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"Mr. J. B. Hotis)
i, L. Wennall

T
. O. Creger N
The Attorney Gencral . September 8, 1973
.
V- / Dirdetdr, FBHI :
\ dr, 1 - Mr. S. F. Phillips D
' U, [S. SESATE SELECT CONWITIER N

| Trier 1 ORI AT C) ALLINFORMATION CONTAINED NI
01| THTELLIGEACE £CTIVITIES (SSC) hERER, S L § 0
DATE [ BYSRIAL dﬁr R

i,

Leference is made to this Burcau's letter and
memorandun dated September 3, 1975, vhich effected a pertiel
! delivery to the SSC of materials concerning Dr, Yaztin Iuther
\ King, Jr., based on S8SC requests dated July 8 1975, and Ju1y
\ 1&/ 1575. —

o

Enclosed for your epproval cnd forwarding to the ‘_
88C is the original of a meworandum in further partisl responon
to the aforementioned two SSC requests, P

F 1 flso enclosed for your records is a copy of the
- memorcndum which is being delivered to you with e set of the
; meterials vhich cre being delivered to the SSC.

fnclosures (2)

% %&f\ 3
\‘\3 N UJ\‘J
62-116395 | Q—a\‘("

' ; 1 - The reputy Attorney Gencral
Lttention: icheel ©. Shahecn, Jr.
‘ Specizl Counsel for |-
Intelligence Coordine ';:,,ma- -ﬂ-’;'f ""’Q

STI00  oec 16 s ﬂdqo}%\

-

0

Assopc Dir. — SFP eks y/ 3’5-') ,("i B
RO e e (7
Asst, Dir.:
k» o NOTE: Single copies of the 7/8 and 14/75 SSC requestQ are

ext. atles — attached to the file copy of enclosed IHM. Exact copies of the
o e —materials being furnished are meintazined in the office of the
tdent. SENSTUDY Project and a detailed record has been maintained
pepet" —of the materials furnished. Arrangements have been made for a
§ Loty — representative cf the Legal Counsel Division to deliver the

| oo o, 'zttached memorandum as well s the materiels being provided to

Training
Legal Caun. e_g t Si§i5 "/) LM e
Te?ephni‘ \:P i / : }( -~ @ ~.
Director Sec'y — MAIL ROOM[ ]  TELETYPE UNIT [ / YRVT ,‘ /j‘ £33 1 6RO+ 1975 © - 565-920
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oWty ‘ 2 - Mr. J. ¥ Mintz

(1 - Mr., J. B. Hotis)
1 - Mr. W. R, Wannall
1L - Mr. W. O. Cregar
1 - Mr. S. F. Phillips

» 62-116395
September 8, 1975

e \M
00‘2‘\%:@@
| O U. S. SENATE SELECT COMMITIEE TO
| A ® STUDY GOVERQENTAL GPERATTONS VITH
Qe RESPECT TO IifTLLIGENCE /CTIVITIES (SSC)

feference is made to the letter from the Chalrmen
of the S5C to the Attorney General dated August 28, 1975,
! requesting delivery of previously-requested FBI materials
pertalning to Dr. Martin Luther Xing, Jr. Roference is also
made to FBI memorandum doted September 3, 1975, tvhich
effected delivery of materials in partial response to SSC
requests dated July 8 and 14, 1975.

Materials requested in Ttems 7 and 19 of the
July 8, 1975, reguest and in Ttems 7, 8, 2, and 13 of the
July 14, 1975, request are being delivered to the SSC with
this memorandum.

It is noted that Ttem 7 of the July 14, 1975,
request referred to the original of en F3T Uirector
memorandun dated Hovember 17, 1963, to lescrs. Tolron,

‘ Belwmont, Deloach, Kosen, and Suliiven. 1o such memorandum
W could be located in FBI files. However, & gsimilarily-

¥ aadresset memorandum dated lLiovember 7, 19263; was located and
\ ‘ is being furnished, as it apperently is the mem%ak%é'@mof

| SS8C interest. A (////\‘ My
. - J \

"BZT.':;ATW__ Vith respect to our responce to Ttem 13 of éilg ‘\Y/\ ;
[ff.p'o'?.'"v' <July 14, 1975, rcquest, two additicnal documents {(13a and "“«\ \f
P i 13b) are responsive but are ircluded in response to Item 9 J '
?*) come ¥ —and therefore are not Guplicated under Item 13. woc
T W 7
l e o _SFPieks gy .. &Lhis document is prepared in response to your request and is not for dissemi-

e J-" Tation_outside your Committee. Its use i limited to official proceedings by
L“ubm'm — (8) your C}ommittee and the content may not be disclosed to unauthorized person-
_ Plan. & Evol. — nel without the express approval of the KB

Spec. lav.

I..
ORIGTNAL AND ONE COPY IO AG {)U/\ . 966
Training B )

t . LY 2% L ﬁl b / / -
b egal Coun. ! i X BRI & .

g phone Rm. L“g\‘LL&j T (\ I ’
orSec'y — MAIL ROOM{] TELETYPE UNIT[_] 1 VUL
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il With‘respect to the excialon of the material belng
'-dellvered herewith, appropriate notations appear Where
‘the excisions. ¢oncern the protection of an’ “informant or a’
-peculiazly: sensitive . f@reign intelligence ‘operation. - All
.~ other excisions pertain to portions which ectually. summarlze
or quote from” conversations monitored durinb electronic

'surveillance of Dr. King. = In'most ceses,. it can: ba ‘ascertained 'vir

- precisely which informatlon in- FBI. files came from electronlcvd
- surveillences of Dr. King;. however, there. éxist areas where .
© - documentation of the .informatiocn is not ‘precise and.no. .+
S accurate’ determination ‘can ‘be mads Therefore, no - assurances -
. can be givén that portions of the material. beirg. furnished . .
.=l . do not contain information developed as a result of electronic
7icg'surveillances of . Dr.,Klng. ic,,h;¥4wf_ N » :
FAR In COnnection with any response where we have
;.ﬁ,ai'lf}included Xeroxes of newspaper articles or nevs- reléases, we
“. 7 have not’ necessarxly furnished all relating to a particular
.7, -matter which may ‘be- scattered throughout FBI files, ‘but have.

( Q}T3?fi:included those readily available and genexally. representative VL

“fi.tfl:f;of the média’ accounts of the particular matter
7l 'would be' those included: in the response to'"'
*j}Juty 8¢ 1975 SSC request S

‘{'“ The remainmng materials in the SSC-requests of July 8
. and 14 1975 ‘and August-20; 1975, “(part’ VII) ‘are receiving
’f;ncontinuaus attention and’ the results Will be forwarded on’
e periedic bauis as: uoon as possible._ R

Ny 64004 Docld:32989641 Page 4




t LI : : /2 LY
JUREE RS PRAMK CHURCH, 1D/HO, CHAIRMAN ' . N . >
‘s, ¢ JOWH G, TOVIEN, TEXAS, VIC 2 CHAIR?A .
PHILIP £, HAGT, MICH. * 7 HOWARD M. SAKER, JR.. TENN. e
Y WALTEFRF, MOSNDAL I, MRINN, PAaY GOLOWATER, ARIZ.
WALTER D, HUDGLESTON, KY. CHARLES MC G. MATHIAS, Jit, MD,
RCATRT MORGAN, M.C. RICHARD €, SCHWEIKER, PA, P
g ) e 1 ¢
GARY HAXT, COLO, ) iy '{ n L gqu:: 5 nexie
. . X &
WILLIKM G, MILLER, STATF DIRECTOR MLl DLEICE e b
FREDERICK A. O. SCHWARZ, JH., CHIEF COUNSEL
CURT!S R, SMOTHERS, MINGRITY COUNSER . SELECT COMMITTEER TO
STUDYT GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH
SECLPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

{PWREBANT YO S. ALS. 21, $TH CONGRESS)
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

July 8, 1975

ON .

A .

HEREINIS U UM%%%;D { .

DATE : ( .

K. William-O'Connor, Esq.

" Special Counsel for Intelligence Coordination
Office of the Deputy Attornev General

U. 5. Department of Justice
Washingten, D. C. 20530 , i

Dear Mr. O'Connor:

Pursuant to Section III. A. of the notification
attached to the Committee's letter of June 27, 1975, I am
forwarding herewith an additional request for materials
which relate to this matter. '

The specificity of this request is not, of
course, intended to limit in any way the agreement to come
forward with all relevant information and materials, includ-
ing documents, whether or not they have been brought tc the
Committee's attention or have been specifically requested
by the Committee.

a

‘\6 .

) As Mr. Schwarz and I indicated in our meeting
with you a few days ago, there are still outstanding sev-
eral items relating to this matter which the Committee re-
quested some time ago. This request should in no way delay
.further the availability of the previously requested items,

\J} ;zand we would expect that individual items will be supplied
AN

'ngfenever they become separately ready for submission.

;§G§> Your cooperation is appreciated.

Sincerely,

/i:)ltu}r1£ZéKL7ﬂfﬁ

John T. Elliff
Director :
Domestic Intelligencé Task Force

Y
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i
| 1. Access to all memoranda, airtels, teletypes, and any
other materials which relate in any way to:

a. The dissemination to any person on organization
outside the executive branch of the federal govern-
ment of information relating to Martin Luther King,
Jdr.

- b. Contacts between FBI personnel and persons outside
. the executive branch of the federal government con-
cerning Dr. Xing. '

2. All memcranda and any otheér materials which relate to
meetings or proposed meetings between ¥FBI headquarters
and Dr. King, including, but not limited to:

a. All memoranda and any other materials reflecting
.such proposals. '

b. All correspondence and any other materials reflect-
ing invitations extended for such meetings.

¢. All correspondence and any other materials -reflect-
ing replies to any such invitations.

d. All memoranda and any other materials reflecting
briefings or preparations for such meetings.

. e n

e. All memoranda and any other materials reflecting
what occurred at such meetings.

f. All memoranda and any other materials reflecting

. actions recommended or taken following such meetings.
! 3. All memoranda and any other materials which relate to a

i meeting between the FBI Director and reporters on
November 18, 1964, including, but not limited to:

i . a. Proposals, invitations, and replies, for such meeting.
! 3
b. Arrangements, briefings, and preparations for such
meeting.
. N
¢. Summaries or other evidence of what occurred at

such meeting.

fon
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10.

11.

12.

13.

"All memoranda and any

All memoranda and any other materials which relate to

a meeting between the President and Roy Wilkins,

A. Philip Randolph, ¥hitney Young, Mrs. Dorothy Haight,
James Farmer, and Jack Greenberg on November 19, 1964
A copy of a November 19, 1964, telegram from Dr. Klng
+0 Director Hoover, and all notes, memoranda, and any
other materials reflecting the disposition of, orx
actions taken as a result of the receipt of, said tele-

gram. .__.

i*‘

All memoranda and any other materials relating to the
award of the Nobel Peace Prize to Dr. King on or aoout
December 10, 1964.

other materials relating to a
of Dr. King in Atlanta, Georgia,

All memoranda and any
banguet held in honor
on January 25, 1965,

other materials which relate to
a meeting between the President and Dr. King on

February 9, 1965.

All materials which formed the basis for the FBI's
response dated June 12, 1975, captioned "Request Per-
taining to Electronic Surveillance", which pertained
to the travel of certain former agents of the ¥FBI.

All memoranda and any other materials’'t which relate to
mail openings, and mail covers, with Lespect to
Dr. King.,

Access to all memoranda and any other materials which
relate to electronic surveillance of Dr. King by state
or local agencies or governments.

All memoranda and any other materials which relate to
the transfer of former Special Agent Robert R. Nichols
to the Oklahoma City office of the FBI in June 1569.

All Forms FD 185 and attachments (including forms
entitled "Performance Rating Guide for Investigative

- Personnel®) from 1959 until retirement for:

)
i

&

-
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14.

15,

16.

17.

18.

19.

20'o

| NW 65994 Docld:32989641 Page 8

a. .Former\Special Agent Robert R. Nichols.
b. Former Special Agent'Alan Sentinella.

All memoranda and any other materials which relate to

a letter from former Associate Director Clyde A. Tolson
£0 newspaper columnist Carl T. Rowan concerning Dr. King,
as reported in the Washington Evening Star on June 18,
1969,

All memoranda and any other materials relating to

-arrangements, briefings, and preparations for an inter-

view of the FBI Director by any reporters for the
Washington Evening Star on June 19, 1969; all memoranda
and any other materials referred to, quoted from, or
displayed during such interview; and all memoranda and
any other materials reflecting what occurred at such
interview.

"Access to all materials upon which "Black Extremist"

COINTELPRO summaries 16, 23, 63, and 156 were based.

An August 17, 1964, memorandum from former Assistant
Attorney General John Doar to the FBI Director request-
ing a name check on certain individuals connected with
the Mississippi Freedom Democratic Party.

211 memoranda and any other materials 1ndlcat1pg or
reflecting the inception of (a) all headquarters files

.and (b) all Atlanta, Georgia, field office files con-

cerning Dr. King and concerning the Southern Christian
Leadership Conference, together with the basis and
authority for opening such files.

All memoranda and any other materials reflecting or
relating to a 1863 meeting at FBI headquarters which
was attended by former Special Agents Robert R. Nichels,
Henry Rouse, William Sullivan, and other FBI personnel, .
and which related to Dr. Xing.
All memoranda prepared by the Internal Security Seetion
and by former Assistant Director William Sullivan con-
¢erning the August 1963 March on Washington.

A

&

-




21.

N.B.:

&‘-_NW 65994 Docld:3298%641 Page 8

All memoranda and any other materials which reflect
or relate to communications between the FBI Director
or FBI headquarters personnel and the President or the
President's staff in June 1969 concerning electronic
surveillance of Dr. King.

»

>

.ot

N

The Bureau's search for the above-requested mate-
rials should include a check of pertinent field
office files as well as headquarters files.

A




FREDIRICK A. O. SCHVWARZ, JR., CHILF COUNSEL,

e Chvn 2 EIRMASRW = s % s e RT RTRR on S DR 0
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WILLIAM G. MILLER, STAFF DIRLCTOR .
SELECT COM&‘TI‘EE TO
STUDY GOVERNMENMTAL Gi-IIRATIONS WITH
- ~ - RESPECT TO INTELLITINCE ACTIVITIES

<. e e e e - P

* . {PURSUANT YO S. RES. I 4¥H CONGHESS)
w .

T WASHINGTON, TLG. 20510
- A 1
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CURTIS R. SMOTHERS, MINORITY COUNSEL,

‘

. N - -

i
1
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July 14, 3975

o imman i A teaspam o o

K. William O'Connor, Esg. .
Special Counsel for Intelligence Coordinat
Office of the Deputy Attorney General

U. 8. Department of Justice ANED
: : ALL INFORMATION CONT.
Washington, D. C. 20530 HEREIN IS U S‘HED

DATE e

.

i10n

“w - ("; YA

Dear Mr. O'Connor:
L)

Reference is made to your lettesr of Jﬁly 8, 1975,
transmitting certain materials relating £o the Martin Luther
King, Jr. monographs. )

We would appreciate being Supp-vmg the following
additional items in response to Appendix v, Item 5,.o0f Ll
Committee's letter of May 14, 1975:

: 1. All materials refelcting the earlier recommenda-
- tion and approval which are irndicated in the first
' sentence of Mr. Sullivan's October 15, 1963
memorandum to Mr. Belmont.

2. The identity of the author of the mnonograph which
was attached to Mr. Sullivan's October 15, 1963
miemorandum to Mr. Belmont.

3. All materials which reflect or relate to Mr.
Sullivan's instructions to subordinates concerning
the preparation of the 1963 monocgraph.

4, All materials which reflect or relate to the trans-—
] mission of the monecraph to Mr. Sullivan from i
subordinates prior to Mr. Suliivan's October 15, 1963
. memorandum to Mr. Belmont.
A

5. All materials which reflect Mr. Tolson's transmissicn
; tc the Director of Mr. Belmoni’s memorandum of
October 17, 1963,

i i N (5 -' Y

N o ATk - -,
.. . . cow -
.)M’ \ RS, - - - - - - -
o . Te "
PR . -

ST £ IIAROC CHIPTH, TOAND, CIAISMAN - § .
‘ 0HN €2 TOVT ey TEXAS, VICH CHASAAN. L =+ 7 - ‘E Pe s - *‘ v e e . v eaeaa
*- p AL unn RN ROWARD 3 CA'ICR, IR, TENN, . \\" {‘f Lo o e .
- {".R, Fee AN TOUNNL T BARKY Gut DWATER, Sz, i .. -
LIUN KT SHIRRLETS sl sl MSTHIAS, 3RO, MO s
£ar FLI D 1O L3 N 5 M, .
T ARERY MORGAN, 1.0, | RICHARD S. SCANIIRER, Phe {; "*""‘W "“ "*ﬁ e ¢
HART, CGLO. % Sy o~ - g,
oany HnE : 1IC f<3 *,-m~.fuuextczﬁe
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6.

-

16.°

|1l

12.

13.

14.

ve ® e @en e e s - - ‘. - -

K .- - ‘e . . -
- e . H

K. Willlam 0*Connor R c S

!

F
(All materials which reflect what transplred.mtween
the Director's approval of Mr. Sullivan's Ocwder 15,
1963 memorandum, and the transmission of Mr. :dlllvan s
October 18, 1963 memorandum to Mr. Belmont.

’ e July .+, 1975

A xerox of the original of the Director's No—mmber 17,
1963 memorandum to Mssrs. Tolson, Belmont D: Loach,
Rosen, and Sullivan.

-
x

A xerox of the original of the director's Feoxruary 5,
1964 memorandum to Mssrs. Tolson, Belmont, Rizen, -
Sullivan, De Loach, and Evans.

Access to the original memoranda from Mr. Stlllvan

',to Mr. Belmont, dated: .

a. November 22, 1964;
b. November 27, 1964.

The identity of the authur ol the 1084 "up-io-date
revision" of the' 13963 monograph.

All materials which reflect or relate to dr. Sullivau's
instruction s to subordinates in 1964 to rev:se the
1963 monograph. :

All materials which transmitted for approva. and/or
signature the December -1, 19264 letter from (7€
Director to Mr. Moyers.

All materials which reflect the approval of Mr.
Belmont, Mr. Tolson, and/or the Director of:

~a. Recommendations contained in Mr. Sullivan's

November 22, 1964 memorandum to Mr. Belnont;

b. Recommendations contained in Mr. Sullivan's
November 27, 1964 meimorandum to Mr. Bei=Oont;

c. The December 1, 1964 letter from the Ditvector
to Mr. Moyers.

Access to the second page (unexcised) of the
December 17, 1964 memorandum from Mr. Baumgardner
to Mr. Sullivan.

" NW-65994 Docld: 3209858641 Page-11
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T Ke. William O!Connor o L |
) Page 2 : July 14, 1975
15. All materials reflecting the approval of Mr.

"16.

1.7.

18.

19. -

20.

Sullivan, Mr. Belmont, Mr. Tolson, and/oxr -the Director:
.0of the recommendation contained in Mr. Baumgardner's

. December 17, 1564 memorandpm to Mr. Sullivan.

)

All memoranda and any other materials which relate
to the preparation of a memorandum caprtioned “"Martin
Luther King, Jr.: His Personal Conduct" which is
referred to and was apparently enclosed with, the
Director's December 21, 1964 letter to Senailor
Humphrey. (Please do not supply the memorandum.)

) 5

The identity of the author of the memcrandum

.-. described in item #16 above and of any other similar

memoranda.

All memoranda and any other materials which relate
to the dissemination to Senator Humphre; oF the
memorandum described in item #16 and which relate
to any other dissemination of the said mmorandum
or any other similar memorandum. .
The identitv of the author of the 19A7 vawvi
the Martin Luther King, Jr. monograph.

3]
‘.l.
Q

o]
Ih

All material which reflect or relate to Mr. Sullivan's
and/or Mr. C. D. Brennan's instructions to sub-
ordinates in 1967 to revise any eariier HMartin Luther
King, Jr. monograph.

Access to an unexcised copy of the August 24, 1967
memorandum from Mr. C. .D..Brennan to Mr. Sullivan.

All materials reflectlng'Mr Tolson's suggestion,

and the Director's agreement, that the Xino monograph
be brought up to date in 1968, as indicated in the
February 29, 1968 memorandum from Mr. G¢. C. Moore

to Mr. Sullivan. :

Sincerely,

ST En LY

John T, ELIiff
Director
Domestlc Intelligence Task Force

994 id:3 41 Page 12
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5-140 (Rev. 1-21-74) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535

Addressee: SENBTE SELECT COMMITTEE

COLTR @XJLHM [JMemo [JReport dated 9/8/75

¢ U.S, Senate Select Committee;
Caption of Document: 7/8/75 request Items 7 and 19

7/14/75 Request, Items 7,8,9 and 13

“§

Originating Office: FBI
b

) _ ;
Delivered by: /V%,_//l[/ M// Date: 7/// / 7 j -
Received by: L

Title: W&J"lb [

Return this receipt to the Intelligence Division, FBI

ek e S S o © e

RPN

Lo BT
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SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE
CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE . BEFORE COMPLETING.

S :
(S N y N ;
"l T0: Intelligence”Community Staff FROM:
ATTN: Central Index - oy
Eﬁig
SUBJECT: Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees
i. HOW PROVIDED (check appropriate term. If a document was made available 2. DATE PROVIDED
for review but not transmitted, so note.)
. | DOCUMENT BRIEF ING INTERV I EW TESTIMONY OTHER % f
%[ o [ 1 [ [ || S15195

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

x sscC

HSC

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

interviewee, testifier and subject) ALL ‘NFORWT‘O‘N Csog?gglNED
: B UNCLASS! .
Heporanduwn and elclozures Bf-?é’ 'W BYﬁFl& \

5. IN RESPONSE TO (list date and item number if in response to formal request, other- 6. CLASSIFICATION 0%
wise state verbal request of (name), initiative, subpoena, etc.) {NFORMATION (enter
U, ¢, S, TS or
. . ’ Codeword)
$5C lotters 7/8/75 1ty 7 and 19 end 2/34/75
itous 2/879 ani 13 i

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

Information handling
Intellipence collonticn

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

Haterdol elatingz to o banquet held in honor of Br. Rinp on 1/35/65
and materdols roleting fo o 1963 mpoeting ae ¥FRIHO which was
atteniad Ly fowmap Speclal Agestd: ond other ¥8I povsonnel, vhich
reloted to Dr. Bing. Coples of 13/17/63 and 2/5/66 wemorandunm
from the Director to Nssrs. Tolson, Belmont, Polosch, Rozen and
Selliven; 11722764 and 11727764 memoranda from Sullivan to Belmont
and tiateriels which reflect the approval of the above two
memorendun endd a 12/1/64 letter from the Divector to My, Movers

62~116595

PiR: fmk
(4) ORIGINAL VIA LIATSON TO CENTRAL COMMUNITY INDEX
IN CONNECTION WITH SENSTUDY 75 \f‘ﬁ”
EAT AS YELLOW §
379' (6-75) CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE }, )

Ly
NW 65994 Docld:32989641 Page 14 (/ = / VAN




&

INSTRUCTIONS

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

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

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

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

MW 559894 Docld:32989641 Page 15




)
g

>

- o | . 2 - Mr. J. A. Mintz
(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall

I

et s>

Sagtambgr g, 1975

,e:“é’é,z

A’_)’ 4/5"//& |

=
' .

Mr. W. O. Cregar

v 1 ' . %
Direcfor, FBI (1 - Mr. J. P. Lee, QQ
{® . IN -
‘ N : erE e - 3 L'NFO MATION \ (\N
u. s{; SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE OF - HEREN| CONTAINED ' :
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)  .DATE LASBS\',F'ED ~

f;;_/’/?’)

Reference is made to mumorandum from Mr. Michael .
Shaheen of the Department of Justice to Mr. John A. Mintz of
thig Bureau, captioned "Special Procz@ures for Processing SsC
weguests Relating to Hail Survelllances,® ddted August 8, lJ?ﬁ,

in which Mr. Shokheen referred to the pending S8C reguest for Tiﬁ&gq

%

materials relating to mail surveillance and attachéd a copy .of
the special pxoee@nrea to ba followsd in r&spmnﬁxng to thisg -
request. , ' , A . . -}y U

 Enclosed ig a memorandum for forwavdmng to +he Lﬁmmm&t&% t?
which responds to a reguest originally set forth as Item ¢, N
Appendix B, of the May 14, 1975, SS8C reqguest and later ampxifieﬁ\\ §§
in a letter from Mr. John F. El1i€f dated June 13, 1975.

T : Memoranda ané documentation reguested im'yaragragﬁ'(B}Eg ki
. of the June 13, 1975, letter are being delivered with this AV
4 communication. . ‘ g
also enclosed for your records is a eo§y of the ‘§Q &
memorandum prepared for the Cammlttee« I . ’I} §<§ \ﬁ_
. ' = -y AN
Enclosures (2) . . o »:% CoE / \\§ g
62—116395\@0& S\W& - R
1 - The Deputy’1 erﬁey General o <&

S )
Attention?/ Itiichael E. Shaheen, Jr. Sl €Lt
Assoc. Dir. . . s@‘-’:ﬁ&@l Cgm&l fﬂx @QI /z//é =2 ?
Dep. AD Adm. ' L IntelL qf%y& F@nrminatiem o

Dep. AD lnv. __ ‘REC—XG mh-.. P (

Asst. Dir.:
Admin. , .
SEP 16 1975
SEE NOTE PAGE 2 ‘ [Q)
“,_..IM

Comp. Syst. EWL . glw
Ext. Affairs (9) .
Files & Com.

Gen. Inv.

"} Inspection N N R - .«".' . "' ,- [
[ Intell. -

Laboratory i .
Plan. & Eval. ' ’ i i i ‘
Spec inv.

1 Jon g 660 171970

lephor\e Rm. __

/o..em. Sec’y — MAILROOM[ ] TELETYPE UNIT[ ] ‘/37( ;
WV 65934 Docld:32983641 Page 16
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The Attormey General

NOTE:

S8C made general request for information concerning FBI
mail surveillances in a letter dated May 14, 1975. This request
was later amplified in a June 13, 1975, letter. Response to
this request was deferred since Department of Justice was conducting
inquiry into mail openings by FBI. By memorandum August '8, 1975,
Mr. Shaheen of the Department advised of special proccdures which
were to be followed in responding to mail opening requests. Since
that time we have delivered all material relating to the "Hunter"®
project which was a mail surveillance by CIA. The LM enclosed
with our letter to the Attorney General containg additional
responses concerning eight mail surveys involving interception
and opening of mail by the FBI. It is noted that SSC reguest
for names of all individuals who participated in mail openings
is not being complied with. They are being told we do
have such a list available although it is not considered
complete. We feel access to such a list by 8SC staff at this
time should be specifically authorized by the Department.




