELES - |
- SAN DIEGO
SAN FRANc1sco

N
-

FROM DIRECTOR (62- 116395)
SENSTUDY' 75

REBUTEL MAY 2, 1975, .

SENATE VL’SE":LE‘CT COMMITTEE (SSC) STAFF MEMBER LESTER SEIDEL
HAS FURNISHED THE FOLLOWING TENTATIVE ‘SCHEDULE FOR INTERVIEWS
IN YOUR OFFICE: SAN DIEGO JULY 30, 1975 SAS EARL M, PETERSEN,

LAWRENGE-F;~WIRIGK‘ LOS ANGELES AUGUST 54 1975 WALLACE“E; WARD , Tl
—— -
RICHARD A. BLOESER , AUGUST 7, 1975 ASSISTANT D IREGTOR .ROBERT E.

GEBHARDT SAN FRANCISCO AUGUST I't, 1975 LEO S. BRENNEISEN, AUGUST
11-12, 1975. SAC CHARLES W. BATES. PURPOSE OF INTERVIEW IS TO BE
- COI'NTEEPRO AND BUREAU. TNVESTIGATION OF THE BLACK PANTHER: PARTY.
ADDITIONAELY SAC BATES -WILL BE INTERVIEWED CONCERNING KNOWNLEDGE QF
"HOUSTON PLAN"™ BY SSC STAFF MEMBER LOCK JOHNSON.
1 HAVE WATVED YOUR EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENTS FOR PURPOSES oF

THESE INTERVIEWS, EACH SHOULD NOTE THAT HE HAS' THE '‘RIGHT TO
COUNSEL: HOWEVER, THE FBI IS UNABLE TO PROVIDE PRIVATE COUNSEL.

THERE ARE .CERTAIN PRIVILEGED AREAS CONCERNING WHICH SAS WOULD

R R e e e e B
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PAGE TwoO

NOT BE REQUIRED TO ANSWER QUESTIONS, AREAS CONCERN INFORMATION
WHICH MIGHT DIVULGE IDENTITIES OF FBI SOURCES; INFORMATION

. RELATING TO SENSITIVE METHODS AND TECHNIQUES; INFORMATION WHICH
MIGHT ADVERSELY AFFECT ONGOING FBI INVESTIGATIONS; AND INFORMATION
WHICH ORIGINATED WITH OTHER AGENCIES, INCLUDING FOREIGN
INTELLIGENCE AGENCIES,

SAN FRANCISCO NOTE RELEASE ALSO APPLIES TO FORMER SAS
ALBERT P, CLARK AND WILLIAM A. COHENDET WHO, ALONG WITH OTHER
EX-SAS ON YEST COAST, WAY ALSO BE INTERVIEWED. CLARK AND COHENDET
HAVE ALREADY RECEIVED FOREGOING ADVICE REGARDING PRIVATE COUNSEL
AND PRIVILEGED AREAS AND HAVE ASKED FOR CONSULTATION ASSISTANCE
WHICH BUREAU IS APPROVING AS BELOV.

NORMALLY, FBIHQ WOULD SUPPLY REPRESENTATIVE TO BE ON-THE-
SCENE FOR CONSULTATION PURPOSES. HOWEVER, DISTANCE AND TIME
sCOPE'MAxés THIS NOT FEASIBLE IN THIS INSTANCE,

THE ‘RANKING FBI OFFICIAL IN EACH OFFICE WILL SERVE FOR
CONSULTATION PURPOSES. 1IN KIS ABSENCE, AN SAC IN LOS ANGELES OR"
ASAC IN SAN DIEGO AND SAN FRANCISCO MAY SO SERVE. PURPOSE OF
CONSULTANT, WHO WILL NOT BE PRESENT AT INTERVIEW BUT AVAILABLE

 NEARBY, WILL BE TO SUPPLY ASSISTANCE IN THE EVENT PERSON BEING -

B

A B T N T e e e
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PAGE THREE . | o
INTERVIEWED IS ASKED QUESTIONS.IN ONE OF THE PRIVILEGED AREAS
OR QUESTIONS. OUTSIDE THE SPECIFIED PARAMETERS OF THE INTERVIEV
(COINTELPRO/BLACK PANTHER PARTY) '\ SHOULD ‘QUESTIONS ARI'SE WHICH
CONSULTANT REPRESENTATIVE CANNOT ‘HANDLE, ‘SUGGEST IMMEDIATE
TELEPHONE ‘CALL TO LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION,

SHOULD ADDITIONAL FORMER SAS GONTAGT YOUR OFFICE FOR ASSISTANCE,
COORDINATE WITH THEM WAIVER FROM EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT THROUGH
LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION AND FURNISH CONSULTATION SERVICES AS
REQUESTED .
~ NOTE THAT RANKING OFFICIAL SERVING IN CONSULTANT
PQSIIION;DOES"NOI‘REPRESENT‘THE'PARTICQLAR EMPLOYEE‘AS PRIVAfE
COUNSEL . | '
END.
HOLD

= oo L I N W Y e e . e
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FD-36 (Rev. 5-22-64) 7 .
Assoc. Dir.
- Dep, AD ‘
t ) Dep. AD y/ '
FBI Asst, Dir.:
) Admin,
Date: 9/3/75 Comp. Syst,
’ - Ext. Affairs
Transmit the following in TFype i plamtexﬁ — code) ‘Z::S:VCom- —
Via _ AIRTEL AIR MAIL Ident.
v A v (Prrzont)’) : &;{ Ji' n: //l
e e e e S e e Laborafory
J\Plan & Eval, _
. ' Spec. Inv.
TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (62-116395)
ATTN: INTD - W.O. KREGAR § “WQ;ET;rf
FROM: Q7SAC, SAN FRANCISCO (62-6887) ;iiﬁfifj
SUBJECT: VU.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE

ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC);
/ 'INTERVIEW OF FORMER ASSISTANT
/  DIRECTOR AL BELMONT

' ﬂ” ‘“O\ MTn.l Cr[‘f

1 HERER IS I?C!J'\\\n) S
[ 1 DATHD D _5ySA2A
A On the morning of 9/2/75,
D§Assistant to the Director of FBI,

, Qéﬂe said that early last week Mr.
\
9o

o California and talk with Mr
Y,
\\?r
jk~about 30 minutes.
\? LUTHER KING case.

.- BELMONT on Saturday,

/‘m{ |

-
-

P

L~on Washington."

Mr. AL BEIMONT, former T
called SAC, San Francisco.

. MIKE EPSTEIN from the Staff -
of the Church Committee called him and said he wanted to come

8/30/75.
BELMONT said that EPSTEIN appeared and talked to him for
His main topic of discussion was the MARTIN
EPSTEIN told BELMONT that he was attempting
2 to tie the FBI investigation of the KING case into the 'March

BELMONT told him that the FBI's investigation—"

TAINED
ZD

o

244k

-:{‘;1‘ /_,‘[ :. ",

b

\~had nothing to do with the March on Washington. He further
\told EPSTEIN that the KING case was open because of information
- of definite efforts by the Communist Party to influence KING.

C¢@ﬂ&‘

’ \
]

EPSTEIN referred to some monograph and then to some
memorandum with BELMONT's initials on it concerning the KING
case and BELMONT told him he had no personal knowledge of that.

Mr. BELMONT stated he merely Want7&1;3 make this known to the
02 9’

Bureau. iy
BELMONT's phy81ca1

a4
1

For the Bureau's information, Mr.

most difficult to understand his speech as the illness whicH’_

condition has deteriorated in the past few months and 1t“§@mlnsnmaﬁi

'ﬁs » ADQC 3%195 7 Page-ﬁJ - -

L RECORDS u

S

he has has affected the contr l of most of his muscles.

A -
S,

g

)

. ¢ p 5 1975
=1 @%%; | ;
.z |72 ~ Bureau é A % ‘ c:
- 5:_' T "~ San Francisco /0//? M h
., ’.': CWB I
& | cus/om czi/ /73/4 ‘,\?\ ‘/.f \\,\t\ ‘%}A\/LC/
. J ng
Approved: Sent l"/ M ’“"/A
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MRE33 1A CONT
§116PM 9/4/75 AITEL AdM
TO ALL 5ACS |
FROM DIRECTOR (62~ 116395)
PIRS0MAL qﬂk?&**%@
| V/) SSTUDY 75
REBUTEL MAY 2, 1975.

PURPOSES OF INSTAMT TELETYPE ARE Tn (1D

REITERATY THAT

FBI HAS PLEDGED FULL CDOPTRATION WITH THZ SEﬁATE.STLECT

COMMITTR® (SSC) AND “MISHTS TO ASSIST AND FACILITATE AMY

I”V"STIG.’\TIO“c UNDERTAKEN BY THE SSC WITH RE

AND (2) SET FORTH NEW PROCEDURE RELATING TO

SPECT TO THW FRI;
SSC STAFF

INTERVITEWS OF CURRTMT AHD FORMER FBI EMPLOYEES.

FOR IMFORMATIOMN OF THOSE OFFICES "WHICH

HAaY® NQT PREVIOUSLY

AR CURREMT OR FOPMER EMPLOYRTS IN ITS TERRITOY INMTERVIEWEID

0Y THT sSC, THT BUREAU FREZQUENTLY LEARNS FROM THE éSC OR

OTHTRYIST THAT FORMER EEPLOYTES\AR?.REIVG CONSIDERED FOR |

INTERVIEW R2Y THY 3SC STAFF.  INSTRUCTIONMNS ARE ISZiUWD FOR THRE

FIELD OFFICE TO CONTACT THEZ FOR@?R EMPLOYSE

TO ALTRT HI' AS TO

OSSIBLE INMTERVITM, REIMIND HIM OF HIS CONFINEINTIALITY AGREEMEMT

\
WITH THE 2UR

ASAC

& /
'GILBERT 1 :

. Azt .
I%E EFE © AR \1\1[\‘/ j;{?
T.ONERGAN _ﬁ___@f

HW 54955 DocId:32989494 Page 34
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PAGE THO
INTSPVIEY, HE ¥AY COMTACT THE LTGAL COUNSTL DIVISION RY
COLLECT CALL FOR FURTHER INFORMATION. 1IN THE USUAL CASE,

AS CIRCUMSTANCES UMFOLD, THE FORMER EMPLOYRE IS TOLNC 1)

THAT HT HAS A RIGHT TO LEGAL COUNSEL, BUT THAT THE RUREAU
CANNOT PROVIDE SAME: (2) THAT THE BURTAU HAS WAIVED THE |
CONFIDENTIALITY AGREEMEYT FOR THE INTERVIEY UITHIM SPECIFIRD
PARAMITERS; AND (3) ‘THAT THEZRE ARE FOUR PRIVILEGEDN AR®AS IM
MHICH HE IS HWOT REQUIRZID TO AMSHER»QUESTION._ THEST AREAS

ARE RELATING TO INFORMATION WHICH ™MAY (A) IPENTIFY RUREAU
SOURCES; (B) REVEAL SEMSITIVZ MITHODS/TECHNIQUES; (C) REVEAL
IDENTITITS OF THIRD AGENCIES, INCLUDING FdREIGM INTELLIGENCR
AGENCIES, OR INFORMATION FROM SUCH AGENCIES; A¥D (D) ADVERSELY
AFFECT ONGOING BUREAU INVISTIGATIONS.

HERETOFORE, BUREAU HAS OFFERED INTERVIEWEES COMSULTATION
PRIVILEGTS WHTRTBY A BuéEAu SUPERVISOR MOULD RE AVAILAPLE
MEARBY, ALTHOUGH NOT ACTUALLY AT INTERVIEW, SO INTERVIEWEE )
MIGHT CONSULT WITH HIM SHOULD QUESTIONS ARISE AS TO PARAMETERS
OF INTERVITH OR PRIVILEGED AREAS. THE CONSULTANT DIN NOT ACT
AS A LTGAL ADVISOR. |

EFFECTIVE IMMEDIATELY,! BUR=AI WILL MO LOMGXR PROVIDE

H¥ 54955 DocId:32989494 Page 35 1
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PAGT THREE |

OM- THE- SCENE PTRSONNEL FOR COESULTATIOH’PURPOSES TO. ASSIST
EITHER CURRENT OF FORMER TMPLOYZES. PRos?Eprlvg INTERVIEWETS
SHOULD BE TOLD THAT, IF THTY DESIRE ASSISTANCT OF THIS NATURE
DURING AN INTERVIEW, THEY MAY CONTACT EITHER PERSONALLY CIF
INTERVIRY IS IN WASHINGTOM, D. C.) OR 3Y COLLECT CALL, THE
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR OF THE INTELLIGENCE DIVISION, MR. M, R,
WANNALL, OR, IN HIS ABSENCE, SECTION CHIEF Y. O. CREGAR.

THIS CHANGE IN PROCEDURE SHOULD NOT BT CONSTRUEMN AS
LESSENING THE ASSISTANGE YE ARE FURNISHING TO CURRENT AND
FORMER EMPLOYSZES.

'FOR YOUR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION, I AM WORKING WITH THT
DEPARTMENT IN EXPLORING AVENUZS TO ARRANGE LEGAL REPRESENTATION,
WHEN NICESSARY, FOR GURRENT AND FORMER EMPLOYEES WITHOUT
EXPENSE TO THEM. YOU WILL BE KEPT ADVISED OF NEVELOPMENTS
IN THIS REGARD.

END
LUV FBI ALBANY
" CLR |
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NR 232 wA CODE

’

€§15PM NITEL 9/5/75 PMJ

TO-ALEXANDRIA

BOSTON

. DALLAS
JACKSON
'LOS ANGELES
NEW YORK

PHILADELPHIA

SAN DIEGO
SEATTLE

PERSONAL ATTESTION

SENSTIDY 75

BALTIMORE
CHICAGO

EL PASO J
JACKSONVILLE
MEMPHIS
OKLAHOMA CITY

PHOENIX

SAN FRANCISCO

\\\ FROM DIRECTOR (62-116355)

-

BIRMINGHAM
" CINCINNATI

INDIANAPOLIS
LOUISVILLE
MIAMI

OMAHA

ST. LOUIS °

 SAVANNAH

' REBUTELS MAY. 2, 1975, AND SEPTEMBER 4, 1975,

SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC) HAS REQUESTED WHEREABOUTS

OF A NUMBER OF FORMER FBI EMPLOYEES INDICATING THEY MAY BE

INTERVIEWED BY THE SSC STAFF.

~LISTED BELOW, BY FIELD OFFICE

TERﬁIIORY, ARE THESE FORMER EMPLOYEES AND THEIR LAST KNOWN

e

—

-HW-65984 Decld:3217517 8-Page 98 e

ADDRESSES AS CONTAINED IN BUREAU FILES,
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| PAGE Tyo , |
| *&_ INFORMATION. FROW SSC INDIGATES NAMES OF FORMER SA"S
'LITRENTO AND STEWART DEVELOPED AS HAVING BEEN RESPONSIBLE FOR
SUPERVISING COMMUNICATIONS BETWEEN THE FBI AND CIA CONCERNING.
MAIL OPENING ACIVITIES. ALL OTHERS IN LIST BELOW WERE EITHER

SACy, ASAC, OR BOTH, DURING PERIOD 1959 -_1966 IN ONE OR MORE

NEW YORK, SAN FRANCISCO, SEATTLE, AND WASHINGION 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

‘ STA?F’FOR‘INTERVIEw: THE FORMER EMPLOYEE MAY, AFTER BEING

.. CONTACTED BY SSC STAFF, CONTACT BUREAU'S LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION

. BY COLLECT CALL FOR FULL INFORMATION TO ASSIST HIM INCLUDING

|~ -OBLIGATIONS AS TO CONFIDENTIALITY OF INFORMATION ACQUIRED AS

| FBI EMPLOYEE. 1T 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, |

4

;
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\
PAGE THREE
CONTACTS WITH THESE FORMER EMPLOYEES TO BE HANDLED
 PERSONALLY BY. SAC OR ASAG. 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 EMPLOYEES CONTACTED ; _IF A FORMER EMPLOYEE KO
LONGER IN YOUR TERRITORY OR TEMPORARILY AWAY, SET OUT LEAD TO.
OTHER OFFICE IMMEDIATELY WITH COPY TO FBIHQ.
ALEXANDRIA 2 ' |
7 W. DONALD STEWART, CRYSTAL HOUSE I, APARTMENT 202, ARLINGTON,
‘VIRGINIA. | |
 JAMES H. GALE; 3387 ROCKY MOUNT ROAD, FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA
THOMAS E BISHOP , 8820 STARK ROAD, ANNANDALE, VIRGINIA
BALTINORE: |
ANTHONY P, LITRENTO, 2818 STONYBROOK DRIVE, BOWLE, MARYLAND
PAUL 0° CONNELL, JR., 2417 STRATTON DRIVE, POTOMAC, MARYLAND
DONALD E. RONEY; 131 CAMBRIDGE DRIVE, WINDSOR HILLS,
WILMINGTON, DELAWARE

VICTOR TURYN, 264 TURF VALLEY ROAD, ELLICOTT CITY,
MARYLAND

DONALD W, MORLEY, BOX 222, NEW MARKET, MARYLAND

.
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JOHN DAVID POPE, JR., 221 REMINGTON ROAD , BIRMIHGHAM ALABAMA
BOSTON ¢

LEO L. LAUGHLIN, S EVERETT AVENUE, WINCHESTER MASSACHUSETTS

EDWARD J. POWERS, 1@ COLONIAL. DRIVE, BEDFORD NEW HAMPSHIRE

L JoF . DESMOND, (85 FRANKLIN STREET, BOSTON MASSACHUSETTS
CHICAGO:

MARLIN W, JOHNSON, CANTEEN ‘CORPORATION, THE NERCHANUISE
MART, CHICAGO, ILLINOIS | |

HARVEY G. FOSER, 1812 SOUTH HAMLIN, PARK RIDGE,: ILLINOIS
CINCINNATI:

- PAUL FIELDS 2677 CYCLORAMA DRIVE, CINCINNATI, onxo T
HARRY J. MORGAN, 5314 ELMCREST LANE, CINCINNATI, onxo

DALLAS:
" PAUL H. STODDARD, 3014 CHATTERION DRIVE, SAN ANGELO, TEXAS
KENNETH E. COMMONS, 2458 DOUGLAS DRIVE,NSAN,ANGELO, TEXAS
EL PASO:

KARL W. DISSLY, POST OFFICE BOX 9762, EL PASO, TEXAS
INDIANAPOLIS ¢ ’

DILLARD W, HONELL, §413 CARDINAL LANE, INDIANAPOLIS,
1NDIANA .

ALLAN GILLIES , 8228 HOOVER LANE, INDIANAPOLIS, INDIANA
JACKSON: o

'WILLIAMS W. BURKE, JR., 1847 AZTEC DRIVE, JACKSON, !
MISSISSIPPI
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«gAeE FIVE .
 :JAcKSONVILLE' : |
| DONALD Ke BRowN, szs‘BRooxmonr AVENUE ;. EAST JACKSONVILLE, S

’s;.,_

=#LORIDA . T e "

. WILLIAM M. ALEXANDER, 4857 WATER OAX LANE,. JACKSONVILLE,

FLORIDA
LOUISVILLE: |
BERNARD C. BROWN, 2381 NEWMARKET DRIVE, N.E., LOUISVILLE,

" KENTUCKY' : !

LOS ANGELES: . . ' .
Q: 386- 3330
*—'“"/'WILLIAM G. SINON,-Z@#&iEPMBARDY ROAD, SAN MARINO, h: 62l — 2129
R :
* ‘CALIFORNIA A |

- - . ' o : \ Ot 322 2
—/WESLEY G. GRAPP,. 424@ 'BON HOMME ROAD, WOODLAND HILLS,A,V. YL ~F92)

+CALIFORNIA | i 3o~ o7
| ARNOLD C. LARSON, 4232 ABBINGTON COURT, WESTLAKE VILLAGE, 0. ¢yq.p2,y
CALIFORNIA - B hi #974290

/ JOSEPH K, PONDER, 3715 CARRIAGE HOUSE COURT, ALEXANDRIA, 0+ 2722
VIRGINIA. BUSLNESS ADDRESS: 3038 SOUTH RED HILL AVENUE, .
' SANTA ANA, CALIFORNIA ‘ TQE ates W‘M“" (st ré“"4’7 £h S

MEMPHIS: ..

E. HUGO WINTERROWD, 1550 NORTH PARKWAY, MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE
MIAMI ¢ | |
THOMAS MC ANDREWS, 324 NEAPOLITAN WaAY, NAPLES, FLORIDA
- FREDERICK F. FOX, 11450 W. BISCAYNE ‘CANAL ROAD,. MIAMI,
FLORIDA . o




PAGE SIX
jﬁ NEW. YORK § o
JOSEPH L. SCHMIT, §56 HUNT LANE, MANHASSET, NEW YORK
HENRY“A,:FITZGIBBON,.YG.EASION;ROAD,.BRONXViLLE;-NEU.YORK
© OKLAHOMA CITY: | | | o
 JAMES T. MORELAND, 188 FERN DRIVE, POTEAU, OKLAHOMA
LEE' 0, TEAGUE, 2581 N.W. 121ST STREET, OKLAHOMA CITY,
OKLAHOMA |
OMAHA & |
 JOHN F.. CALLAGHAN,; IOWA LAW ENFORCEMENT ACADEMY,
. CAMP* DODGE, POST orgrcs'sox:xsz, JOHNSTON, I0WA
. PHILADELPHIA \
RICHARD J. BAKER, 219 JEFFREY 'LANE, NEWTON SQUARE,
PENNSYLVANIA |
JOHN. F» MALONE, 25 GARFIELD. AVENUE, CARBONDALE, PENNSYLVANIA
PHOENIX:
PALMER M. BAKEN, JR., 3832 EAST YUCCA STREET, PHOENIX,
ARIZONA /
ST. LOUISE - B N
THOMAS J. GEARTY, 6630 CLAYTON ROAD NR. 185, RICHMOND HEIGHTS,
MISSOURT | - - | | ,
WESLEY T. WHALEY, 286 GREEN TRAILS DRIVE,. CHESTERFIELD,
MISSOURI ' | |
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PAGE SEVEN:
SAN DIREO+
. FRANK L. PRICE, 2705 TOKALON STREET, SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA
SAN FRANCISCO: -
CURTIS 0. LYNUM, 644 EAST HILLSDALE BOULEVARD, SAN MATEO,
CALIFORNIA | " |
HAROLD E. WELBORN, 13867 LA VISTA COURT, SARATOGA,
CALIFORNIA |
SAVANNAH:: - / ,
TROY -GOLEMAN, 36 CROMYELL ROAD, WILMINGTON PARK, SAVANNAH,
“GEORGIA - |
" JOSEPH D. PURVIS, 721 DANCY AVENUE, SAVANNAH, GEORGIA

A}

SEATTLE: | A _

| LELAND V. BOARDMAN, ROUTE 3, BOX 268, SEQUIM, WASHINGTON
RICHARD D. AUERBACH, P.0. BOX 1768, SEATTLE, WASHINGTON
JAMES E. MILNES, 4317 = 50TH AVENUE, N.E., SEATTLE,

WASHINGTON o

~ _PAUL R. BIBLER, 15134 - 38TH AVENUE, N.E., SEATTLE,
WASHINGTON' |
END

\
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- . ’ Assoe. Dir, . '
FEDERAL BUREAU oF INVEST!GAn , Dep.-A.D.-Adm,._. '
0 / Dep-AD.-Inv.____
T , COMMUN CAT‘ONS SE(,“O&? / » AS:E pir.: a ;
. Admin. R
‘ v O ‘ Comp. Syst, .. {

. A rg )/ /&/ g:;t ffglrﬂ !
NR @05 SF CODE - , i |
: : . TE&E i : ﬁi’fml’f 4
g832@PM NITEL 9/9/75 CJC : ?ﬁctwn r:g/?

. ' RN Laborat 2
T0 : D IRECTOR (2~116395) me‘l’”}fgval‘ /
5 ncN/ FRA NCISCO ALL fFORMATION C?ry @ng&g e J-

© HERER IS UNCLASS Cr __’E_Bmma A
egul C ;
. nyni ”ijtizzi ﬂbﬁimoérﬁam k‘,
- : Dxrgctor Sec'y .. <J
RE BUREAU NITEL SEPTEMBER 5, 1975. | b )
SAC SAN FRANCISCO, CONTACIED HAROLD E. WELBORN ON ﬁ)
T ————————
SEPTEPBER 8, 1975, AND ACQUAINTED HIM WITH INFORMATION IN _ (
RE FERE NCED N.H'EL. WELBORN'S INNEDIATE REACTION WAS THAT HE
D,[ID NOT DESIRE TO DISCUSS WITH ANY QUISIDER ANY INFORMATION
ﬁAT HE HAD OBTAINED THROUGH HIS FBI EMPLOYNENT. HE DID STATE 'D
o 1
vgf%é\'f SHQULD HE' BE CONTACTED BY SSC STAFF REGARDING INTER/VIEW ’ /
<
@&E WOULD IMI‘ED IATELY TELEPHONE THE BUREAU S LEGAL COUNSEL
= :
E)f-,t‘ VISION. FOR INFORMATION, WELBORN NOW RESIDES AT 19422 VINEYARD
e = ’ ( \
;L@»E , SARATOGA , CALIFORNIA |
o , J
= SAC CONTACTED CURTIS O. LYNUM ON SEPTEMBER 9, 1975,
LYNUM*S REACT ION WAS THAT HE COULD NOT SEE THE BASIS FOR THEIR »
DESIRE TG CONTACT HIN. HOWEVER SHO[LD THEY DO SO, WOULD /{ 9‘
' s orrc iy so oo MEBMTr B 3 |
IMMEDIATELY ADVISE THIS O'FF‘I ALS0O TEL T BU REA.LL_‘,S
mwgf.

' C D VISION, FOR INFORMATION, LYNUM'S CORRECT, %
'LEGAL COUNSEL I R A T2 SEP 19 1975 §
ADDRESS IS WEST HILLSDALE INSTEAD OF EAST AS IN REFERE NCE ‘i
E D g».X?

4(\0’2/ X}‘,;'ap,\

HOLD SRR %2 Iy

84 SEP2 31975 |
NW 55171 DoclId:32583644 Page 52 -
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| Assoc Dir.

r - | o spoA DAl
~ v FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION . ‘ (S?Dw' nv,

‘ . ___, COMMUNIGATIONS SECTION Ramin.
K : R e 0 A : Comp. Syst. —__

Fxt Affain —
Files & Com., .

7310 4\ A —
(000 A —

QYW

\”"ﬁa @18 SF CODE
'8:48 PM NITEL 9/10/75 CJC

To: D IRECIOR™ (62-113395) Lopvons
~ FROM: FRANCISO0 (&2-6887) LA o g e
/ , / , o (L ‘%41 Coup e
> N F T D E NI I AL Ayt 1o, 9L/ @Zp/u/ f epﬁfmskm -
- i ‘ I - ’ E Director Sec'y ..
Lezustwoy 5 ) S L= ,
.—-"“/-’

RE SAN FRANCISCO NITEL, JANUARY 17, 1975, CAPTIONED 6{/}@2@1\/’
< . O

"CURRENT INQUIRY INIO CIA DOMESTIC OPERATIONS - INFORMATION

CONCERNING," N g
. 1/ A v »‘k—'
ON SEPTEMBER 18, 1975, JOHN &~ VAN METER, 1333 JONES ,

STREET, SaAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA, FORMER REGIONAL CHIEF ) )

POSTAL INSPECTOR, CALIFORNIA, WHO RETIRED DECEMBER 38, 1966

. , { :
STAFF MEMBERS PAUL WALLACH AND JOSEPH DECK IN WASHINGTON,

D.C. (4DC) FOR THE PURPOSE OF MAKING A DEPOSITION,
" van VETER HAS AGREED TO FLY TO WDC SEPIEMBER 17, 1975
AND MAKE THE DEPOSITION THE FOLLOWING DAY.

VAN METER FURTHER ADVISED THAT THE STAFF MEMBERS [EN-

TIONED DOCUMENIS IN THEIR POSSESSION THAT THEY WOULD LIKE
HIN TO REVIEW PRIOR TO FILING @b@ﬁéosn%cﬁ T.Héfn;“
ELABORATE THE TYPE OR NATURE OF THESE DOCUNENTSD. SEP 17 1975
VAN METER HAS TOLD SSC STAFF THAT HE HAS NO RNOWED GEowy
-o;«'(,FuRNISHING ANY tAIL TO CIA. BECAUSE OF THIS HE FEELS

ALLL L k3D
SRR e o P ED ENCER G
%”1 '&E‘jf‘%g;,:;’ S ' %:q":"_,“s:gq\’. ?‘V 7
; li‘:‘ig’“}&' 95 v, R 'g‘?} E';"ﬂ:‘.':? (:‘;‘\:‘_ .
oy b AR “..v‘ y
84 SEP181975 | ST
S e B .. pring ot , ,m.,v.s i. 4 C] .
A e e 2 o e e e A b S A S 47 P SN W o




PAGE TWO .  SF 62-6887
THE DOCUMENT S REFERRED TO ABOVE RELATE TO FBI INVESTIGATIONS.

FOR BUREAU'S INFORMATION VAN METER WAS ASSIGNED IN

REGIONAL POSTAL INSPECIOR'S OFFICE, SAN FRANCISCO, FROM 1958

INITIALLY HE WAS DEPUTY CHIEF INSPECTOR AND FROM
HE

TO 1966.
J

1961 UNTIL RETIREMENT HE WAS CHIEF POSTAL INSPECTIOR.
CONSISTENILY EXHIBITED A DISCREET MANNER., f SN T O "‘“'*\m\

DURING THIS PERIOD VAN METER COOPERATED WITH THIS OFFICE

AND PROVIDED ACCESS TO CERTAIN TYPE MAIL IN CONNECTION WITH
MAIL INTERCEPT PROGRAMS, IN PARTICULAR THE GUS SIRVEY, CHIPRQP

AND CHICLM@D | =

THIS IS BEING, FURNISHED FOR INFORMATION OF THE BUREAU.

> RY—25 IWEFIVNITES .
END ’ ' e
L)
[opld
HOLD PLS
. At
N
v _ N
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W CONTAINED

W.

o e
) R. Wannall ‘MY'
. W. 0, Cregar ‘
_ 1
CODE TELETYPE NITEL ’
g J. W. Redfield *

] \1'—MI'.
TO SAC SAN FRANCISCO | OCTORER 9, 1975
~ PERSONAL ATTENTION
1 - Mr, L. L. Anderson

FROM DIREGTOR FBI
,;;JSENSTUDY’75

(62~116395)

REBUTEL MAY 2, 1975, SETTING FORTH PERTINENT BACKGROUND
(DNEA CONCERNING CAPTIONED MATTER, |

REFERENCE IS MADE TO SAN FRANCISCO LETTER DATED MARCH 11,
1960, CAPTIONED "CSSF 2279~S¥; CONFIDENTIAL SOURCE - CHINESE,"
SAN FRANCISCO FILE 134-1132, A COPY OF WHICH WAS FURNISHED TO

SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (8SC) TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS
WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES,

BY LETTER OCTOBER 8, 1975, THE ABOVE COMMITTEE‘REQUESTDD

e

"ACCESS TO THE LISTS OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES AND SAN FRANCISCO

"%, SECURITY AND SECURITY INDEX SUBJECTS WHOSE NAMES WERE ON THE /-,
3 N, WATCH LISTS EMPLOYED IN THE CHIPROP SURVEY AND THE CHICLET
§§§§E§ SURVEY, THESE CATEGORIES ARE DESCRIBED IN A MEMORANDUM FROM
_%ﬂ.g ' SAC, SAN FRANCISCO, TO DIRECTOR, FBI, DATED MARCH 11, 1960."
é a IT IS NOTED A REVIEW OF REFERENCED LETTER INDICATES THE
V PORTIONS OF REFERENCED LETTER PRONPTING THIS REQUEST APPEAR TO
BE THE LAST PARAGRAPH ON PAGE TWO AND PARAGRAPH ONE ON PAGE
oun AD i LL%é§jg)ég§2\ e o SEE NOTE PA
= /¢ © RiC3g | PAGE 2
Admin. o . - e F :
o e — RN //9‘ /37 ’7/3
e ton . .
Eﬁilh__ CLET O T ‘ﬁL' ~ 'f/i{§i'
e HTEL I T p
e Ji ot
m;;;;;;;?n;cm 94751530 dgehog TELETYRE UNIT lél aro ssibeg



|

PAGE TWO 62-116395

THREE, SAN FRANCISCO SHOULD FURNISHQIDENTiTIES OF

INDIVIDUALS ON ANY WATCH LISTS MATNTAINED IN CONNECTION

WITH CHIPROP AND CHICLET AND/OR FURNISH SUFFICIENT INFORMATION
TO BUREAU SO THAT AN APPROPRIATE RESPONSE MAY BE MADE IN
ACCORDANCE VITH THE ABOVE REQUEST.