N °

SUORET
) : - 2 - Mr, J. A, Mintz
“ (L - Mr. J. B. Hotis)
1~ Mr. We R. Wannall
1 ~-Mr. W. O. Cregar
1 -Mr. J. P. Lee

¢2=~116385
Soptoshor 3, 1975

URITED SUAEUS m&m STLECT COITIINELD
TO »S UDY COVERZENIAL OPTIATIONS

VI FIBPLCT TO X ?'i Lﬁlﬁﬁfﬂ"" ACTIVITIDG {S8C)

M RE: [IATL SURVEILLANCH

£C

D ?cafz‘:‘ermﬁa iz madeo to lotber of Junc 13, 1975, from
tir. Johm T, BILiff of the 88C gbaff to Ir, ¥. Willian O'Connor
of the Peparitnment of Juctieca. This letter omplifies prior
reguast confained in ITtenm 4, Appendix B, of the $8C dooupcnt
roquost dated INay 14, 1975, with opeeific roforonco to a':h?

| .
5’% . technique reforred to as “mail serveillance, including mail
Z5e covers and oponing mail” and tho uwiilizat ixm of thin tcochuigue
Sz "in internal sccuritys in'&czlia‘gsmae collection, and/or countor-
%’ig intelligonce mattors, oporations, or activigien.®
Seaas
283 Tho yoquosts in €ho June 13, 1975, lobbor verds contained
=adnz in three uaafzmnw gonerally covering {1) ceritain information
S£&  concerning all incidonts of mail opening or mail intercept,
Tt (2) cortain ini:’az.:matiﬁn goncerning all incidonts of mall covers
E =y, that sroroe "rc:cl,z.z.aal:{}? conducked Ly PRI uﬁﬁloyocu, ard {3) oll
=5 docuronts an& memeranda vhich discuns, x'c.sz.ov", or rolatre to tho
Suit origing, ou Lo:r;r»zaz,zansz, conduct and trancniscioa of, and
- rm;‘.:tc:ies and precodurces for, the mail e;;cm.ncgs, interconts,

and covers identifiod akove,
The follouwing information ig oot forth rooponsive to
the three categorios of roguest outlined above:

{1} In the catogory of mail oponing oy mail intercept
from Janhuary 1, 1960, until the present, we hove idontified cight
Assec. D —omyohy Survoys viich wore conductod E::y the PRI. iHwailable infor-
Dep. A0 M ation reoponsive to the S8C zogucst is gsel forth under the

Dep. AD Inv.
Asst. Dira:
Admin. EWL: ng ,‘D ‘ ){)\/ ﬁgcﬁ? U)ia\}} Ilf‘/
Comp. Syst. .— (8 ¥ ’ﬁ'
Ext. Affairs —— ) ] ' "bs{ \’906 % P
Clasgifd \ﬁij 283 ‘ RN,
DS, Categories 2 and 3 )

%]

IDdaification IndBfinito
Y IO ATION

Files & Com. /
Jen. Inv: —— 13 A Euempt £xc
:n::e.ciicn A @&tﬁ ‘Qf E‘Q

NATIONAT; SEG

Intell.

{oboratory —— A
Plan. & Eval. — Unautnorlz DIS«,‘LQH"Q )
Spec. Inve . Y

Toaining 'l : Subject to I‘Im al Ranctions U U -
Legal Coun. 1 { (. x ‘ T 14

elephone Rm. — y i “& \

;irle:::r Sec'y — MAILROOM[ ] TELETYPE UNIT D / = 4; O é?l,f (a GPO : 1975 Q - 569-920
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U 5 8enatm e?ect COmmi+tee on . : e
',?ntelllgence Actxvities ($SC

R

Peadlng af tme ggx coé& name fer eaeh $uch suxvey. Bu@ to the»
nature of the rrcmr&a waintained for each of- these _BULVeYs ycu

- will note.that the amount of infermatmen furnlzh@& ‘may’ vary Ll

o conalﬂerably £from surv&y to survey.. For. instance, an appreczaﬁle
volume ‘of faterial: arﬂ.dchail ‘has been developed c@ncerning the -

. so-called ‘Sam Survey since a control file was maintained and » 7.
the : mpexauien was wonducted over an’ apmraﬂimatp £even-ycar .  F~ﬂ;f~
pericd _nr1marlly in Hew York, bufkgita some actiygity occurring .
in several other field. d1v13i03¢.n'~§@ sun. Surveyi‘on the other
nan&, was a. much. NOYE Barrow aperagion conducted bnly "in New Yo
- for'a one~year: period. \e con*roi fila -or. documeatatlon wag (.-
locatmd far th?ﬁ grasram. e .

g %iﬁh rasp&ct to t e request fer the namﬁs of lnﬁm?lﬁﬁalﬁ
“who participated in the programs listed; retrievability ‘of this
‘ .~ information- also pr9ﬁe te& a problmm.n FBI . H@aéquqrtars racords
. .. were not helpful in this area. By canvagsing appropriate field
L dlviglons, we navo~been ablm o ‘Yeconstruct a partial list of o
”;uuc individuals. - However, the. nature: of these reaor& _Are }é,‘;}
‘guch that the Iist cannet be considered. cam§1etw.- In view of
{this, and since mail &urveillaﬁca by the PRI is the %ubgmct of
an en«voinq inve$t£qatlan by the Seaurtrcn» of Justice, i
. 1nvelvxng matters which may invite $ancL10ns of a crlminal L
R nature, a 118t is'not being included in’ this response. ' At the
- .7 .Airection of the De§artment of Jus%ice, th@ llqt WLTl b@ ma&e L
,x“,<,availab1@»to 65 aff mamhmrmgl 3;:2ML ,$i o Hy,ﬂ.mw N ,;L;ﬂﬂ

\%. o ‘TR Lagcription of each of the” e;wh mail surveys is i_
; set for*n.along with the @ﬁvsxcai locatiou,-the type cf ma71
involved, an@ tbe Qurpasa aﬁ the $urvey.‘”4,>‘-

R Coveraqe. Th& longﬂst«runnlpq Qrogram began in S 'jxa
‘ Waahlngtan, D, C., in 19848, and* involved :the mpening of . mail.
Lo raddressed to various foreign embas aies - then of 4rnterest. to tke
“United States. At ‘the cancluaion of World War II,- ‘effort’ wagtf,ﬂ'
-2hen ecneentra&em agalast Sovigt -and - scviet blec naulons.{rtf '
T puring the T@rzsﬁ of 6p9raﬁloz f Wnsalﬂatcn, the ¢urvay was
ﬁlﬁcoﬁtinuea at least once’ ‘and it was complé%nly diaﬂn ntinued’
L An July, 1956.sz_00veragm also’ existed in New York from about
“;r~; 195% 0oz 1860 until July, 196§, éir@cteﬁ against. the Soviet
R Wission to tha unite@ Watisng,l,Tn wa% als@ oparat@a agalnat'

B sz::c ET

EEY

o ot - . - . .

A T e TR A T e 2-« -
- - . - . vl LT . - v = : . PR B A *
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- SECRET

.U.-8. Senate Select Committee on
Intelligence Actlvities (SSC)

R& Mail Survelllance

the Cuban Mission to the United Nations in New York from :
Rugust, 1962, until May, 1965. The mail surveyed under thils’

| program was that specifically addressed to the target establigh-

-ment and the objective of the program was to detect individuals
in contact with thése establishments who might be attempting -

“to make contact for espionage reasons, for purposes of defecting

. or who might be illegal espionage agents. The physical -

- location in Washington, b, C., was the Main Post Office and
selected mail was opened in FBI Headquarters' space. . In :
New York, mall dirécted to . the Soviet Mission was intercepted
at the Lenox Hill Post Office and suspect létters were carried
to the New York FBI Office for opening. Coverage against the »

_ ‘Cuban Mission involved the Grand Central Post Office and later
© the Lenox Hill Post Office in New York city. -

. Sam Surve . This survey was aimed at detecting the
presence of Soviet illegal agents in the United States so that
they might. be neutralized. The survey was based on certain -

- indicators and mail addresses in European countries which we
had learned were being used in illegals’ communications. The
survey was directed against outgoing airmail from the United States
being sent to certain FEuropean cities and countries, Mexico, -
Japan, and Canada. The survey was pperated in New York .
“(October 1, 1959, to July 22, 1966); Boston (February 27, 1962,
- to September 13, 1962): WFO (August 20, 1961, to August 8, C :
- 1966); Detroit (May 14, 1962, to September 21 1962) s Los Angeles
(September 28, 1861, to November 17, 1962) and SeatEle A
(September 8, 1961, to February 8, 1963) . '

: The following ‘physical locations were used for the
opening or intercept of ma11 in this" survey.

New York . - FBI New York Office and U. Sr Postal
_facillties Idlewild (new J.F.K.)- International Airport..

' Boston - ‘Adrmadl Facility, Logan International Airport,
East Boston, Massachueetts.v" . . :

‘ - Washington, D, C. - U. S. Post Office, Washzngton
fInternatlonal Airport Branch, and Dulles International Airport
Branch .
SECRET
~ 3 <
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I : o | BECRET

U. 8. Senaﬁé Select Cormittce on
Intelligence Activities (83C)

Re: ‘Mail Surveillance

" Detroit - New Post Office.

Los Angeles -~ U. 5. Pogt Cffice Alrmail Pacilltg,
Foreign Unit, and Log BAageles International leport Airmail
xacilztv.,

Seattle - U, 8. Post Office Airma:l Pacllity,
Seattlie~Tacoma Intarnational Airport.

. Gus Survey, This survey was also aimcd at detection
of Sovist illegal agents based on our knowledg@ that communications
. wera sent through regular mail channels to Soviet illegals by
intelligence pcersonnel stafioned in the United States in

cfficial capacitiecs. Type of mail covered was first-class mail
directed to certain target areas such ag racming houge: and = -
transient hotel districts. This program began in iayrch, 1961, in
New York City and was operated withk Post 0ffice personnel until
August 22, 1961, at which tima we began cperating the program-
utilizing Special Agents. The program was discontinued in

Hew ¥ork on March ¢, 1962. The Detrolt Offica operated a

similar survey using Postal employees from October, 19561, until
Febywary, 1962, at which time it was discontinued. The -

San Franclsco Cffice alzo cperated a similar survey from

Octeober, 1961, until February, 1962.

Paclilities utilized in New York werce the FBI Office:r
Madison Sguare Post Office; Cathedral Substation: Planetarium
Substation; and the Ansonia Post Office, @ll Vew York City.
The Detroit Office survey was located in the Roosevelt Park
Annex, and the San Francisco aperaticn in the Rincon Annax,

sun Sarvey. [@his survey was a review of mail directed
to kaown intelligence officers of the Soviet and Soviet bloc
countrios who wore employees of the United NMations. %The purpose
of the gurvey was to detect contacts of an intelligenge nature
with these individuals since it was helieved they were raceiving
such mail using the sscure cover of their United Hations
employment. The program was operated in ew York only from |
June 25, 1963, to June 26, 1964, The thﬁlcal locations invclv%jé?

ShPRE”
-4 -
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SECRET

U. 8. Senate Select Comnittece on
intelligence Activities (58C)

Re: Mail Burveillance

in this survey were the.New York Office of the PRI and the °
Grand Central Poot Office in Hew York City. The mail involved
was post cards and first-class letters. ‘ o

Joe Survey. This survey was instituted to screen air-
mail from HMiami to Cuba and Puertoc Rico to Cuba in two specific
Cuban counterintelligence operations. The purposa of thisg survey
was to locate clandestine commmunications throusgh the use of certain -
indicators oan the mail as well as a knowledge of the mail drops
in €uba. The mall was intercepted at the Biscayne Annex Post
Office in Hiami and suspected items opened at that location or
in sone instances delivered to the FBI Laboratory at #BI Head-
guarters for special processing. Fipst-clasc mall was primarily
involved.

Chiprop Survey. This survey screened first-class
mail entering the United States from the Pecople’s Republic of
China and Hong Rona. The operation began in Septembor, 195¢,
as a mail cover and mail opening began on August 1, 1956, 7The
program was finally terminated in Januvary, 1966. Our original
introduction into this survey was in comnsction with the efforts
of the U. 8. Cugtoms Service, Restricted Merchandise Ssction,
to intercept cormunist propaganda belng sent into the United States
from abreoad. Later the Poreign Propaganda Unit,; U. 8. Customa,
was our point of contact, which subseguently moved to the Rincen
Annesn Pogt Offica. Ultimately, coverage was secured through
the Alrmail Facility of the . 8. Post Office in San PFranclsco.
In all instances, mail sclected for opening was processed at
the San Franclsco FRI Office. :

Chiclet Survey. This suyrvey was initiated in October,
1963, in San Prancigco and was concerned with airmail orxiginating
in the United States and being gent to the People'g Wopublic of
China. Coverage was maintained through ths Airmail Facility of
the Ui. 8, Post Office, 8an Prancisco; however, all items selected
for opening were further processed at the San Francisco FBI Office.
The purpeose of this survey was to obtain foreign counterintel-
ligence information concerning Americans residing in China who
were of intersst to the FBI and other agencies of the U, S,
Government; to detect efforts to persuade scientigts and others
of Chinsse descent in the United States to return to China; and

SECRET

MWW 65994 Docld:32989641 Page 22



e e ) | é
SECRET

Y. S. Schate gelact'Coﬁmittoe on
Intelligence Activitzes (SSC)

Re: IMail Surveillance ° G

B

to develop information concerning economic and social cenditiong
in communist China, a=z well as gecure information concerning
subjects in the United States of security interest who were
corrasponding with pergons in commwunist China. This gurvey was
giscontinued in January, 1566. -

‘ Chican Qurvez, This survey was conducted from January
to Hovember, 1961, in San Francisco. It waz aimed at screening
first~clasg mail from Chinese individuals in Canada to Chinesge
individuals in the United States., The purpose for the survey.
was to detect Chinése communist intelligence operations directed
against the Unlted States. The exact location of the scrcening
in thic survey has not bsen determined from cur records.

(2) A review of logical rcecords at FBI Heaflguarters

did not disclese any information concerning mail covers (apart
from the surveys listed above) that were physically conducted
by ¥BI emplovees whether alone or in cooperation with Postal
Service employees. Canvass of selected field offices was
unproductive of such information except that ourxr Washington
Fielé Division reported that mall covers, physically corducted
by FBI empleyess, were maintained on various Soviet and Soviet
hloc sstablisbments in Wachington, D. €., from about 1960 to
geptenber 30, 1964. VWe are currently attempting to develop
additional infermation and documentation concerning thegcs
incidents and further advice will be forthcoming as soon as it
- 48 available.

{3) Dovumentation and mewmoranda reguested concarning
the surveys listed in this momorandum have heen vrepared, with
the noted exception of the Sun Survey, and are being delivered
to the Department of Justice under the deliveryv/access procedures
agreed upon bv the Department of Justice and the §SC.

1 - The Attorney General

SECRAT
=B =
-
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5-140 (Rev. 1-21-74) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535

Addressee:

I:Q LTR \ X LHM ] Memo [ Report dated ‘9/ 8/7 5
Captionot DooleS+ SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE.

« 5/14/75, Appendix B, Item 4 also .
6/13/75 re Mail Survelllance
FBI

Originating Office:

Delivered by; / /’W/ / Baler— Db @// / 75
Received bs%&vﬁﬁ,p 0 /
Tittes . YO B I,

i Return this receipt to the Intelligence Division, FBI
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N 3 7
= ‘ .: SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE
. | CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE BEFORE COMPLETING.
TO: Intelligence Community Staff FROM:
ATTN: Central Index
v el
L

SUBJECT: Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees

1. HOW PROVIDED (check appropriate term. If a document was made available 2. DATE PROVIDED
for review but not transmitted, so note.)
X ] DOCUMENT | |BR1EFING I I INTERVIEW | ITESTIMONY | [ oTHER . gintIs

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

| % | °5C
HSC
4., IDENTIFICATION (provide descriptive data for documents; give name or identification number of briefer,

interviewee, testifier and subject)

HMemorandum and enclosures

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

SSC letters 6/13/75 and 5/14/75, Appendix B, Godarord)
Item 4 g

7. KEY WORDS (enter the appropriate key words from the list provided separately; if key words not listed are
used underline for emphasis) 2

Intelligence collection f'?f";::‘fl: e
i njadle) v AR mmE

MISI A BTS Be

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

Eight mail opening or mail intercept surveys from 1/6/50,

until present heve been identifled, each survey set forth along

with physieal logation, the type of mail involved, and the
purpose of the survey.

62-116395

FMKs fmlkc
{4) ORIGINAL VIA LIAISON TO CENTRAL COMMUNITY INDEX
IN CONNECTION WITH SENSTUDY 75 7

e A vy 5

CLASSIFYpAS APPROF.’RItA’T,rE' , |
3791 t6-75) , - - { )»[ R
Zata N B ‘
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INSTRUCTIONS

e Type or print clearly in ink.

o Indicate classification of the abstract top and bottom.
e Date the abstract and put on any internal control numbers required.

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

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

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

-
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FD-263 (Rew. 12-19- 67) ‘ . - om
' ,:, Iy . FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION S
Y
’if. 7REPORTING OFFICE OFFICE OF ORIGIN DATE INVE;TIGATIVE PERIOD ;
PHILADELPHIA NEW YORK 0CT 20 1970 8/20/70 - 9/26/70 2
TITLE OF CASE REPORT MADE BY TYPED 91:
JOHN C. F. MORRIS elp
y Q CHARACTER OF CASE
OMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT i
IS - MISC ) 2
, EXT { jih
v _ B {V ‘:/ i :
¢ y . M
s ﬁi"‘% A g
REFERENCES o
Report of SA J. ROBERT NEWTON dated 8/1l/70 at Wew York.
-RUC-
B s
INFORMANTS ,/ H
: i ” /I‘ - é
PH T-1 | INFomAanT Pgnly 3
134-1661 Sub A - 55 v
ONTAINED This report Vs ;:“1
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HEREIN DAl l50 ¢ _

e 13-29 Sub A - 4257

ACCOMPLISHMENTS CLAIMED

] NONE _

ACQUIT-} case HAs BEEN:
CONVIC. | AUTO.| FUG. FINES SAVINGS RECOVERIES TALS )
PENDING OVER ONE YEAR [|YEs [ _Jno
PENDING PROSECUTION
OVER SiX MONTHS YES NO
A /7/\ Clves O
SPECIAL A
APPROVED ;m \3 N CHARGE DO NOT WRITE IN SPACES BELOW
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0CT 21 1970

1-Philadelphia (100- 51132) .
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. Dissemination Record of Attached Report ] .| Notations a
Agency ARmY, losz, s, Ss| PAo-=s) .
I.{cqucst Recd, n
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e ghe F5 b #FF7) JOY F. SOKEITOUS i
1122 Spruce Street
Philadelphia, Pa, |
“(By Request) o
100-51132 - 13,1hL

This report is classified Cenfiden¥ied since it
contains information from PH T-1 and T-2, informants of
: continuing value whose compromise would adversely affect
: the internal security of the United States.
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' FD-204 (Rev, 3-3-59

A

Copy to: 1-MI, 0SI, NISO

R -
2
Report of: JOHN C. F. MORRIS Office: Philadelphia, Pennsylvania.
Date: . : o
- oCT 20 1970 , 3
Field Office File #: 100-51132 . Bureau File # 100_}_‘53233 3
Title: " WOMEN 'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT j%
. - ‘;%
INTERNAL SECURITY - MISCELLANEQUS  §;
Character: » *§
’ w.‘:§
Synopsis: Principal’ activity of Women's Liberation Movement i
in Philadelphia has been celebration of Women's e
Rights Day on 8/26/70. Occasion used by organizations such e%
as Socialist Workers Party and Communist Party to distribute z
literature. MAREE@’JASON, Socialist Workers Party member. ac- K
tive in Women's Liberation Movement up to mid-September 1970. . 2
Address used by Women's Liberation Movement at 928 Chestnut T

Street shared by number of organizations.

-RUC-
Details: The Philadelphia Resistance Movement sponsored a

Church Parrish House in Philadelphia, Pa., on September 20,
1969, There were approximately sixty persons in attendance,
of whom fifty were women. MAREENS JASINSKI was among those in
attendance along with young adults, college students, and some
older women., The session which was to last all day had only a
few persons present by noon and practically all had left by

ad journment time in mid-afternocon.

on 3

. I\
CONF I ENTIAL ‘ :
This document contatns neither recommendations nor coffclusidns of ihe 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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meeting of a Women's Liberation Group at St. Mary's
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PH 100-51132

MAREEN JASINSKI, also known as Jason, held a
leadership position in the Socialist Workers Party (SWP)
in Philadelphia as of mid-September 1970.

PH T-1
September 1, 1970

The SWP has been designated by the Attorney
General of the United States, pursuant to Executive Order
# 10450.
"The Daily World," an East Coast Communist News- '
paper, in its issue dated March 17, 1970, contained an article
concerning a discussion of the Philadelphia Social Science
Forum held at the Hotel Philadelphia, Philadelphia, Pa. The
topic of the discussion was the Women's SHruggle for Libera-
bion. Among the speakers was one MAR ¢ CALL, who identified
herself as from "Women's Liberatism™

"The Distant Drummer," a local Philadelphia nuﬁllca-

tion, carried an article on June 18, 1970, revorting the es-

tablishment of a(ﬁbmen‘s Liberation Center at 928 Chestnut
_Street, Phlladelphfa"“'"

~ var e w-...u«u.‘.,.._..»—.-* G

The District Committee of the Communist Party (CP)
of Eastern Pennsylvania and Delaware met in Philadelphia on
August 9, 1970. At that meeting an announcement was made that
the CP would have a table at the rally of the Women's  -Libera-
tion group to be held in Rittenhouse Square in Philadelphia on
August 26, 1970. It was stated at this meeting that the CP

had been 1nV1ted to participate in the Women's Liberation Move-

ment on that day. » -
B 2 - F h A
I3 i :

w o e A s e & AW rame S e A ik PI{ T 2 . Ve

___t;jﬁ;*“’ August 19, 1970

JOY ’SOKEITOUS formed an organlzatlon in Phila-
delphia in early™ugust 1970 calle@*PUOWER, using the initials
from the full title,“Rhiladelphia Oruanlzatlon of Women for,

JBmployment Rights. SOREITOUS was formeriy a member of Wational
d?g“nf%a%f%n BT Women (NOW); however, she left that organization

because of dissension among its members.
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i PH 100-51132

While a member of NOW she reportedly met MAREEN

: JASON who went with SQKEITOUS into the new organization,

; POWER. JASON arranged for POWER to use the telephone number
and address of 928 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, as a
telephone listing and a mailing address. "New Mobe" also
has an address at 928 Chestnut Street and JASON arranged for
that organization to do the printing for POWER at a reduced
rate.

§ SOKBITOUS and others began organizing immediately
for a Women's Rights Day rally to be held in Rittenhouse

! Square, Philadelphia, on August 26, 1970. Their only pur-

| pose was to call attention to the need for equal employment

i ) rights for women. Most of the details of organizing the

i rally were taken over by JASON since SOKEITOUS and others

- did not have the time to devote to it and lacked the necessary
organizational ability.

When SOKEITOUS and her associastes arrived at Ritten-
house Square for the rally on August 26, 1970, they were
shocked to see organizations such as the CP, the SWP, and the

\ Black Panther Party (BPP) all represented there and all dis-
f tributing literature.

A characterization of the BPP is contained
in the appendix hereto.

JASON made no attempt to conceal from the members
of POWER that she was a member of the SWP and stated that she
would be departing for Houston in the near future.

The fourth floor at 928 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia,
where POWER has its headquarters, is shared by a number of or-
ganizations to whom the telephone and rental expenses are pro-
rated. These other organizations are the TGold Flower Pvloade
_Professional Womsn's Caucus,/ﬁpmoph11e Action Leaguedxﬂgpple
.Taiversity Uomen,\Ransvlvanla Associlativa™to Reneal Abortlon
Ihw,/ﬂamen Unltedmibr"ﬁﬁortlon ‘Rights, "and several” other groups
for the study of racism, anthronologv, and sex. .

Telephones at the address are answered by volunteers
and each organization has a folder in which its mail is oplacca
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an?/;g}é? picked up by someone from the specific organization.
_The iladelphia Resistance prints material for all of the
organizations at reduced rates.
PR
T PH T-3
August 31, 1970
September 1L, 1970

The Philadelphia Resistance, in its literature,
| describes itself as a communlty of young Americans fighting
the draft,

Literature distributed by NOW describes the organi-
zation as a new civil rights group pledged to work actlvely
to bring women into full participation in the main stream
of American Society exercising all the privileges and responsi-
bilities thereof in truly equal partnership with men. Its
program calls for the following:

Passage of the Equal Rights Amendment now before
Congress

iR S ,’*‘Dk‘;‘hJﬂg“- - et bobs G AR A b e vyt punk ar o Wb s B 2 6l ot

Abolition of Laws penalizing sbortion

u‘"‘l‘?‘# B

Revision of State Protective Laws for Women

Enforcement of the Civil Rights Act of 196L, Title 7

SR B

+

Campaign to change the mass media's portrayal of women

Participation of women on an equal basis with men in
Church life and practice .

[ CET SO R S

Greater participation of women in programs against
B } poverty

aghe

Revision of Divorce and Alimony arrangements

k3

Revision of Social Security laws.

2 Ah. s
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: Provision of Maternity rights
‘ Expansion of Child care services
Revision of tax laws
Full participation of women in political activities

Revision of the Education System

NOW literature shows their address as Posﬁ O0ffice Box
15505, Philadelphia, Pa., telephone JE 3-7L.7L.

Literature distributed by POWER describes its-goals
as follows:

Equal pay for equal work
Equal job and promotional opportunities
Equal training and educational opportunities

These goals are to be reached through education
and political action through the democratic process.

POWER planned a leadership training course on under-
standing local politics to be held twice weekly for a period
of four weeks, beginning September 1ll, 1970, as a part of their
program to attain their stated goals.

; - NIV N PSR S P .Y T L e e
Roped Ul Bt S 0 Ol 48 o R A R e BT B e it sl

A program announcement put out by Women's Liberation
Center, 928 Chestnut Street, outlined a series of films, panel
discussions, and symposiums for the month of August 1970. One
of these, entitled "The Causes of Women's Oppression and the
Paths to Their Liberation," was to feature NOW, the Socialis®t
Labor Party, SWP, CP, Gold Flower Brigade, andZindependent ..
_Women's Liberationists. =

- e G o s

ket
bfus Ry - o
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i
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I S

Those desiring further information were advised to
call the Women's Liberation Center at WA 3-8330, and to ask
for MAREEN or NANCY, .

PR

v
L BT T s
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Titerature distributed at the Women's Rights Day in
Rittenhouse Square on August 26, 1970, included the following:

A pamphlet issued by Student Mobilization Committee
(SMC) to end the war in Vietnam, 928 Chestnut Street,
entitled "Women Unite Against the War,"

A pamphlet issued by the Young Socialist Alliance
entitled "Women's Liberation - A Socialist View."

"A Woman's Declaration of Liberation from Military
Domination," issued by Women's Strike for Peace.

A characterization of the SMC and Young

Socialist Alliance is contained in the
appendix hereto.

r
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BLACK PANTHER PARTY (BPP) 3

aka L

Black Panther Party for Self Defense ;

According to the official newspaper of the BPP, the BPP was started %

during December, 1966 in Oakland, California, to organize black people so they 3
can take control of the life, politics, and the destiny of the black community. 3
It was organized by BOBBY G. SEALE, BPP Chairman, and. HUEY P. NEWTON, Minister =
of Defense, BPP. o
3

The official newspaper, called "The Black Panther'", regularly states x

that the BPP advocates the use of guns and guerrilla tactics in its revolution- K
ary program to end oppression of the black people. Residents of the black w
community are urged to arm themselves against the police who are consistently a
referred to as "pigs" who should be killed. . 5
The newspaper, in its issue of September 7, 1968, had an article by ( ¥

the then Minister of Education, GEORGE MURRAY. This article ended with the 3
following: e%
1

#Black men. Black people, colored persons of America, revolt 4?%
sverywhere! Arm yourselves. The only culture worth keeping ?
is revolutionary culture. Change. Freedom everywhere. §§_

Dynamite! Black power. Use the gun. Kill the pigs everywhere. 3

' . 5

The BPP newspaper, issue of October 5, 1968 had an article introduced -

with the following statement: '"We will not dissent from American government. -
We will overthrow it.” %'
i

: DAVID HILLIARD, Chief of Staff, BPP, in a speech at the San Franc1sco i
Polo Field on November 15, 1969, said "We will kill Richard Nixon.™ &
DAVID HILLIARD, in the "New York Times™, issue of December 13, 1969 %

was quoted as follows: !'We advocate the very direct overthrow of the govern- :
ment by way of force and violence.V 4
E

In the issue of April 25, 1970, the BPP newspaper had an article by '%

Minister of Culture EMORY DOUGLAS as follows: y
- . §

K

b

| ‘ >
] -d}?:.
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""The only way to make this racist US government administer
justice to the people it is oppressing, is...by taking up
arms against this government, killing the officials, until
the reactionary forces...are dead, and those that are left
turn their weapons on their superiors, thereby passing
revolutionary judgement against the number one enemy of all
mankind, the racist U. S. government."