THIS REQUEST SHOULD BE TREATED WITH THE HIGHEST PRIORITY
INASMUCH AS PUBLIC HEARINGS ON THIS MATTER ARE SCHEDULED FOR
THE VEEK OF OCTOBER 20. |

SUTEL REPLY TO REACH BUREAU BY CLOSE OF BUSINESS ON
OCTOBER 15, 1975.

NOTE:

: Referenced 5/2/75 teletype, prev1ou91y informed
of our cooperation with the SSC and of our obligation to
insure that sensitive sources, methods and ongoing investi-
gations are fully protected. Above request from SSC cannot
be handled based on review of Bureau files, therefore,
( San Francisco being instructed as ajjove.

NW-65954- Bocldi329951/0 -Page- 03 ~- -~ -~~~
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' / : ) i Assoe. Di
T EEDERAL pungnsy UF INVESTiuntiu _ . : Dep.. ==
NP JIMUNICATIONS SECTION | | P
E « '~' et HAsst, 'DII‘:.‘L.
NR 824 SF CODE ocT 161975/3 j | ] o e
o ' - Bxt, i
. 9:15PM NITEL OCIOBER 15, 197 -‘ | Files’ ﬁém—
Y 2 M, ———
| » 173y EYPH | e v, -
J . ent.
//0/ DIREGTOR (62-116395) S eog dm}@
| FROM: SAN FRANCISCO (62-6887) , : Ldsomatory .
. ) . &Eval. .
; /—"""""\\ ) . _‘f Hﬁé&llm
r / SENSTUDY 75.) | Teltptiore Hag o
| AR | Direcmmy_,
RE BUTEL, OCTOBER 9, 1975. ,#&,9 =
G ot
' REFERENGCE IS MADE TO SAN FRANCISCO LETTER DATED MARCH 11, o -

1968, CAPTIONED "CSSF 2279-S, CONFIDENTIALisOURCE - CHINESE,™ -
SAN FRANCISCO FILE 134~1132. / .
FOR INFORMATION OF BUREAU, SAN FRANCISCO FILE 134~-1132

(ADMINISTRATIVE) WAS LOCATED AFTER.A THO&O”GH SEARCH OF SAN

FRANCISCO FILES AT 4:45 PM PST, OCTOBER !5, 1975, REVIEY OF / :
./

THIS FILE DISCLOSED NO "WATCH LISTS” UTILIZED UNTIL JUNE 26, 1963 (i;

WHEN CSSF.2279~S WAS REPLACED BY CSSF 2641-S AND SF FILE 134-11%?

-

WAS CLOSED, ~ _ e
SAN FRANCISCO HAS INTERVIEYED AGENT PERSONNEL WHO PARTICIPATED

IN THE CHICLET AND CHIPROP SURVEYS IN ORDER TO RECONSTRUCT CRITERIA

USED FOR THESE PROGRANS. ST, 104,
AGENT PERSONNEL INTERVIEYED HAVE ADVISE%CTHAT 2; "UATCHLIST" %5
WAS MAINTAINED FOR THESE PROGRAMS PHIHRNfo “1964. I;r"A'r N{r&/

REVIEWING OVER 13,820 LETTERS A DAY C(IN LESS THAN A MAXIMUM OF
15 NOV 7 1975
WO HOURS) DID NOT ALLOW SUFFICIENT TIME TO COMPARE THESE LETTERS ‘

WITH A LIST OF NAMES., 1IN PLACE OF A LIST, AGENT PERSONNEL
REVIEWING THIS BULK OF LETTERS, USED GENERAL CATEGORIES OF REFERENCE. ]
'THESE AGENTS ALSO HAD THEIR OWN "MENTAL LIST OF NAMES OF INDIVIDUA”LS:}g

\\ [
Q\;’\ b
]

8 4 NOvV 1 01975 | G




PAGE TWO  SF 62-6887 S EGCRE T |
WHO WERE OF INTEREST TO THE BUREAU, THIS "MENTAL LIST" INCLUDED
INDIVIDUALS WHO IN THE PAST HAD QUALIFIED UNDER GENERAL CATEGORIES
AS PERSONS OF INTEREST TO THE BUREAU.

THE GENERAL CATEGORIES OR CRITERION USED'BY AGENT PERSONNEL
REVIEWING LETTERS UNDER THE CHICLET AND CHIPROP SURVEYS
INCLUDED: (1> LETTERS WITH A RETURN ADDRESS OF INDIVIDUALS WHO
WERE BEING HELD AS PRISONERS OF WAR AND WHO WERE KNOWN TO
BE "TURNCOATS™ FROM THE KOREAN CONFLICT. (2) LETTERS WITH A
RETURN ADDRESS OF A DOCTOR OR UNIVERSITY ON THE MAINLAND,

(3) ANY MAIL EMANATING FROM CHICON INTELLIGENCE SERVICES OR
COVERS THAT VE WERE AVARE OF. (4) MAIL ADDRESSED IN ENGLISH
WITH INFORMATION THAT IDENTIFIED IT WITH A SOURCE OF A SCIENTIFIC
OR TECHNICAL NATURE. (5) MAIL WITH A RETURN ADDRESS OF A
PARTICULAR PROVINGE IN CHINA WHERE THE ATOMIC BOMS YAS BELIEVED
TO HAVE BEEN MANUFACTURED. () MAIL ADDRESSED TO WELL KNOWN
SECURITY SUBJECTS OF THE BUREAU RESIDING WITHIN THE UNITED
STATES. (7> MAIL THAT INDICATED ILLEGAL TRAVEL OF AMERICAN
CITIZENS TO MAINLAND CHINA.
| WITH SPECIFIC REFERENCE TO REFERENCED BUREAU TELETYPE OF
. OCTOBER 9, 1975, YHEREIN THE SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC) HAD

MYY 65994 Docld:32175170 Page 111



PAGE THREE SF 62-6887 SECRET |
REQUESTED ACCESS T0 "LISTS OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES AND SAN
FRANCISCO SECURITY AND SECURITY INDEX SIBJECTS WHOSE NAMES
' WERE ON WATCH LISTS" SAN FRANCISCO REPEATS THAT NO LISTS WERE
MAINTAINED AND/OR UTILIZED PRIOR TO THE MARGH 11, 1968 SAN
FRANCISCO LETTER REFERRED T0 ABOVE,
WITH REGARD TO THE 148 CLASSIFICATION, SGE CASES, OPENED
AS A RESULT OF THE SURVEYS REFERRED TO IN REFERENCED SAN
FRANCISCO LETTER, NO LIST OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES WaS MAINTAINED,
' THESE CASES WERE OPENED AS A RESULT OF AN INDICES SEARCH OF
THE DIVISION WHERE AN INDIVIDUAL RESIDED OR AN ‘INDICES SEARCH
AT THE BUREAU WHICH VaS INITIATED BECAUSE THAT INDIVIDUAL CAME
TO OUR ATTENTION AS A RESULT OF THE SURVEYS. FOR EXAMPLE, IF
A PARTICULAR LETTER WAS OPENED BECAUSE IT WAS ADDRESSED TO A
,SCﬁENTIST; AND THIS LETTER CONTAINED INFORMATION THAT WARRANTED
OPENING A CASE BECAUSE IT CONTAINED INFORMATION OF INTELLIGENCE
VALUE, AN INDICES SEARCH IN' THE DIVISION WHERE THAT PERSON
RESIDED WAS CONDUCTED. IF THE INDICES SEARCH REVEALED THAT

>

!
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PAGE FOUR  SF 62-6887 SECRET

THIS PERSON WAS A GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEE, A NEY SGE CASE UAS
OPENED. SOMETIMES WHEN AN INDICES SEARCH DID NOT REVEAL
GOVERNMENT EMPLOYMENT, SUBSEQUENT BACKGROUND INV;STIGATIOQ»
DID, AND A NEY SGE CASE WAS OPENED. | |

WITH REGARD TO SAN FRANCISCO SECURITY AND SECURITY INDEX
SUBJECTS, NO WATCHLISTS WERE UTILIZED PRIOR TO MARCH 11, 1968 IN THE
CHIPROP/CHICLET SURVEYS. AGENT PERSONNEL WHO |
WERE ENGAGED IN REVIEYING LETTFRS IN THESE SURVEYS WERE
EXPERIENCED INVESTIGATORS IN SECURITY MATTERS IN THE SAN
FRANCISCO BAY AREA. THESE AGENTS WERE VELL -ACQUAINTED WITH
THE NAMES OF SAN FRANGISCO AREA SECURITY AND SECURITY INDEX
SUBJECTS AND HAD THEIR OYN PERSONAL "MENTAL LIST" OF NAMES OF
THESE, INDIVIDUALS TO DRAY ON WHILE REVIEWING LETTERS. ON
OCCASION, MAIL THAT WAS ADDRESSED TO SECURITY SUBJECTS WAS
OPENED BASED ON OTHER CRITERIA AND AN INDICES SEARCH REVEALED
THAT THAT INDIVIDUAL WAS, IN FACT, OF INTEREST TO THE BUREAU
FOR REASONS UNRELATED TO THE MAIL SURVEYS, IN SUCH INSTANCES |
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THE MAIL ‘SURVEY HELPED CORROBORATE CURRENT INFORMATION REGARDING

~ THESE SUBJECTS, ° | )
IT IS RECALLED BY SF SGENTS WORKING THE CHIPROP CHICLET SURVEYS
SUBSEQUENT TO 1964 THAT CERTAIN "WATCHLISTS™ WERE .UTILIZED IN THESE
SURVEYS DUE TO THE NUMBER AND TURNOVER OF AGENTS INVDLVED, ‘HOWEVER,
THESE LISTS WERE A "WITHIN HOUSE” LIST WHICH IN ALL PROBABILITY

DID NOT BECOME AN INTREGAL PART OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE FILE IN
QUESTION, SAN FRANCISCO IS CONTINUING TO LOOK FOR THE 134 FILE
COVERING CSSF 2641-S AND WILL SUTEL RESULTS IMMEDIATELY., UPON

-

LOCATION AND REVIEY. - R
CLASSIFIED BY 7356, XGDS, CATEGORY 2, INDEFINITE,
END

HOLD PLS
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A5G WA PLAIN
102 34PN NITEL 12/16/75 GHS
TO ALL SACS
FRO# DIRECTIOR L
DiRECTOR*s APPEARANCE BEFORE SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE
oN INTELLIGENCE ACTIVIIIES, DECEMBER 1M1, 1975

A COPY OF THE STA&EMENT_I DELIVERED BEFORE.THErSENATE
SELECT COMMITTEE on INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES TDDAY\HAS BEEN
SENT ALL OFFICES. FOR YOUR IN?ORMATION,_THERE FOLLOWS A

! SYNOPSIZED AGCOUNT OF THE MAJOR AREAS OF THE COMMITTEE'S

QUESTIONS IOVME, TOGETHER WITH MY RESPONSES:
(1> REGARDING FBI INFORMANTS, QUESTIONS WERE ASKED
WHETHER COURT APPROVAL SHOULD BE REQUIRED FOR FBI USE OF
INFORMANTS IN INVESTIGATIONS OF ORGANIZATIONS (MY RESPONSE
WAS THAT THE CONTROLS WHICH EXIST TODAY oGER USE -OF INFORMANTS
ARE SATISFACTORY); Hoy can FSE'KEEP INFORMANTS OPERATING \
WITHIN PROPER LIMITS SO THEY DO NOT INVADE RIGHTS OF OTHER
PERSONS (MY RESPONSE WAS THAT RELIANCE mdsr BE PLACED ONQTHE
INDIVIDUAL AGENTS HANDLING INFORMANTS AND THOSE SUPERVISINg
THE AGENTS® WORK, THAT INFORMANTS WHO VIOLATE THE LAY CAN BE

AN

TR RODED
Mé%ﬁ@iﬁunwzggL_
" DECio 1975

| I 7,
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PAGE TWO

i

PROSECUTED -- AS CAN ANY AGENT WHO COUNSELS Al INFORMANT TO

_CommxT VIOLATIONS)s AND DID FORMER KLAN INFORMANT GARY ROVE
TESTIFY AGCURATELY wHéN HE TOLD THE coMMiTTEE"ON DECEMBER -2
THAT HE INFORMED FBI OF PLANNED ACTS OF VIOLENCE BUT FBI
DID NOT ACT TO PREVEHT THEM (MY RESPONSE WAS THAT ROVE'S
TFSTIMONY WAS NOT ACCURATE).

(2) 1IN RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS REGARDING IMPROPER
COMDUCT BY FBI EMPLOYEES, I STATED THAT ALLEGED VIOLATIONS OF

LAY BY FBI PEgsoﬂNEL SHOULD BE INVESTIGATED BY THE FBI OR

OTHER APPROPRIATE AGENCY; THAT THE INSPECTION DIVISION HAS
CONDUCTED INQUIRIES REGARDING ALLEGATIONS OF MISCONDUCT;
THAT Al OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL,RESPONSiBILIIY‘HAS JUST

BEEN ESTABLISHED IN THE JUSTICE DEPARTMENT, AND WE WILL ADVISE
THAT OFFICE OF OUR MAJOR INVESTIGATIONS OF DEPARTMENTAL PERSONNEL ,
INCLUDING FBI ENPLOYEES, FOR ALLEGED VIOLATIONS OF LAW, REGULATIONS,
OR STANDARDS OF COMDUCT; THAT I WOULD RESERVE.COMMENT

REGARDING POSSIBLE CREATION OF A HATIONAL INSPECTOR GENERAL

- TO CONSIDER tATTERS OF MISCONDUCT BY EMPLOYEES OF ANY FEDERAL
AGElICY .

\
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PAGE THREE
(3) IN RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS CONCERNING HARASSMENT OF

MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR., I STATED THAT THE PERSONS WHO ISSUED
THE ORDERS WHICH RESULTED IN SUCH HARASSMENT ‘SHOULD FACE THE

RESPONSIBILITY FOR IT, RATHER THAN THOSE UNDER THEM WHO CARRIED
OUT SUCH ORDERS IN GOOD FAITH; THAT THE FBI STILL HAS RECORDINGS
RESULTING FROM ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCES OF KING; THAT WE RETAIN
RECORDINGS FOR TEN YEARS BUT WE ALSO HAVE AGREED TO A REQUEST
FROM THE SENATE NOT TO DESTROY INFORMATION IN OUR FILES WHILE
CONGRESSIONAL INQUIRIES ARE BEING GONDUCTED; THAT I HAVE NOT
REVIEWED THE KING TAPES; THAT IF THE COMMITTEE REQUESTED TO
ﬁEVIEw THE KING TAPES, THE REQUEST WOULD BE REFERRED TO THE
ATTORNEY GENERAL. | |

 (4) IN RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS REGARDING WHETHER IT YOULD

BE ADVANTAGEOUS TO SEPARATE THE FBI CRIMINAL INVESTIGATIVE
RESPONSIBILITIES AND OUR INTELLIGENCE FUNCTIONS, I STATED

THAT WE HAVE FOUND THE TUO AREAS TO BE COMPATIBLE, AND I

FEEL THE FBI IS DOING A SPLEMDID JOB IN BOTH AREAS. =~ =

(5) 1IN RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS CONCERNING THE ADEQUACY
OF CONTROLS ON REQUESTS FROM THE WHITE HOUSE AND FROM OTHER
GOVERNMENT AGENCIES FOR FBI INVESTIGATIONS OR FOR INFORMATION

HW 54955 DocId:32989494 Page 48
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PAGE FOUR

FRON OUR FILES, I STATED THAT WHEN SUCH REQUESTS ARE MADE
ORALLY, THEY SHOULD BE CONFIRMED IN WRITING; THAT UE WOULD
WELCOWE ANY LEGISLATIVE GUIDELINES THE CONGRESS FEELS WOULD
PROTECT THE FBI FROW THE POSSIBILITY OF PARTISAN MISUSE.

A FULL TRANSCRIPT OF THE QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS WILL BE
FURNISHED TO EACH OFFICE AS SOON AS IT IS AVAILABLE.
ALL.LEGATS ADVISED SEPARATELY. ,

ED “

PLS ACK FOR 2 TELS

LUV FBI ALBANY
ACK FOR TUO CLR

TKS

¥ 54955 DocId:32989494 Page 49
NW-65954-Bockd: 3297517 0-Page- 118




' ) o . | VOI. LS' . ~ "Z
S Ghe uited States Sevate [ o7

‘Report of Proceedings RS

Hearing held before

~
Slect: Comnities to Study Governmental Operations

With Respect 0 Intelligence Activities

3 : ' " _ | ITEILIGENCE IﬁVES‘TIGATION
UNEDIFED TREwseRpT

Tesday, December 2, 1975

R Washington, D. C.

:AKthL)__..____INDk:XtD
ssRmnszg@_ FILED

WARD & PAUL -
m-f' H@()’ Q)}\( 410 FIRST STREET, S. BE. - ) DECT: 1975

whv \C ’N/ /gy WASHINGTON, D. C. 20003
\ .

‘ -.al = AL \N]_(
(202) 544-6000 o ‘

ML65994 Docld:32175170_Page 119_ \



v

PSR LN

11
J .
2
g 12
&
n .
g 13
;o
14
15
16
17
18
g
g 19
J
g ‘
< 20
)3 s
s 21
3
‘.‘}1 22
§ 23
£
i e 24
<
25

‘Senator Tower.. The next witnesses to appear before the
Committee are Mr. James Adams, Assistant to the Director-

Deputy Associate Director, Investigation, responsible for all
Director, Inﬁélligence;Division, responéible for internal
security and foreign éounterintelligenCe'investigations; Mr,
John A. Mintz, Assistant.Directo:, Legal Counsel Division;
Joseph G. Deegan, Section Chief, extremist investigations;

Mr. Robert L. Schackelford, Section Chief, subversive
investigations; Mr. Homer A. Newman, Jr., Assistant to Section

Chief, Supervises extremist informants; Mr. Edward P. Grigalu-,

Unit Chief, supervises subversive informants; Joseph G. F~2lizy, |

Assistant Section Chief, Civil Rights Section, Gener-.i Inw.oeti-
gative Division.

Gentlemen, will you all rise and be sworn.
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. Do you solemnly swear the testimony yoﬁ are
before this Committee is the truth, the whole tr
but the truth, so help you God?

Mr. Adams. I do.

Mr. Wanpall. I do. . N -

Mr. Mintz. I do.

Mr, Deegan. I do.

Mr. Schackelford. I do.

\

Mr. Newman. .I do.

Mr. Grigalus. I do.

Mr., Kelley. I do.

‘Senator Tower. It is intended that.Mr. Wan
the principal witness, and we will call on other
might require, and T would direct each of‘ybuiwh
reSpone, to identify yourselves, pleasé,"for the
\ I think that we will spend just a few more
the members of the Committee to return f£rom ‘the
| (A Brief recess was takeﬂ.)(

Senator Tower. The Committee will come to
Mr. Wannall, according to data, informants

percent ofbyouriintelligence-information.

Now, will you'provide the Committee with some information

1901

about to give

uth, and nothing

nali will.be
s as questioning
en you do
record.
minutes tF alloy
floor.
ordex.

provide ‘83
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 PESTIMONY OF W. RAYMOND WANNALL, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR,
INTELLIGENCE DIVISION, FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION -
ACCOMPANIED BY: JAMES B. ADAMS,. ASSISTANT TO THE
DIRECTOR;pEPUTY ASSOCIATE“DIRECTCR tiNVESTIGATIbN);'

'/JOHN.A; MiNTZ,. ASSISTANT DlﬁﬁéTbR,.LEGAL COUNSEL
DIVISION; JOSEPH G. DEEGAN, SECTION CHIEf; ROBERT L.
SCHACKELFORD, SECTION CHIEF; HOMER A. NEWMAN, JR.,
ASSISTANT TO SECTION‘CHiEF; EDWARD P. GRIGALUS, UNIT
CHIEF; AND JOSEPH G. KELLEY, ASSISTANT SECTION CHIEF,
CIVIL RIGHTS SEQTION, GENERAL INVESTIGATiVE DIVISION

. Mr. Wannall. Mr. Chairman, that is not FBI data that you

have quoted. That was prepared by ﬁhé'Generél Accounting

Office.

Senator Tower. That is GAO.

Mr. Wannall. Based on a gampling of about 93 cases.

Senator Tower. Would that appear to be a fairly accurate
figure. .

’Mr. Wannall. I have not seen any survey which the FBI
itself has conducted that would confirm that, but I'think'that
we do get the principal portion of our information from live

sources,

Senator Tower. -It would be a relatively high percenti.,-

then?

-

Mr. Wannall. I would say yes. Aﬂd your gques!’

criteria?

-~
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 Senator Tower. Whét criteria do yqu‘ﬁse in tpe sélection,
of informants?

Mr. Wannéll. Well, the éfiteria‘vary with the needs. In
our cases relating to extremis£ matpers, surely<iﬁjorder-to get
an informant who can meld into'a éroup’ﬁhich is engaged in.a
criminal type activity, you're going to. have a different.sét
of criteria. If you'ré télking about our internal security
matters, I think we set rather high standards. We do reéuireA
that a preliminary inquiry be conducted which would consist
principally of cﬁecks of our‘headquarters indices, our field
office-indices, checks wi£h other informants who are operating

in the same area, and in various established sources such as

'local'poiice departménts.

Following this, if it appears that the person is the type
who has credibility, can be depended upon to be reliaple,vwe
would interview the individual in ordér to make a determination
as to whether or’not he will Qe willing to assist the FBI
in discharging its responsibiliti;s in.that.field,

Following that, assuming that the.answef is positive, Qe
would conduct a rather in depth investigation for.thé.puréosé
of.fﬁrther attempting to establish credibility and. reliability.

Senator. Tower. .How. does the.Bureau. distinguish between

the. use of informants for law enfbrcemgnt as opposed to

.intelligence. collection?

Is the guidance different, 6r is it the same, or what?

NV 65994 _Docld; 321751 7;%n Page 123 .
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Mr. Wannall. Well, Mr. Adams can p;obably best address
the use of informénts on criminal matters since.he is over
the operatiénal division on that.

Mr. Adams. You do have soméwhgp\of a difference in the facH
that a criminal informant in a law enforcement.function, ybu
are trying to deveclop evidence whicthil%,be admissible in
court  for pfosédution, whereas with intelligehce, the informant

alone, your pﬁrpdse could either be prosecution or it could be

just for purposes of pure intelligence.
The difficulty in both is retaining the confidentiality

of the individual and protecting the individual, and trying to,

through use of the informant, obtain evidence which could be

used independently of the testimony of the informant so that
. . /
he can continue operating as a criminal informant.

Senator Tower. Are these informants ever authorized to
' ‘ )

- function as provocateurs?

Mr. Adamst No, sir, they're not. We have strict regula-
tions against-using'informaﬁts as provocateurs. This gets
into thqt delicate area of éntrapment which has been.adéressed
by the courts on many Qccasions and\hés been concludéd by the
courts that providiﬁg)an individual has a willingness to engaggf
in an activity, the government has the right to provide him*the 
opportunity. This does not mean, of cqurse; that miétakes don'{
occur in this area, but we take whatevér steps we can. to

—n

avoid this, Even the law has recognized that informants can

A
¢

PR
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1 || engage in criminal activity, and the courts have held that,

2 especially the Supreme Court in the Newark County.Case, that -

Phone [Aroa 202) 544-6000

) the very difficulty of pgnetrating,ahvongoing~operation, that
4 an'ihformanﬁ Kimsekf can engage in criminal activity, but
5 because there is lacking this ‘criminal intent to yidlate a

6 law, we stay away from that. Our regulations fall short of that

7 - If we‘have a situation where we felt that an informant
8 has to become involved in some activity in order to protect
o) or conceal his use as an informant, we go right to the'United'

10 || States Attorney or to the Attorney General to try to make sure
11 ||. we are not stepping out of bounds insofar as the use of our

19 | informants. o ’

13 | Senator Tower. But you do use these informants and do

WARD & PAUL

14 | instruct them to spread dissension among certain grﬁups that l
15 || they are informing on, do you not? !
16 Mr. Adams. We did when we had the COINTELPRO programs,

17 which were discontinued in 1971{ and I thinkvthe Klan is probab+y
18 one of the best-examples of a situation where the:law was-
19 || in effect at the timé. We heard the term States Rights used
20 much more then than we hear it today. We saw in the Little
o1 || Rock situation the President of the United States, in sending

99 in the troops, pointin% out the necessity to use local law

25 enforcement. We must have local(iaw enforcemenﬁ to use the

a

24 troops only as a last resort.

4310 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

25 And then you have é situation like this where you do try
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“evidence of a conspiracy, and it ultimately resulted in

- trated as anyone else was, and when we got information from

NV§5994,.Docldi32175
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to preserve tﬂe respective roles in law éﬁfbréémént. You have
historicai probléms with the Klan éomipg albng. We had
situations where the FBI and thglFedefal Government was almost
Poweflesé £d‘éct. We "had local lg;henforcement'officers\in
some areas participating in Klan violence.

The instances mentioned by Mr, Réwe, every one of those,
he saw them from the lowest level of the info‘rmantT He didn't
see what action was taken with that informafion, as he.pointéd
out \in his testimony. Our files show that thi§ information was
rebortéd to tﬁe police departments in every instance. We
also knew that in ceftain instances the informatioﬁ, upon beiﬁg
rgéeived, was not being aéted upon. We glso diésehinated
simultanéously tﬁrough letterhead'memdranda to tﬁe Department
of Justice the problem, and he;e, here we were, the FBI, in a
position where.we had no authority in the absence of instruction
from the Department of Justice, to make én arrest.

Sections 241 and 242 don't cover it because you don't haveg

a situation where the Department called in United States
Marshals who do havé authority similar to local law enforcement

officials.

So, historically, in those days, we were just as frus-

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

and it was passed on to those who had the fesponsibility to

na v _ . anmoa
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do something about it, it was not always %cted upon; as he
indicated. ’ B | |

Senator Tower. None of;thesgrcases, then, there was
adégua;g evidence.of conspiracy to ine you jurisdigﬁioh'to.y
act? - o
| Mr. Adams. The Departmental rules at thaf time, and»stiii
require bepartmentalfapproval where yoﬁ have a con;piracy.
Under 241, iﬁ takes two or more persons acting together. . Yoﬁ
can have aAmob scene, and'you can have blacks and whites
belting each othe;,vbut unless you can show Qﬁat thoéé that
initiated the action acﬁed in concert in a conspiracy, you have|.
no violation. N

congress recogniéed this, ‘and-it wasn't until 1968
that they.camé along and added Section 245 to the civil rights
statute, which added puhitive measures against an‘individual
that didn't have to be a conspiracy. But this was a problem
that the whole country was grappling with; the Président»of
the United Statés, Attorney General.. We were 1in a Situaxioﬂ
whe:eMwe;hadwrankwlawlessness;takingwplace,wasmyoumknowwfromwwmmr
a memogéndum we sent yéu that wé éent,to the Attorney General:
The accomblishmeﬁts we were able to obtain in preventing
violehce,‘and in neutralizing the Klan -- and that was one.
of the reasons.

‘Senator Tower. What was the Bureau's purpose ‘in con-

tinuing or urging the continued surveillance of the Vietnam

NWW.65994 Docld:32175170. Page 127 _ e
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Veterans Against the War?

Was there a legitimate law enforcement purpose, OXr was éhé
intent to hélter politicél expiessibn?

Mr. Adams. We had informaﬁion'on the Vietném Veterans
Against the War that indicated that there were -subversive
groups involved. They were going to North Vietnam and meeting
with the Cémmunist forces. They were goiné to Péris, attending

' ~
meetings paid for and sponsored by the Communist Party, the

International Communist Party. We feel that we-had a very valid

/

basis to direct our attention to the VVAW.

It started out, of course, with Gus Hall in 1967, who was
head of tﬁe Commdnist Party, USA, and the comﬁents hebmade,
and what it finéily boiled down to was a éituation where it

®

split off into the Revolutionary Union, which was a Maost
group, and the gd£d~line Communist group, and at that point
faétionalism.developed in many of tﬁe chaptérs, and- they closed:
those chaptérs because there was no longer any intent to follow
the national organization.,

But we had a valid basis for investigating it, and we
investigated chapters to determine if there was affiliation
and subservience to the national office.

Senator Tower. ﬁr. Haft?

Senator Haft of Michigan. But in -the process of chasing

after the Veterans Against the War, you got a lot of inﬁormatio$

that clearly has no rclationship to any Federal -criminal
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_you may have one or two violent individuals, but you have

"we have talked about before., We have to narrow down, because

-

. .’1909

statute..

Mr. Adams. I ag;ee,’sénator.

‘Senator Hart of Michigan. Why don't you try to shut that
stuff off by sifply tél;inéﬂthefaggﬁg; or-y;ur-iﬁfbiﬁant?.

‘Mr. Adams., Here ié thétproblem that'you‘havé Qiéh that. 
When.youfre looking at an organization, délyou }eéort only £he

N

violent statements made by the group or do you also show that

some of these church -'groups that were mentidnpd, and others,
. _ .
that the whole intent of the group is not in violation of the
statutes. You have to report the good, the favorable along
with the_unfavorable,‘and this is a problém; We wind ﬁp with
inforﬁation in ogt.filés. We are accused/of being vacuum
cleaners, and you are a vacuum cleaner. If you want to know the
real purpose of an organization, do you onl? report the

violent statements made aﬁd the fact that it is by a sﬁall
minority, or do you also -show the broad base of the organizatio;

and what it .really is?

And within that is where we have to have the guidelines

we recognize that we do wind up with too much information in

our files,
Senator Hart of Michigan. But in that vacuuming process,

you are feeding into Departmental files the names of people

who are, who have been engaged in basic First Amendment

Page 129 =

-



+ N
w o o
. sian 25

1910
.
(nj % 1 exercisés, and this is what hangs some of us up.
| g é M;. Adams. It hangs me up. But in the éame files I .
E 3 imagine every one of you has been'ihterviewed by the‘FBI, éither
4 asking you about the qualifications of some other Senator -
5 || being considered for a Presidential appointment, being inter-
6 viewed concerning somé friend-who is applying for a job.
7 Were you embarrassed to have that in the files of the
8 FBI?
o Now,. someonée can Ssay, as reported’at,our }ast session, that

!

10.|| this is an indication, the mere fact that we have a name in our
11 files has an onerous impression, a chilling effect. I agree,
12 | It can have, if someone wants to distort what we have in our

13 files, but if they'recognize that we interviewed you because

WARD & PAUL

i4 ‘of considering: a man for the Supreme Court of the United

15 | States, ahd that isﬁft distorted or impropérly used,vI doﬁlb
16 || see. where any harm is served by haQing»that in our files.

17 ‘Senator Hart.of Michigan. But if. I am. Reverend. Smith

18 and~the.vqcuum/cleaner.picked up the fact.thatuI.Qaémhélping

19 -the véterans,.Vietnam Veterans Against. the War, and two years
20 later a name check. is.'asked. on Reverend Smith and.ail.yoﬁr

21 ~file shows. is that he was. associated. two years.;go-With a group

.22 that.was'sufficient enough, held sufficient doubtful.patriotism
éb to justify turning loose a lot of your_energy in pursuit on

'an
t.

24 them --

410 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

o5 Mr. Adams. This is a problem.
(
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of when an extremist or security investigation-may be under-
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Senator Hart of Michigan. This is what should réquire
us to rethink this whole business.

Mr. Adams. Absolutely.

)

'And this is what I hope thg;guidelines committees as well

as the Congressional input are going to address themselves to.
Senator Hart of Michigan. We've talked about a wide range
of groups which the Bureau can and has had informant penetratiof

and report on. Your manual, the Bureau manual's definition

taken refers to groups whose activiéy either involves Q;olatidn
of certain specified laws, or which may result in the violation
of such law, and when such.an iﬁvestigation is opened, then
informants may be used.