The BPP Headquarters is located at 1046 Peralta Strect; Oakland,
California. Branches of the BPP, and Committees to Combat Fascism, under
control of the BPP, have been established in various locations in the USA.

-
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. STUDENT MOBILIZATION COMMITTEE, aka
Student Mobilization Committee to
End the War in Vietnam;
National Student Mobilization Committee

: ‘A source advised on May 16, 1969 that the Student Mobilization
Committee originally grew out of the National Student Strike for Peace confer-
ence held in Chicago, Illinois, on December 28-29, 1966, which resulted in a-
call for massive antiwar demonstrations in New York City and San Francisco,
California, on April 15, 1967. The National Student Strike for Peace was
originally called by the Communist Party. Divisions arose between elements

of the Communist Party and the Socialist Workers Party (SWP), culminating in
a takeover by the SWP element in the Summer of 1968 and the Communist Party
element withdrawing. Source further advised the Student Mobilization Committee
locally and nationally is controlled by the SWP and its youth arm, Young
Socialist Alliance (YSA), as evidenced by their participation in Student
Mobilization Committee functions and their leadership role played in the
Student Mobilization Committee.

The SWP has bcen designated pursuant to Executive Order 10450.

A report by the Committee on Un-American Activities, House of
Representatives, Ninetieth Congress, First Session, dated March 31, 1967,
entitled, "Communist Origin and Manipulation of Vietnam Week (Aorll 8-15,
1967)" stated that the Student Mobilization Committee and the April 15, 1967
anti-war demonstrations were communist dominated and inspired.

A AR A o 4 B A SR R il et e s

A second source on April 3, 1969 made available a copy of "The
Student Mobilizer®” dated April 5, 1969, which was self-described as being
published by the National Office of the Student Mobilization Committee to End
the War in Vietnam, 857 Broadway, Room 307, New York, New York 10003. 1In this
issue the aims of the Student Mobilization Committee were set forth as: Bring
the GIs home from Vietnam now; end campus complicity w1th the war; and win
self-determination for Vietnam and Black America.

B . 3

In this issue of the publication, the Student Mobilization
Committee pledged itself to organize high school students, college students,
future draftees, GIs and all young people to fight until every last GI is
brought, home.

o R,

- hogkart

Nl;,‘
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A third source on August 5, 1969 advised that the Student
Mobilization Committee currently occupies Room 307 at 857 Broadway, New York,

New York.

A characterization of YSA is attached hereto.

10
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YOUNG SOCIALIST ALLIANCE

A source advised on May 15, 1969 that the Young Socialist
Alliance (YSA) maintains its national headquarters at 41 Union Square West,
New York, New York, and has as its official publication the "Young
Socialist.™ The YSA is the youth organization of the Socialist Workers
'Party (SWP) and has been described by the SWP as the main recruiting ground
for the SWP.

The SWP has been designated pursuant to Executive Order 10450.

-]
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

In Reply, Please Refer to
File No.

Title WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT

. Character INTERNAL SECURITY - MISCELLANEOUS

Reference Philadelphia report of SA JOHN C. F.
MORRIS, dated and captioned as above.

A1l sources (except any listed below) whose identities
are concealed in referenced communication have furnished reliable

information in the past.

Tnsufficient contact has been had with PH T-3
to debermine reliability.

//9\"’

This document contains neither recenpinndalions car conalusicas of the VBRI, It 18 tnw property
of the FBI and is louaed to yor™ Comnyy it and (x contonts @i ol o be distributea outside

~
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" wiuiil BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION ?v}g i . é

NRZ17 PH PLAL wOHBAUNICATIONS SECTION g -y
N g - ’I Mr., B\“(n-p I ;“*;2‘;:

1334 PM URGENT 10-22-708 KLL VbT e By (‘//47 Mr.BrennanCDarf

- ) . I Mr. Callahan.__ %«%

70 DIRECTOR (130-453233) TELE'A}'{’}};’E 7_5 Mo o ‘%
Mr., el kaf

y 4 ALBANY / 11:;:: Ga!{; R, %
;A ' I, Rn;wn :
/' fLexanoria Mr. Tovd e iﬁ%’
. YY 4G %

BUFFALO Tate Toom |
GONTA\NED ﬁ{ss H.; ;mes 3

BALTIMORE Q%QQ?RY’ACLASS\‘}"@ Y M | fes Gundy— 1f

NEW HAVEN DATE ‘

j NEW, YORK (100-184665) E
j PITISBURGH t 3
; WASHINGTON FIELD (190- _49208) 0
. FROM PHILADELPHIA (183-51132) ' i
| - %
‘1&:4.‘- ~ > (, S
"WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT C4LM>3 IS - MISCELLANEOUS.. i

Y g

00: NEW YORK. e .

° ‘;!g;

RE yFO TELETYPE TO THE BUREAU DATED TEN TYENTY-CNE LAST. 3

FOR INFORMATION OFFICES NOT RECEIVING REFERENCED TELETYPE, %

: i &

WFO ADVISED AS FOLLOWSS * kS
- &

RELIABLE SOURCE STATED ON TEN TWENTY-ONE LAST THAT WLM £,

W ::'

REPRESENTATIVE IN WASHINGTON, DC, mﬂsm me LEAFLET TO 7 %
Jig 53037 8§

SELECTED MEMBER OF LM TO ATTEND SPECIAL MEE'III\G AT FEL;?;JSH«IP H
FARM IN LIMERICK, PA., TEN TWENTY-THREE -- TWENTY-FEUE NE%;@;;Q \- :
o\

YEETING IS FOR PEOPLE INTERESTED IN DISCUSSING NEED: FOR ACTIyE/ 3
END PAGE ONE ~ o 3
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10 REALLY CHANGE WITHOUT REVOLUTION IS IMPOSSIBLE."

?H (1098-51132)
PAGE TWO

"BECAUSE FOR AN O%BESSIVE, RACIST, SEXIST SOCIETY
INVITATION

REVOLUTION,

CONTAINS DIRECTIONS TO LOCATE FELLOWSHIP FARM.

RECEIVING OFFICES ENCOURAGE INFORMANTS WHO MAY HAVE

RECEIVED INVITATIONS TO ATTEND. LOCATION OF FELLOWSHIP FARM

KNOWN TO PHILADELPHIA.
NG PHILADELPHIA INFORMANTS HAVE _RECEIVED INVITATIONS.
pHYSCal Suviillaady
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FD:36 (Rav, $-22-64) C
Lo v ) FBI
Date: 10/27/70

Transmit the following in

(T};pe in plaintext or code)

Vi AIRTEL REGISTERED MAIL % f?*
1a (Priority) }
...:/.\\_:’_/,i_ __________________________________

ST oF DIRECTOR, FBI (100-453233)

Y

l/

1. FROM: SAC, PHILADELPHIA (100-51132) (P)

\SUBJECT WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT
(WLM)

.
i ol I R e

D
IS - MISCELLANEOUS ALL\NFORMAT ONS%?Q‘”&QNE .
(00: New York) Heaﬁwy BY a&%

DATE

[T TN I B

Re WFO teletype to the Bureau dated 10/21/70, and
New York teletype to the Bureau dated 10/22/70.

Enclosed for the Bureau are five copies of a letter- \ F ok
head memorandum dated 10/27/70, for referral to Legat, Ottawa, 1/
regarding Quebec license number observed at the WLM meeting.

For information of offices not previously informed, 3
WFO teletype stated that a source had provided a leaflet con- :
cerning a WLM meeting at Fellowship -‘Farm in Limerick, Pa., P
10/23/70 through 10/25/70. Leaflet distributed to selected v
WLM members stating the meeting was for people interested in “
discussing need for active revolution "because for an oppressive,
racist, sexist society to really change without revolution is
impossible." Attendees told to contact New York telephone number
212-798-1008., Dlrectlons given to Fellowship Farm.
Wﬁl¢/d155' nggaif AL
kj)* Bureau (Enc. l‘) ( }X 28 0o R
- Albany (RN) Sl S d T e L !
. /03/70 .
-~ Baltimore (RM) A SEDAS e S
- Charlotte (?Mz ) \h”° - - ‘J/éélf7k} N T A
- Indianapolis (RM 3 e~ y e
Newark (RM) R IS -
- New York (100-164665) (RM) g 0CT 30 1970
- Springfield (RM) v : : :
- WFO (100-%9208) (RM) et | trtns
- Philadelphia ‘ “
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PH 100-51132

New York teletype stated leaflet was distributed at
Women's Center, 36 West 22nd Street, New York City, captioned,
"About a Meeting of Revolutionary Women for...'" Leaflet stated
in part, "Some of the suggestions we've discussed for raps are
things like - what do we really mean when we say women's revo-
lution - what are its priorities - what are the pros and cons of
collective living for women - are we ready for a group offensive
- what forms can it take?..." and "because we are committed to
social revolution (underllnlng supplled) meanlng we know that in
our form of oppre551ve, racist, sexist soc1ety, any real change
without revolution is 1mposs1b1e."

R T e
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New York teletype further stated that a reliable source
adv1sed on 10/22/70, that one JEANETTE at the given New York
telephone number had said that “Revolutionary Women's Convention'
was being held on a farm in Lime¥ick, Pd. The telephone number
FA 6-3008 in Limerick was given for transportatlon to the farm.
JEANETTE said the announcement for the convention was made at a

WLM meeting in New York City on 10/12/70.

. ' On 10/22/70, Lt. GEORGE FENCL, Civil Disobedience Unit,
Philadelphia, Pa., Police Department, had one of his police

women make a pretext telephone call tothe New York number. She
talked to a woman who identified herself as LEE. LEE said each
attendee should expect to contribute $1.00 and should bring food
and wine. She said two films would be shown, one on abortion

and the othér on an actual sex act being performed. The film on
the latter subject was to be narrated by one of the women who
participated who would describe her feelings at the time. They
also planned a guerilla theater called, "Burning City." LEE said
to the caller that since the caller was from Philadelphia would
she contact the "Plain Dealer" to let them know about this affair
and to have them promote it. The "Plain Dealer" is a Philadelphia
underground newspaper. '

1
e
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According to an article appearing in the "Pottstown
Mercury," Pottstown, Pa., on 6/25/51, a 120 acre farm near
Fagleysville, Pa., had been purchased by a national organization
to ease racial and religious intolerance and to study other
social problems. The farm to be called\Pellowshlp Earm,had been
owned by a wealthy eccentric Pottstown citizen.

A s

Also referred to as~Fellowship Wouse, accordlng to
the article, the farm would be open to students of junior and
senior high schocl age who had used the area in the past for
meetings., Fellowship House is sponsored by the'Society of
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céaybjbut also supported by leaders of all denominations,

a rding to the article. There were at that time 15 Fellow-
ship Houses in the country following the establishment of the
movement in 1931. TFellowship House acquired Fellowship Farm,
according to a spokesman, "because we simply overflowed all
available places in Philadelphia."”

SA W. RICHARD THIRLWELL and SA JOHN C. F. MORRIS
surveyed the area at Fellowship Farm in the early hours of
10/25/70, and cruised through at first light. They obtained
the license numbers from cars parked in the parking area,
observing a number of people sleeping in sleeping bags on the
ground near the cars. Following this they gave a ride to a
white female, age about 55, who said she was an early riser and
was out looking for coffee and cigarettes. Agents took her to
the Limeric¢k Diner for breakfast. She later introduced herself

. as PHYLLIS'SCHUYLER, nee Harlow, from New York City. She said

§€V’ members of WOMEN'S LIBERATION had gathered at the farm for a
weekend of discussions. Agents listened to her talk for about
40 minutes without revealing their identity. She talked
incessantly about women's rights, exploitation, unfair salary
schedules, the need for better, cheaper medicine for all, the
evils of mllltary industrial complex which contributes to the
exploitation of women, the necessity for ending the stigma
attached to homosexuals of both sexes, and the need to erase
social pressures against illegitimate children.

4
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Mrs. SCHUYLER seemed to be hung up on sex. She said
there were a number of lesbians at the camp who had put up
posters '"Lesbians Unite." The avowed lesbians shared quarters
somewhat separated from the other women. Mrs. SCHUYLER has an .
aversion to lesbians, she said, but she does not think they ‘
should be penalized for their sexual habits.

ER DR IR e T Al

She estimated that there were 200 to 300 people in
attendance at the conference. (This is very doubtful.) She
said they had shown a film on the evening of 10/24%/70, but
she had not seen it, She understood it was newsreel type
footage. Some of the women also put on a theater presentation
on the subject of exploitation, intending to illustrate how
the upbringing of children results in attitudes which cause
them to exploit each other.

.
Yo

She said the discussions and meetings held on
Saturday impressed her as mainly bickering and yelling sessions
with all of the women trying to talk at once and the moderator

‘ '{ ﬁ&ﬂi?ﬂ&éﬁ:&‘éﬁh&@l' “%ﬁ%":%&hk?@h‘ﬁw
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unable to maintain order. They put forth no clear-cut program,
arrived at no conclusions, and as of Sunday morning, appeared

to be no more cohesive than they had.been when they first arrived
at the camp. Mrs. SCHUYLER said she personally was not sure what
she wanted, and she thought many of the other women felt the same
way. She regarded the whole thing as an opportunity for a
pleasant weekend in the country among other females of more or

less common interests.

Agents took Mrs. SCHUYLER back to the farm, secured
addltlonal license numbers, and observed a number of women of
various ages who appeared to be just getting up.

TR T I S Ty R R W
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Mrs. SCHUYLER said that each attendee had contributed
$1,00 and had brought some food. She thought the $1.00 might
have been to help pay some of the overhead and to pay kitchen
help which was provided to prepare the meals. She said Fellow-
ship Farm is owned by the Quakers and that they made the farm
available to groups who desired to study means of bringing about

social improvements.
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LEADS o : .
GENERAL

Receiving domestic offices have motor vehicle records
reviewed for information on registered owners of cars from your
division. Advise interested office if re51dence not covered by

your lelSlon.

Inform New York and Philadelphia of results, with
information available from your files on the individuals.

-

ALBANY n _ s

AT ALBANY, N.Y.: At Department of Motor Vehicles,
check the following New York licenses:

;“Y-j,,

XFA029 5428CT &

8N5785 2707660 3

YZ8156 50RD k!

o 935702 8186YD 5
u - 8622YG YW345y i
| 4957KC LZ1786 *g;
5606TK © YE6301 4

1673W0 5575YV Z

YL9473 81330C 3,

81350% LB3102 1

ET4066 .
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PH 100-51132

AT MONTPELIER, VT.: At the Motor Vehicle Department,
check the follow1ng Vermont licenses:

T8611
V7518

BALTIMORE

AT GLEN BURNIE, MD. Check Department of Motor
Vehicles on Maryland llcense GR5632

CHARLOTTE :

. AT RALEIGH, N.C.: Check Department of Motor Vehicles
on North Carolina license XKF669.

INDIANAPOLIS

AT INDIANAPOLIS, IND.: Check Comﬁissioner of Motor
Vehicles on Indiana license 3B856."

NEWARK

o

AT TRENTON, N.J.: Check Commissioner of Motor
Vehicles on New Jersey license SYV497,

'
. P R . Lt 1 N

N TR - T TUTEY 0 O SATPIN ft . YR I P ST S e 3 g e

vmd\;(x‘;}ﬂ%?%m(‘,i,q,:;;&;&;t&&; ikl AL o i Y 3 sty arbegsidupnss

SPRINGFIELD
-~
AT SPRINGFIELD, ILL.: Check Auto File Section,
Office of Secretary of State, on Illinois license FH152,
WEO
AT WASHINGTON, D.C. At Department of Motor Vehlclas. ¥
check following Dlstrlct of Colunbla licenses: $
629758 725367 2]
818080 © 800121 g%
PHILADELPHIA V%i
Pennsylvania licenses B4N483 and CK61787 were %éi
observed. This is being handled separately. ' 3
3
AT LIMERICK, PA.: Determine identity of subscriber +o £
Limerick telephone number FA 6-3008, 3
5
. MWZEMS%A Docld:32589641 Page 47 "
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UNITED.STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUS4:.CE

2 W con e s

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

In Reply, Please Refer to Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107

} File No.
i - October 27, 1870

WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT

A conference of members of the Women's Liberation
Movement was held on a farm near Limerick, Pennsylvania,
during the weekend of October 23 through 25, 1970, Special
Agents of the Federzl Bureau of Investigation observed license
numbers on automobiles parked in the area where the conference
was being held. Among them was Ottawa-license SA6852.

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN 1S UNCLASSIFIED - .
DATE (0 BYW‘.@LB
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WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT
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LEAD

Cadeen iy D

Please determine registered owner of car bearing
Ottawa license 9A6952 and provide any information already on
record with respect to this individual.
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T'D-Q)TS (x(ev 12-13-67}

" FEDERAMBUREAU OF nv®sTicaTioN ¢ L

REPORTING OFFICE OFFICE OF ORIGIN D{TE. . INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD -
NEW YORK NEW YORK 3/12/72 8/15/70 - 3/2/71 :
TITLE OF CASE . REPORT MADE BY ) TYPED :{x
/ J. ROBERT NEWTON | caf
WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT [CHARACTER OF CASE
- ' ALLINFORMATION CONTAINED | f f o
1 { K\ U\SSlFi . ~
DATE %%M/zz% IS - MISCELLANEOUS 'K
' : . s
/{' 5 , \,
¥ <o
o REFERENCE: . o D P

New York report of SA J. ROBERT NEWTON, dated 8/14/70% %

///j - —_New.York-letter to. Los Angeles (10), dated 3/1/71 ke ;
/j L T T LI T e
. e - P* - p N

FE = mio T A e (- 3
| ADMINISTRATIVE: . o Lo f; :

‘ Concerning "nformation inc_uded in this report about J “

_women's conferences in Canada with Indochinese women, March :
o - April 7, 1971, a case file has been operned in the N
NYO captioned "PROJECTED CONFERENCES IN CANADA WITH INDOCHTNESE

MOMBN-- MARCH 2& - APRTL ?, 1975 IS - MISCELLANEQOUS (NYfile fi ;-
. . ‘
| ACCOMPLISHMENTS CLAIRED [X] NONE ACQUIT-} case Has seEN:

€onNvic |auTo.| Fuec. FINES SAVINGS rRecoveries § TALS ) :
~% Y - = P DU R PENDING OVER ONE YEAR [ JY&s [Jno
A 3 . ) PENDING PROSECU TIGN .
\1\3 OVER SiX MONTHS {Cives [Ono

T APPROVEE \\-:{{ gﬂﬂ/ SPECILL AGENT DO NOT WRITE IN SPACES BELOW

U

Bwltlmorc, ('HFG}(QM} Lo e Tl FARCRARNNE 0 D T S,

Boston (100-40255) (TI\:TO)(Rbi) e e o . 5
Los Angeles (RM) . s |
{

N

- New Haven (lj?*thS){ FNPO)(P\M} MAR p; q; Bt
- Newark (100-51168)(INF0 P“iz B AR IS WC dagf U

cop'ESMADE@ Jureauﬂ 100~ "%32?3 (R*’f) /;J,,. j?:-f-’fsf: PET ),r“':"}f; fi‘gf-’f‘-
1
2
1
1 . s
2 - Phl}adeii*)hla (100-~51132) (Rity "L

1 - San Francisco (100-62721) (mdo) (Ri1) I BTV
2 - va York {100~1845655) S PV
stscmmuhon Record of f-.ftcxcwd Repori Notations & vt ',' .»’ '_‘ . ) . ‘
Agency e -~ ‘:) Y. —-{’Q\ ‘§ - "‘_}T_,_-‘“'ff.;;"‘_ N
i DR, \\ \Or———lm‘w:l»_.-—...— \\{ s Ty
/ K } AP I 2 7. i - i
Request Recd. ! : . o b 3 .};{ ..
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NY 100-164665

L2 L

- ADMINISTRATIVE: (cont'd)_

The SAS who observed demonstrations set forth
in this report on the dates indicated were: -

v 8/26/70 (At City Hall) HENRY E, NAEHLE and
; .+ J. ROBERT NEWTON

/ 8/26/70 - VINCENT A, ALVINO,
(At 59th Street and Fifth  JAMES T, BURNETT,
Avenue and Bryant Park, NYC) RAYMOND F. MOHR and

EUGENE F. O'NEILL

~/ i2/2/70 B WILLIAM H. BATTS and
' : _* J. ROBERT NEWTON

J12/12/7o S JOHN W. MINOGUE and
. - J. ROBERT NEWTON

Case files have been opened and investigation
instituted regarding all persons listed in this report
as officers of the Women's Liberation Center of New York
as well as DEBORAH ENSIGN (listed as a paid staff member
of WLC).

' N

It is noted that WLC bank account is with the
Amalgamated Bank of New York, whoerecords are no longer
available to the NY0O because of a law suit brought against
the bank and the ¥FBI by the Fiftn Avenue Vietnam Peace
Parade Committee.

This report is classified "Secret" to protect
the sensitive nature of the relationship between NY T-15
NFORMANT with the Revolutionary Union (RU) as specified
by the 7Y Office. -

The attached report is not being disseminated
to the local intelligence agencies in view of SAC letter
71-4, dated 1/26/71. It is felt that information contained
hereln is not of sufficientinterest to Army, Navy or
Air Force to warrant dissemination to these agencies.

a
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NY 100-164665

ADMINISTRATIVE: (cont'd) -

{x”a?:z’;

P TO
Ty

Myt €
Gemaet 7w

oy

g § 7

i
i

R e T

3
£L3

Characterizations of individuals and organizations
. mentioned in this report have been included where_ they are
available. : L )

P

= _Pénaﬁse.of the extensive information furnished
by (NFoRMA~T regarding WIM organization and activities, two
T symbols, NY T-1 and NY T-3 are being used to further

S ~ conceal the identity of this informant.

. INFORMANTS

Identity of Source

e e kR

Fiie Where Located

Ny m.1
‘f .' NFOK’T]A”T

NY T=?2
L INFORMANT

INFORMANT

| NW 65994 Docld:32989641 Page 52

.Used to character- 100-164665~869

ize BARBARA REILLYSZT - ~ggo
. - 91

© 134-155624-819
- -818 -

-601
~T700

=761

Used to character- 13&-17567A~239
ize JUDY GUMBO - . :

100-164665-1B14 (4

s s o

e e

. 100-164665-T730
L ~-659
134-155624~751

* -865

' -599

~603

-758

~-367

-730

N o ‘ ~780
T : - =705
-706
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. NY 100-164665
INFORMANTS: (cont'd)

-Identity of Source

NY T-4

New York, New York
(by request)

‘3

NY T-6
Detective JOHN JUDGE .
|S8D, NYCPD, n;:1 f

ew York, New York
(by request)

NY T-7 '
Detective FRED JENOURE ? kb
SSD, NYCPD

‘New York, New York

* (by request)

- NY T8
IOFORMANT

NY T-9
Z:%tectlve MICHAEL OfCONNER] #*
SSD, NYCPD
ew York, New York
(by request)

NY T-10
: ;N_Fo;@mﬁUT’

=D
COVER PAGE

NW 65994 Docld:32989641 Page 53

PRI

NETTIE DI MAURO Cconl f' Sa YRS
[{Panel Source)

NY T-5 o _

Detective WALTER KIRBY ’ s

| SSD, NYCPD, u :

1}

ir

File Where Located

100-164665 660
. =898
~-899 .

100-164665-660

' 100-164665-660
100-164665-660

. 134-177814-19

' 100-164665-823

'1qo~164665~823
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. NY 100-164665 ~

- INFORMANTS (cont'd)

s " 'File Where Located
100-164665-823

Identity of Source

.. NY T-11 o
- Detective }ENERETTA LANGE, '
-* "88D,; NYCPD Coee
. New York, New York

=t

NY T-12 : 100 164665 898
Detective FRANK MURPHY C‘OAIF aﬁeffi’*i‘(' ' ~899
' TS, NYCPD : S
New York, New York C ' o
(vy request) '

100-164665 856

R -
mrup_mnm* p . 857

Ny r-ib | .- 100- -161665-612
N\ iNmoemprT | . 100-164665- 1B15¢%)
' . : s .. oo 164665-690-

NY T-18 100-164665-630

{INFoprmaN T
NY T~16 Used to characterize 34 9382-1&43
| npormanT RUTHANN MILLERZZ 1450

‘Used to characterize i
WENDY REISSNER . .. .- e S

Used to charactem ze

RACHAEL TOWNE-- S _

LWy Tel7 1100-164665-829
iR Folmany

NY T-18

. N - 134-17094A-341
CA\NFeRMANT : o . 7

-E“
COVER PAGE
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NY 100-164665

INFORMANTS: (cont'd)

.
N,
kS

N
l

File Where Located

7 Identity of Source e e
B NY T-19 R T 134.12736A-127
i - INFoRMANT D ' 100-164665-708
.. NY T-20 - 234-6858A-787
| . INFORMANT _ - A0B=LOU665-876
3 - NY M=ol Used to characterize s

INFORMAN T DIANNE DONGHI ‘
NY T-22 Used to characterize

JOSEPH GRUBISIC| DIANNE DONGHI

Intelligence Divisionf

Chicago, Ill., PD!
by request)

NY T-52 Used to characterize
| iw FormANT.  CATHERINE HENRY &2
% wy mool Used to characterize
| . INFoRmANT BARBARA REILLY.SZS

Col FlsuRer

Two copies of this report are being designated
for the Offices requiring investigation (Los Angeles and
‘Philadelphia) based on information that WIM organizations
are active in these Divisions., One copy of this report is
being furnished to other Offices for_ information purposes.

J——— ]

LEADS
" 10S ANGELES

AT I0OS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, Will conduct appropriate

—Fe
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NY 100-164665 s
. LEADS (cont'd) -

- DIP .
-y e

" investigation as set forth in Section 87E of the Manual of
Instructions, based on information in this report and information
. in referenced New York letter to Los Angeles and furnish

thy

results of investigation in report form. _ %
“ e : z

PHITADELPHIA -t oo T z

. AT PHILADELPHTA, PENNSYLVANIA, Will report on 2
Women'!s Conference held in.the Philadelphia Division, October %

23 - 25, 1970 and conduct any additional investigation pursuant
to Section 87E, Manual of Instructions and furnish report
to0 Bureau and New York.

NEW YORK

AT NEW YORK, NEW YORK., Will follow activities on.
subject organization. - - R

.
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Viodiieiy STATES DEPARTMENT OF Ju. .CE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Copy to: - . . P,

Report of ' J. ROBERT NEWTON - ~  Ofic: New York, New York

Date: . 3/12/71

Field Office File #: 100-164665 Bureau File #:  100-453233

Title: WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT

- Characters . INTERNAL SECURITY - MISCELLANEOUS = - ---- -

Synopsis:

-

Women's Liberation Novement (WLA), NYC maintains
an Office (New York Women's Liberation Center)(WLC)

at 36 West 22nd Street, NYC. Although officers are listed for
ULC for bank account purposes, there are no officers of WL¥
the usual sense. Paid staff member of WLC and WLC Steeri

however, WLC, NYC maintains a mailing list of approx1matelv

3,000 names, IListing of NYC area WLM groups set forth.