Another guideline says that domestic intelligence
investigations now must be prediéated on criminal violatid;s.
&The agent need only cite a statute Suggestiﬂg an investigation
relevant to a potential violaﬁion. Even now, with an improved,
upgraded effort to avoid some of these problems, we are back
again in a world of possible viélationskor ;ctivities thch

) [
may result in illegal acts.

Now,.any constitutiohally prqtécted exércise'of the
right to demonstrate,/to assemble; to protést, to-petition,b
cenceivably may result in viclence corxr digrupticn of a ;ocal

town meeting, when a controversial social issue might result

in disruption, It might be by hecklers rather than'those holdin?

—~en A - P s
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the meeting;

Does this mean that the Bureau should investigate all

groups organizing or participating in such a meeting because

' théy may. result in violence, disruption?. -

.Mr. Adams. No, sir,
Senator Hart of Michigan., .Isn't that how ?on justify i
spying on almost every.aspeét of'ﬁﬁe'éeace'ﬁovemeété
Mr. Adams. ‘No,léir. When we moﬁitor demonstrations,.we .
monitor demonstrations where we have an indication that the
demonstration itself is sponsored-by a group that we have an
investigative in#erest in, a valid investigative intérest in,
or where members of éne oﬁ these groups are participating where
there is a‘potentiél that they might change.the pé;ceful
nature.of the demonstration. | |
But this is our closest gquestion of trying to draw
guideliﬁes to avoid getting’into an area of infringing on‘the.
First Aﬁéndment rights of people, yet ét the same time‘being
aware of groups such as we have had invgfeater numbers in the
~past than we do 'at the present time, ButAwe héve had periods
where the demonstrations have been rather severe, aAd the
courts have said that the FBI has 'a ;ight, and indged a duty,
to keep itself informed with respect té the possible’commission
of crime. It is not obliged to wear plinders until it may be

too late for prevention.

And that's a good statement if applied in a clearcut

t
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case, Our problem is where we have a demonstration and wé have

to make a judgment call as to whether it is one that clearly

fits tne_cri;eria‘of:enabling us to-monitor the activities, and
ﬁﬁat}suwheré:;‘Ehinkfﬁdé£:bf?bdri&iség;éémentétfail: L
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Tape §6' 3 ,
f‘mg 1 Senator Hart of HMichigan. Let's assume that the rule
. (=] N .
« : ) .
g 2 for opening an investigation on a group is narrowly drawn. The
- g S Bureau manual states that'informan£é>investigating a subversive
4 éfgaﬁizaﬁiqn should not -enly xreport on what that group is
5 || doing but should look at and report on activities in which - i
6 the group is participating.
7 There is- a Section 87B3 dealing with reporting. on

8 connections with other groups. That section says fhat the’
9 field office shall ‘"determine and reboff on any significént
10- connection or cooperation with nbnfsugversive groups." Any
11 Significanf conneétiop or cooperation with nén—subversive

12 groﬁﬁs.

WARD & PAUL

13 \ Now let's look at this in practice. In the spring of

14 || 1969 there was a rather heated national debate over £he

- I

15 installation of the anti-ballistic missile system. Some of us

16 || remember that. An IBI informant and two FBI'confidential

17 || sources reported on the plan's participants and activities

18 || of the Washington Area Citizens Coalition Against the ABM,
19 || particularly in open public debate in a high school auditorium, |

20 || which included speakers from the Defense Department for the

21 || ABM and a scientist and defense analyst against the ABM.

J

29 The informants reported on the planning for the meeting,

23 || the distribution of materials to churches and scheols,

.

410 Flrst Street, S.E., Washington, 0.C. 20003

24 participation by iocalkclergy, plans to seek resolution on i

[

25 || ABM from ncarby town councils. There was also informa* - . o
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plans for a‘snhsequcnt town meeting in Washinéton with the
names Bf local pblipical leéders who woﬁld'attend.

Now the information, the‘infofmént infofmation came -as
paft of an ihveéﬁig§tion of an'élieggdly subféréiveféroup-
particiééting in that coalitién.. Yet the information dealt
with all aspects and all participants. The reports on the
plans fér the meeting aﬁd on the mgeting itself were dissemiéate
tolthe State Department, to military iﬁtelligence, and to- the
White llouse.

llow do we get into all of that?

Mxr . Adams. Well ——

Senator Hart of ﬁichigan. Or if you were to rerun it,
‘would yoﬁ‘do it again?

Mr, Adanms. Well, not in 1975, comparea\to what71969
was. The problem we had at the time was where we had an
ihformant who had reporﬁed tﬁat this group, fhis meeti?g was
going to take placeée and it was gbing to be the Daily World,
which was the east 9oast‘communiét newspapexr that made comﬁents_r
about it. They formed an oréanizational meetiﬁg. We took
a Quick look at it. The case apparently was opened in May .28,
1969 qnd closed June 5 sayin§ tliere was no problem with this

organization.

Now the problem we get into is if we take 'a quick lcck .
and get out, fine. We've had cases, though, where we have

stayed in too long. When you're dealing with security *: 1s Jib)

\
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Soviet espionage where they: can put onefpérson in this ecountry
and they suppartéd him with total resources.of the Soviet

,Unibn,.falsg‘identification4 all,thg'money-hé needs, communi—~

-

N

cationsunetworks, satéliite assistéﬁée, and everything, ahnd
‘you're working with a paucity of information.

The same problem exists to a certaiﬁ extent in domestic
security., You don't have a lot of black and white situations.
~So someone reports something to you which yéu feél;iyou éake
a quick look at and there's néthing to it, and‘I think that's
what they did.

Sgnator Hart of Michigan. You said that was ‘65. Let
me bringbyou up to date, c¢loser. to currént, a current place
.on the calendar.

This one ié the fall of last year, 1975, President
Ford announced his new program with“respec£ to amnesty, as
he describhed it, for draft resistors. Fbilowiné thét there

were several national conferences involving all the groups

and individuals interested in unconditional amnesty.

How parenthetically, while unconditional amnesﬁy is
not against -- while dncépditional'émnesty is not yetfthe law,
we agreed that advecating it is not against the:léw either,

Mr. Adams, That's right.

Scnator llart of Miéhigan. Sole of the spénsors vzoro
umbrella organizatiéns involving about SO'diverse aronps ©od

the country. I©BI informants provided .advance ii.r v liG 1

~
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plans for the meeting and apparently atténded and reported on
the conferenceé. The Bureau's own reports described the
éartiéipants as having. represented diverse' perspectives -on

the issue of amnesty, including civil liberties and human
. N . X

- rights groups, G.I. xights spbkesmen, parents of.men killed

in vVietnam, wives of ex-patriates in Canada, experts on draft
counselling, religious groﬁps interested in peace issues,
delegates from student organizations,iand_aides of House and
_Senate nmembers, drafting legislation on amnesty.

The informant apparently was aétending in his role as
a member of a group under investigation as allegedly subversive

and it described the topics of the workshop.

Ironically, the Bureau office report before them noted
that in view of the location of the conference at a theological

4

seminary, the FBI would use.festrain@ and limit its poverége._
to informant.reports.

Now this isn't five or ten years ago. This is last
fall, - Ana this is 'a conference of-people who have the point
of vieﬁ“tﬁat I shé:e, that the socner we have unconditi§nal
aﬁnesty, the better for the soul of the éountryl

Now what reason is it for a vacuum cleaner apérbach on
‘a thing like that? Don't these instances illustrate how broadf
ihform;nt intclligence really is, that wouid cause these’groups
in that setting having contact with other groups, all and

everybody is drawn into the vacuum and many names go into the
\

NW 65994 Docld:32175]

70 Page 137 =




f"\i; 1
s 2
<.

f e
5 4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
o
2
: 12

f”\ P N

. .0
: 13
; ~

14

15

16

17

18

g 19
d
[»]

g . R0

5 21
3..

@ 22

E 23
Sx:

“ o 24

25

MW 65994 Docld:3217%

J

170 Page 138

1918

Rurecau f£iles.

Is ‘this what we want? -

‘

Mr. Adams. I'll let Mr. Wannall address himéelf to this.

“He is particular knowledgeable as to this operation.

Mr. Wannall. Sénator Hdrt, that was a case that was

opened on Novewber 14 and closed November 20, and the informatid

!

which caused us to be interested in it werelreally.twq particulgr

items. One was that a member ©of the steering committee there
was a three man steering committee, and one of those members

of the national conforence was in fact a national officex

"of the VVAW in whom we had suggested before we did have a

legitimate inves?igative interest.-

Senator ﬁart éf Michijan. Well, I would almost say so w@
at that point. ’ -

Mr., Wannall. The second report we had was that the. |
VVAW would.actively participate in an attempt to pack the !
conference to fake it over. And the third report‘we had --

Senator Hart of Michigan. And incidentally, all bf‘the
information that your Buffalo informant had éiven you with
respect to the goals and aims of the VVAW gave YOu ; list of
goals which were completely within Constitutionally protectéa
objectives. There wasn't a single item out of that VVAW tbat
jeopardizes the.security of this country at all.

Mrj Wannall. Well, of -course, we did not rély entirel&

on the Buffalo'informant, but even there we did recej-

n

7

1t
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from that infofﬁant inforﬁation whidh‘I considered to be'
sign%ficant.

The Buffaiq Chépﬁer‘of the VVAW was the régiénal office .
covering New York and northern Newﬁqgrscy; It was one of the
five mést active VVAW chapters in thg count:y}apd at a
national conference, or at. the regional conference, this

'infofmant repoxrted inforﬁation hack to us that an attgndge

\aé the conference announced that he had run guns into Cuba
prior to the Castro take-over. He himéelf sald that he during
the Cuban crisis had been under 24 houx suveiilance. ‘There
was also discussion at the conference of subjugating the
VVAW to the revolutionary union., There were some individuals
in the chapter or the regional conference who were not in
agreement Qiﬁh us, but Mr. Adams has addressed himself to thé

. interest of the revolutionary union.'

So all of the.information that we had on the YVAﬁ did
not come from that source bhut even that particular sourée did
givé us information whieh we considered to be of some
significance in our appraisal'ofvthe need for continuing the
investigation of that particular chapter qf tgé VVAWl

Senator Hart éf Michigén. But does it give you the
right or does it create the need to go to a conference, even
if it is a conference that might be Eakgn over by the VVAW
1when the subjeét matter is how and by what means shall we

| | |
seek to achieve unconditional amnesty? What threat?

NW 65994_Docld:32174
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Mr, Wannall. Our interest; of course, was the VVAW
influence on a particular meéting, if you ever happened to be
holding a meeting, ox whatever subjeétrit vas.

Senator liart of Michigan. ‘What if it was a meeting to

-Seek to maké more. effective the food stamp system in this

country?

-, Mb. Wannall. Wéli,;bf ccursé-thefe:had been éome

organizations.

Senator ligrt of Michigan. Would the same logic follow?
Mr. Wannall. I think that if we found that if the

Communist Party USA was going to take over the meeting and

use it as a front for its own purposes, there would be a logic .

in doing~that; You have a whéieﬂséépe'hcyéJdﬁd it'é é mattéxi
of~wﬁere‘§bgido.ang.where_YQu.do;‘t[ éndjhopéfuily,.as we've
saia-before( we will have'séme'guidance, not only from this
bommitﬁee but from the guidelines that ére béing developed.
But within the rationale of what we're doing today, I was
explainingitoﬂyou our interest not in going to.this thing and
not gathering everything there w&s about it.

" In fact, only 6ne individugl atténded and reported to us,
ana that was .the person who had, who was not developed for
this reason; an informant who had becn repdrting on other
mat£ers for some period of time.

Ana as soon as we got the report éf the 5utrcve gf e

meeting and the fact that in the period of some n~i- ¢ —n. ‘e

.
.
e s e = o o ey e




~i
TeoGEat e

Phono {Area 202) 544-6000 -

10

1l

12

13

WARD & PAUL

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

A

410 Flrst Street, 5.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

24

25

NVIL-65994 ~Decld:3217511

Lol

discontinued any furthe£ interest.

Senator Hart of Michigan. Weli; my time has ekpired
but even thisg brief exchange, I_Fhink, indicates tha£ i1f we
really want to c¢ontrol the'dangers-to our society of dsing
informants to gathér domeétiélﬁéiitical intelligence, we have
to.restrict,sharply domestic‘intélligeﬁce in&estigatiohs, And
that gets us into what I would like té raise 'with you when

my turn comes around again, and that's the use of warrants,

obliging the Bureau to obtain a warrant before a full-fledged
: ( .

informant can be directed by the Bureau against a group or

“individuals.

I know you ha&e'objections to.that and I would like to
review that  with you.

Sénétor Mondale, pursue that gquestion. (

Senator Hart of Michigan. I am talking now about an
obligation tﬁ obtain a warrant before yoﬁ turn Foqse a fuli—
fledged informant. I'm not talking about tipstérs that run
into you or you run into, or wﬁo walk in as information sources
Tﬁe Bureaﬁ\has raised some objections in this memorandum to the
Committee. The Buréau argues that such a warrant feqﬁiremént_

might be unconstitutional because it would violate the First

Amendment rights of FBI informants to communicate with their

' government.

Now that's a concern for First Amendmént rights that

oughf to - hearten all the civil libertarians.

H-~-Page 441 - “-an
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been or is about to be-commi£ted.‘

to do it because they're telling you they're no£ going to do it
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But why would that vary, whvaould a warrant reguirement:
raise a serious constitutional question?
Mr. Adams. Well, for one thing it's the practicability

of it or'ﬁhélimﬁacEiCabiiityibﬁigetting a warrant .which:

ordinarily involves probable cause to-show that a crime has -

In the intelligence field Qe are not dealing necessarily
with an imminent criminal action. We’re~dealihg with activities
such as with theVSocialist Workers Party, which we have
discussed before, where they say éub;icly'wefre‘not.to engage
in any violent-activity todéy,'but we gﬁarantee you we still
subséribe to the tenets of communism and that when the time
is ripe, we're going to rise up and help overthrow the United
States,

Well, now,. you can't show probable cause if- they're about

and you know they're not going to do it at this particular
moment .
It's Jjust  the mixture somewhat of trying to mix in a

criminal procedure with an intelligence gathering function, and

we can't find any practical way of doing it,. We have a particuLaf
organization. We may have an informant that not only belongs
to the Communiét Party, but belongs toc several éther organizatioh
and as part of his function he’may ﬁc sen£ aut by thé éommunist

Party to try to infiltrate one of these clean organizations.
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:-We:doﬁ‘é{have'ﬁfobable~8au§e for hiﬁ:to.ﬁaxggt’against
.ghat érganizatidn}:but vet we Sho;ld be’ébie to,rgcei#e info;maj
ticnj%roﬁ him Ehat he as a Cqmmugiét Party membexr, even
though in an inforﬁant statﬁs,;is going to tha£ oggéﬁizatiénﬂ'
and dog}t worry about it. We!re?ﬁéking no_hgadway~bn it
It's just from our standpoint the'possibility«bf.informants,
the Sﬁpremeréourt has held~that informants per se do not
violate the Fitét, Fourfﬁ} or Fifth Amendmeﬁts. *They have
recognized the necessity that the government has to have
individuals who will assist them in carryipg oﬁt their |
governmental dutiesQ )

Senator Hart of'Michigan. "I'm not sure‘I’ve,hgard anythiﬂ
yet in response to the constitutional question, the vexry
practical guestion that you éddressed.

Quickly, you are right thét the court has said tha£ the
usé of the informant per se islnot a violation of cbnstitutional
rights of'the subject under investigation. But Congress
can prescribe somne saféguards,_some'rules and some standards,
just as we have with respect to your use of electronic
'surveillaﬁce, and could do it with respect to informants.

That's quite different‘from saying that the warrant
procedufe itself would be unconstitutional.

But with respect to the fact that ydu.cauldn't show

probable cause, and therefore; you couldn't get a‘warrant,

therefore you oppose the proposal to require ydu.to get a

g
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warrant.  It éeems»to begléhe questiqn:,

Assuming that you éay fha£<sinée we use informants ané
"investigate groups which-maonnly engage in lawful actiQities
but which might engage. in aciiv@t%es.thaf can result in
violence o£ illegal acts, and you can't use.the warrant, but
Congress could séy that the use of inférmants is subjecﬁ to
such abuse and poses such.a threat to légitimate activity,'
including the willingness of.people to assemble and discuss
the anti-ballis?ic misgilé system, and we don't want yoﬁ to !
use them unless you have indicaﬁion of criminal activity or
unless you present your request to a-magist;ate,in ;he same.
fashion as you are required to do'with respect to, in most
cases, to wiretap. o

| This is an option availablg to Congfess.

Senator Tower. Senator Schweiker.

Sepatdr Schweiker. Thank ?ou very much.

Mr. Wannall, what's the difference between a potential
security %nformant and a security infoimant?

Mx. Wannall. I mentioned earlier, Senator Sghweiker,
that in developiné an informant we do a prelimiﬁary check on
him before talking with him and then we do aAfurther in~depth
background check.

A potential security inforﬁant is someone who is under.
consideration before_he‘is approvedwby'headquarﬁeré for use as’

an informant., He is someone who is under current consideration.




- 1925,
i 3 . :
:.(N\ \2 1 ‘On some occasions that person will have been developed to a
S . . : X
g 2 point where he is in fact furnishing information and we are
“ E 5 engaged;in cheéking upénAhis>téliépility.,
4 In séﬁé instances hé mgy BE”paiésfér-ﬁﬂfbrmétién_fﬁfnigheé
5 lbut it.has not gotten to the point ygt‘where we have satisfied
6 ourselves that he meets all of our critéria. When he does,
7 | the field must submit iﬁs recommendations to headquarters, and
8 headquarters will pass upon whéther that.individual is an
9 approved FBI informant.
10 Sehatqr Schweiker. So it's really the first step of-
| 11 | being an informant, I guess.
,fw} g 12 Mr. Wannall. It is a preliminary step, one of.the\
g 13 | preliminary steps. . |
14 Senator Schweiker. In the Rowe case, in:the‘Rowe
v 15 téstimopy that we just heard, what was ﬁhe rationale aéaih

16 for not interveﬁing when Qiolenc? was known?

o 17 I know we asked you several times but I'm still having
18 | trouble understanding what the rationale, Mr. Wannall, was
19 {| in not infervening in the Rowe situwation when violence was
20 known.'

21 | Mr. Wannall. Senator Schweikér, Mr. Adams did address

22 || himself to that. If you have no objection, I'll ask him to

23 answer that,

410 First Street, 5.E,, Washington, O.C. 20003

24 Senator Schweiker. All right.

25 Mr. Adams. The problem we had at the time, and it's the

*
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probiem todéyﬁ-we are an investigative\agency. .We.do'not

have police powerg/like tﬁe United Sfates mérshalls do.
iAbout,1795, I_guess; or‘ééme pé;iod like that, marshalls have
had-ﬁhé.au%hOrity:ﬁhag-almost;bég@ggsfbn=what é“sherifﬁuhas;

ﬁé a;é the iﬁ;ésfigative agency df the Dépértment of Justice’

. and during £hese times the Department of Justice had us maintair
£he rolgiof an investigative agency. We were to'feporﬁ'on

* activities to furnish the ‘information to the ‘local police,

who had an obligatibn to. act. We furnished it to the Depgrtmen#

of Justice. Q

In those areas where thé local police did not act, it
fesulted finally in the Attorney General sending 500 United
States‘marshalls down to guarantee the safety éf people who
were try%ng'to march in protest of tgeir civil rights.,

‘This waé an_extraordiﬁarylmeasure_becaﬁse itgcame at a
time of civil righs versus federal rights, and yet there was
~a breakdown in law enforcement in certain areas of the countxy.|

. This doesn't mean to indict all law enforcement agencies
in it'self at the time either because many of them did ac£
upon the information that was furnished to tﬁem. But we
have ho authorit§ to make an arrest on the spot because we
would not have had evidepce that thére was a.conspiracy
available. We can do absolutely nothing in that regaxd.

In Little Rock, the aeqision was made, for instance, that

if any arrests need to be made, the Army should make them and

I

MW 65994 Docld: 32115

170.Page 146 . ..




Phone (Area 202} 544-6000

10
. 11

12

WARD & PAUL

13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21

22

24

410 Flrst Streot, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

25

NW.§5994_Docld:32175170. Page 147 . __

' you do something about it? .

23
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next.td;the Army;"the"UnitedWStates marshalls should make them,
not the FBI, even though_we developed the violations.
And over the years., és:you know,{at,the time there were many

questions raised. Why doesn't the FBI.stop this?  Why don't

Well, we took the other route and'effectively destroyéd
the Klan as far as committing acts of_violence, and of course
we exceeded statutory guidelines in that area.

Senator Schweikexr. What would be wfong, Just following
up yoﬁ: point there, Mr..Adams, with sétt}ng up a program_,'
sincé it's obviouS'ﬁo me that a lot of informers are going}fo
have pre-knowledge of.violence of using U.S. marshalls on some
kind of a ldng~range basis to prevent violence? |

Mr..Adams; We do. We have them in Boston in connection
with the busing incident. We are investigating the violaﬁions
undexr the'Civil'Riéhts Act. Bu£ the marsﬁalls are in Boston,
they are iﬂ Louisville, I believe~a; the.Same time, and this
is the approach; that the Fédcral government finally\recognizevdq

{

was tHe solution to the problem where you had to have added

Federal import.
Senator Schweiker. DBut instecad of\waiting until it

gets to a Boston state, which is obviously a pretty'advanced

ere a coordinated prograrn

confrontation, shouldn't we have some
. . [ri s

that when you go up the ladder of ccwrand in the FBI, that
on an immediate'and fairly contemporzry basis, that kind of

\\\
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help can-be sought instantly as opposed‘to walting until it
gets to a Bostonistate? n

I realize it's a departture from the past. I'm not .
saying it isn'k.. But:i; éeémélto_&é;ngnegd}a;béttef remedy
than we have. - ]

Mr.‘Adams. Well,. fogtuﬁaféif,;WQVre at -a time.wﬁeré
conditions have subsidé&d in the coﬁﬁtry; even frbm-thé 160s
and the '70s and periods -- or '50s and 'éOs.' We .report to thé.
Department of Justice on potent;al tfoublequts around the
country as we learﬁ of them‘ so that the Department will be
aware of them, fhe planning forlBoston} for insfancg, took
ﬁlace,a year in advance with é£ate'officials,.citj officiéls,
the Depaftment of Justice and the FBI sitting down together/
saying, héw are we going to protect tﬁe situat?oﬁ‘in Boston?

I think we've léarned a lot from the days back in Ehe
early '60s. DBut the government ﬁéd no.%echanics which protected
people at that time..

>Senator Schweiker. I'd like to go, if I may, to'the
Robert Hardy case. I know he. is not a witnesg/ but he
was a witneés before the llouse. But since this affects my
statei T'd like to ask Mr. Wannall. Mr. Hardy, of coprse[ was
the FBI informer who ultiﬁately led and planned and organized
a raid on the Camden draft hoard. An'! according to Mr. Hardy}s
, o . :

testimony bhefore our Committee, he sz that in advance of the

raid someone in the Department had ewven acknowledged the fact

1}
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that they had all the informétion they‘néeded to clamp down
bn the conspiracy aﬂd could arrestﬁpeqple at that point inviime,
and yet-no'arrests were made.

Why, Mr. Wannall, was ﬁhiéféfue?

Mr. Wannall. Well, I can ansver that based only on the
material that I have reviewed, Senatox Schweiker. It was not
a case handled in my divisibh but I think I caﬁ answer your
guestion.

There was, in»féct, a representati&e of the Department
of Justice on the spot éounselling and advising coﬂtinuously'
as that case progressed as to what ;point the_agéést shquld be
made andiwe‘were being guided by-those to oﬁr mentors,. the.
ones who are responsible for makiné decisiqns of that sort..:™

So I.think that Mr. Ilardy's statément to the:effect that
there was someone in the Department_tﬁere is perfectly true.

Senator Schweiker. That responsibility rests with who
undexr youxr procedures?

Mr..Wannall. We investigate décisiohs on making arrests,
when tﬁey shouid be made, and decisions with regardlto
prgsecutiops aré made either.by the United.States attorneys
or by Federals in the‘Departhqnt. B
Mf. Adams. At this time tha£ particular case did have
a departmental attorney on the scene leauSe there aré questionS'

of conspiracy. Conspiracy 'is a tough wviolation to prove and

sometimes a question of do you have the added value.of catching

NVY 65994 chld_:i*zzﬂzﬂiili!’__;ﬂ_ﬂéﬂﬁﬁ — !
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~ g, sonmeone in the commission of the crime as further proof,
~ . .
g & rather than relying on. one informant and some circumstantial
2 = -
£ ° evidence to prove the violation. -.
¢ Senator Schweiker.. Weil,.in this case, though, they
° even had a dry run. ' They could have arrested them on the
6 dry run.
7 That's getting pretty close to conspiracy, it seems to
8 ‘me. They had a dry run and they could have arrested them on
9.
the dry run.
10 I'd like to know why they didn't arrest them on the dry
J 11 run. Who was this Department of Justice official who made
2 .
2 .
5 12 | that decision?
fﬂ.\ a o . ] ‘
S 18 || Mx, Adams., Guy Goodwin was the Dcpartment,official._
14 Senator Schweiker. Next I'd like to ask back in 1965,

15 during the height of the effort to destroy the Klan, as you

16 vput it a few moments ago, I bélieve the.FBI has reléased

17 figures that we had.something likg %{OOO informers of some

18 | kind or another inf%ltrating the' Klan out of roughly 10,000
19 1 estimated membership.

20 I believe_these are either.FBI’figureg oxr estimates.

Rl | That would mean that one ou£ of every five meﬁbers of the.Klan
R2 |l at that point was an informant paid by the government.

=3 - And I believe the figure goes on_:o indicate that 70

RoJ

410 Flrst S}rccl. S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

24 percent of the new members of the Kla: that year were ¥BI

R5 informants. '
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Isn't this an awfully overwhelminé quantity of people

‘to put in an effort such as that? I'm not criticizing that

: you shouldn't have informants in the Klan and know what's

going qn for violence, but it seems to me that this is the
tail wagging the.d§g.>

For example, today we supposedly havé only 1594?tdt§1
informants for both domestic informahﬁs and~potential inforﬁaﬁts
andvthét here we had 2,000 just in the Klan alone.

Mr. Adams. Well, £his number 2,000 did include all

.racial matters, informants at that partichlak time, and I

think the figu%es we tried to reconstruct as to the actual

number of Klan informants in relatioh to Klan members was aroundg

6 percent, I think, after we had read some of the- testimony.
Now the problem we had on the Klan is the Klan had a
group called the Action Group. ‘This was the group that you
remember from Mr, Rowe's testimony, that he was left af-
ter the meeting. He attended the open meetings gnd heard
all of thé hurrahs and this type of thing from information,
but he never knew wha£ was going on because each one had an
idtioﬁ group that went out and considered themselves in the

missionary field.

Theirs was the violence.

In order to penetrate those, it takes, you have to direct}

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

-mind that I think the ﬁewspapers, the President and Congress and

I
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everyone 1is concerned about the murder of the civil rights

workers, the Linié Kent zase, the Viola Liuzzo case, the

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

tremendous problem at that time.

Senator Schweiker. ; ackﬁowledée that.
Mr. Adams. our only.approach’waé £hrough informants

and through the usé of informénts we sol&ed these cases, the

ones that were solved. Some of the bombing cases we have

never solved. They are extreﬁely difficult.
These_inférmants; as we told the Attorney General, and

as we.told the President, that we had moved informants like

Mr. Rowe up to tﬁe top leadership. He was the b;dyguard ﬁo the

head man. He wgs.in a position where he could'fogéwarn'us

of viélence, could help us on cases that had transpired, and

yet we knew and conceived that.this could contipue forever

uﬁiess we can creéte énéugh disruptioﬁ'that the;é members will

reélizé that if T go out and murder three civil rights workers,

/

even though the sheriff and other law enforcement officers are

'in on it, if that were the case and with some of them it was

the case; that I would be caught. And that's what wé did and
that's why‘violence‘stopped, was becausec the Klan was insecure
and just like you say, 20'percen£, they thought 50 percent of
their members ultimately wére Klan heﬁbers and ﬁhey didn't

dare engage in these acts -of violence because they knew they

—~e
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Senator Schweiker. My time is expired. I just have
one guick questionf

Is it correct tha£ in l97l»weﬁrepsing around 6500
informers for black ghetto situafions? ; -

Mr. Adams, I'm not sure if that's'the year. We did
‘have one year where we had a number like that which probably
had been around 6000, and tﬁat was the time when the cities
were being burned, Detroit,.Wéshington, areas like this. - We’
were given a mandate to know what the situation is, where is
violence going to break out, what next?

Thef weren't informants like an individual penetrating
an organization, They were listening posts in the community .
that would help tell us that we have a groﬁp here thatls getting

ready to start another firé—figh@ or something,

: ' . -
Senator Tower. At this point, there are three more

/

Senators remaining for questioning. If we can try to gét
everything in in the firs£ round, we will not have a.second
round and I think wé can -finish around 1:00, and we can.go
on and terminéte the proceediﬁgs}

However, If anyone fecls that they have another question

that they want to return to, we can come back here by 2:00.

Senator Mondale? .

Senator Mondale. Mr. Adams, it seems to me that the

record is now fairly clear that when the FBI operates in the

25%&&&@%&4‘im@miqz‘stigating/vit may be the best profession;l
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- shame upon itself and really led toward an undermining of

Was\precisely that problem that led to the creation of the FBI

can't protecf themselves, that you somechow need to use the

1934 -,

organization of its kind-in the world.  And when the FBI acts
in the field of political ideas, it has bungled its job, it
has interfered‘with'the civil Jibe;ties, and finally, in the

last month or two, through itsqublic disclosures, heapqd

the crucial public confidence in an essential- law enforcement
agency of this country.

In a real sense, hiétory hasvrepeated itself because it

in 1924,
| In World War I, the Bureau of In&éstigation strayed from
its law enforéemen@ functions and hecame an arbiter and
protector of political iaeas. 'And through the interference“
of civil liberties and Palmer Raids and the rést, the public
became so offénded that later through Mr, Justiée Stone and .
Mr, Hoover, the FBI was created. And the first statement

by Mr. Stone was that never again will this Justicg’Department
get involved in political ideas.

And~yet here-we are again looking at a recorq where with
Martin Luther King, with anti-war resistors, with ~- we even
had testimony this morning of meegings with the Council of
Churches. Secretly we are investigating this vague, illrdefined

impossible to define idea of investigating dangerous ideas.

It seems to be the basis of the.strategy that people
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tools of law enforcement to protegt people from subversive
-or dangerous. ideas, which I find straﬁée and quite profoundly
at odds with the philosophy of Americ;n government. (

I started in politics yéér; agﬁ and the first thing we
had to do was to get the communist% éut of our parts and out .

of the union. We did a very fine job. As far as I know, and

I'm beginning to wonder, but as far as I know, we had no help

from the FBI or the CIA. We just rammed them out of the meetinds

on the grounds that they~wgren't Democrats and they weren't
good union leaders when .we didn't wént anything to do with them|
And yet, wve see tine and.éime again that we'ré going .to
protect the blacks from Martin Lﬁther King bécause he}s
dangg;ous, thét we'?e going to protect.véterans from whatever
it is, and we're going to' protect the Council of Churches
from the véterans, and so on, and it just getg 50 gummy'énd -
confused and ill-defined and dangefous, that don't you agree.
wi£h me that we have to control this, to restréin it, so that
precisely what is expected of tﬁg FBi is kn6Wn by yocu, by the
public, and tha% you can justify your éctions wﬂén we ask
you? |
7
Mr. Adams. I agree with that, Senator, and I would like

to point out fhat when the Attorgey General made his statement
Mr. Hoover subscribes to it, we féllﬁjed that policy for about

_ o .

ten years until the President of the ..ited States said that -

we should investigate the Nazi Party .

0. Page155 - _ _ .-
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1 » I for one feel that we should investigate the Wazi Party.

2 I feel that our investiqgation of the Nazi Party resulted in

\
Ve
Phone.(Arca 202) 544:6000

5 the fact that in World War Ii,,as contrasted with World War I,

L4 there wasn't 'one single inéidénf”of"foreign'directed sabotage

7

5 which took place in .the United States.