) and activities of WY area WLM groups set forth., Affiliation

and/or sympathy with other organizations and contact with foreign .

- wonments groups set forth,
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e Committee members set forth. WIM is not a membership corganizatior

Meetings

and declassification
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LEXANDRIA
WASHINGTON FIELD

FROM PHILADELPHIA ( 129-52882)

O Imv cka’H« et zones d
JOMENS\NATIONAL MARCH ON THE PENTAGON, APRIL TEN NEXT. IS-MISC,

-

Cas ko e haigpoedoptel iy Sadiin bt 1 e v o s dry gars Beeg

N

RE NEW YORK AIRTEL AND LHM TO DE'RECTOR, APRIL TEN HNEXT. IS-MISC.

.

s W i
m‘\;} A Fethaduc -

N ' }

" b’7 ! PN :3‘:
: SOURCE AND INFORMANTS AT PHILADELPHIA UNABLE TO FURMISH ANY yE
: VAT
. i ,‘ $
. INFORMATION ON ALLEGED WOMENS NATIONAL MARCH ON THE PENTAGON APRIL it ’
; TEN NEXT., ESTABLISHED SOURCE AT BUS COMPANIES, PHiLADELPHIA, ADVISED ‘
. . . ) . %‘}
NO BUSES LEASED FOR THAT DATE FOR WYOMENS TRIP. PHILADELPHIA HAS ¥
ALERTED INFORMANTS AND WILL FURNISH ANY INFORMATION RECEIVED T0 ;_
1y EL

P T ToTw b : M i

BUREAU AMD IWTERESTED OFFICES. jfﬁi&g J0¢ n_wxfftv,fJ?JN;.m I %
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UNITED STATES G\ IRNMENT o .
Memorandum
.jgo - DIRECTOR, FBI (100-1+53233) pATE: JUL 1 6 1974
G
FROM SAC, PHILADELPHIA (100-51132) (RUC)
7
SUBJECT: _-WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT (WLM>
IS - MISC. o
(00: NWew York) ALL INFORMATION CONTAIN

' ED .
\ EREIN| SSIFI MW
/ ;"’/ . DATE &W BY %

’Jj Re New York report of SA J. ROBERT NEWTON dated
441/ - 3/12/713 and Bureau communication to Philadelphia on 6/17/71.

Enclosed for the Bureau are ten covies of an LHM
dated as above. Two copies are enclosed for New York.

The LHM is being classified confidential as it
contalns information furnished by confidential sources, the
“disclosure of whom could impair their future effectiveness.

.Records of the Bureau of Motor Vehicles, Harrisburg,
Pa., as revieved on 4/1/71, revealed the following information
regarding license numbers observed at the Fellowship Farm Con-
ference on 10/25/70. : .

Pennsylvania 64N-1483
DAVID Ay;SBLTFR
429 Semnle Street, Pittsburgh, Pa.

s = VU

2 —A«y

Pennsylva L\‘CK61787
- RICHARD L xBAPTHOLD
2010 Mt. Vernon Street, Philadelphia, Pa.

. A review of captioned file reveals that there is
no active chavnter or organization of the Women's Liberation
Movement in Philadelphia. In view of the above, no further
investigation is being conducted in Philadelohia UACB.

Identities of sourcea ut lized in the LHM are main-

tained on Philadelphia copy. g %& L _ o
na‘ \-}.t —1 ) ] ,} b . ; -_\ .“ U s .~ ’/f )
} D Bl %{"‘i“ﬁw“ “ ] S -
@) - Bureau (100-1453233) (Erncls. 'Lﬁ %%M\ s

2 - New York (100-164665) (an1 2) (RM)
1 - thjadelnhla (100 51132

2: “f’run 'ﬁ
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PH 100-51132
Pirst Source

Second Source

Third Source

Pourth Source

.

t

Officer DIXIE GILDON, Intelligence
Unit, MPD, WDC.

In’? 0)"MQH+

Lieutenant GEORGE FENCL, CD Unit,
Philadelphis PD.

SA JOHN C. F. MORRIS, Philadelphisa
Division,
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

In Reply, Please Refer to Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

‘ File No.
7 JUL 1 8 1971

Wd?WN\S LIBERATION MOVEMENT CONFERENCE
HELD ATN QLLDWSHIP FARM, LIMERICK, P2 Fﬁ.,

oN OCTOBE -25. 1970

1

B eyt S R b, BB st S 2 el

Women's Liberation Movement (WIMY is made up of
loosely structured groups throughout the country, which
grouvs have been publicly described as advocating complete

7/ equality for women.

On Octobér 21 1970, a reliable source advised that
Betty Garman, WLM reoresentaulve in Washington, D.C., had dis-
tributed a leaflet to selected WLM members to attend a special
meeting at a "Fellowshiv Farm" in Limerick, Pa., on October

23-25, 1970.

The leaflet stated the meeting was for peovnle in-
terested in discussing the need for an active revolution
"because for an oppressive racist, sexist, society to really
change without revolution is impossible." The leaflet advised
those nlanning to attend to contact New York telephone number
212-799~-1008 and furnished directions to the farm.
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) On October 22, 1970, a second reliable source advised 2
that a leaflet was dlstributed at Women's Center, 36 West 22nd ;
Street, New York City, concerning a meeting of revolutionary
women. The leaflet furnished directions to a "Fellowship Farm"

in Limerick, Pa.
. On October 22, 1970, a third reliable source stated

YRR YW s
* Hil

This document contains neither recommenda-
tions 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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WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT CONFERENCE
HELD AT FELLOWSHIP FARM, LIMERICK, PA.,
ON OCTOBER 23-25, 1970 ‘

a vhone call was made on October 22, 1970, to New York vhone
number 212-799-1008. The phone was answered by a woman who
identified herself as Lee. Lee stated that each attendee
should contribute #$1.00 and should bring food and wine. She
stated two films would be shown, one on abortion, and the
other on an actual sex act being nerformed. A guerrilla
theater called "Burning City" was also being vplanned.

¢
3

On October 25, 1970, a fourth reliable source was
in the area of Fellowship Farm during the early morning hours
and spoke with a white female, age about 55, who identified

~y
\, Vo
AN

4

told source that members of Women's Liberation had gathered .
at the farm for a weekend of discussions. She talked in-
cessantly about women's rightsy exploitationy unfair salary
schedulesy the need for better, cheaver medicine for all:
the evils of the military industrial comvlex which contributes
to the exploitation of women: the necessity for ending the
stigma attached to homosexuals of both sexes: and the need
to erase social pressures against illegitimate children. She
advised there were a number of lesbians at the farm who had
put up posters "Lesbians Unite" and that the lesbians shared
quarters somewhat separated from the other women.

?

- Mrs. Schuyler estimated that there were 200 to 300
people in attendance at the conference. She stated that a
film had been shown on the evening of October 2%, 1970, but
that she had not seen it. Some of the women also put on a
theater presentation on the subject of exploitation, intend-
ing to illustrate how the uvbringing of children results in

“attitudes which cause them to exploit each other.

\, T

She said the discussions and meetings held on Saturday
impressed her as mainly bickering and yelling sessions with all
of the women trying to talk at once and the moderator unable
to maintain order. They nut forth a no clear-cut nrogram;
arrived at no conclusionsj and, as of Sunday morning, anpeared
to be no more cohesive than they had been when they first
arrived. Mrs. Schuyler said she nersonally was not sure what
she wanted, and she thought many of the other women felt the
same way. She regarded the whole thing as an onportunity for
a pleasant weekend in the country among other females of more
or less common interests.

2
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herself as PhylllsVSchuyler from Hew r York City. This woman , -
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. . UNITED STATES G ARNMENT Dep. AD Adm.

’ VRPN 1 -"%r. Mintz AiTQ?hv“
M@??%Oi’ai’l@%m 1 - Mr. Wamnall Admin.

. 1 - Mr. Cregar Comp- S721. —

. ' Ext. Ll T y—

TO : Mr, J. B. Aﬂﬁms pAaTE: 9/5/75 o o —

V/ e 1 - Mr. Hotis . —

1 - MT.'. Daly Inspection

FROM : Lega] /C ouns eE( ‘fj . y -~ bordtory s
ﬂ{%{j‘ ;‘/ ‘E\}igol Couq-_;' ’

OPTIONAL POXM NO. 10
MAY 1942 ¥DITIOR
GSA IPMR (4) CFR) 101118
Assoc, Dir.

Intell.

SUBJECT:
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.'«If,-(.) (elephone Rmi.

(SQﬁSTUDY

ENSTUDY 75
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P Il % K\
The Bureau has been receiving numerous requests from KN

the House and Senate Select Committees. As an indication of \*
the number of requests being received, on September 3, 1975,
we received four requests from the House Committee alone.
Many of the requests involve complex research and review of
Bureau materials, etc. We have recently experienced continu-
ing pressure by both Committees to comply with their requests
as quickly as possible. Additionally, we have received in-
dividual telephonic requests from Staff personnel of the
Committees to expedite one particular request ahead of another;
and in many instances, the request for expeditious handling of
a pgrtlcular item conflicts with the request of some other Staff
Member

e

-
-

The current guidelines with the Senate Select Com-
mittee require responses be prepared on short dealines and it
has reached the point with regard to the Senate Select Com-
mittee that it is not possible to comply with their requests
within the stated deadlines. While every effort 'is being made
to abide by the culdellnes adopted by the Department and the
Committee, the shear volume of the material requested and the
work involved makes compliance with these guidelines not
possible.

' - 1 g
ORIGINAL FILED IN [+ = 7= 7%

SA Daly of this Division brought this matter to the
attention of Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., Special Counsel for In-
telligence Coordination in the Department, and Shaheen stat
he understood the problems being generated by the;NGLLme,o
requests being received by the FBI.
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams
RE: HOUSTUDY
SENSTUDY 75

Shaheen subsequently advised SA Daly that he had*
brought this matter to the attention of the Senate Select
Committee orally in a conversation with Mark Gitenstein on
9/4/75 including the problems being encountered with in-
dividual Staff Members declaring that their particular
request had a higher priority than any other particular
request. Gitenstein told Shaheen that he would attempt to
correct this problem.

In a subsequent conversation with Staff Member Mark
Gitenstein, Gitenstein stated he had been informed by the
Department of the problem the Bureau is encounterlng in
responding within the deadlines set for various Committee
requests. He indicated that he would take steps to make
sure individual Staff Members do not on their own initiative
attempt to place their request ahead of any other particular
request without coordlnatlng it with him. AddltlonaTIy, he
stated it was his intention to bring this to the attention of
John Elliff, Task Force Director of the Domestic Task Force of
the Senate Select Committee, and suggest a meeting be held with
Bureau representatives on Monday, 9/8/75, in an effort to solve
this particular problem. If a meeting is held on that date, it
is expected that’a representative of the Intelligence Division,
Legal Counsel Division and the Department will be in attendance.

" RECOMMENDATION :

For information.
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J, ‘ 1-Mr.d. B. Adams J

1-Fr.d. A, Mintz ‘ e

& , I - Br. W, R. Wannall {

’ 1-Mr. A. B. ulion )

! /
f The Atterncy/General Sopteber 5, 1975

AL, F. Watters, Jr.

| FBI 1My,
ba‘ ///éjQ\g_, aI:‘;.;.A..L.Lacey,Jr.

IRAL ACCOUNTING CFFICE (GAO)
7 OF TBI OPERATIONS; 5
STUDY GF DOMESTIC NTELLIGENCE CONTAINE
” \.\.\NFORMAT\ONSSmED .

SURISDICTION HEREIN
DATE ﬂ'iﬁ"——

Beference is mada to my letter o you ceptioned "Uniled

Senste Select Commitice on Intelligence,” dated April 14, 1975, wherein a
copy of “rm‘am ':n,e wmian Position Paper on Jurisdistion,? dsted
sed. ’I‘i 3 be.,mm =nre wos slss fo

j Directo;

DS SN e srnn o s
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por s,

1.2 =50 See

¥nelosed hevein is 2 copy of GAC lsiter dated July 2, 1875,
which {rensmitied a list of quections posed by CAD conczrning the papey of
Februsry 13, 1878, and a copy of the response o thage guestions. o

It will he noted i:?*a’t responfes ave not provided to cerisin <
guastions concorning the FRI Manusgl of Instructiong and the peper dated \Q/\
Mgy 18, 1872, The doterrrination fo omit resgpoensas o thése guastons g
was made during consuliztions with Mir. Alan §. Geldberyg, GAO reosearch &l

io
¥ 3
fadf, to Ircilitate sn expeditious reply focused on those iox

o i . i
importance to ite analyeis. We bove agreed to provids responses 1o

M » . LY L > ﬂ - 2
such guegtions if advised by GAQG that further clarification iv necessery.

Inasmuch es this materisl deals with jurizd
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forwarded for your information snd roview.

Assoc. Dw. ____ERCIGEUTCS - B Y VR /
S edy W

Dep. AD Adm. — , . '\D
pep. AD tnv. __ ALL Vb ¢ (8 A
. | v lu,\«'( ) Oj)\ %\ [f/) 11;{//’ /

Asst, Dir,:
Admin, .. _ - -
Comp. Syst, oo MO XTE: g’
Ext. Affows __ W -
Files & Com,

Gres. Ins ) See memorandum-A, B, Fulton to e, W. B. Wann

:‘“g s v;~ captioned "General Accounting Gifice (GAQ) Review of FBI Oi lons," \
Ny zii , 4l

et \;\; nropared by AFWIvb,

Laboratory ’
:lnn & Eval. ‘Z SEP 1 7 1975 % (” . . \ ‘~._‘ ¢ \' (
Thc;: II;V - \ ‘l I\(‘ }\/ . ::. . ‘\ RN C‘:H/ I,',\’é ‘I“'lfr‘
rainin [ 1 4 bt Cy » C, - & »
Logel Counn . . / / "‘ /. “ A A\ e»,\"{;_\; a8
! N\ vy Z

Telepdione Revn .

.mm.«r“\l hm\L ETYPE UNITI_ ]
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Assoc. Dir.
. : ’ Dep. AD Adm
. Dep. AD Inv.
. _UNITED STATES GENERAL ACCOUNTING (CfFICE . | Asst. Dir.. =
L WASHINGTON, D.C. 20548 | Admin.
Comp. Syst,
| Ext. Affairs —_—
GENERAL GOVERNMENT . JUL 3 1975 : Filos & Com.
DIVISION —_
! Gen. Inv,
Ident,
lnspccf'cl;PZ e
Intel -2
Mr. W. Raymond Wannall L -
% Assistant Director abotatory ____
e Intelligence Division z%gﬁal t\oun \_/_
Lo Federal Bureau of Investigation s'“"z&t"“'
NS Department of Justl?@ pec. Inv.
RN Troining
N Dear Mr. Wannall: /| 5 £ ;\/,:Z m Telephone Rm. __
\\[\ N ‘\ / Director Sec’y ___ 74
~ ? On April 24, 19757-Director Kelley espongf_glw_toweur requet
"‘\"; U regarding the Bureau's legal authoTity to¢ofduct domestic intelli- oy
:“%;\\‘:;\ gence operations by providing material concerning the collection, i) Ve
n S maintenance, dissemination, and destruction of information resulting }
— k from such investigatioms.

2
7‘,_..
~

4
&

We have reviewed that portion of the Bureau's response relating \
to its authority to conduct domestic intelligence investigations and
believe that some clarification of matters therein is necessary for
us to better understand the Bureau's position. Accordingly, we would N
appreciate a written response to the enclosed questions which relate }7
o

5 s
At

to the papers prepared by you and Messrs. Watters and Lacey; a portion
of the Domestic Intelligence Division position paper, "Investigations
of Subversion," May 19, 1972; and portions of Sections 87 and 122 of
the FBL Manual. To facilitate analysis, we would appreciate if the
Bureau could use the same format as the questions with any questions ; A
not requiring an answer because of a prior response being so noted.

s
te 2%

Y _ogv.
w4

s

»
Frde?

ry

Should you or your staff desire to discuss these questions for
any reason, we would be glad to do so. If any clarification is needed,
please call Alan S. Goldberg on 386-3575. Thank you for your cooperation.

P2 AP AN e

zls

2

INED Sincerely yours,

TION CONTA
ﬁ'é'-gg&of? LASS\F\ED (,g
DATE
Dot ;W

Goeranany  yoscuncig M&ﬁﬁﬂ'

a8 .,) Daniel F. Stanton- g
i <Q\l‘ Associate Direghox E q
Enclosures J k Q W,/.@_,_(é %y
i .
}{ 4 l 3
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R cc: Mr. Jobp Mintz | NOT RECORDED . q
N Assistant Director . AR
1S Legal Counsel Nivision 46 SEP 12 1975 ‘é‘
Federal Bureau of Invescigation \)i
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D
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Assoe, Dir. — )
% "y \ Dep-A.D.-Adm. .

7 . Dep.-AD-Inve_, &
v ’ ¢EDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION w - Asst, Dir.: L
COMMURICATIONS SECTION Admin. _____#
Comp. Syst. .
Ext. Affairs .

, - Ident. .. N
ot Y TE*ELE'E: In:;)lzctio 14.._
| i | Intell, ¥ k-
f NR003 PD PLAIN Lavoratory — '}
| Plan. & Eval 1.k

{ 9:55 PM MITEL” SEPTEMBER &, 1975 HHM Spec. lnv. 27 H
J - Training 2 _

T0O: BUREAU Legal Coun.X/™__ §
, e T?Iephone R’m. ____
| SEATTLE (66-2894) 5 Dlzector S0y =
X : I

. ALL IHFORMATION CONTA . .

} /‘(‘Fﬁf’,;; FORTLAND HEREIN! UW70LAS§\*,F§D i{ i
i SENSTUDY 75 DATE D BY 7 \
:‘\ "‘MM‘/
i RE BUTEL SEPTEMBER 5, 1975 AND SEATTLE TELETYPE TO PORTLAND,

1975.

| SEPTEWBER 6
| PAUL /BISLER, FORMER ASAC, SEATTLE, WAS CONTACTED IN ACCORDANCE
WITH INSTRUCTIONS IN REBUTEL ON SEFTEMBER 6, 1975, AT HIS

RESIDENCE AT RT. | BOX 743, PARKDALE, OREGON. BIBLER STATED

It HE CANNOT RECALL PARTICIPAT ING IN "MAIL OPENING ACT IVIT IES"

RYHILE 1N FBI. HE ADVISED HE WOULD NOTIFY PORTLAND OFFICE IF HE )
%s COMIACTED BY SSC STAFF AND, SHOULD THIS OCCUR, PORTLAND WILL .-
‘.}g%HEREAFTER ADVISE FBIHQ.

,QEEND

=2
"= 9P FBIHQ CLR
|

84 SEP181975
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B o L —————C A I

r ) " Asgsoe. Dir,
. . Dep-AD.Adm. =

) ’ CEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION As:f gD-Inv

i ¥ /?X S PLAIN BMMSN ICATIONS SECTION édmmlg t ~= |

I omp. VS

l \ EXt

s 1;3. A NITEL SEPTEMBER 6, 1975 VKW SEPQ 1875 Fies ?sz&i —

Gen. Inv.

o - . é Ident. :
m}zﬁx, Fe1 coz-116395) FELETYPE Ini;‘ectm

ATTENTIUN: W. CREAGAR, INTD Intell. /,

Laooratory

4

| Plan. & Eval.
SAN DIEGU (66-1714) Spec. Inv. .

] ”O Training _I% 4
LN Legal Coun. - A%
7 St hNSTUDY Telephone Rm. \_

" RE SUREAU TELETYPE DATED SEPTEMSZR 5, 1975, O&gq 3 —mter Sy
FRANK L./PRICE, 2785 TOKALUN STREET, SAN DIEGO, "”2?“?’4(2?%

GAL LFURNIA, 'WAS TELEPHUNICALLY CONTACTED BY ASAC BARGER, %}%”%

SN DIEGU DIVLSIUN, LATE THLS AFTERNOON, CUNCERNING QUNTENTS AZ?%

UF REGERENCED -TELETYPE. [R. PRICE WAS APPRECIATIVE OF THE R

HVANCE WTICK ANMZEDVISED THAT HE HAS M INTENTIONS UF TALKING <y
1u%im_ S5C. e ﬁﬁéalx.w THAT HE SIGWED AN UATH AND AGREEMENT

uE gymwmnm:ny wﬁw HE JUINED THE BUREAU, AND HaS M0 B .
E@Nnow OF VIULATLNG THAT UATH EVEN THUUGH THE SUREAU MAY -

e [,

Lﬁﬁgﬂmmu RELIEVE HW UF THAT omamzuu. HE WAS
"‘@gﬁ’éﬁw TZLEP FONE NOMSER UF THE LEGAL CUUNSEL DIVISION AND
2]

)

WE!’E-%NVIILD TU CaLL THAT UFFICE SHUULD HEZ BE CUNTACTED

BY 55C. HL ALSU PUINTIED OUT THATS-E{& HAS B}:.};LN UyT,0 TH;./BUREAU/ LL{7
‘7 - _
é 5 onamem” 2 ‘

FUR ELLVEN YEARS, AND HIS MEMORY OF SPL‘.CQ;!IC DETAIL

UWER STUDY. {
B f i
WPM FsIHQ ACK FUR Two AN b CLR KL
&
¢

84 SEP1 81975
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. iy ) Assoc. Dirs — s §
P y Dep.-A.D.-Adm._, }
- - '&ﬁ‘ b Dep-A.D-INVes §

~ \ Asst. Dir.: i
. 3 Admin. —— ___ §
FEDERAL BURtAU OF INVESTIGATION p Syt k

\\V COMMUNICATIONS SECTION Gomp. Svst — 1§
\ - Files & Com. ,
SEP 0515 —

NR 051 LA PLAIN

Inspection

» Tntell. .. D]
09:31 PM NITEL 9-5-75 BDW TELETYPE wtel. .00

Laboratory

FR OM

/(7/

S _ANGELES (66-8243) Telephone Rm.|_.

Legal CounA%..i_}

' %“) Plan. & Eval
TO B}W/EAU,' (62-116395) \} Ay Ly = §

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED Director Sec’y

' SEMSTUDY 75

HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED i
DATE Laﬁ.éijﬂa._ av@;;gm@b

THE FOLLOWI NG FORMER EMPLOYEES OF THE BU RESIDING IN

RE BUTEL, SEPTEMBER 5, 1975,

LA TERRITORY, WERE PERSONALLY CONTACTED SEPTEMBER 5, 19753,
"BY SAC RALPH J. RAMPION, CONCERNING THE CONTENTS OF RE

%ELETYPE:
=

\s

WILLIAM G/SIMON, 2035 LOMBARDI ROAD, SAN MAR INO,
EALT FORNIA.

WESLEY G‘%%APP,' 4240 BON HOMME ROAD, WOODLAND HILLS,

é% ARNOLD C./ARSON, 4232 ABBINGTON COURT, WESTLAKE VILLAGE,

CAL IFORN IA.
EACH EXPRESSED SUPPORT OF LUE BU AND PLEDGED COOPERAT ION Lf(@
IN THIS MATTER. / ' REC-16 (/5’) [/t 3&/3 e
JOSEPH x.%;\ma, AS THE BU IS AWARE, WAS INTERVIEWED

AUGUST 31, 1975, BY SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE STAFF MEMBER' MIKE
EPSTEIN AND HAS PREPARED A LETTERHEAD MEMORAND UM WHICH CONTAINED -]

'; w/wow%ﬁfh

BASE 5B
5994 Docld: 32989641 Page 70




PAGE TWO (LA 66-6243)

THE RESULTS OF THIS INTERVIEW AND WHICH WAS FORWARDED
TO THE BU.

IN VIEW OF THIS, NO CONTACT WAS MADE WITH MR. PONDER
AS A RESULT OF RE TELET YPE.
END

HOLD

AT IR
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At ot S Y

NRO26 DL y
1636PM NMEL, SEPTEMBER 5,

T0 R

M

—

CL> ‘

SENSTUDY 75

OR (62-116395)

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
GDMMUN GAT ONS SECTION

1975

"SAC, DALLAS (185-573 1)

?ﬁs
ELC $0°§?9{¢33

REBUIEL AL ALEXANDRIA, ETAL , SEPTEMBER 34 1975.
[X ]

o
FORMER BUREAU EMPLOYEES KENNETH E. [COMMONS, 2458 DOUGLAS

DRIVE ,

CHATTERTON DR IVE TELEPHONE 915-949-1Q@®) s BOTH SAN ANGELO , -

TELEPHONE 915-549-4817) AND PAUL H./STODDARD , 3814

Assoc. Dir.
Dep.-AD.-Adm.__.
Dep-AD-InvVe .
Asst. Dir.: T
Admin.
Comp. Syst. .
Ext. Affairs &
Files & Com. . §
Gen. Inv. :
Ident

S el
Inspection
Intell. @’
Laboratory

Plan. & Bval, . §
Spee. Inv.
Training
Lesral Cou
Telephone

Director See

- 4

%XAS CO\ITACT*ED SEPTEMBER 5, 1975, AND ALERTED REGARDING POSSIBLE

= ﬂ?ROACH FOR Im‘s«_avzam BY SSC STAFF.,

Qfﬁ BOTH EXPRESSED APPRECIATION FOR ADVANCE KNOWLEDGE OF

)
;'Q:.';

@SSIBLE CONTACT AND OFFER OF ASSISTANCE BY BUREAU'S LEGAL COUNSEL

@IVISLO N

l

yty

IF CONTACTED BY SSC,BOTH STATIBKS R%Y HAVE NO KNOWLEDGE OF SUBJECT

MATTER INVOLVED.

END .
HOLD PLEASE

34 SEP 1 8 1975

994 Docld:32989641 Page 72
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f
Assoe. Dir,
’, NWC KI ! ,‘ Dep.-A.D.-Adm.__
! . . L Dep. A D —Inv._...__.

|

!ﬁm RUREAY OF INVESTIGATIOR : Al |
Ve COMMUNICATIONS SECTION P
i Coion, S\:t. —— ]

/"'
Loo  wov o~

10:00PM NIT
/ Sk) K AT\ ,“_JQ‘_/") 4
Projroow I

/ BExt. Affaivs
1c-//‘,f‘)’ ol G e
ETYPE Tde:t. %,
p Inen - e L e
NR0OOS JN CODE ; zf\ .,__._%y?;}/

SEFTEMBER 5, 1975 SRW Pl: val. L/

St

TO DIRERITOR (62-116395) 0. T :
‘ Wg" Legal L oL __‘E:

Telephouz R
FR Gt Dfr‘??;of aS?("I;L _.‘_..

,,Qx_smv\(zao -490)

REBUTEL TO ALEXANDRIA, ET AL, SEPTEMBER 5, 1975,

FORMER SAC WILLIANS WEBB /BURKE, 1847 AZTEC DR IVE, JACKSON,
MISSISSIPPI, PERSONALLY CONT ACTED BY ASAC JACKSON EVENING
SEPTEMBER 5, 1@375, A,ND PERT INENTLY INFORMED AS INSTR UCTED
RETEL. BURKE WAS MO-SI' APPRECIAT IVE AND CORD IAL BUT OFFERED

NO FURTHER REACTION”OR COMMENT .
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A Assoc. Dir.
A n' ( Dep.-A.D-Adm.__.
Rid » Dep-A.D.-Inv.__...

“ FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION Asst. Dir.;
COMMUNICATIONS SECTION i —
Ext. Affairs __

y ;‘/)%‘5“19)75 Files, & Com.
; y Gen. Inv. o g
A e
/ = . Inspection .. : :—z

MR o2 EP PLAIN e atony 7
Plan. & Eval. .
ITEL SEPTEMBER 5 ) 1975 smcC Spee. Inv. -_....L,Ej‘:."' el
j." Praining 3
Vi - L 41 C . e
DIRECTOR (62-116395) Legsl Con e T
Director Sec'y

/WA DE EP STAND BY FRO THREE

oM EL PASO (66-1587)

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

SIFIED ‘
- O HEREIN Tﬂl%ﬁ% %ﬁk&(-i”bo
1 ngwm OATE 12 " e {b -
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RE BUNITEL, SEPTEMBER 5, 1975, '()
= FORMER SAC KARL W. DISSLY, 7888 BIG BEND, EL PASO, Pl
- % S

"SPEXAS, TELEPHONE NO, 755-8798, CONTACTED IMMEDIATELY
oz Ve

Z,_%SAC IN ABSENCE OF SAC. DISSLY WAS ADVISED THAT HE
Bl e
= _MIGHT BE CONTACTED BY A SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC)

e

- ©2Z8TAFF AND WAS ADVISED CONCERNI NG CONIA{'&OWITH 1§UREAé.§ //é , qu/
72 A= L=/ (T Gl
LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION AS SET FORTH IN RE!-&IEQ%NCED BUREAUse e
NITEL. FORMER SAC DISSLY ADVISED THAT THERE IS NOTHING

N
E

3

i

Ly

HE COULD TELL THE SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE. HE ADVISED

THAT HE WILL NOTIFY BUREAU IF HE IS CONTACTED BY SSC

o) 5.0 ’

STAFF CONCERNING THIS MATQ’ER.
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Shaons fom No. 10 ' ‘
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 1011148
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT »
1 - Mr.

¢ Memo/mna’um LI

l - Mr -
DATE!

1l - Mr.

. 7
TO ‘Mr. J. B. Adams

Mintz
Adams
Wannall
Cregar
9/5/75
Hotis

Assoc, Dir. —___

Dep. AD Adm. 03
Dep. AD Inv.

Asst. Dir.:

Admin.
Comp. Systs
Ext. Affairs
Files & Com, ___
Gen. Inv.
Ident.

fnspection —___

Intell.
Luborgtqr,iy“' /
Le, Vul’éov.in ;

—
> MPLA'ﬁn"i Eval. _

< lans
Spec. Inv.
i Training

Telephone Rm.

1l - Mr. Daly

FROM  1egal Counsel é’“

X/Cij'
SUBJECT: SENSTU
K{:;\___

i

Director Sec’y —_

Oon 9/5/75, SA Paul V. Daly of this Division was
advised by Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., Special Counsel for
Intelligence Coordination in the Department, that Paul
Wallach of the Senate Select Committee had informed him
that the Committee desired the presence of Shaheen and
SA Daly at an executive session at 2 p.m., Tuesday,
9/9/75, to explain why the material requested relating
to mail openihgs had hot been delivered to the Committee.

Shaheen requested that every effort be made by the
Bureau to avoid the necessity of explaining to the Committee
the lack of production of the mail opening material at the
executive session.

The above information was brought to the attentioq’;,,»
of Paul Mack, Executive Assistant to the Deputy Associate
Director (Investigations) who in turn advised that Mr. Adams /“
had instructed that every effort be made to produce the re- g
quested material prior to the executive session. /

Unit Chief James L.ee was advised of this decision. 67

RECOMMENDATION 2

For information.
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN| LASSIFIED
DATE L2/ BY 2,
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2 Qr. J. A. Mintz

(L - Mr. J. B. Ho
1l - Mr. W. R. Wannall
1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar
1 - My, T. E. Burns

The Attorney Genceral Septenber 2,

Wb r 2 f X
. \i} D:?rectm: ¥BI b‘;“ ~ 19‘5 - éf”
\
U. 8. §ATE SELLECT COMMITTEE O
Iii’fE?GEEICE ACTIVITIBES (88C)
/
£ Reference is made to the momorandum from the SSC
dated llay 14, 1975, and appendices thereto, requesting cer-
tain documents and other information from the FBI and ny
letter to you dated Junc 20, 1975, enclosing a menorandum
dated Junc 20, 1975, for thce 88C.
¢ Enclosed for vour approval and forwvarding to the
. Committee is the original of a menorandum vith onclosure
wvhich supplements our respoase to the 88C contained in the
‘ Junc 20, 1975, memorandum referred to above. The caclosure
€0 the memorandum is a copy of your letter to lMNr. Lloyd .
Cutler, dated August 5, 1975, which has a direct bearing on
this matter since it authorized the FUI to review the sealed
naterial contained in the Rraft file.
4
A copy of this menorandun with enclosure is being
furnished for your records.
) Enclosures ~ (4) ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED -
. HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED . o
; 62-116395 DATE BYSpOLAA S
1 - The Deputy Attorney Genoral ’ o
Attention: IMichael B, Shaheen, Jr. j
e Special Counsel for o
A\ Intelligence Coordination \ -1
A\ssoc. Dir. __TEB : lInh\ w‘r“l\ \\') \ &0‘/
Dep. AD Adm. _ (9) i '} \;
Dep. AD Inv. ___ , \S'\. '
Asst. Dir.: '/ ) ° J
Admin. ) - f’ L %\ ‘f»\ % «M
o) sanbuRs R WY\
Files & Com.
Gen. Inv. .
Ident.
fnspection ) / ".‘"
ntell. S / —~
aboratory ! ;F‘ ! '
IF-’I:n.&Eval._. /~j ” @ﬂ{\\ @Lﬁ
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Training § \ )
Legal Coun. __:\;fj»] }‘\ :NCJ
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Director Sec'y MAIL ROOM
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- w* .
4
Tz- }‘ ' 2 ’Jl'lr.o J' Aa Mintz

(I -~ Mr. J. B. Hotis)
1l - Mr. W. R. Wannall
1l -Mr. W. O. Cregar
1 - Mr. T. E. Burns

62~-116395 September 2, 1975

U. 5. SENATE SELBCT COMIITTREE TO
STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (8S8C)

RE: REQUESYT PORTAINING TO

ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE .
1%

o

Reference is made to 8SC letter to the Attorney
General dated May 14, 1375, with appendices attached thereto,
requesting cextain documents and other information from the
FBI and to FBL memorandum to the SSC dated June 20, 1875,
captionecd ag above.

Ttem number 17 in Appendix D of referenced SSC
letiter reguested all memoranda and other materials reflecgting
written or oral authorigation and re-authorization by the
Attorney General and/or the Director of the FBI for slectronic
surveillanse of Joseph XKraft.

Referenced Junc 20, 197%, FBI memorandum responded

to the znbove regquest as it peritained to the unsealed portions
of the Joseph Kraft file. ¥The scaled portion of the file was
not reviewed for the reguested informotion since material con-
tained therein was subiject to an arrangement between Mr. Lloyd M.

| Cutler, as attorney for Joseph Kraft, and the Attorney General.

| This agreement precludesg exanination of the sealed portion of
Hr. Rrafit®s file except upon personal approval of the Attorney
General subseguent to his notificaiion of Mr. Kraft or his

\

|

|

b\ counsel, in writing, at least ten days prior thoreto and pro-
NN viding him or them with an opportunity to discuss the matter

personally with the Attorney General before the grant is made.

Assoc. Dir.

Dep. AD Adm. _ \ g
s s TEBz Imhiw i\ |
Admin. (8) ORIGINAI: AND ONE TO ATTORNEY GENERAL \5){)& 3}
Comp. Syst. —— 1
Fres & Com SEE NOTE PAGE 2

Gen. Inv. .

e NOTE THAT NOTE ON YELLOW, PP 2-3, IS SECRET O,

nspection .

This document %”3}‘zfreﬂpm’ed in response to your request and is not for dissemi-
Plan. & Eval. — nation outside your Committee. Its use i3 limited to official proceedings by
Spoc. lnv. . Your Commitice and the content may nut be disclosed to wunauthorized person-

: nel without the express approval of the FBI .

Intell.
Laboratory

Training
Legal Coun.

Telephone Rm. — /'1 - ?’@ ,
Director Sec’y — MAIL ROOM[ ] TELETYPE UNI’AI‘_‘E%. ; ,ﬂgﬂ k _ / / (/) 398
MW 65994 Docld:32989641 Page 77 koA T c;z




1%

at

A

. e ¢

SOINTD SELUCT COMIITTED ON INTDLLICENCD ACTIVIPIRS (8£C)

N REQUDST PERTAINING 90 BLECTRONIC [DRVDILIANCE

By letter dated Mugust 5, 1975, the Attornay Cenoral

" advised Mr. Cuatler that pursuant to the above arrangoncnil tho

Attornoy CGeneral was fuarnishing notification that noe sooner than
ten &ayo fron cuch date an appropriato official of the DI may
ronove from the scaled files memoranda reguosted by the Senako
Salcoot Conmitice on Intollicencn Operations.

A revicwy of the sealed portions of the Joseph Kraft
f£fila by a representative of the I'BI on August 25, 1975, Failed
to roveal any writien or oral authorizmation or re-authorization
by the Attornoey Genoral and/or the Dircecior of the I'BI for
eloctronic surveillance of Josoph Kraft as roguasted in ro-
foreonced S5C lotbor dated IMay 14, 1975,

Imclosed with this menovandum for your infornation ig
a copy of the Nttorney Cencral’s August 5, 1975, lottor o lix.
Lloyd il. Cutlcr, rofervcd to above.

Inclogurc

1 ~ The Attorney General
MOTE 3 | SESRET

The subject of above SSC inquiry, Joseph Kraft,
is the well-known newspaper columnist. A review of the
Kraft file reveals that the French security service, the
DST, conducted a microphone surveillance on Kraft's hotel
room for approximately one week during a 1969 visit by
Kraft to Paris. Such coverage was effected through the
urging of W. C. Sullivan former Assistant to the Director
who travelled to France at such time apparently at the
direction of deceased FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover. Details -
of the above coverage have appeared in the media apparently
as a result of leaks within the administration of former
President Nixon. ZXraft himself testified in detail 5/10/74,
regarding this matter before the United State Senate Subcom~
mittee on Administrative Practice and Procedure, the Subcom—
mittee on Constitutional Rights of the Committee on the Judi-
ciary, and the Subcommittee on Surveillance of the Committee
on Foreign Relations. 'Pursuant to an agreement between
Kraft and the Attorney General certain documents, recordings

Sé%%FT NOTE CONTINUED PAGE 3

MWW 65994 Docld:32989641 Page 78 .




SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC}

RE: REQUEST PERTAINING TO ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE

NOTE CONTINUED: SE T

and other records which describe the contents of the over-
hears from the electronic surveillance were sealed. The
above memorandum to the SSC reflects review of such sealed
documents for requested information as per authorization
from Attorney General contained in the enclosure to such
memorandum. This note has been Classified "Secret"™ in
order to protect the confidentiality of our relationship
with the French security service the disclosure of which
could reasonably be expected to result in serious damage
+0 national security. Classified by 6283, XGDS 1, Indefinite.

Wweci
SEkET /(‘)

%
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@fire o7 the Attrrnep General
" Washingtan, B, €. 20530

August 5, 1975

Mrx. Llioyd N. Cutlex, Esqg.
Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering
1666 K Street, N.W. '
Washington, D.C. 200056

bPear Mr. Cutler: . . - LT

- My office has received your lettexr, of July 23, 1975,

concerning the Church Committee access to FBI £iles which
) mizye undexr seal pursuant to my agreement with Mr. Joseph
- Kraft. In order to comply strictly. with that agreement,
I an writing to notify you that no soconer than ten days
from today appropriate officials of the FBI may xemove
"#vom tho ssaled Fileg memnranda reguested by the QPnafp
Seiect Committee on Intelllgence Operatlons.

After these documents are removed,and prepared fox
submission to the Committee pursuant to the procedure you
suggested, you will be furnished copies of those documents.

-Sinceiely,

CQL,‘Q&J;A?/7'77I*x .

dward H. Levi
_Attorney General

| : : - ' -;«m -r:e:f», 3’6003'”’3 ' ‘
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®ffire of the Attorney General
Wazhington, A, @. 20530
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Gifire of the Attarnep General
 YWashinglon, R, €. 20530

August 5, 1975

Mr. Lloyd N. Cutler, Esqg.
Wilmex, Cutler & Pickering
1666 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Pear Mr. Cutler:

- My office has received youxr letter, of July 23, 1975,

concerning the Church Commititee access to FBI files which
maybe under seal pursuant to my agreement with Mr. Joseph
Kraft. In ordexr to comply strlctly with that agreempnt,
I am writing to notify you that no sooner than ten days
from today appropriate officials of the FBI may remove
"from the sealed files memoranda requested by the Senate
Select Committee on Intelligence Operations. .

After these documents are removed and prepared forx
subnission to the Committee pursuant to the procedure you

suggested, you will be furnished copies of those documents.

Sinceiely,

CQ4A_QLL¢€/T:7TQN .

dward H. Levi
Attorney General




OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101=11.8

* UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Meq’zomndum

B. Adams

/
. Mr. J{§

Legal Counsel

e

1 - Mr. Mintz
1 - Mr. Mooney
L - Mr. Walsh
1 - Mr. Wannall
DATE: 9/2/75
.1 - Mr. Cregar
-1 - Mr. Hotis
1 - Mr. Daly

Assoc. Diro
Dep. AD Ad
Dep. AD Iny -

Asst. Dir.: (/’iL
Admin,
Comp. Syst. —__
Ext, Affairs
Files & Com.
Gen. Inv.
Ident.

Ins petctign

\\% Laboratory
AL mr-'onmnou CONTAINED N
NIS UNCLASSIFIED 0

SUBJECT:. SENSTUDY 75
~—f - BY
% ée Director Sec’y

On September 2, 1975, Mark Gitenstéin of the Senate

Select Committee requested the following current employees of

- the Bureau be made available for Staff interview by “the “Sendte

Select Committee concerning their knowledge of the "official i

and confidential" files which were maintained in former Directo
Hoover's Office. The current assignment of these personnel set

forth in this memorandum was furnished by Mr. Gitenstein. /ﬁ/,m

Training

Telephone Rm.

(1) Thomas. Barden Dudney-Chief Clerk, WFO;
(2) 8pecial Agent Joseph E. Dowl:l_ng-WFO
(3) +8Bpecial Agent Joseph E. Battle-WFO;
(4) Kenneth Shaffer-Clerk, WFO;
——(5) Raymond Smith-Auto Mechanlc FBI Academy, Quantico;
(6) Jesse Peterson, Jr. -Mechanical Section,
Administrative Division, FBIHQ;
(7) “Thomas F.- Peyton-Exhibits Sect:Lon Administrative
Division, FBIHQ;
—(8) Inspector John P.
FBIHQ; and
_(9) Mrs. Erma D. Me.tcal'f'-Dirlecto,r‘s. Office, FBIHQ. ' .~

Dunphy-Administrative Division,

All of the aforementioned employees were interviewed
- during the inspection inquiry into the "official and confidential"
files matter which was conducted at the Tequest of the Department.
The Committee has already been delivered a summary of the results
of that inspection inquiry and has reviewed FD-302's reporting the
interview of employees concerning this matter.

1 - Personnel File - Thomas Barden Dudney

1 - Personnel File - Joseph E. Dowling

1 - Personnel File - Joesph E. B;ttle @L\
. 1 - Personneél File - Kenneth Shaffe
. 1L - Personnel File - Raymond Smith @0/2' // / é‘j 73 9 ) J‘\
. L - Personnel File - Jesse Peterson, Jr._.  .-—ua ,
. 1 - Personnel File - Thomas F. Peyton \\

1 - Personnel File - John P. Dunphy __ > 1073

1 - Personnel File - Erma D. Metecagkf SEP 1210

e
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams

RE: SENSTUDY 75

" RECOMMENDATIONS :

(1) That the aforementioned employees be released
from existing employment -agreerients for purposes of interview
- by the Senate Select ‘Committee.

(2). That the Legal Counsel Division will advise ‘the
Senate Select Committee when appropriate clearance hds been

- received for the aforementloned employees and make the necessary
arrangements. )

“

EP@wl76A“ QZLé/// ibﬁ{ /m/zj

| NW 65934 Docld:32963641 Page 84




v v ‘ ' ’ .l
- .

¥BI memorandum August 18, 1975, in response to an \\\
S8C reguest for FBY materials, contaaned information that
matcr;aIS‘rcspanszve to Part I. of that request relating to
"Women's Liberation” would be available for review by SSC
Stafi ilembers,—Those materials were reviewed by SBC Stafs
Hembers Michael Tpstein on August 20, 1975, and Martha Talley

on August 21, 1975,

On Aupgust 25, 1975, lr, Cpsiein vequested delivery

of the aforenentioncd material,

- - " 1 — MI'. J. Bc Adams
’ 2 - Mr, J, A, Mintz
{1L - Mr. J, B, Hotis)
The Attghney General Awgust 26, 1975 7
N
L I e ad ity \
l - Mr. W. 0. ‘Cregar \\)\ j
- 1 -~ Mr, d, P, Thomas A
. S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTED ~ S
DN INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) A
S

D
AR

,/
>
FARS

- e
.

,
A 7. / (/’
7
s

ﬁp Enclosed is a memorandum for your approval for Q ;
- forwarding to the Commiftee in response to Mr. Ipstein's §;
o F request, SR
2 SN
g %_ Algo enclosed for your records is 3 copy of the O
gﬁ.‘“” rnomorandum prepared for the Committoe, W
o2 N ’ .
B .
gfﬁ@ Inclosures {2)
234 - v
« ggfé% 62116395 T 19, REC-16 L Y
» fz‘ 0N o
; 858 1 - Thoe Deputy Attornoy General L
Z ifj Attention: Michael E, Shabeen, Jr,  on NS
EE Speeial Counsel for SEP 161875
« 3 h&eihgﬂnce Coordination —
emmmunas
&:««@msﬂ
Assoc. Dir JPT.JVI ;\é
Dep.'AD :&dm. _ (IQ) h}& L%
Dep. AD inv. .__
Asst. .Dir.: NOTE : ‘ - -
o Materials being furnished are serials 67, 83, 87, 90X
Ext. Affairs {Philadelphia airtel to Bureau 10/27/70) and enclosed ipM, 126,
Files & Com. 137 and 165 of Bureau file 100-453233, Regarding serials 67
Don. Inv. and 126, New York reports dated 8/14/70 and 3/12/71, no pages
inspection after .the table of contents were reviewed by the SSC nor are
Intel. they being furnished herewith, in as much as the 85C did not .
Lebewioy ——  pequest the d\%’?gllp of the reports, \ ﬁ‘,_f,‘v;:‘/
Spet.:..lnv. X E e \ halkPS P 7/
com oS STUBET MATERIL ATTACHED ,(/Pa“ /z/ 57
Telephone Rm. ' o
'e GPO $34-545
ﬁw ﬁé@‘g.rnocm 39685641 Fge JELETYPE UNIT L] 4




- . 1 - Mr, J, B, Adans
“ T 2 - Mr. J, A, Mintz
{1 ~ Mrs Jo B Hotis)

T, SO FPS o
1 - Mr, W R, Wannall
1 - M¥r, W. 0, Cregar

62-116395 1= Mregden®e 280"38rs

¥, S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTREE 10
STUDY GOVERNPENTAL OPERATIONS WITH
RESPECT TO INTELLIGINCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) :

Heference is nade to the oral reguest of S8C Staff
Hewmber ¥ichael Epstein on August 25, 1975, for delivery of
FBI materinls relating to “"Women's leeratzon,”'whzch
paterials vere previously reviewed by SS8C Staff Nephers,

pursuant to the reguest pade by the £8S€ on August 5, 1975,
Part I,

The Speeial Cpunsel for Intelligence Coordination,
United States Depariment »f Justice, has approved compliance
with the aforementioned oral reguesti of Mr. Spgiein, It is
noted that normalily such requests are subniited in wribting
and fufture requests for delivery of materials should be
submitted in writing %o the Specisl Counsel,

The reguested material has been procesSsed and
will be delivored o the BSC with this memorandum,

i - The Attorney General

&§ (?) ’@
X
Ui

ORIGINAL AND ONE COPY TO AG

i ALL INFORMATION COWA!NED
|
|

HERE!N | li LP\SS‘
Assoc. Dir, —— DATE
Dep. AD Adm. —

Dep. AD Inv. —

) Asst. Dir:

) Admin, ——
Comp. Syst. —
Ext. Affairs ——
Files & Com. —
Gen. Inve - C
Ident, ———— . /

. )) (2‘/" )
Inspection ——— \ o~
{ntell. ? (‘f/ (/( W 4
Laboratory ——— o ” ;> / > o
Plan. & Eval. — ) é/ e - 7‘.
Spec. Inve * g 1k Lol i
SEoREf MATERAL ATTACH 4
Legal Coun. .

Teleph 13—
D:v::i;n:ec'y __  MAIL ROOM — TELETYPE UNIT 1

‘ TELOSUE
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. 5-140 (Rev. 1-21-74) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535

Aadrossce: __ SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE

COOLTR  EILHM [ Memo [ Report dated 8/26/75
U, S, Senate Select Committee on Intelligence

Caption of Document: Activities, (Oral request of SSC
8/25/75 re "Women's Liberation.") :

A

i Originating Office: __ T DX L r;%
| Delivered by: o/t ng }c:: m&gwate: ? / 5/ 735 ~*
| R Ve i r T LA
\ ‘ Title: EQ,L\M Id f;\g A X—

\ Return this receipt to the Intelligence Division, FBI

—e

| AINED

| ALL INFORMATION CONT,

1 HEREINISU #SS!F!
DATE _Lb BY

crvLUSURR

(ﬁ;y/ﬂ;iﬁs“é%@
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CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE

&

SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE
BEFORE COMPLETING.

TO:
ATTN: Central Index

FROM:
Fax

Intelligence Communsty Staff

SUBJECT:

Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees

1. HOw PROVIDED (check appropriate term.

If a document was made available

for review but not transmitted, so note.)

| resTimony | [oTwer

2.

DATE PROVIDED

w» | DOCUMENT |

lBRIEFlNG I

IINTERVIEWI

8126775

3.

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

sscC

HSC

4.

IDENTIFICATION (provide descriptive data for documents; give name or identification number of briefer,

interviewee, testifier and subject)
ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HMemorvandum and englosures HEREIN UNCLASSIFIED M})

DATE
. CLASSIFICATION OF

INFORMATION (enter
u, ¢, §, TS or
‘Codeword)

IN RESPONSE TO (list date and item number if in response to formal request, other-

wise state verbal request of (name), initiative, subpoena, etc.)

Oral request of S350 Staff lenmber on 8f25/75 for
delivery of material previcusly ragquested om 8/5/73.]
Part 3y for roview 8

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

used underline for emphasis)

Infornatien handling
Intciligence colleation

. SUMMARY (see reverse side before completing this item)

Material rolating to Bllomen's bersilon®.

62~116395

FMR: Fak
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IN CONNECTION WITH SENSTUDY 75
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* INSTRUCTIONS

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

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

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

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

4 The demonstration on 6/22/70, was observed by SA
AYMOND F. MOHR. $FF REVERSE SINE O

ADD. DISSEMINATION.

New York report of SA J. ROBERT NEWTON dated 1/23/70.
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NY 100-164665

ADMINISTRATIVE CONT'D

The demonstration on 7/15/70, was observed by SAS
ALBERT E. FALLER and J. ROBERT NEWTON. )

With regard to future planned activity by Women's
Liberation Movement (WIM), included in this report, a separate
case file has been opened for this activity captioned "AUGUST 26

WOMEN'S STRIKE FOR EQUALITY" (NY 100-170260). The August 26 strike
will be worked under the new case and reported accordingly.

: Characterizations of individuals and organizatioris
mentioned in this report have been set forth where they are
available.

- This report is being classified "Confidential" because
the disclosure of information from informants of continuing value
(NY T-1 through NY T-22) could reveal the identity thereof and
could be injurious to the national security of the US.

.. oo " Because of the extensive information furnished by

CINFRRMANT  pegarding WIM organization and activities, two T
-symbols (NY T-1 and NY T-3) are being used to further conceal
the identity of this informant. :

. In view of the fact that. INFORMANT AWp INFoRmATION
T WHICH TIENDS To IDENTIFY  SNFoRMANT .« advised that there
arev 10 eilglcLiu VLILlCErS OI The WLM, no active investigation of
) those persons listed on the bank account declaration is being
\ instituted at this time.

COPIES CONT'D

. 2 - Chicago (100-46797) (RM
* 2 - Charlotte (100- RM
1 - Newark (100-51168) (INFO (RM)
2 - New Haven (157-1498) (RM)
-2 - Philadelphia (100- RM
2 - San Francisco (100-62721) (RM)
2 -.Seattle (100-30009) (RM)
2 - Washington Field (100-49208) (RM)
~-B~
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NY 100-164665
INFORMANTS

Identity of Source File Number Where Located

~ NY T-1 : 100-164665-258
C INFSRMANT _ -577
Used to characterize 100-164665-1B

CAROL LEFCOURT 134-155624-583

%
.-272
=457
-496
-505
20
-514
-523
-55
-638
631
-659
-6614 ~

« . B . . : Pty
‘ ‘ L i . R o AT TN
L e e PSR T L tnano it S R oE A
e SN i 2 TR = R Sl UL i, W Sl VIR e T T g o e

ot .
wha ’_x,‘";‘}' o T

-621 ;.
-517 Z
- =561 ey
-677 7

-l

-622
-623
-591
-688
-478
-607

WY 72 134-842738
PA\NFormaNT o .

NY T-3 o 100-164665-255
INFYRmMB T

© 134-155624-529

' 22

-651

-688

-7h9

-C=
COVER PAGS
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INFORMANTS CONT'D

Identity of Source

JNY T-4

Mr. THOMAS DUFFIE, E 7 )
Investigator o ot e
NY Telephone’Company,C%’ » Teave g
140 West Street, NYC |

“{(Protect by request)
Info furnished to §a

* 'FRANK J. MEYERS)

Y T-5

ANFormANT

- NY T-A
INFORMANT

Used to characterize
- SUE ANMUTH

Ny m_7
| NFOAMANT

|

[

|
|
|

-D-
1 COVER PAGE
le 65984 Docld:32989641 Page 94

File Number Where Located

-583
652
-626
-62U
-630
-590
-482
-462
. »366
-479
~495

100-164665-526

_'100-16a665-1312

-1B10
134-12736A-57

134-16386A-153

-161
100-164665-1RB7
100-164665-430

100-164665-237
-571

¢ “27}4
-4311
134-170944-171
-173
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INFORMANTS

Identity of Source

NV TR

NY T-9

THIRD

Ny T-10
INFOAMAN T

Ny T-11
. INFoRMANT

INEoAMAN T

AQ&NCY

Used to characterize
JUDY WHITE

Used to characterize
JOYCE DEGROOT

'Used to characterize

ARTHUR MAGLIN

Used to characterize
RUTHANN MILLER

Used to characterize

'EVELYN NOVACK

Usedtﬁo characterize
MARY ALICE WATERS

-F-

, _ COVER PAGE
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File Number Where ILocated

100-164665-544
-547

| bt
-549
134-17567A-T1
100-164665-243
134-154314-624
-650

-626

-T779

-T790
134-9382A-1430
=1395

-1430
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NY 100-164665
INFORMANTS CONT:D

Identity of Source

ComEv m_1p .
L _ANFORMANT |
- -, PsI

NY T-13

aey
OMAS CONROY | ¢.gsv o
Panel Sourcej 7 L Soures

NV m_o1h -
[NFORMANT
bS1

. NY T-1R
| NFORMANT

NY T-16
_INFORMANT

NY T-17
A Confidential Mail
- Box of the NYO

NY T-18
i INFYRMANT,
NY T-19
" INFoAmaN
- Used to characterize
JOAN BIRD
NY T-20
. INFORma Py .
PSL
Used to characterize
LESLIE CAGAN
NV m_21

INFORMAN T
Used to characterize
DEBBY GERSON

vy ) ' ~F-
NW 65394 Docld:32989641 Page 36 AAVER  PACE

_ File Number Where ILocated

NY 100-148047
100-148047-AL9-7T
134-17655A-10

134-4008a-451
NY 100-164665-523

100-164665-549

NY 100-164665-413
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NY 100-164665

INFORMANTS CONT'D

Identity of Source File Number Where Located

NY T-22
INFoRMANT

Used to characterize
MARY ALICE WATERS

Copies of this repoft are being furnished for
information to local intelligence agencies.