6 | - Senator Mondale. And under the.érimipéi‘law you cou;d
7 "have investigated thesé issues of sabotagg.
8 Isn't sabotage a crime? -
9 Mr. Adams. Sabotage.is a crime,
‘10 .- Senator Mondale. Could you have investigated that?
11 . Mr. Adams. ‘After it happenea.
i g 12 Senator &ondale. You see, every time we get'invoivéd
]
g 1% || in political ideas, you defend yourself on the basis of’
3 14 | érimes\that could have been committed., It's very interesting. \
s 15 In my obinion, you have to stand here if' you're going to

|

16 continue whét you’re now doing and as. I understénd it, you

17 [| still insist that yoﬁ'aid the fight'thing with the Vietnam

18 Veterans Against fhe War, and investigating the Council of"

19 Churchés,_and this can still go on. This can still-go on under
o0 || Your interpretation ofkgour present powers, what you try to
21 1u§tify on the gréunds of your law enforcement aCtivitics

9ol in texms of criminal matters.

23 Mr, Adamé._ The law does :not say we have to wait. until

_ N :
24 || We have been murdered before we can —--

410 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

éS Senator Mondale. Absolutely, but that's the field of
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law again. You're tfying to defendvappiés witﬁ.oranges. That.'s
the law."You can do that. |

Mr. Adams. Thatjs righf; but how 60.you find out which
of the 20,000 Bund members.miéﬁémhave been a saboteur. You
don't have probable cause to inggstiéate anyone, bu£ you can
direct an intelligence operation againét the'German~American
Bun@, the same thing we did after Congress said --

Senator Mondale. Couldn't you get a warrant for that?
Why did you obﬁect to ‘going to éourt for authority for that?

'Mr. Adams. Becau;e we don't have probable cause to
go agaiﬁst.an individual and the law doesn't provide for
!

probable cause to'investigate an organization.

Thére werevécti§ities which did take place, like one time

they outlined the Communist Party --

Senator Mondale. What I don't understand is why it

wouldn't be better for the FBI for us to define authority

that you could use iﬁ the kind of Bodnn situation where under
court auﬁhority you can investigate where there is probable
cause or reasénable causebto suépect sabétage and the rest.
Wouldn't that make a lot more sense thén_just_making'theée
decisions on your own? ﬂ K
Mr, Adams. We have expressed complete concurrence iﬁ
that; We feel that we're going to gostieat to death in the'
next 100 years, you're'damned if you ‘o, and'damned\if you

» . .

don't if via-don't have a delinecation of our responsibility

NW 65934 Docld:321751}j0 Page 157 _ ‘-
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~ @ 1 in this area. But I won't agree with you, Senator, that we
5 A
. [} .
{ o~ . . . . . “
NG 2 ‘have bungled the intelligence operations in the United States.
by . . ‘ »
E S I agree with you that we have made some mistakes. Mr, Kelley.

4 has set a pattern of being as forthright as any Director of the

5 FBI in acknowledging mistakes that. had been made, but I think

6 that as you said, and I believe Senator Tower said, and
7 Senator Church, that we have to watch these hearings because
8 of the necessity that we must concentrate on these areas of

9 .abuse.. We must not lose sight of the .

10 overall law enforcement and intelligence community, and I

11 || still feel that this is the freest councry in the world.

12 {l I've travelled much, as I'm sure you have, and I know we have

WARD & PAUL

1% || made some mistakes, but I feel that the people in the Uﬁited
.14 ~States are iess chilled by the mistakes we ha&e made thaﬂ they
15 || are by the fact that there are 20,000 murders a year in the

16 | United States and they can't walk out of their Louses at night
19 and‘feel safe., | ' - \ '
18 | " Senator Mondale. That's correct, and isﬁ't that an

19 || argument then, Mr. Adams, foé'strengthening our powers to go
éO after thoée who commit crimes rather than ;t;engtheni;g or

2] cbntiﬁuing a policy which we noﬁisee undermines ‘the public

29 || confidence you need to do your -job.

273 Mr. Adams. Absolutely. The mistakes we have made are

410 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

o4 || what have brought on this embarrassment to us.

25 I'm not blaming the Committee. I'm saying we made some
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mistakes and in doing so this is what has hurt the FBI. But

at the same time I don't feel that a balanced picture comes

PR : .
out, as you have said yourselves, because of the necessity

of zercing in on abuseés,
I think that we have done one tremendous job. I think
the accémplishments'in the Klan was the finest hour of the

FBI and yet, I'm.sure in dealing with the Klan that we made

\

.some mistakes. But I just don't agree with bungling.

-~
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Senator Mondale. I don't want to argue over terms, but

I think I sense an agreement that the FBI has gotten into trouble
. . 7

over it in the political idealtrouble, and that thgt's where we
need to have new legal standards,}ha

Mr. Adams. Yeé,'i agree with that:

Senator Tower. Senator Huddleston.

Senator Huddleston. Thank you, Mr. Chairmag.

Mr. Adams, these two instgnces we have studied at- some
length seems to have been an iinclination on the part of
the Bureau to establisﬁ.a notion ébout an individual or a group
which seecms thbe very hafd té ever change of disiodge. In
thé case of Dr. King, where the supposifion was that_he was
being influenced by Communist individuals, extensive investi-
gation was made, surveillance, reports came back indicating thatg
this in féct was untrue, and difections continued toggo‘out
to intensify the investigation. There never seemed to be a
willingness on the partvof the Bureau to accept its own facts.

Ms. Cook testified this morniné that something similar
to that happened with the Vietnam Veterans Against the War, thaf
eVery piece of infofmation that she supplied to thé Bureau
seemed to indicate that the Bureau'was. not correct in its
assumption that this organization planned to cémmit violence,
or that it was beiﬂg manipulated,.and vyet you seemed to insisﬁ

&

that this investigation go on, and %!..s information was used

against the individuals.

A AR -~

/



-t
smn 2 1941
8
3
$ »
~ ° 1} Now, are there instances where the;Bdreau has admitted that
g 2 its first assumptions were wrong and they have changed their
E S || course? L T )
4 Mr. Adams. We have admitted that. We have also shown

5 from one of the cases that éénator Hart brought up, that after

6 five days we closgd the case. Wé‘were‘told something by~an
7 indiviaual that there was a concern of an adverse influence
8 in it, and we looked into it. bn the Martin Luther King

9 || situation there was no testimony to thg effect that we just

10 dragged on and on, or admitted that we dragged on and on and
11 on, ad infinitum. The wiretaps on Mdrtin Luther King were
12 all apptoved by the Attorney General. Microphones on Martin

13 Luther King were apprbved by another Attorney General. This

WARD & PAUL

14 wasn't the FBI, and the reason they were approved was that"
15 there waé.a basis to continue-the investigation up to a point.
16 WQatwl testified to was that we were imp}ope: iﬁ‘discrediﬁir
17 | Dr. king, but it's just like —-

18 Senétor Huddleston. The Commigtee has before it\memorandﬂ
lé written by high offidials of the Bureau indicating that the

20 information they weré receivihg from the field, fr;m these‘

21 surveillance methods, did not confirm what their supposition

22| was.

410 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

23 Mr. Adams. That memorandum was rot on Dr., King. That
' . ' 4
T 24 was on another individual that I thi- . somehow got mixed up-
'25 | in the discussion, one.where the iscu: was can we make people
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‘prove they aren't a Communist before we will agree not to
investigate them.

‘But the young lady.appearing this morning making the |
comment that she never knew of’ghythiﬁg she told us that
she considers herself a true membér“of the VVAW-WSO inasmuch
as'shenfeels in general agreement 6f thg principles of it, and
agfeed to cooperate with the FBI in providing informétion regard
ing the organizatioﬁ to aid in prevenﬁingiviolent individuals
from asisociating themselves with the VVAW-WSO. She is most
concerned about efforts.by tpe Revolutionary Union to take qvér
tﬁe VVAW-WSO, and she is working actively to brevenf this..

I think that we have a basis for invéstigating the VvVAW-
WSO in cextain areas today. In other areas we have stobped

. .
the investigation. They don't agree with these princ¢iples

laia down by the -- )
Senator Huddleston. That report was the bésis_of your

continuing to pay informants and continuing to utilize that

.informétion against members who cert;inly had not been involved

in violence, and apparently to get £heﬁ fired from their job

or whatever? |

Mr. Adams. It all gets back to the fact that even in the -

criminal law field, you have to detect crime, and you have to

/

prevent crime, and you can't wait unt:! something happens. . The
& .

Attorney General has clearly'spoken i+ that area, and even our

statutory jurisdiction. provides that we don't —--

{
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‘Senator Hﬁddleston. . Well, of course weive had considerabld
evidence this morning where no attempt was made to prevent
crime, when you had information that it was going to occur.
But I}m sure there\are instaﬁceg»yhere you have.

Mr. Adams. We disseminated every single item which he’

'réported to us.

Senator Huddleséon. To a police department which YOu
knew was an accomplice to the crime, |

Mr. Adams. Not necessarily.

Senator Huddleston., Your informant had told you thét,
hadn'tAhe? . / |

Mr. Adams. Well, the informant is on one level. We have

. —\)
other informants, and we have other information.

Senator Huddleston. Yes, bﬁt you were aware that hé
had worked with certain members of the Birminghgm policé in
order to -~ |

Mr. Adamé. Yes. He furnished many other instances also.

Senator Huddleston. So you Qeren’t really doing a whole
lot to prevent that incident by telling the people who were
already part of it. |

Mr.'Adams. We were doing everything we could lanﬁlly
do at the time, ana finally the situatién was corrected, so that
when.the Department, agreeing that'we-had no further:jgris—
diction, could sent the United States Marshal down to perform:

certain law enforcement functions. o .

~
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Senatox Huddleston; Now,/the Fommi£tee has received
documents which indicated that in one siguatioﬁ the FBI assisted
an informant who had beean establigbéd in a white hate group
to establish a rival white hate'groué, and that the Bureau paid
his expenses in setting up-thi#ﬂgiGal organization.

Now, does @his not put the Bureéu'in a positian of.beipg
responsible for what actioné the rival thte hate group migﬁt
have undertaken? _

Mr. Adams. I'd like to see if one of the other genflemen

knows that specific case, because I don't think we set up a

This is Joe Deegan.

Mr. Deegan. Senatcr, it's my understanding that the

group he was with. He was with the Macon Klan group of =
the United Klans of'America, and he decided. to break off. This
was in compliance with our regulations, hié breakingioff,
we did not pay him to set up the orgaﬁization. He did it
on his own. .We paid him for the information he furnished

us concerning the operation. We did not sponsor the organiza-

tion.
Senator Huddleston. Concerning the new organization that
he set up, he continued to advise you of the activities of that
e

organization?

Mr. Deegan.. He continued to advi: : us of that organizatior

1 .
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activities.

1OJ FBI contact of supplying members with weapons and instructing

‘pase.x It does not square with our policy in all respects, and
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Lyas
and other organizations. He would advise us of planned

Senatox Hﬁddlestdn; Thé-neW‘organiéation that he formed,
did it operate in a very similarvmanner\to the previous one?

Mr. Deegan. No, it did'not, ‘and it did not last that
1ong.. |

Senator Huddleston, ' There's also evidence of an FBI
informaqt in the Black Panther_Partybwho h;d a position of

responsibilify within the Party with the knowledge of his

them in how to use thosé weapons. Presumably this was in the
knoWledge of the Bureau, and_he later became —— came in contact
with the group that was contracting for murder, and hé partici-
p;ted in this group with the knowledge of the FBI agent;'and
this group did in fact stalk a viétim wﬁo was later killéd.with
the weapon supplied by this individual,lprésumabiy‘all in the
knowledgé"of the FBI. ' ;

vHow does this square with your enforcement ana’crimg
prevention responsibilities..

Mr. Deegan.. Senator, I'm not familiar with that particulay

I would have to look at that particplar case you're_talking

about to give you an answer. S . -«
Senator HhﬁdleSton{ I don't have the documentation on thad]

particular casé, but it brings up the point as to what kind of

i
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control you exercised over this kind of informant in this kind

~

of an.o:ganization and tq_what'extent an effort is made to

prevent these informants from engaging in the kind of thing
. _ , I [

that you are supposedly trying td ﬁreVent.

/

Mr. Adams. A good example of this was Mr. Rowe, who becamg

active in an action group, and we told him to get--out or

" we would no longer use him as an informant, in spite of the.

information he had furnished in the past.
We have had cases, Senator, where we have had -~
Senator Huddleston. But you also told him to participate

in violent activities.

Mr. Adams. We did not tell him to participate in violent

activifies.

Senator Huddleston. That's what he said..

But. that's what

Mr. Adams. I know that's what he said.

-lawsuits are.all about, is that there. are. two sides to the

issue, and our agents.handling.this have. advised. us, and I
believe have advised.your.staff, that at no timebdid they '

advise him to engage.in violence.

\
. \

Senator. Huddleston. Just to do what was. necessary to

get the information, I believe maybe might have been his

instructions,

Mr. Adams. I don't think they made any such statement

to him ‘along that line, and we -have informants,-yé have

informants who have gotten involved in the violation of the law

14

- . oa
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smn. 8
i g
: fﬂ\ E 1 and we have 1mmed1ately converted their: ‘status from an lnformant
1 !(g .
; 2 to the subject, and have prosecuted I would' say, offhand I
g -
g 5 || can think of around 20 informants'that we have prosecuted for-
2 ~
4 violating the ;aws, once it--came-to our attention, and even
5 to show you our policy of diséeminating information on violence
6 in ‘this case, during the review of the matter, the agents told

o me fhat they found one case where their ageht had been working
8 24 hours a day, and he was a little late in diéseminating the
9 _information to thé police department. No violence.occurred,.
10 || but it shéwed up in a file review, and he was ‘censured for

11 || his delay in properly-notif§ing local authorities.

12 ~ So we not only have a pélicy, I feel that we dq follow

. \
13 Il reasonable safeguards.in order to carry it out, including periodic

WARD & PAUL

14 | review of all informant. files.

Senator Huddleston. Well, Mr. Rowe's statement is

. 15
‘16 substantiated to sdme.extent with the ackndWledgemeﬁt by the
. 17 .agent in charge that if you're going to be a Klansman and you
| : . ‘
| 18 | happen to be with someone and they decide to.do something, that
: % ‘19 |l he could;'t be an angel. These were the words of.the agent,
é -20 and be a good informént. _He wouldn{f take the lead, but the
-8 _
. % 21 implicaﬁion is that he yéuld have to go along and‘would have
; oo || to be/involved if he was going to maintain his credibility.
E {‘\g 23 Mr. Adams.. There's no quesﬁion but- that an inforﬁqnt at
? é 24 times. will have Fo be: present. during demonstrations, riots,
- , . :
25 fistfights tﬁat take place, but.I believe his statement was

NW-65994 ~Bocld:32178170~ Page-167 ~ - --
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to the effect that ~~_énd I-was’sittiqg in the back‘of the
room and I don't recall it exaétly,bbut some of them were
beat wiéh chains, and I-didn'f hear yhether he said he beat
sémeone with a chain or noﬁf but{»gathér doubt that he did
because it's one thing béing preseht( and it's another thing
taking an active part iﬁ criminal actions.

Senator Huddleston. He was close eﬁough to get his
throat cut.. |

How does the gathering of information --

Senator Tower. Senator Mathias is here, and I think that
we ﬁrobably should recess a few minutes.

Could we have Senator Mathias' questions and then should
we convene this afternoon?

'éenator Huadléston. I'm finished. I just had one more '
question.

SenatorfTower./ Go ahead.

Senator Huddleston. .I wénted to ask how the selectioﬁ of -
inf?fmation abbut an individual's persénal life,.social, sex
life apd-becohing involved in thdt sex life or social life
is a requirement for law enforcement or crime prevéntibn.

Mr. Adamé.' Our agent hanalérs have advised us on Mr.
Rowe, that.tﬂey gave him no such instruction, they had no
such kndwledge'concérning it, and I éah[t see whe;e it would

' i

be .of any value whatsoever.