Coplies of this report are also being -designated to
offices which information listed in this report indicates WIM
organizations dn:. those field offices.

All .offices receiving copies of this report with
the exception of Philadelphia and Charlotte have received
previous copies of WIM reports.

LEADS |
; ' CHARLOTTE

‘ AT CHARLOTTE, NORTH CAROLINA., Will conduct appropriate
! investigation as set forth in Section 37E of the Manual of
Instructions to determine organization activities of" captioned
organization in their respective division: and submit resultis
- of investigation in report form.

PHILADELPHTA

investigation as set forth in Section O7E of the Manual of
Instructions to determine organiation activities of captioned
organization in their respective division. and submit results
of investigation in report form.

|

\ AT PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANTA. Will conduct appropriate
0

|

|

NEW YORK

AT NEW YORK, NEW YORK. Will follow activities of
subject organization.
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ST UniTED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
\8 FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

CONFﬂ%QN‘I‘IAL

: 4 - 108th MI Group, NYC (RM)
Copy to: 1l - NISO, NYC (RM)
1 - 08I, 2nd Air Force, NYC (RM)

Report of: J. ROBERT NEWTON : Office: =~ New York, New York
Date: . 8 /1 )_'_ /7 0 | .

Field Office File #: 100-164665 Bureau File #: 100-453233

Title: WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT

Character ~ INTERNAL SECURITY - MISCELLAFEOUS

Synopsis: Women's Liberation Movement (WIM), NYC, maintains

‘ . an office (Women's Liberation Center) (WLC) at 36
o West 22nd Street, NYC. Although officers are listed, for bank
: account purposes, there are no officers of WIM in the usual
sense of the term. Financial data set forth. Listings of
naticn-wide and New York area WLM groups set forth. WLM is
not ¢ membership organization, however, WLC, NYC, maintains
‘a mailing list of 3,200 names. Meetings and activities of
New York area WIM groups set forth. Affiliation and/or
sympethy with other organizations set forth.

~P¥%- .

DETA” LS | \
: o on_ |29l -

automatic
downgrading and ’
declassifiigation

This document contrans vesther recommendutions nor conclusions of the ¥BI, [t is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency, it and its cuntents
arc not to be distiibur~a outside your ageny.

~ NW 65994 Docld:32989641 Page 98

.

L B ey o

e 14k

bt ey

STC I, ]
Pyt et
L S T Y

LTI Sy
R

WF g

i -
Lot

R

e -

,
i
A

1. 3

PR IRTE T

@ J."le;,‘\q;;,,j F R
PN R T

RN -Ii X:,,

sy

FYY
Eet

ad

S O TR

Ao i s




v
T L n i)

NY 100-164665

- : TABLE OF CONTENTS

g D Page
I. BACKGROUND, AIMS AND OBJECTIVES.........i... 4
IT.  LOCATION. . veeeeueenreososneensesasnaanssenin 5
III. LEADERSHIP AND FINANCES......iveon.... TR §
IV.  MEMBERSHIP.. . Jueeeceeveduceacoonisnoennenncns 11
V. MEETINGS OF NEW YORK CITY WLM (CITY-WIDE)... 12 ' E
' VI.  WLM RALLIES AND DEMONSTRATIONS, NYC...evew... 16 ’
A. Generalﬂb.’.‘...Q....Ql.........."‘ ...... 16
B. Actions Against Publishers and
PU.bliCationS................'-. oooooo .....19 ;_"
VII. PROPOSED FUTURE ACTIONS OF WIM.eoowoon.o cee..23 -
VIII. LISTING OF WLM GROUPS THROUGHOUT THE US...... 27
IX.  WIM GROUPS IN NYC AREA AND THEIR ACTIVITIES..?29
i ~ A. Listing of GroupS.eeeesscsscoccoecens e...29 :
; " B. Barnard College WIM....ciceoeeoenooncnnes 35 ;
f CO The Brorlx Coalition......‘............--.35 A
D. Brooklyn College WIM..veooronooanesenanns 36
E. City College of New York (CCNY) WiM......36
F. Columbia University {(CU) WIM............. 38
G. Congress To Unite Women.........ovivevnn. 490
: H. The Feminists...eeeeecereeosoneesnsennean 49
: I' High School/pmM'.....QQ’..."..‘ ........ ;’5.8
‘ : J. Hunter College WIM..eeeeroeaotonnnnaanenn 59
K. TLavender MeNaCEC...cceeeesvecssacssaconesss D
L. National Organization For Women (NOW)....50
M. New York Radical WOmeN....sveveeeveonasss 71
N. New York University (NYU) WIM............ 72
0. Redstockings...... ceeavaaae A
 P. Women's International Terrorist 76
Conspiracy From Hell (WITCH)........ Cenes
Q. .The Women's Brigade. . v.ieeereeeeoenncanens T
R. Women's Liberation #55....c000vvieeeee... 77
S. Women's Media ConferenCe....eeevieceesvs.?

D
— NWL65994 Docld:32989641 Page 99 - . ‘ ]




( NY 100-164665 , ° | ;':-f: -
TABLE OF CONTENTS '

X. EVIDENCE OF AFFILIATION AND/OR
SYMPATHY VITTH OTHER ORGANIZATIONS......... 19

A. Black Panther Party (BPP)..cecocseeecss 13

| B. Students for a Democratic Soclety 35
(SDS)eercecenaneess cesnessesen ceceaees
¢. Student Mobilization Committee to :
End the War in Vietnam (SMC)..... ceiv. 95
D. Socialist Workers Party (SWP)....... ..
E. Women's Committee to Free Joan
Bird (WCFJB):e:esovsenss e ieesennenees 9
F. Young Socialist Alliance (¥YSA)........ 103
G. Youth Against War and Fascism

(YAWF)--v-..o.nn-q.oo-o'oooo'ooonooo.o LOL‘
. XT. CHARACTERIZATIONS OF INDIVIDUALS..:....... 100
XII- APPENDIX-----.;-.oono--ccooctocoo.oo'taco.c “L13




OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 g .
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA FPMR (41 CFR} 101~11.6
) UNITED STATES GO NMENT ¥ ASDSOC.AD;AT
\—’ M ; 1‘ - Mr . Mintz ‘ De:: A‘D tav, :
\ emoranaum 1 - Mr..Gallagher
(Attn: David Rarity, Jr.)  comp o
c 1 - Mr. Wannall Ext. Affairs __
TO *Mr. J. B. Adams DATE: 8/25/75 ?mfc?gfw
1 - Mr. Cregar ‘ o
1 - Mr.- HOti‘S ns
FROM  : 1.,egdal Couns ‘ 1 - Mr. Daly wfi%FZZ
fh;}ﬁ %}I ’é f/‘guj Céuna_!/
F an & u'l
SUBJEC?%ENSTUDY P 7 \ / Spec Inv.
Training
. Telephone Rm. __
\. I

Director Sec’y

On’ 8/22/75 Supervisor David Rarity, Jr., advised
SA- Paul V. Daly of this Division that it was his understanding //, :
that the Senate Select Committee was going to interview Dr.
Sidney Gottlieb of the CIA in the near future. Rarity stated =
that the Bureau had a Ppending investigation captloned "Dr,
Sidney Gottlieb-Destruction of Government: Property involving Q52~
Gottlieb relating to his destruction of certain records at the
Central Intelligence Agency and requested that a determination

be made as to whether such an interview was being contemplated
by the Committee. ™

|/

John Elliff, Task Force Director of the Domesti
Task Force for the Senate Select Ccmmittee, was telephonically
advised of our investigative interest in Mr. Gottlieb and of
our desire that the Committee be aware of this investigative
interest so that their activities would not adversely impact -
on the Bureau's investigation. Elliff was appreciative of
being advised and indicated that he was also aware of the
Senate Select Committee's interest in Dr. Gottlieb and would
insure that the Committee Staff Member was apprised of the -

Bureau's investigative interest. He stated they would take %

-

ECORDED COPY FUED i /— o

- care to makezsure that their inquiry would no am@ the .
Bureau's invegstigation in this matter j%? :fggzmﬁﬁ%

v 100 Qec-16
RECOMMENDATTON : st T SEP 111975 |

For information. ‘ 4@%
(7
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1w ’. v ® 3, Wannall
CoA - . We U, Cregar

1 lixe 3G, Deegan

1~ ir, X, L. thackelford

/.,

. 7
., . v/, R, Wannall 8/19/15
" 1 - fﬁl‘o A. BA Fﬂltf)n
A. B, Tulton

1 - Ar, Dy Ryan
1~ vir, D. K Pettus

/cémzz;wms

This is to identify nine serials, copies of which were :
furnished to Arthur Jefferson, staff meimbexr of the Senate Select ,
Commitiee (SSC), on 8/15/75 for retention in SSC offices, '

. The nine serials, eight of which relate to Black Extremist  \
§ matters and one to New Left, comprise a total of 34 pages. o

£ g Jefferson originally requested the serials for delivery é‘ .

Des8  on 8/12/75. gubsequent to the request for delivery, the seriale were ,

BENT excised to insure information which would tend to identify sensitive g2

zj@% sources was deleted, Excisions in each serial, prior to being ruade

71y available for delivery, were approved by appropriate Section Chicf,

2P Jefferson accepted delivery from SA Peitus and signed attached list

=355, indicating receipt,

?3‘13'} Barpara Banoff, S8C staff member, previously requested
Siniz  that anamber of serials relating to White Hate matters be excised so

that they could be delivered to SSC offices, The attached list contains

212 copies relating to White Hate which have been excised and reviewed
by the appropriate Section Chief for delivery ta SEC offices, One set #
of the 212 serials is being permanpently maintained in room 4426, JTH. :
An exact duplicate set, which is available for delivery to S8C offices,
is also being wmaintained in 4428 until a specific request is made by an .-
appropriate SSC staff member for delivery,

Lnclosures ,}
62-116009 CONTINUED - OVER .
1 « 62116395 (Senstudy - / -

- 1~ 100-449698 (New Left)

/ 1 . 100-448006 {Black Extremist)

f 1 - 157-9 (Vhite Hate)

DKP:K} ;ié.ii‘m Wt IERD e
(12),
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diemoranduwn to WMr. W, B, Wannall
Fe: Cointelpros
62-116009

Attached are nine copies of serials which were delivered
to Jefferson on 8/15/75 as well as the list indicating receipt which was
also signed by Jefferson,

ACTION:

None, For information.
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3
Mr, W .%, Vrannall

A, B, Fulton

COINTLELPROS

r'

This is to identify additional copies of excised serials
whaich are being made available in room 4171, JEH building, for
veview by stafi members of the Senate Select Commmittee (E5C), The e
copies have been excised to protect sensitive sources and delete infor- S
rmation from other agencies where there were sensitivities,

Prior to being made available for review to members
of the SEC staff, each serial is approved by the Section Chief,

A total of 138 copies of excised serials regarding CPUSA
was made available to SSC on §/19/75. 278 copies of CPUSA were -
also made available on 8/22/75, The initial 138, which consists of A
two volumaes, and the latter 276 which consists of four volumes, are L

being maintained in room 4426, JEH.

ACTION:
None, ¥or information.
62-116609
1 - 100-3-106CPUEA)
1- 62-»11639%&1@) :7\‘,}"
DEP:If]
{9)

840CT1 1975

1 had l‘ﬁl‘. W.
1~ Nir. R, L. Shackelford

1- yir. A, 8, Fulion
1 -~ ¥y, D. Ryan
1~ Mr. D. K Pettus

. {regar

8/25/75
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NOT RECORDER™
46 3pp 28 1975

\
T—irii,



FmEE; | e |
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT - T e N s
1 - Mr. N. P. Callahasd j &,‘Z.ﬁi’f\f//
/‘/Z eEmoran Y44 1 - Mr, J. B. Adams y A:*-D‘
ﬁ.ﬂ 1 - Mr. J. A, Mintz B ot
o] Ext, Affairs _— §
Yo . Mr. w/ R. Wannall . DATE: 8/22/75 R st Con
;"" 3 ' . W. R. Wannall Idency__.
_ s s . W. O. Cregar | e <
FROM @ 8. F. Phillip S, F. Phillips f”;ﬁw
Y
@ f" 9"} Legal Coun,
W ) ) ‘. 2 B! . PI::.&:’val.__
susjEct: AENSTUDY-75 ) QE AB, o " T
Telephone Rm. —

Director Sec’y

This memorandum addresses itself to the attached

fletter, 8/14/75, from Chairman Frank Church of the Senate {4
Select Committee (SSC) to the Attorney General and the lette {3~”
8/20/75, from Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., of the Department toég

r. Mintz, also attached herewith. These two communication

o

N

™
iinvolve the suggestion of removal of myself from a certain AN
Lb'lmportant phase of the SENSTUDY-75 project which concerns the W
‘M rtin Luther King, Jr., case. I intend to set forth in this iy
" memorandum arguments and other observations which I believe N
SWwill best serve the Bureau's (and, thusly, also the Department'sf\“
zfilnterests in considering the suggestlons of Senator Church and

Though it is unfortunate, in a way, that the issue
involves me personally, I believe that the issue should be viewed
in a much larger sense because it may involve a confrontation
between the Bureau and the SSC. The entire investigation by the
SSC of the FBI has developed into an adversary proceeding which
it was undoubtedly destined to be. The SSC has continuously
dictated its demands, its procedures, etc., to us. We have had
only minimal support from the Department and have, in most

\instances, had to subjugate ogaﬁelves to the SSC. " Up to ; B {9?%'7
# L, Ao .
Enclosures ~ 2
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N <y of the Department. .
My Motivation in Resisting the Suggestions for Removal ~o
It would be easy indeed for me to sit back and accept
fmy removal from the K1ng case aspects of SENSTUDY-75. I have k|
not found my efforts in this matter to be necessarily a picnic %
¢b7(0 or Sunday fun-outing. Rather, I have experienced mental strain =
and fatigue from this work but, nonetheless, have always tried, .
| to the best of my ability, to do what I have felt is in the 3
| o wy Bureau's best interests. I do not think my removal is in tﬁé@% (8]
| m Bureau's best interests and being the most knowledgeable pers 2
2 i in the Bureau on this matter I feel compelled to present my g
g views in as candid a way as I can for the benefit of the Directord
= and other Bureau officials in their consideration of this matter.ﬁ
\ i Z
\ D
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about the only real issue on which we have shown unbending
resistance has been that concerning the revelation of the
identities of our confidential informants--and that issue
is still in dispute.

Now comes another issue which on its surface may
appear small biit which I consider a major one. And this issue
concerns me personally and is difficult for me to be 100 per
cent objective about, try as I might. On every review of this
matter I still come up with the same conclusion. We must not
let ourselves be dictated to in how and with what personnel we
intend to defend ourselves. (And let us not kid ourselves.
When I say '"defend," I mean that we are playing this "game"
with our defensive unit). To sum it up, it is as though the
opposition not only wants to make the rules of the game, but
also insists on dictating who and who not we can use in the
game, It is that simple.

What Is the SSC's Motivation Which Has Created This Issue?

Obviously, I cannot answer this question with any
degree of certainty. But I can make a studied guess. I have
been the Bureau's consultant on th-;'nterv1ews by the SSC, most
of them by SSC Staff Member MichaellEpsiein, in the King casei):
There have been instances when, afrersconsultlng with me, an
Agent or former Agent would be counseled by me to not answer a
particular question. I have done this generally for two main
reasons. First and foremost, it has been vitally necessary for
me to protect the identities of {most imporftant and valued
informants relating to the SOLO operatio nd more will be(d
said about this later in this memorandum. Secondly, there h
been many instances where the interview has gone well outside
agreed upon parameters necessitating my advice in some
instances for personnel to not answer certain questions. This
was the correct and only course of action I could take. It
has obviously rankled the SSC (actually, probably just Epstein).
I believe that this is evident from the 34-page LHM which I
recently prepared on Epstein interview of me and which I have been
told the consensus is that it clearly indicated my considerable
cooperation with the SSC but that at the same time I was not
permitting myself to be dominated. If Epstein believes me a
hindrance to his work, it is logical to believe he would desire
my removal. I might add at this point that there have been a
number of instances where the consultation with me by personnel

LUNE JOEN AL SERREL,
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has resulted in my directing that answers be given. As a
matter of fact, I am sure that I .rqngten directed answers
to be given thd% to not be given.ﬁz\ .

When the issue (involving my removal) first arose
about two weeks ago, I was given to understand that Epstein,
as a result of interviewing me, might believe that I had a
direct involvement in the Xing composite tape which was
prepared in the Laboratory and mailed to the King family and
that there, therefore, appeared to be a '"conflict in interest”
on my part if I continued to handle the King case aspects for
SENSTUDY-75. As I full well know, and as I believe my
superiors are also convinced, I have been honest and forthright
on this issue. I was not directly involved in the composite
tape preparation or mailing and thus there is no '"conflict of
interest."

The Shaheen Letter of 8/20/75

. I do not believe that Shaheen's letter and its relay
of the Deputy Attorney General's (DAG) suggestion as to my
removal is altogether timely under the circumstances. First,
Shaheen is aware that I was interviewed on the King case and
that he would receive the results thereof, as he has of all King
interviews we know details about. Shouldn't Shaheen and indeed
the DAG have first had the benefit of the results of the interview
of me? (Shaheen now has it as my 34-page LHM was delivered to
him 8/20/75). Secondly, wouldn't it have been far more
appropriate for the Department to have at least first asked for
our views before making the suggestion as to my removal?

The .DAG refers to Church's letter as having '"some
merit.” I find "some merit'" unconvincing. It seems to me that
for the action being asked for by the DAG's suggestion there
should be a showing by Church of considerable or substantial
merit, not just '"some.'" To me, ‘''some" could apply to merit which
is minuscle in proportion. -

Arguments Persuasive of My Not Being Removed

I am concerned of the precedent that might be set by nmy
removal. Just as I have by chance become the Bureau's '"expert"
on the King case and also had supervised that case, we have two
other similar situations in the hopper at the moment. Supervisor

G
ﬁsgt CONTINUED -~ OVER
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James Lee has been comnsiderably involved in handling our responses
to the SSC concerning mail opening operations and he personally
supervised matters relating to this down through the years.
Supervisor David Ryan has been immersed in preparing material and
coordinating the preparation of material relating to COINTELPRO.
He likewise was the principal overall Bureau supervisor relating
to COINTELPRO down through the years. Significantly, both of
these areas, like the King case, have been designated as abuse
areas by the SSC. Remove Phillips today from the King case and
we might be asked to remove Lee and Ryan tomorrow from their
participating in the SENSTUDY-75 project. Surely we cannot
pernit the loss of these men in these important areas.

In his letter, Church refers to my '"personal interest."
I have no personal interest as I am not guilty of any illegality,
impropriety, abuse or whatever. My only interest in the King
case has and remains an official one and I am prepared to defend
anything and everything I did officially in that case.

There is no showing in either of the communications
attached that the FBI's (and, thusly, also the Department's)
interests will be adversely affected by my continued assignment
in this matter. Conversely, there are strong arguments available
to show that my being removed could well work to the detriment of
the FBI/Department. I refer now tolour SOLO operation and the
overriding necessity for protectingthe informants engaged therei
There has already been one clear cut important example where I
believe it is likely that I prevented information Ifrom being
acquired by the SSC which could well have been damaging to us
and the informants. This concerned the testimony in an Executive
Session of former SA Robert Nichols. I accompanied him to that
Session although not present. My questioning of him in advance
of his testimony revealed that he had, or at least believed he had,
certain information which, if given to the SSC, about one Stanley
Levison, could well have been most damaging to us. (Levison was
the secret Communist Party member who was King's principal
advisor). When questioning of Nichols turned to Levison's back-
ground, Nichols resisted questioning and eventually told Epstein
that he was proceeding on advice of me, I felt that it was
imperative to have given him that advice and the record of the
Nichols testimony and factors relating thereto are clear on this.

E A NG
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Immodestly I must be candid to let you know that there
is not likely another individual presently on the rolls of the
Bureau who would have the background and knowledge of all aspects
of the King and related matters to be able to handle the important
consultation phase of the SENSTUDY-75 project relating to the
King matter.

Additional Observations Which Should Be Considered in Any Overall
Judgment On This Matter

In his letter, Shaheen refers to '"for the sake of
appearances." To me this is far too general and imprecise to
be used as an argument of merit. Just exactly who does he
have in mind in respect to ‘'appearances?" Appearances to whai?

Senator Church is equally imprecise in his reference to
"standpoint of appearances.'" Appearances to whom? He refers to
"some may conclude" that there is a conflict between my personal
interest and the interests of the FBI and the Department of
Justice. Exactly who are the '"some" he refers to?

It appears to be an irony indeed that Church can ¥ery
indirectly and obliquely suggest possible improprieties on nmy
part, improprieties in the eyes of ungpecified persons, without
the Senator citing even a single specific example or incident
and his obvious lack of ability to do so after the exposure by
the SSC to considerable involvement on my part. I say it is
ironical because at the same time that there is an oblique
suggestion as to an impropriety on my part, the SSC staff, which
is looking into abuses, has been guilty. There are a number of
improprieties which I am prepared to document. Some examples are
illustrated.

After my first consultation experience which occurred
in Atlanta, Georgia, when SSC Staff Member Lester Seidel
interviewed retired SA Alan G. Sentinella, I wrote a memorandum
from W. O. Cregar to you (Mr. Wannall) dated 5/13/75. I pointed
out two instances related to this interview which were very
suggestive of a lack of objectivity on the part of Seidel. One
concerned Seidel’'s comment that the FBI was not letting Sentinella
give him '"'good information." I pointed out that to begin with
this was an unjustified allegation and Seidel was set straight
immediately after his remark. Actually, the mere fact that Seidel
was referring to '"good" information suggested that certain
information fits SSC's desires and others does not. There appeared
to be a lack of regard for merely securing the facts regardless of
wvhat those facts might indicate. Another indicator of lack of
objectivity was e@de 7 INQLRL Y aboggssillegal use of taps."
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Our files are replete with instances where Epstein, in
questioning present and former SAs, has gone outside the parameters
agreed upon for interviews.

There have been instances where interviews were
conducted with former SAs without giving us agreed advance
notice. Noteworthy, recently one pertained to former
Laboratory Section Chief Richard Millen and John E1lliff of
the SSC, when it was brought to his attention, agreed that
we should have had advance notice and apologized. Another
concerned an interview dformer Assistant Director Charles Brennan.

I find the bulk of Church's letter is comprised of
weasel-worded innuendos. He uses such terms as "may be
a cause of concern'; '"possible problem"; "presumably, compiling
materials." The latter reference is to a presumption that I am
compiling materials for the SSC on the King case. It seems to
me that the Senator should either know or not know the fact, and
if he does not know, he should not presume anything. To set the
record straight, I have not been compiling materials. The
assignments have been made to other personnel. I have, however,
assisted the other personnel in locating materials and in
coordinating replies. And, of course, I do review the replies
prior to their transmittal. As a matter of fact, if the SSC's
insistence that I be removed were to come to pass, I believe
that it would end up having actually suffered to a degree in
securing information from us. Our retrieval system is not the
best for the purposes we have encountered and my participation
in the retrieval of much of the material involved has placed me
in a position to locate or assist in locating material which
|might well otherwise never be located for the SSC. -

it éeems strange indeéd that in these days of such
concern by Congress for the rights and privacy of individuals,
there seems to be no addressing my privacy or yrights in this matter.

I find it also strange that the Senator never once
mentioned my name in his letter. He, or whoever prepared the
letter, certainly knew my name. I would like to know why the
Senator chose not to mention my name.

-6 - “"‘?&T CONT INUED~-OVER
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Again referring to when this matter first surfaced
about two weeks ago, the initial advice to me of it was by you,
Mr. Wannall, who had obtained your information orally from
Messrs., Shaheen and Blackhurst of the Department, who had
apparently received their information orally from the SSC. I
explained my position and I received from you your confidence
in me. One aspect related to the fact that the SSC "compldint"
was far too general and that if the SSC had something to say it
ought to be in writing and specific. I appreciated and so stated
to you this confidence in my integrity in this entire matter.
You next told me that you had discussed this matter with
Associate Director Callahan who shared your views both as to my
integrity and as to the issue relating to obtaining specifics,
not generalities, and in writing. It heartened me. Finally,
you passed to me the fact that Mr. Callahan had discussed the
matter with the Director and the general reaction was that the
SS€ would first have to "put up or shut up" before any action
would be taken as to my removal. This was likewise most
heartening to me. :

I see nothing in either the Church or Shaheen letters
that indicates the SSC has '"put up." As far as I am concerned
the SSC has dealt with generalities and has produced nothing
of substance. I trust that our position today would be the same
as it was initially, '"put up or shut up." -

Not surprising is Church's verbiage, such as serving
"the interests of the country' and '"assure the American people."
To me, this may sound alright as a speech on the floor of the
Senate or a political speech. It is very unconvincing to me in
the context of the issue involved.

Summarizing and concluding as to the Church letter, I
am reminded of the often told story about the Texan, a man of
considerable proportion, some 6'6'" in height and weighing about
250 pounds. As the story goes, when all the BS is squeezed out
of him there remains a mere midget. That's how I feel about the
Church letter. (I would not mention this closing item were
Jim Adams in town and this memorandum would have to pass .through
him. Sorry Jim!).
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RECOMMENDATION:

I believe it is obvious as to how I feel about acceding
to the suggestlon of the SSC and the Department. I hope I have
been helpful in preparing this memorandum. I would be happy to
discuss it with the Director. The final decision is, of course,
his and I will, as I have done for almost 35 years, be guided

| L
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FROM:
Coordination
Seymor Phillips

W:

Stk AUG 2 01975

John A. Nintz, Assistant Divector
Legal Counsel Division
E‘ederal Bureau of Investigation

hlchdel E. Shaheen, Jr.
Special Counsel for Intelligencs

The attached letter is self-explanatory and, 'thoug;h mentioning
no hame, concexrns Seymor Phillips.

On Friday, August 15, 1375, I orally advised Messrs. Callahan
ard Wannall that the Deputv Attorney General thought that Senator
Churcnt's letter had some merit and that for the sake of appearances
it was the Deputy's suggestion that Mr. Phillips be removed from

such conspicuocus and open involvement with the SSC

's requests and

agent interviews as they may relate to Martin luther King matters.

Y. Callghan
‘)fv. Wannall
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?:7~ ) STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH
N RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

- (PURSUANT TO S. RES. 21, 94TH CONGRESS) !
. WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 ‘l
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Honorable Edward H. Levi
Attorney General

U. S. Department of Justice HEREW” U
Washington, D. C. 20530 DATE

ALL !MFORMATION C(NTA!NEQ
HEU if

I am writing to call your attention to a mat-

Dear Mir. Attorney General:

- ter which may be a cause of concern to you and to the

Select Committee at some time in the future.

As you may know, a special unit has been estab-

y 2 L~ nT '1' - PO, - EPRPU h - q Lt d -
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Conmittee's requests for materials and to handle certain
arrangements for the Committee staff's interviews. The
Special Agents assigned to this unit accompany Bureau
witnesses to the Committee offices, travel to out~of-town

~locations where Committee staff interviews are conducted,

and apparently "de-~brief" interview subjects after the
interviews.

One possible problem has arisen with this arrange-
ment. As you are aware, one of the alleged abuses which
the Committee is examining pursuant to S. Res. 21 involves
the FBI's activities with respect to the late Dr. Martin.
Luther XKing, Jr. As the inquiry has proceeded, informa-
tion has been developed to indicate that one of the

”Specmal Agents who has been handling Committee staff 1nter-

views, "de-briefing" witnesses, and, presumably, compiling
materials with respect to the King matter was also. the
supervisory case agent during the time that some of the
alleged FBI improprieties regarding Dr. XKing took place. .
Moreover, as a logical step in our investigation, it was
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Honorable Edward H. Levi & .
Page Two ) e Augusti 14, 1975

recently necessary to interview .this Special Agent to
determine the nature and extent of his involvement in and
knowledge of the alleged abuses at the time when he served
as supervisory case agent with respect to the King case.
During the interview he did provide detailed information
concerning his substantial participation in this matter.

The Committee in no way intends at this juncture
to pre-judge the propriety of the FBI's activities with
respect to Dr. King, and it would be inappropriate to
characterize the conduct of any of the Bureau's personnel
regarding this case until all-the facts are in. Neverthe-
less, I am concerned that in this kind of situation, the
interests of the FBI and the Department of Justice might
best be served, from the standpoint of appearances, by re-
considering Lhe assigmment of thHis Opccicl Agent tc the
King matters. It is possible that some may conclude that .
there is a conflict between the Special Agent's personal

interest, and the interests of the FBI and the Justice
Department in ensuring that full disclosure te the -Commit-

S0 Lot 55

tee is made with respect to this case.

Finally, let me assure you that the Committee
has no evidence that the present arrangement has prevented
the Committee from obtaining the full disclosures sought;
but it seems to me that it would be mutually beneficial
for appropriate steps to be taken so that we will both be
able to assure the American people and the Congress that .
our oversight responsibilities were fulfilled in an objec-
tive and 1mpart1al way . .

I hope you will share my view that this course
will best serve our respective 1nterest§ and, of course,

. the interests of the country.

Sincerely,

VA~Al
FPrank -Church
Chairman
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Enclosed for the Bureau are eight copies each of

~“LHMs covering inteyviews by the U.S. Senate Select Committee

n Intelligence Ag¢tivities covering interviews of SAC,CHARLES W. |
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W‘ el
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b It is noted that accompanylng the LHM cogggxafng

3 :Zinterview of former SA DAVID E. TODD is a three-page xXerox of
~|=~a brief summary and chronology prepared by TODD and furnished
{T“’to Mr. SEIDEL. It is noted that the chronology under the date
"= of 8/19/70 bears a notation, "CLEAVER released from prlson."
»‘TODD obviously meant HUEY NEWTON, instead of CLEAVER.
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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.
ALL NFORMATION & ERVIEW OF (SAC_CHARLES W. BATES)

SIFED ,
WEREN ,\33““ ﬁé‘ ATHF/ B¥ ssc_STAFF NEMBERS

Onhthe evening of August 11, 1975, Mr. Lester Seidel
and Mr. Logk 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 recommendations
for leglslatlon 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 thefgperogative of FBI officials
.at Washington and Department of Justice officials to recommend
such legislation. :

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 distri?gted outside

your agency. bc;z ,///_/2,‘ 3/(71) ::Z@g?
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INTERVIEW OF SAC
CHARLES W. BATES

BY SSC STAFF MEMBERS

Mr. Seidel also inquired 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 eveningﬁ/Mr. Seidel asked if Bates felt
that a congressional committee of the FBI was sound /"
and proper. Bates 1nform*a‘fhat_p certainly agreed with the y
concept of congre351onal/over as long as it was constructive
and not destructive. Mr. Seldel ‘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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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_gigig if Bates was_aware of why Mr. Morgan was transferred |

from San Francisco, Bates told him th ome problem had
“ArtSerIi Gonnection with RIS running_the San_Francisco.Office
u he~waS§ ot personally aware of the specific details.

but that they would Beé available at-EBI-Headquartexs. seidel
Said the-only reasonhre~was—asKing was that he was thinking
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
That Heé was not aware of the specifics. =

(-]
Oon the afternoon of August 13, 1975, Mr. ﬁbgﬁ‘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 foreigf”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 technigques 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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FEDLERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

In Reply, Please Refer to San Francisco, California
File No. . Ausust 13, 1975

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED,

SIFIED - .
HEREIN 1S UNCLASSIFLD -, ) U.5. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
DATE//LEQZ&?LBYéﬁi—v/ INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF s@_,gigwgggmqgg_ggy BY . -

SSC STAFF MEMBER

Prior to interxrview by SSC Staff Member, SA LEO S.
BRENNEISEN telephonically contacted SA DENNIS MILLER at
FBI Headguarters making four inquiries 6n Zugust 6, 1975;
on the same date, the following answers were received:

Is it permissible for agent to give general
answers concerning the Black Panther Party (BPP) as to
membership number and Chapter numbers at various dates?

Answer: Yes,

Local media has previously set forth a memorandum
purportedly from the FBI, San Francisco 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 questioned concerning this memorandum,
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 questioned
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.

e
R
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INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC);
"INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN

Is it necessary for agent to express an opinion
as to morality, legality of said Counterintelligence
Program (COINTEL)?

Answer: You are not obliged to answer those
guestions 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. .

LESTER B. SEIDEL, SSC Staff Member, appeared at the
'sari 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 foér 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 if another agent made
a proposal the person approving it in San Francisco would
be the person signing the outgoing mail, namely, the Supervisor
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 inquired 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 inquired 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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,U.S5.~-SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON

types of COINTEL proposals submitted by San Francisco. He

light, and that he had good friends in the Bureau.

INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC):
INTERVIEW OF 'SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN

At this point, SEIDEL requested agent to outline the

was answered that anonymous letters, letters with pseudonyms,
and letters signed with the name of an existing person had
been used. . . .

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 occupying
their property; letters to people supporting BTP programs,
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 their 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 Palestine guerrillas.

It was pointea out that letters 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

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 violence.

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 oxrder that
a possible intrusion on the rights of an individual in
intelligence matters might not necessarily preclude his
being prosecuted by the Bureau in a criminal matter. Agent
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INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC):;
INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN

refused to furnish his "off-thecuff" opinion, pointing
out that he felt that it was without the scope of his
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 aavised agent's release would not allow
him "to discuss ELSUR.

I 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, dnd 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 infor-
mants, even to the point of killing 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 M"flak".

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

SEIDEL next questioned 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-Information Act and thereafter
published it. He inguired if a response to the letter
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INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC);
INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN

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 Francisco 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

h3d been captioned as previously described rather than
Counterintelligence Program, Black Panther Party. 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 foreign 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 belng 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
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (S8SC);
INTERVIEW OF SA LEC S. BRENNEISEN

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 because the membelsth 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 advised he had no recollection
of this, but could see nothing wrong in it.

, SEIDEL inguired as to the amount of knowledge-
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 inquired if former SAC HARRY \\\

MORGAN had been ill during the time Hewas~dssigned to san_
Francisco—and—the~reason—for his transfer. Agent replled
.he Hﬁ'“ﬁﬁ“Tnformation*cencerning—thls Ls-matier——

f“"’w“’y—’SnIDEL 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 questicn as to
whether the FBI had the specific authority to do these things.

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 Headauarters
and agents in the field, and that he may make a request to the
Bureau to widen the scope of agent's release.

. . »

E
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INTELLIGENCE' ACTIVITIES (SSC);
INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. 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 pencil and pad. Agent replied that that was not
necessary. The only right explained to agent was the fact
that all informaltion furnished by him was at his own ’
volition and was entirely voluntary. No mention was made
that any part of the interview might be utilized in a
possible court proceeding against the agent.

Agent did not consult with Bureau representative

during course of the interview.
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF FORMEK 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., August 12, 1975.

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.

- I
Seidel wasﬁcgmgg;;gd;sﬁkmore than one occasion
to declare that he was pro-FBI, that the object of his
inquiries 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.

Seidel did mention the fact several t%gg% that
information had been leaked to the press that Jeme' 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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INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA ALBERT P. CLARK
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
the BPP, stating that possibly in some of these occasions
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.

Seidel asked how many BPP informants the San —7
Francisco Division had. Clark replied he did not recall &
basauff-he did not believe that Seidel had a right to know.
- ANA . Y
Seidel inguired about the BPP wire tap, asking
who had requested the tap, the Bureau or the San Francisco
Division. Again, Clark replied that he did not recall but
the San Francisco 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

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 possibly easier
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 coneerning 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.
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INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA ALBERT P. CLARK
SSC STAFF MEMBER

Clark recalled that near the first of the inter-
view, Seidel probably, more to make conversation than to
obtain information, asked a few questions 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.

Seddel, .asked if Clark had worked under former
SAC Harry-Morgan. He advised that he had retirfed prior to.- - _
thé time Morgan was assigned té the San Francisco_Division. _

—_ e T T m e

Clark p01nted out that during the interview, 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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-INTERVIEW OF FORME SA WILLIAM A, COHENDET

-57' SSC STAFF MEMBER

, On August 14, 1975, retlredlformer Spec1a1 Agent
William A: Coliendet was. interviewed from 9:30.A.M. to ’
11:15 A.M. by Lester B. Seidel, Investigator for the U.S.
Senate Select Committee on Intelllgence Activités™ (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 with
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.

Seidel then asked when and how the technical
surveillances had been installed, Who initiated them, and
who approved them.

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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INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

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

The former Special Agent replied that 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 assigned 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
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 wuse
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 technique would not be used for fear of causi%g: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.

2
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INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA WILLIAM A. COHENDET BY
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 -
of their information, the San Francisco Office usually
rejected most suggestions as being unlikely to be successful.

Seidel wondered if ELSUR was not the most
valuable, sinngle 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 Special 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.

Former Special Agent Cohendet declined to
comment on the effectiveness of COINTEL as used against
the Socialist Workers Party, not having had any experience
with its 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.

MW 559894 Docld:3298%641 Page 133




N 1 .
o . ’ ' ‘
’ -
»

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 being 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 speech
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.

NWY 65994 Docld:32989641 Page 134




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

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA WILLIAM A. COHENDETI&M
SSC STAFF MEMBER

| ‘ 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 former™ SAC Harry Morgan from San™ — ——=—— -
Fran01sco. ‘He said thé only reason he was asking this —
questrbn was_in OFdEr™to av01d~embarras§Ing forier—SAC
‘Mo¥gan when he interviews him- concernlng his possible-—-
knewledge~ of~BPP "a¢tivities sometime in the future. ~Former

T —

Spécial_Agent Cohendet had no knowledge as to Why ’ - -
Mr. Morgan was transferred. - o

ISR

T 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

to the above observation.

U

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
witnesses 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.

5%
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AN Ve, 4 U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
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I\ -
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e //)5 INTERVIEW OF FORMER (SA DAVID E @
= DAVID E. TOD

pR® BY SSC STAFF MEMBER

On August 12, 1975, retired former SA David 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 Employvment 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 FBRI 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 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 outs1de
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.

Seidel then asked when the technical surveillances on

the Panthers were installed. Former SA Todd replied that they

were functioring 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 recollection 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 techniques 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 we operated these technical surveillances, we felt they
had been installed lawfully, and that the information received
could be used.

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.

e Seidel asked whether the Program had been successful
in causing dissenfion within the Party. Former SA Todd told
him that he did not feel this had been particularly effective
in any way, and that causing disseﬁ{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 oil 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 told 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 been

‘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
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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.

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. Seidel 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 rewolution 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 Yovernment to do this; but, of course, it should be done
under.proper control. Seidel asked for suggestions as to what
sort of control, 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
recollection 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.

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

6#
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Abproximate

Dates ”

Dec. 1969 Designated supervisor, Reviewed Cointelpro file,

No recollection of any actions by S. F. in file.
Feb, 1970 Conference in Washington, D,_C. 3Briefed on Baltimore
Black Panther murder., Cointelpro discussed,

May 1970 Cointelpro letter. Suggestion rejected by S. F.

Aug 1970 Marin Court shootout: (Jonmathan Jackson~Judge Haley)

Aug 1970 Cleaver releseged from prison,

L

Jan 1971 Letters to Algeria to provoke Cleaver to return to

. U. S. so arrest could be effected,

Feb 1971 Newton becomes Supreme Commander, Cleaver expelled.
March 1971. Robert Webb murder. , ' ‘
April 1971 Sam Napier murder.

April 1971 Two Hew York police officers wounded.

May 1971 Four Xew York police officers murdered.

August 1971 George Jacxson killed in prison breack attempt,

August 1971 Officer Kowalskl murder attempt - Washington & Bottom arrast
August 1971 S. F.-Ingleside Station attack « Officer Young murdered,
Dec, 1971 Retired. '

~ COINTELPRO: Recomnended against many proposals,

Approved recommendation to try to induce Cleaver

- to return to U, S, ’
| _ ~kould have approved actions %o persuwade Panthers
| < t0 change loyalty from Party and become informants, but
cannot recall any specific ones, i

Would not have aporoved any proposals solely for
harrassment or for leaking information to press; there
mt have been some bona fide investigative purpose
behind proposal before considering 1it, )

RECOLLECTION: Recall only generalities, Requested 1f could review
Bureau files orior to interview, This was denied.
Cannot testify with any specificity without review

of files,

¢

Informants % Sources
Ongoing Investigations
-Forelgn Intelligence

AGENT-PRINCIPAL PRIVILEGED INFORMATION: Sensitive techniques
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Ongoing 1itigation: Panthers v. FBI & IRS, USDC, S, P. Civil rights,

| National Defense: Documents reviewegd vere classified,

Does executive branch have right to defend

| nation against advocates of revolution (public
interest issue),

Informants & sources: Cannot reveéal, (Includes information
that might reveal identity, ) T8

provide or
Neither my responsibility nor my prerogative to/make this information

public, I was acting as an agent of the rederal governanent, and 41t--
is responsibility of government to provide the information

Any questions should be submitted in writing and my answers in
Wwriting should be forwarded to FBI and if PBI deems it advisable

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

2
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% .*The’inveélpgation of the Black Panth€c Party was &
National Defense matter, Information on file points to colla-
boraqgongwith 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
.end dissident groups abroad as well as with the governments of
foreign nations. The Black Panthers had support and/or branches
in France, Germany and Scandinavia, and were international in
scope, Eldridge Cleaver, wanted on felony warrants, had been
granted asylun 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 Fewton, in 1971, travelled
to Red China by way of Canada and Hong Xong at the invitation 5
of the Chinese government at a time when the United States had
no dipp@matic relations with them,

At the time I began serving as supervisor in late 1963,
the Black Paznther Party was under co-leadership of Huey HNevwton,
then confined to prison in California, and Eldridge Cleaver, living .
in exile in Algeria, The Black Panther Party, both in the nevs- .
paper it published weekly at San Francisco, and in publlic statements
by its officers and leaders, advocated violent revolution; it
published instructions on guerrilla warfare, directions for the use
of weanons, and vrinted detailed dravwings and instructions on
the manufzcture of bombs and explosive devices, and it agltated
openly 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 perlod
I acted 25 supervisor is replete with incidents of murder, violence
and inciting to revoluition, The revolutionary quotation of Mao-
Tse-Tung, "Political power grows out of the barrel of a gun,"
becdme a Black Panther motto. .

- .

S |

Sometime in early 1971 a solit occurred in the Black
Panther. Party, Huey Newton, following his release from prison
- 4n 1970, gained 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 a more moderate approach,
" advocating social change through community sexrvice in place of its
prior profile of violence, No change was noted in the policles of
the Cleaver faction directed from Alglers, and it continued %o
advocate violent revolution; it began publication in New York l
of 1ts own newspaper vroclaiming itsSrevolutionary policies; and
\ follovwers belonging to this faction continued to commit crimes of
. vlolence, '

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): -

: Ambusn attacks against police officers which resulted in
T officers murdered, 3 wounded, and one attempted murder thwarted, which
led to the solution of thne other cases and established these attacks
to be a nationwide conspiracy; and the murder of two Newton-factlon

Black Panthers, . q#F , : 4
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

San Francisco, California
In Reply, Please Refer to ’

' File No. ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

Augusf“15' 1975 HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
. DATEZLRY/E3 py SP-27HPlERS,

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

INTERVIEW OF SAC(CHARLES W. BATES

BY SSC STAFF MEMBERS

On the evening of Augqust 11, 1975, Mr. Lester Seidel
and Mr. Loch Johnson, Staff Members of the Senate Select
" Committee, met with Special Agent in Charge Charles W. Bates
j 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
3 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 Frandisco 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 twe 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 acticns
were proper. Mr. Seidel was told that Bates had no way of

j 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 recommendations
. for legislation 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 prerogative of FBI officials
-at Washington and Department of Justice officials to recommend
such legislation.

<

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.

S
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Mr. Seidel also inguired 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 Pian." On each
occasion Bates informed him that he was not aware of the
“"Houston Plan" and his only kncwledge 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.

During the evening, Mr. Seidel asked if Bates felt
that a congressional oversight committee of the FBI was sound
and proper. Bates informed that he certainly agreed with the
concept of congressional oversight as long as it was constructive
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 acgqguainted 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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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
then asked if Bates was aware of why Mr. Morgan was transferred
from San Francisco. Bates told him that some problem had
arisen in connection with his running the San Francisco Office

" but that he was not personally aware of the specific details.

but that they would be available at FBI Headquarters. Seidel
said the only reason he was asking was that he was thinking
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
that he was not aware of the specifics.

On the afternoon of August 13, 1975, Mr. Loch Johnson
came intc 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 foreign counter-
intelligence wcrk, and he was informed that we were as were
many other FBI cffices. 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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In Reply, Please Refer to San Francisco, California
File No. August 13, 1975
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\ U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON

W)
o SO \}%g\%\?},,#’f INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)
9
WO W ot .
SN fg,b ﬁ INTERVIEW OF(SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN) BY , -
k\‘&;:\g’ SSC STAFF MEMBER '
0 .

Prior to interview by SSC Staff Member, SA LEO S.
BRENNEISEN telephonically contacted SA DENNIS MILLER at
FBI Headquarters making four inquiries on fugust 6, 1975;
on the same date, the following answers were received:

Is it permissible for agent to give general
answers concerning the Black Panther Party (BPP) as to
membership number and Chapter numbers at various dates?

Answer: Yes.

Local media has previously set forth a memorandum
purportedly from the FBI, San Francisco Office, suggesting
consideration should be given to furnishing fabricated 4
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,
may agent point out that this document originated with the
Bureau rather than San Francisco?

Answer: Yes.

‘ In contemplation of possible questionihg concerning
false correspondence directed to ELDRIDGE CLEAVER and othexs
abroad, can agent refer SSC Staff to Bureau when questioned
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. |

e
3
2
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Is it necessary for agent to express an opinion
as to morality, legality of said Counterintelligence
Program ({(COINTEL)?

Answer: You are not obliged to answer those
guestions 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. .

. LESTER B. SEIDEL, SSC Staff Member, appeared at the
San Prancisco 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 if another agent made
a proposal the person approving it in San Francisco would
be the person signing the outgoing mail, namely, the Supervisor
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 inquired 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 inquired 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 guestioning 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 flgure would be
some two suggestions a month.with possibly six months in
two vears when no suggestions were made. He inquired 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 on3y a small percentage.
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: At this point, SEIDEL requested agent to outline the
types of COINTEL proposals submitted by San Francisco. He
was answered that anonymous letters, lettexrs with pseudonyms,
and letters signed with the name of an existing person had
been used. . .

It was pointed out that the program had included
the use of anonymous lettexrs, including those directed to
landlords advising that the Black.Panther Party was occupying
their property; letters to people supporting BFPR programs,
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 their 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 Palestine guerrillas. .

It was pointed out that letters 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
light, 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 violence.

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 rights of an individual in
intelligence matters might not necessarily preclude his
being prosecuted by the Bureau in a criminal matter. Agent
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refused to furnish his "off-thecuff" opinion, pointing
out that he felt Lhat it was without the scope of his
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 ELSUR.

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, dnd 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 infor-
mants, even to the point of killing them.

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

SEIDEL next gquestioned agent if he had read any
publicity concerning a May 11, 18970 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 Freeédom of-Information Act and thereafter
published it. He inguired 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 Headquarters to the
embarrassment of that agency. San Francisco 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
hdd been captioned as previously described rather than
Counterintelligence Program, Black Panther Party. 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 foreign operations.
Agent made ‘no comment.

SEIDEL requested what proposals had been made to
disrupt the BPP newspapver; 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 question the
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 paper 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 wou1d
have been of little benefit because the paper was not +1mely
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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 hapDened 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 because the membershlp 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 advised he had no recollection
of this, but could see nothing wrong in it.

SEIDEL inguired as to the amount of knowledge-
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 was assigned to San
Francisco and the reason for his transfer. Agent replied
.he had no information concerning this matter.

SEIDEL 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.

SEIDEL ended the interview by again reiterating
that he was a friend of the Bureau, that he was making an
- inquiry and desired to obtain the- opinions of both Headquarters
and agents in the field, and that he may make a request to the
Bureau to widen the scope of agent's release.

] . -

E
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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 pencil and pad. Agent replied that that was not
necessary. The only right explained to agent was the fact
that all information furnished by him was at his own '
volition and was entirely voluntary. No mention was made
that any part of the interview might be utilized in a
possible court proceeding against the agent.

) “ Agent did not consult with Bureau representative
during course of the interview.
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INTERVIEW OF FORMER (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., August 12, 1975.

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 guestions 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.

Seidel was compelled on more than one occasion
tc declare that he was pro-FBI, that the object of his
inquiries 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.

Seidel did mention the fact several times that
information had been leaked to the press that J‘E"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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, 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

the BPP, stating that possibly in some of these occasions
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.

Seidel asked how many BPP informants the San
Francisco Division had. Clark replied he did not recall
and~ .. he did not believe that Seidel had a right to know.

Seidel inguired about the BPP wiretap,. asking

| who had requested the tap, the Bureau or the San Francisco
Division. Agaln, Clark replied that he did not recall but
the San Francisco 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.

| o 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 decllne.

’
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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 possibly easier
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.
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Clark recalled that near the first of the inter-
view, Seidel probably, more to make conversation than to
obtain information, asked a few questions 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.

Seicdel 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.

Seidel asked if Clark had worked under former
SAC Harry Morgan. He advised that he had retired prior to
the time Morgan was assigned to the San Francisco Division.

Clark pointed out that during the interview, 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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INTERVIEW OF FORMER\SA WILLIAM A. COHENDET)BY
SSC STAFF MEMBER

= On August 14, 1975, retired. former Special Agent -
William A. Cohendet was interviewed from 9:30 A.M. to
11:15 A.M. by.Lester B. Seidel, Investigator for the U.S.
Senate Select Committee on Intelllgence Activités (SSC)
The interview took place at the Holi day Inn on Van Nes
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 ﬂnd the Po"nuerﬁnbellﬂgencn Program (COINTEL)
as his fiejid. 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 cut 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 with
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.

Seidel then asked when and how the technical
surveillances had been installed, who initiated them, and
who approved them.

This document cecntains neither recommendations nor conci
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loan
your agency; it and its contents are not to.be distribuie
outside your agency.
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The former Special Agent replied that 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 assigned 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 therxre would be if the ELSUR material bkeing
reviewed could be considered as having any pertinence to.

a COINTEL operation. However, former Special Agent Cohendet
conld 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 o
of this material.

.Seidel asked as to the possible eififectiveness 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 technique 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 w1th any suspected .
deviator let alone informant.

. ’
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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 -
"of their information, the San PFPrancisco Office usually
rejected most suggestions as being unlikely to be successful.

Seidel wondered if 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 Special 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.

Former Special Agent Cohendet declined to Co R
comment on the effectiveness of COINTEL as used against '
the Socialist Workers Party, not hav1ng had any experience
with its 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

* . din 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 psrsons
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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Seidel asked about foreign funds being 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 speech
making touxrs.

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.

Séidel 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 pericd 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 recoxrds 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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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 eof ¢
for the removal of former SAC Harry Morgan from San
Francisco. He said the only reason he was asking this
guestion was in oxder to avoid embarrassing former SAC
Morgan when he interviews him concernlng hlS possible
knowledge of BPP activities sometime in the future. Former
Special Agent Cohendet had no knowledge as to why
Mr. Morgan was transferred.

In summation, Seidel ventured the opinion that he
thought the ELSUR technique was far moré valuable in the
carrying out of the investigation of the BPP than the
COINTEL. TFormexr Special Agent Cohendet had to agree
to the above observation.

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
witnesses for a possible hearing in Washidgton, D.C. He
stated that mno names would be mentioned in any write-— up

\ -he would make concerning his interviews.

5%
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On August 12, 1975, retired former SA David 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 N
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 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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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. '

_ 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 recollection 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 techniques was left unanswered, and as
far as results go, former SA Todd told Seidel that he did not

v 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 we operated these technical surveillances, we felt they
had been installed lawfully, and that the information received
could be used.

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.

S Seidel asked whether the Program had been successful
in causing dissenfion within the Party. Former SA Todd told
him that he did not feel this had been particularly effective
in any way, and that causing dissernfion 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 oil 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 Neyton's standards
of living were, it might change their allegig¢nce to him and
they could be contacted for informant purposes.

'~ Seidel was also told 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 been
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.

p 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

- 4 .
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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.

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. Seidel 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 government to do this; but, of course, it should be done
under.proper control. Seidel asked for suggestions as to what
sort of control, 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

N 5
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some notes concerning COINTEL policy, former SA Todd's general
recollectlon of matters, questions' of law regardlng agent -
pr1nc1pk8 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.

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

6#
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Approximate

Dates .
Dec, 1969 Designated supervisor., Reviewed Cointelpro file.,
No recollection of any actions by S, F. in file,
Feb, 1970 Conference in Vashington, D._Ce. Briefed on Baltimore
Black Panther murder. Cointelpro discussed,
May 1970 Cointelpro letter. Suggestion rejected by S. P,
Aug 1970 Marin Court shootout  (Jonathan Jackson-Judge Haley)
Aug 1970 . Cleaver released from prison,
. P
Jan 1971 Letters to Algeria to provoke Cleaver to return to
. U, S, so arrest could be effected,
Feb 1971 Newton becomes Supreme Comﬁander, Cleaver expelled.
March 1971.  Robert Webb murder.
April 1971 Sam'Napigr murder.
April 1971 Two Few York police officers wounded.
May 1971 Four Xew York police officers murdered.
Aﬁgust 1971 George Jackson killed in prison break attempt,
Avgust 1971 Officer Kowalski murder attempt - Washington & Bottom arrast,
August 1971 S. ¥, Ingleside Station attack - Officer Young murdered,
Desc, 1971 Retired, '
" COINTELPRO: Recomnended against many proposals.,

Approved recommendation to try t6 induce Cleaver

to return to U, S,
.. Would have approved actions to persuade Panthers

< Yo 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
mst have been some bona fide investigative purpose
behind proposal before considering 1t.- )

RECOLLECTION: Recall only generalitles, Requested if could review
Bureau files vrior to interview, This was denied,
Cannot testify with any specificity without review

of files,

Informants % Sources
Ongoing Investigations
Foreign Intelligence

AGENT-PRINCIPAL PRIVILEGED INFORMATION: .Sensitive techniques
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Ongoing 1itigation: Panthers v. FBI & IRS, USDC, S. P. Civil rights,

National Defense: Documents reviewed were classified.