Senator Huddleston. You aren't awore of any case where

NW_65994. Docld:3217
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tﬁese instructions.were given to an agent or-an informant?
Mr. Adams. To get involved in sexual activity? No, sir.
Senator Huddleston. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Senator Tower.r Senator Ma£h;§s.
" Senator Mathias. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I would like .to come back very briefly to the Fourth

and in posing these questions we're not thinking of the one
time volunteer who walks in to an FBI office and says I have

a story I want to tell you and that's the only time that you
mayvsee hiﬁ. I'm thinking of the kind of situations in whiéh
there §s,a more extended relationship which could be ofvvarying
' degrees. It might be in one case that the same individual.
will have some usefulﬂess in a numbér of situations. But when
the FBI orders a regular agent to engage in a search, the.fi:s£
. . ]

test is a juaicial warrant, and what I would like;to explore
with you is the differencé between a one time search which
ﬁrequiresia warrant, and which you get when you make that
search, and a continuous search which uses an inforﬁqnt, or
~the case of a continuous Search which uses a regular undercover
agent, someone who is totally under your control, and is in a
slightly different category than an informant.

Mr. Adams. Wel;, we.get‘thgre into the fact that ﬁbe_

Supreme Court has still held that the use of informants does

not invade any of these constitutionally protected areas, .and

MWL 65994 Docld 3213
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Amendment considerations in connection with the use of informant

rS




Phone (Area 202) 544-6000

10
1l
12

S 13

WARD & PAUL

14
15
16
17

g

19
20
21
22

23

410 First Street, S.E,, Washington, D.C. 20003

24

25 .

MW-659594 .Docld: 32171

1950

if a person wants to tell an informant sqmething_thét isn't
pfotected by the Supreme Court.

An actual search for legal evidgpce, that is a protected
item, but information and the QSé‘of inforﬁants have béen
consistently held as noﬁ poSing ény qonstitutiqnal problems.

Senator Mathias. I would agree, if'you're talkiné about
the feilow who walks in off the street, as I said earlier,
but is it true that under exisﬁing proced;fes informants are
given backgroﬁnd checks?

Mr. Adaps. Yes, sir.

Senator Mathias. And they are subject to a testing period|

Mr. Adams. That's right, to verify and make sure they
are providing to us reliable information.

Senator Mathias. And ‘during the period that the relation-
ship cont;nﬁes,-they are rather closely controlled by the
handling agents.

'Mf. Adams. That's true.

Senator Mathias. So in effect they can come in a very
practical way agents themselves to the FBI. :

| Mr. Adams. They can do nothing --.

Sen;tor_Mathias. Certainly agents in the common law ﬁse
of the word.

Mr. Adams. That's right, they can do nothing, and we

' N\

- instruct our agents that an informant can do nothing that the

aéent himself cannot do, and if the agent can work himself into

170-Rage 110 - -
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an organization in an undercover capacity, he can sit there and
glean all the information that he wants, and that'is not in the
Constitution as a protected area. But we do have this problem.

Senator Mathias. But if éarggplar agent who is a member |
of the FBI attempted to ehterlthese premises, he woﬁZd require
a warrant?

Mr. Adams. No,rsir, if a «regular -- it depends on the
ﬁurpose for which he is entering. If a regular agent by
concealing his identity, by-—~ was admitted as.a member of the
Communist Party, he can étténd'Communist Party meetings, and he
‘can enter the premises, he can enter the building, andlthere's'
no constitutionally invaded area there.

Senator Mathias. And so you feel that anyone who has
a less fprmal relationship witﬁ the Bureau than .a.regular
agent, who can undertake a continuous surveillance operation

as an undefcover.agent.or\as an informant.--~
Mr. Adams. As lbng as he commits no illegal acts.
/Sengtor Mathias._ Let me.ask you.why you,fgel that it is

impractical to.require.a warrant since,.as I understand it,

headquarters.must approve the use of an informant. TIs that

degree of formal action required?

5170~ Pagelit - - « .-
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| ;gsé 9 1 Mr. Adams. The main difficulty is the particularity
< - . .
0 1 e
g which has to be shown in obtaining a search warrant. You
3 2 o
f have to go after particular evidence. You have to specify
'8 S i : . _
& what yqu're"goiﬂg after, and an informant operates in an
4 . i [
- areca that you just cannot specify. He doesn't know what's
5 - \ o ) » '
) . going to be discussed at that meeting. It may be a plot to
6 || - ‘ o
blow up the Capitol again or it may be a plot to blow up the
7 | .
State Department building. .
8 . o .
Senator Mathias. If it were:a criminal investigation,
9 . N ' : \
you would have little difficulty with probable cause, wouldn't
. 10 ’ ' -
you?
1l A .
f Mr. Adams. We would have difficulty in a warrant to
f”\i' 12 ' B
: use someone as.an informant in that area because the same
« 13 o .
3 : difficulty of particularity exists. We can't specify.
14 ' o o : i
Senator Mathias. I understand the problem because it's
15 ' - o
very similar to one that we discussed earlier in connection
16 : '
. say wiretaps on a national security problem.
©17 ‘
‘Mr. Adams. .That's it, and there we face the problem of
18 '
o ) where the Soviet, an individual identified as a Soviet spy
[o] .
& 19 = . :
4- in a friendly country and they tell us he's been a Soviet spy
Q - P
¢ 20 . . .
% there and now he's coming to the United States, and if we can't
g 21 o |
z show under a probable cause warrant, i1f we couldn't show that
4 22’ _ 5 -
g he was actually engaging in espionage in the United States,
r\ﬁ 23 ’ o _
£ we couldn't get a wiretap under the probable cause requirements
S 24 : . :
N |t which have been discussed,., If the good fairy didn't drop the
25 ‘ :
NW*&EB%dnB&CId&BZﬂL%SW;E}nPagenﬁz e awn
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evidence in our hands that this individual is here qonducging
-espionage, we again7would féll short of this, and that's

why we're still groping with iﬁ},

Senator Mathias. When you say- fall short,'yqu really,
you would be. falling short of £he requirements-éf the Foﬁrth
Amendment. |

Mr. Adams. That's right, except. for the_faét that the

- President, under this Constitutional powers, to protect #his
nafién and make sure that ié.sﬁrvives first, first of ail
national survival, and thesé are the areas that‘not only the
President bhut the Attorney General are concerned in and we're
all hoping.that sémehow we can reach a legislative middle
gfound in here.

Senator Mathias. Which we discussed iﬁ the other nétional
security area as to curtailling a warrant to that particular
need.

Mr. Adams. And if ybﬁ could get away from probable
’cagse and éet some- degree of reasonable cause and get some-
‘method of sealing indéfiﬁitely your interest, say, in an
ongoing espionage case and can vork out thosé.difficuiéies,
wé may get their yeé.

Senator Mathias. And you don'£ despair of finding that
middle ground?

Mr. Adams. I don't because I think that foéay there's

3

more of an open mind between' Congress and the Executive Branch
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and the FBI and evexryone concerning the need to get these

areas resalved.

Senator Mathiasl And yéﬁrbeiieve that the Department,
if we could come toéether, wouldvsupport, would agree tg that
kind of a warrant requirement if we could agree on the language3

- Mr. Adams. If we can work out problems and the Attorney
General is personally'inéerested in that also;
"' Senator Mathias. Do you think that this agreement might
extend.té some of those othér aréas that we talked about?

Mr. Adams. I think that that would be a much gre&ter
difficulty in an area of domestic intelligencé iﬁférmaht who
reports oh many different operations and different types of
activities that might come up rather than say in a Soviet

.espionage or a fofeign espionage cése where you do have a ;ittl$
more degree of specificity td,deai with.

‘Senator Mathias. I suggest that we_arrange t6 get
togefher and try out some drafts with each other,'but in the
meantime, of course, therg's anﬁthcr alterﬁative and that
4would‘bezthe use of wiretap prbCedure by which the Attorney
General must approve.  a wiretap befqre it is piaced,'and the
same general process could be used for informants, since
you come\to headqudrters any way.

Mr. Adams. That could be an alte,gwtive. I think it

would be a very burdensome alternative =1 I think at some

-point after we attack the major abuscs, or what are ¢onsidered

1

51H- Page-174 - -
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major abuées of Congress and get dﬁer this hurdle, I think
we're still going to have to recognize that ﬁeads of agencieé
have to accept the respoﬁsibiliéy fér managing that agency
and Qe can't just keep pushing‘évery\operationalvprobiem up
to the top because there just éren't enough houxrs in the'day.
Senator Mathias. But the reason that parallel suggests.

itself is of course the fact that the wiretap deals'generally.

with one level of information in one sense of gathering

. information. You hear what vou hear from the tap.

Mr. Adams, But you're dealing in'a much smaller number
also.

Senator Mathias. Smaller number, but that's all .the
more reason. When an informant goes in, he has all of.his_
senses. He's gqthering_all of the informatién a human being
can acquire froh a situation gnd has access to more information
than the a&erage_wifetap. |

And it would seem to me that for that reasbn a_parailel
process might he usefui.and in order,

My. Adams. Mr, Mintz.poinﬁed'out one other main
distinction. éo me which I had overlobkcd from our prior
discussions, whiéh is the fact that with an informant he is
morelin.thc position of being a coﬁcéntral monitor in that one
of the twb parties to the conversation agrees, éuch as like

concentral monitoring of telephones and microphones and

anything else versus the wiretap itself where the individual

I Bage i3 . .-
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whose telephone is being tapped is not|aware and.there is,
and neiéher of the two parties talking héd agreed.that theix
conversation could be ménitored},‘. |

Senator Mathias. I‘find.ﬁhatwone difficult to‘accept;
If I'm theitﬁird party-overhearing a conversation that ;s takind
place in a room where I a@, and ﬁy true Character isn'£ perceiva
by the two people who are télking,ﬁin effect they baven’t '
consented to my overhearing my conversation. Then thgy consent

a

if they believe that I am their friend or their} a pértisan
o?{theirs. \ |

But if they knew in fact that I was an informant for
someone else, they wouldn't be consenting.

Mr. Adams. Well}‘that's like I believe Senator llart

raised earlier, that  the courts thus far have made this - -

addressed. \
Senator Maﬁhias. Well, I particularly apprecciate youf

attitude invbeiné wiliing to work on these probiems because

I\think that's the most important thing thgt can evolve from

these hearings; so that we can actually look at the Tourth

Amendment,as the standard thét we:havc t> achieve. But the

way we. get there is obviously going to i “ 4 lot easier if we

’

can work toward them together.

I just have one final question, Mec. Chairman, and that

d

1
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déals w;th whether we shouldn't impose a §tandafd of probable

~ cause tha£ a crime has been committed'as a me;ns of.coﬁtrolling

_the use of informants aﬁd the kind of information that they
collect., |

Do you feel that‘thié'would be too ;estrietive?

Mr . Adanms. Yesf si;, I do.

When I look at informants'énd I see tﬁat each year
informants provide us, locate 5000 dahgerous fugitives, théy
provide subjects in 2000 more cases, they recovér $86 million
in étolen property and contrabénd, and that's irrespective
of what we give thé lccal law enforcemené4and other Trederal
agencies, which i1s almost a comparable figure, Wé have almost
readhed a poin£ in the criﬁinal law where we don't have much

left. And in the intelligence field we still, I think when

we carve all of the problems away, we still have to make sure
that we have the means to gather information which will permit
us to be aware ofrthe ;dentity of individuals and organizations
that are gcéing‘to overthroﬁ the govérnment of the United
States. Ana I think we still‘have‘some areas to look'hard

at as we have disgussed, but I think informants are here fo.
stay. They are absolutely eéseptial to law enforcement.
Everydne uses iﬁformants. The press hasrinfqrmants, Congress
has informants, you have indivi@uals in yourvcommpniﬁy that

you rely on, not for ulterior purposés, but to let you know

what's the fecl of the people, am I serving them properly,

75170- Page 77 .. + -
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am I carrying out this? C N -

It's here to say. It's been éere throughout history °°
and there ﬁill always be.informants,'And the thing we want to
avoid is abuées.like érévocateurs( criminal éctivities}-and
to ensure that we have safeguérds‘thgt will prevent that.

But we\ao need informants. |

Senator Tower. Senator Hart, do you.have any further
questions? |

Senator Hart'of ﬁichigan. Yes. I ask unanimous request
%erhaps with a view to giving balance to the record, the
groups that we have'discussed this morning into which the
‘Bureau has put informants, in vopular laﬁguage, our liberal
groups -- I would ésk unanimous consent that .be printed ih
the recorq, the summéry of the opening og,tﬂe headquarters
file by the Bureau ovar. Cari McIntyre Qhen he announced
that he was organizing a gfoup to counter thé American Civil
Liberties Union and other "liberal and communist groups,"
is not a left only pre-occupation.

Senator Tower. Without objection, so ordered.

‘(Thé material refer;ed to foliows:)
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'Senator Tower. Anyimore quéstions?v‘

Then the Coﬁmittee will have an Exeéutive Session this .
afternoon in Room 3110 in the Dirksen Building>at 3:00, and
I hope everyone will be in attendénce.r |

Tomorrow morning we Qill'heaf.ffqm Courtney Evans,
Cartha DeLoach. Tomorrow afternoon, former Attorneys.General
Ramséy Clark and Edward Katzenbach.

Thé Committee, the hearings are reqesééd until 10:00
a.m., tomorrow morning.»

o (wﬁereupqn; at 1:10 ‘o'clock p.m., the hearing in the

above'mentioned ma£ter was concluded; to reconvene on Wednesday

December 3rd, 1975, at 10:00 o'clock a.m.)
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DIRECTOR, FBI (62-116395)

SAC, SAN FRANCISCO (62~ 6887) A*JNFORMKNGQCOVﬁMNCD %

Y, SSIFIED,
~{SUBJECT : (%ENSTUDY % nm:}ﬁ%é?ﬁf, o

I itebeats

On Frlday, 7/9/76, ED ONTGOMERY, retired reporter

"San Francisco Examiner,' called me- ‘&He sald he had just
received a telephone call from a ROBERTWFRIEDMAN of "Time
Magazine'" in New York. FRIEDMAN fola MONTGOMERY that he

had been going. over some of the Church Committee Reports

and that it was cbvious that the FBIL 4dn the past had "fed"
MONTGOMERY a considerable amount of information. MONTGOMERY
said FRIEDMAN - 1ndlcated that the FBI had given MONTGOMERY
information regarding the Black Panther Party in Oakland. b
MONTGOMERY told FRIEDMAN that this was not true, that he ‘
received his information from the Sheriff's Offlce in Alameda
County. FRIEDMAN also indicated that MONTGOMERY had received
information concerning ANGELA DAVIS and the guns used in

the Marin County shootout invwhich several people were - 4?

killed. _MONTGOMERY told FRIEDMAN that this was not true, ‘ ’i}77 7
that he had received this information from the Marin County '4::.
Sheriff's Office and that the FBI was not involved in this -

case at that point but did later have an unlawful flight
warrant on DAVIS, whlch resulted in her eventual arrest in’

New York: | - e - ; “xfgf
: l?f ,.9".~ - /‘c. DO | o WO

FRIEDMAN referred to several gﬁ@er incidents in
the Church Committee Report and indicated it was obvious to ;
him that the FBI had furnished the information to MONTGOMERY. ¢
MONTGOMERY told him this was "a lot of garbage." MONTGOMERY '
then asked FRIEDMAN if MONTGOMERY's name was mentioned in
the report as having received the information and FRIEDMAN

. said it was not although FRIEDMAN drew the conclu51on that

it was MONTGOMERY o ,3km

~9 = Bureau (RM)
1 = San Francisco
CWB/cmp o
(3) e z‘,.. o

Approved: i Sent
Special Agent in Charge
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MONTGOMERY again told FRIEDMAN. that he had many,
many sources and that hé was not the recipient of information
volunteered to him by the FBI. MONTGOMERY commented that
FRIEDMAN obviously did not want to believe this.

’

MONTGOMERY furnished this for information.
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(This line for LEFT MARGIN.) _

From¢! Director, FBI PERSONAL ATTENTION

DOMESTIC SECURITY INVESTIGATIONS

For your information, in connection with

the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence relating to our
handling of domestic securlty matters including the question
as to the number of organizations and individuals currently

under investigation.

In order to insure prompt response to all such
requests, you are reminded that upon initiation of a domestic
security investigation of an individual or organization,
IFBIHQ should be promptly notified, as set forth in Sections

should also be promptly adVLSed of the closing of any such
1nvest1gatlons

2 - All Offices (PERSONAL ATTENTION)

87 and 122, Manual of Instructions. In addition, FBIHQ -

Congressional oversight, FBIHQ has been receiving requests from

(Do not type below t}ziis Tine.)

f- g ey o o
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