- . Does executive branch have right to defend
nation against advocates of revolution (public
interest issue),

Informants & sources: Cannot revéal, (Includes information
that might reveal identity,) T f

provide or
Neither nmy responsibility noxr my prerogative to{make this information
public., I was acting as an agent of the Federal government, and 1t
is responsibility of government to provide the lInformation

Any questions should be submitted in writing and my answers in
writing should be forwarded to FB3I and if PBI deems it advisable
to make these answers avallable to Committee, that should be
proper channel, '

S
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T v The’in‘v’éstiggon of the Black Panther "‘W was a
‘National Defense matter, Information on file points to colla-
boration with foreign powers by leaders of the Party. ‘

Throughout the two-year period in which I supervised
the investigation there were strong liaisons between Black Panthers
and dissident groups abroad as well as with the governments of
foreign nations. The Black Panthers had support and/or branches
in Prance, Germany and Scandinavia, and were international in
scope, Eldridge 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
periocd he made at least one trip to- Hoscow, Russia, Several
Black Panthers travelled to Cuba, Huey FHewton, in 1971, travelled
to Red China by way of Canada and Hong Xong at the invitation 5
of the LChinese government at a time when the United States had
no dipﬁébatic relations with them,

At the time I began serving as supervisor in late 1963,
the Black Paanther Party was under co-leadership of Huey Newton,
then confined Vo prison in California, and Eldridge Cleaver, living .
in exile in Algeria., The Black Panther Party, both in the news-
raper it published weekly at San Francisco, and in public statements
by its officers and leaders, advocated violent revolution; it
published instructions on guerrilla warfare, directions for the use
of weavpons, end printed detailed drawings and instructions on
the manufzacture of bombs and explosive devices, and it agitated
openly for the murder of police officers. The term "off the
plgs," which means "kil11l the police," was a Black Panther catch=-
phrase. The history of the Black Panther Party during the period
I acted a2s supervisor is replete with incidents of murder, violence
and 1ineciting to revolution., The revolutionary quotation of Mao-
Tse-Tung, "Political power grows out of the barrel of a gun,"
became a Black Panther motto.

Sometime in early 1971 a split occurred in the Black
Panther. Party, Huey Newiton, following his release from prison
. 4in 1970, g=2ined 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 graduzlly took a more moderate approach,
" advocating social change through comaunity sexrvice in place of its
prior profile of violence, No change was noted in the policies of
the Cleaver faction directed from Alglers, and it continued to
advocate violent revolution; it began publication in New York
of its own newspaper proclaiming itSrevolutionary policies; and
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., Ine., 1973):

7 officers murdered, 3 wounded, and one attempted murder thwarted, which
led to the solution of the other cases and established these attacks )
to be a nationwide conspiracy; and the murder of two Newton-faction

| Black Panthers. q*
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Memorandum 8/12/75 from Mr. Cregar to Mr. Wannall

. outlined discussions. between the Bureau, the Department :and

. the Senate Select Committee concerning the protection of in-

- dividuals to whom we have incurred an obligation to protectims

. their identity and/or relationship with the FBI as related to
COINTELPRO documents. - Prior to furnishing’ copies ‘of Bureau
documents relating to COINTELPRO, we were excising the iden-
tities of individuals to whom we had incurred an obligation to
protect their identity and/or relationship with 'the FBI and the
Committee complained that this was not in 11ne with the agreed //

. upon procedures.

- Pursuant to the instructions of the Deputy. Attorney
General, an attempt was made at reachlng a compromise concerning iy
this matter As part of the compromise, it was suggested that - §J/
a certain numbe¥ of these individuals whose name had been deleted ﬁ
. be furnished to the Senate Select Committee representatlves for g
their interview by the Committee.

As a result of the preliminary discussions, SA Daly
of this Division was advised on 8/15/75 by Steven Blackhurst -
that the Attorney General had met with Senator Church on the

. evening of 8/14/75 and Church had agreed that the Committee
would attempt a limited number of interviews of people whose’
identities and/or relationship with the Bureau had been pro-
tected. As a condition precedent 'to interview, the Bureau was

. to. be allowed to. contact :the proposed interviewees to inform

. them of the proposed interview to determine whether the ‘inter-

. V:Lewee was receptlve to such an 1nterv1ew ZQB} {"“*
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams
RE: SENSTUDY

On 8/18/75, SA Daly was telephonically advised by
John T, Elliff, Task Force Director of the Domestic Intel-

- ligence Task Force ‘of the Senate Select Committee, that"
Senator Church had reconsidered his agreement with the
Attorney General to the aforementioned procedures and had
drafted a letter to the Attorney General stating that these
procedures were not acceptable to the Committee., EI11iff
stated Church was not in town on this date and that :Church

. had not as yet signed a letter in line with the above but he

anticipated such a letter to be signed and furnished the De-=
partment ‘and the Bureau in the immediate future. ELLiff
stated Church's change in position in this matter Wwas
occasioned by arguments advanced by the Senate Select Com-
mittee Staff Menbers that this procedure was. contrary to
. established procedures.

- RECOMMENDATION :

Action. Information.

Wpon vecet{”f o % Q“Fj |
of Senator Church’s //D
)ettee Wttt ke

ama]j;m{ 2w ad e cammanda Fions
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T0 SACS MIAMI SEPTEMBER 5, 1975
) NER YORK 1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar
‘ (Attn: S. F. Phillips)

FROM DIRECTOR FBI (62-116395) 1-Mr. 3 ¢ Decgan x
¢SENST Y 75,) BUDED SEPTEMBER 8, 1975. 1 - ¥r. J. T. Aldhizer
REMMAIRTEL MAY 23, 1966, NYAIRTELS MAY 18, 1965, MAY 28, [
1965, AND NYLET JULY 29, 1965, ALL CAPTIONED "MARTIN LUTHER
KING, JR., SECURITY MATTER - C," MIAMI FILE 100-15079,
NEW YORK FILE 100-136585. .
THE SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC) HAS REQUESTED ACCESS TO '
. ALL MEMORANDA AND OTHER MATERIALS WHICH RELATE TO ELECTRONIC
SURVEILLANCE OF DR, MARTIN LUTHER KING BY STATE AND LOCAL
(r‘gAGENCIES OR GOVERNMENTS.
R REFERENCED COMMUNICATIONS INDICATE THAT THE DADE COUNTY
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Yy~ .
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0 CONTANED
D
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P

SHERIFF'S OFFICE, MIAMI, FLORIDA, AND THE NEW YORK CITY POLICE s
DEﬁARTMENT USED ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE EQUIPMENT IN THEIR
COVERAGE OF DR. KING.,

IN ORDER FOR FBIHQ TO BE ABLE TO RESPOND TO THE SSC REQUEST

A
0] .
Jataer
2

.

3
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T

DATIAIE
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IINREGORDED COPY FAED I /-

IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR MIAMI AND NEW YORK TO CONTACT APPRO-
PRIATE OFFICIALS OF THE DADE COUNTREEIWI?};% OFFICE AND THE (933

//C *g -
NEW YORK CITY POLICE DEPARTMENT AND AD_VIS THEM OF THE SSC X
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PAGE TWO  62-116395

REQUEST. SECURE THEIR COMMENTS RELATIVE TO: WHETHER
THEY HAVE ANY OBJECTION TO OUR RELEASING TO SSC THE MATERIAL
FROM THEM CONTAINED IN REFERENCED COMMUNICATIONS, WHICH WOULD
DISCLOSE THAT THEY USED ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCES IN THEIR
COVERAGE OF KING, THEY SHOULD BE APPRISED OF THE FACT

EVEN IF FBIHQ DOES NOT VOLUNTARILY SUPPLY REQUESTED
INFORMATION, SSC MAY SUBPOENA FBI RECORDS,

EXPEDITE AND SUBMIT BY TELETYPE IN THE ABOVE CAPTION,
ATTENTION INTD, W, O, CREGAR, BY CLOSE OF BUSINESS SEPTENMBER 8,
1975.

END

KOTE:

Pursuant to a request from the Senate Select Committee
(S8C), Bureau files were reviewed and specific information
pertinent to the above question was discovered.

Communications from New York and Miami disclose that both
the Dade County Sheriff's Office and New York City Police
Department used electronic surveillance equipment in their
coverage of lartin Luther King.

Headguarters considers it appropriate and necessary to
have New York and Miami contact the local agencies involved for
their position regarding possible disclosure and release of
information pertaining to their electronic surveillance coverage
of King to the SSC.
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SEPTEMBER 3, 1975
AT

JRCKSON
T CHMOND

TO A%iﬁgNDRIA
P

‘el FROM DIRECTOR (62-116395)

§:DSENSTUDY 75 -

\\\”‘““*SENKEE“éﬁgECT COMMITTEE (SSC) HAS REQUESTED IDENTITIES
OF ALL SUPERVISORS AND COORDINATORS FOR WHITE HATE COINTELPROS
FOR 1964 THROUGH 1971 IN RECIPIENT OFFICES.

BY NITEL SEPTEMBER 5, 1975; TO ATTENTION INTD,

W. O. CREGAR; FURNISH IDENTITIES OF SUCH PERSONNEL AND DATES
OF PERTINENT COINTEL ASSIGNMENTS, IF INDIVIDUAL IS STILL

ASSIGNED TO YOUR OFFICE, SO STATE,

END ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED ,

JPT:en DATE BY L ‘l&
(4)

NOTE : '

Above based on SSC reguest dated 8/26/75, Part I,
item 9, deadline 9/12/75. SZIOQ
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TO BOSEON
CHACAGO
DETROIT

0OS ANGELES
EWARK
NEW YORK
SAN DIEGO
SAINT LOUIS

FROM DIRECTOR (62-116395)

SENSTUDY 75.\>

L - W. 0. Cregar
1 - J. P. Thomas

SEPTEMBER 3, 1975

‘\‘--w~SENKT§fSELECT COMMITTEE (SSC) HAS REQUESTED IDENTITIES OF

ssoc. Dir. .f:’ . ’ /’&5
ADep. AD Adm. _ ) é& ;)?"“""‘i / /. «/—~
Dep. AD Inv. R£c~37 )
Vi 1% SEP 10 1975
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ALL SUPERVISORS AND COORDIMATORS FOR NEW LEFT AND BLACK EX T*"X’J.‘RZE:--

o — g i

MIST COINTELPRCS FOR 1967 THROUGH 1971 IN RECIPIENT OFFICES.

BY NITEL SEPTEMBER 5, 1975; ATTENTION INTD, W. O. CREGAR;

FURNISH IDENTITIES OF SUCH PERSONNEL AND DATES OF PERTINENT

COINTELPRO ASSIGNMENTS. IF INDIVIDUAL IS STILI. ASSIGNED TO

YOUR OFFICE, SO STATE. /f/
END ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN 5 U ss:rsED
. DATE (>
JPT:pal s\n\
3
(4)

NOTE:

———————

Above based on SSC request dated 8/26/75, Part I, item 8,

deadline 9/12/75.
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4-312 (Rev. 12-11-73) ‘ ‘

Date of Mail 9/2/75

Has been removed and placed in the Special File Room of Records Section.

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED ,
DATE _{D]! BY ﬁP&ﬂl/M#g

See File 66-2554-7530 for authority.

H

Subject JUNE MAIL SENSTUDY *75
Removed By " 9 SEP 171975,
File Number __62-116395-630

Permanent. Serial Charge Out .~
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3 FBI
} Date: 8/29/75

Transmit the following in

(Type in plaintext or code)

Via AIRTEL ATRMAIL B
(Priority) |
________________________________________________ b
TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (62-116395)
ATTENTION: BUREAU SUPERVISOR THOMAS F. HOWARD,
ROOM 4052, HOOVER BUILDING
FROM: SAC, JACKSON (62-496) (C) AL m.Fc)RmTtONC?ggg‘NED
< '”““““*x\\x HEREIN UW?%“ Pﬁb
\SENSTUDY 75 DATE
BUDED 8729775
Re telephone call from Bureau Supervisor THOMAS F.
HOWARD to Jackson Division Supervisor L. C. BUTEAU, 8/25/75;
telephone call from Bureau Supervisor HOWARD to SA FRANK B.
WATTS, 8/27/75, and Bureau teletype to Jackson, dated 8/25/75, /
concerning 1nformatlon requested by the U. S. Senate Select N
Committee to study governmental operations with respect to /
intelligence activities. Bureau Supervisor HOWARD, in .
referenced telephone calls, requested certain 1nformat10n,
namely:
Item #1., All materials reflecting contacts and
reports of contacts (and the substance
thereof) by the and/or among the FBI, the
Meridian, Miss., or Jackson, Miss., Pollce
and A. I. BOTNICKZQQ??BQQ/1/67 to 3/31/70.
Item #2. All materials reflecting contacts between
t?e §BI and TOM HENDRICKS, from 5/1/68 to
8/31/68 g
REG-311 2 -/ - - 629
Item #3. All materials reflecting the information ¢
supplied by, and Bureau supervision of the
handling of, ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS, RAYMOND
ROBERTS and GORDON CLARK, known to the
Senate Select Comm;t?ee to h?vejbégﬁ“‘““““‘
f ts, £ 6/1/68 to 8 6
intormants, i ° 8342810 1075
Bureau (ﬁy/;:afﬁavmguznu,agwmé oSy tete_
1 - Jackson V‘z’ il LMW/ v’ [Myctf) 5 - i .
EB? sbal 7QZGL
3
1S e S
Approved: - l\%j /) fﬂ' Sent M  Per

Lol Agont in €
Special Agent in Charge U.S.Government Printing Office: 1972 — 455-574
L. MW 65994 Docld:32989641 Page 181




JN 62-496

Item #4. A synopsis of the main files only contained
in the Jackson indices regarding THOMAS
ALBERT TARRANTS, ITI, AND KATHLEEN MADLYN
AINSWORTH.

Enclosures are being submitteds: ..m : ~- .- o -,

Material submitted under each of captioned items
is result of Jackson indices check on 8/26/75, as it pertains
to the following individuals:

A. I. BOTNICK

TOM HENDRICKS

ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS

RAYMOND LADELLE ROBERTS
GORDON LESTER CLARK

THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, III
KATHLEEN MADLYN AINSWORTH

Item #1. . . A. I. BOTNICK

The indices of the Jackson Office reveal that this
individual furnished information to this Bureau during the
period 9/1/67 to 3/31/70, but was never an informant. Two
copies each are enclosed of the below listed serials which
contain information furnished by BOTNICK during this peridd:

\\“Item #2.

170-502-3

170-502-4

170-502-5

170-502-6

170-502-7

174-135-66
174-161a6&9~§:i}auf*
174=161-642- 2 pros—
174-161-649
174-161-656

THOMAS M. HENDRICKS

The indices of the Jackson Office reveal that
this individual furnished information to this Bureau during

MWW 65994 Docld:3298%641 Page 182




JN 62-496

the period 5/1/68 to 8/31/68, but was never an informant. Two
copies each are enclosed of the below listed serials:.Which
contain in formation furnished by HENDRICKS during this period:

NIN 174-16T5642 7w gt
N 174-161634_ Ao jaers™

\\*Item #3. A, ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS

The indices of the Jackson Office revealed mno
information furnished by this individual for the period
May 1, 1968, to August 31, 1968.

Enclosed are two copies of an airtel entitled
""BOMBING INVESTIGATIONS IN MISSISSIPPI, BOMBING MATITERS,"
(Bufile 174-1-54, Jackson file 174-135), which states that
ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS would be agreeable to prevailing upon
his younger brother, RAYMOND ROBERTS, to furnish, on
confidential basis, his knowledge of acts of violence in
Mississippi, and further that a series of conferences were
held during June, 1968, with RAYMOND and ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS,
THOMAS M. HENDRICKS, JR., an attorney and former SA, and
Detective LUTHER L., SCARBOROUGH, Meridian, Miss., Police
Department, regarding this matter.

In this regard, ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS was present
during a number of meetings with the above mentioned
individuals; however, all information was actually furnished
by his brother, RAYMOND.,

ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS has never been an informant of
the Jackson Division; however, he was instrumental in obtaining
the cooperation of his younger brother.

ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS is presently confined in the
Federal Correctional Institution %FCI) in Texarkana, Texas,
where he is serving a l0-year sentence as a result of his
part in the murder of the three civil rights workers near
Philadelphia, Miss., on June 21, 1964.

‘\\dSerial enclosed is as follows:
JN 170-626-3

- NW 65994 Docld:32989641 Page 183




JN 62-496

Ny Item #3, B. RAYMOND LADELLE ROBERTS

The indices of the Jackson Office reveal that
this individual furnished information to this Bureau during
the period from 5/1/68 to 8/31/68. Enclosed are two copies
each of the below listed serials which contain information
furnished by ROBERTS during that period. Also, included
are those serials pertaining to Bureau supervision and the
handling of ROBERTS,

NJIN 170-626-1 "~
~JN 170-626-2

~JN 170-626-3

NJN 170-626-4

~JN 170-626-5

~JN 170-626-6

"NJN 170-626=7

N\JN 178-626-:9[4

~JN 170-626- ,
~JN 170-626-SF1-1 ﬁ“WKAAaa&L
~JN 170-626-SF1-2
~JN 170-626~SF1-3
“JN 170-626-SFl=4
JN 170-626=SF1=5
~JN 170~626~SFL-6
~JN 170-626=-SFI-7
~JN 170-626~SF1-8
~JN 170-626~SF1-9
~JN 170-626~SF1-10
~JIN 174-161-634
“JN 174=161-642

The Bureau's attention is directed to Bureau file
170-3281, Subject of this file is known to the Bureau and
was opened by the Jackson Office 6/18/68, as a Confidential
Source - Racial, and case was closed by Jackson letter to the
Bureau, dated 9/12/69. During the period that the case was
open, this source was paid by this Bureau a total of $392.
At the time this subject was developed as a confidential
source, it was the distinct understanding between source and
Agents contacting him that all information furnished by him
would be held in strict confidence and the revelation of
information furnished by him would most assuredly result in
his, as' well as other members of his family, immediate death.
This Bureau has never violated that trust.

4
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JN 62-496

\\\\\0 Source and his brother, however, were publicly
identified by JACK NELSON, who was then a staff writer for
the Los Angeles Times, in an article appearing on the front
page of that newspaper on February 13, 1970. A copy of that
article is enclosed.

N\ Item #3. C. GORDON LESTER GCLARK

The indices of the Jackson Office revealed no
information furnished by this individual for period
5/1/68-8/31/68.

The Bureau's attention is directed to Byreau file
170-5883., Subject of this file is known to the Bureau and
was opened by the Jackson Office January 4, 1972.

This source's identity has never been publicly
disclosed. Informant was sole source of information in the
proposed bombing by BYRON DE LA BECKWITH of the residence
of A. I, BOINICK, head of the Anti-Defamation League in
Louisiana and Mississippi, on or about September 27, 1973. It
is noted that during Federal and state trials, lasting approxi-
mately 2% years, that it appeared the primary function of the
defendants and their klan-type lawyers was to determine the
identity of informant in this case. Efforts were directed at
handling Agent on numerous occasions in an effort to have him
make some slip which would reveal identity of informant.
Numerous Federal court decisions were utilized and, in fact,
Agent was excused by State Judge from testifying since he was
convinced that any testimony in state court by the Agent would
reveal source's identity and possibly cost him his life.

\ In view of the above, the Bureau should make every
effort to insure source's identity is mnot disclosed.

N Item #4. A KATHLEEN MADLYN AINSWORTH

The indices of the Jackson Office feflect the
following main files on KATHLEEN MADLYN AINSWORTH:

JN 174-159
JN 174-123
JN 174-161
JN 157-8937
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JN 62-496

v Material contained in Jackson file 174~161 is
synopsized under Item #4. B.

Enclosed are two copies each of the following:

¢ Synopsis of Jackson file 174~123, entitled
"THOMAS LABERT TARRANTS, III; KATHLEEN MADLYN AINSWORTH
(DECEASED); BOMBING OF BETH ISRAEL CONGREGATION SYNAGOGUE,
5315 OLD CANTON ROAD, JACKSON, MISSISSIPPI, SEPTEMBER 18,
1967. BOMBING MATTER." ——»422225i?iz€ .

N A correlation memo dated 1/2/69, captioned
"KATHY AINSWORTH. RM - .KLAN,!' which synopsizes the contents
of her investigation. — <Zwstped -2 Tl i LHSES |

~ Synopsis of Jackson file 174-159, captioned
"THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, III; KATHLEEN MADLYN AINSWORTH
(DECEASED); JOE DANIEL HAWKINS; BOMBING OF RESIDENCE OF
LILLIE BYRD, RANKIN COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI, JUNE 6, 1968;
NELSON MC INTOSH - VICTIM. BOMBING MATTER." —-aﬁﬁzﬁﬁ?c4¢4

\\Q Item #4. B. THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, III

The following main files on THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS,
I1I, were reflected in the indices of the Jackson Office:

JN 4=5

JN 174-161

JN 157-9795
JN 44-2383

JN 91-1134

JN 91-1127

JN 88-2017

JN 174-126

JN 174~-123

\\\:Jackson indices reflect the following main file
on THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, III, captioned 'SAMUEL HOLLOWAY
BOWERS, JR.; THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, III,". Jackson file 4-5.
and enclosed are two copies each of serials 148 through 260.

\\Q Enclosed are two copies of synopsis of Jackson
file 174~161, captioned "KATHLEEN MADLYN AINSWORTH (DECEASED);
THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, III; ATTEMPTED BOMBING RESIDENCE OF
MEYER DAVIDSON, 2904 36TH STREET, MERIDIAN, MISSISSIPPI,
JUNE 30, 1968. BOMBING MATTER." — £sZ. ot

6
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JN 62-496

Enclosed are two copies each of the following

- "}&’ ? 9 3 9 9 -9
Eleste T b e 0, b g,

’ &5&, b m’ 9 b} ’
693’ 76.8:4 .9 L=v 9 > 9 9 H
766, 3833\765,:§§:6222§@;: R 3l PR 7R

N A summary of Jackson file 174-159 is reported
appropriately under Item Number 4. A,

serials:

N Enclosed are two copies of synopsis of Jackson files
44«2383 and 157-9795, captioned respectively, "UNKNOWN SUBJECTS;
SHOOTING INTO THE RESIDENCE OF PIZER BUCKNER, SANDHILL
COMMUNITY, RANKIN COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI, MAY 2, 1968; PIZER
BUCKNER - VICTIM. CIVIL RIGHTS," AND "THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS,

IIT; SHOOTING INTO THE RESIDENCE OF FLOSSIE LINDSEY, SANDHILL
COMMUNITY, RANKIN COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI, MAY 2, 1968; FLOSSIE
— AT

LINDSEY; BETTY JEAN MC LIN - VICTIMS, EXTREMIST MATTERS."

v Enclosed are two copies of synopsis of Jackson file
157-9795, entitled "THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, III; JOE DANIEL
HAWKINS; SHOOTING INTO RESIDENCE OF FLOSSIE LINDSEY, SANDHILL
COMMUNITY, RANKIN COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI, MAY 2, 1968; FLOSSIE LINDSEY;
BETTY JEAN MC LIN - VICTIMS., CIVIL RIGHTS. CIVIL RIGHTS ACT
OF 1968, — ;L’é«'z;,ryé,/-

"N A review of Jackson file 91-1134, captioned "JOE
DANIEL HAWKINS, aka; ET AL; NATIONAL BANK OF COMMERCE, LAMAR-
BELLEVUE BRANCH, MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE, 6/11/68. BANK ROBBERY,"
revealed upon the original investigation instituted in this
matter, TARRANIS was reported as a subject; however, subsequent
imvestigation determined that TARRANTS did not participate in
the above captioned bank robbery.

Enclosed are two copies each of a synopsis of
the following files:

N Jackson file 91-1127, entitled, "THOMAS ALBERT
TARRANTS, III; SIMMONS FIRST NATIONAL BANK, JEFFERSON SQUARE
OFFICE, PINE BLUFF, ARKANSAS, JUNE 4, 1968. BANK ROBBERY."._

Sy 2%

‘%?;1 é§g,
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JN 62-496

\\‘Jackson file 88~2017, entitled "'THOMAS ALBERT
TARRANTS, III, aka; MALCOLM EUGENE HOUSTON, aka; LOUIS
MERCER SHADOAN (DECEASED), JOE DANIEL HAWKINS, aka; WILLIAM
BURNEIT WALDROP. ITSMV; BR; PV; UFAC - ARMED ROBBERY CHILD
MDLESTATION AND ATTEMPTED BOMBING ASSAULTING A FEDERAL OFFICER;
HARBORING = AIDING AND ABETTING - CONSPIRACY' NATIONAL FIREARMS
ACT; STATE FIREARMS CONTROL ASSISTANCE ACT." — o Zzye s

™\ Jackson file 174-126, entitled "THOMAS ALBERT
TARRANTS, III; JOE DANIEL HAWKINS; BOMBING OF FACULTY COTTAGE
NUMBER 14, TOUGALOO COLLEGE, TOUGALOO, MISSISSIPPI, OCTOBER 6,
1967; DOCTOR WILLIAM T. BUSH; MARGARET BUSH - VICTIMS. BOMBING

MATTER. " L?,of’ .
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* .

FBI
Date:

8/28/75

Transmit the following in

(Type in plaintext or code)

ATRMAIL - REGISTERED
(Priority)

yd
E

AIRTEL

DIRECTOR, FBI (56”116395) ﬁ&QQ

//_7/\\\\ re
On 8/25/75, Captain gg§¥i§a££~??f§%§ (NA), Portland’
Police Bureau, Portland, Oregonjy onical¥y contacted
SA HAROLD K. CLARK (police coordinator), FBI Portland, and
provided the following information of possible interest to
the FBI:

Last week PAT SHEA (phonetic), investigator for
investigative committee headed by U.S. Senator FRANK CHURCH,
telephonically contacted REITER for an interview. REITER
picked up SHEA and his suitcases at the residence of JOHN
HEADE (JOHN PATRICK HEADE, Bufile 100-458601, PDfile 157-639).
REITER took SHEA to lunch and then to the alrport. SHEA gave
REITER telephone number to call in Washington, D.C. to verify
position with CHURCH Committee and REITER made call, SHEA
mentioned lack of sensitivity between the FBI and local
authorities while discussing activities in Portland, Oregon
during 1970 such as Portland State Unlver31ty “riots" and
activities in connection with the People!s Army Jamboree

(Bufile 100-459278, PDfile 100-11705) both before and after the

ATTN: LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION cﬁﬁgp%ﬁgb
FROM: SAC, PORTLAND (66-2057) uﬁﬁg’dx
7 *u WA
/0/,—""—“\ \‘\ M 'J
SUBJECT: ' SENSTUDY 75 ) ”ﬁw} yA%
\W”’ i .
The following is being provided for information of ; /mf
FBIHQ: PN

American Legion Conventlon W s held in Portland in
1970 (8/28/70 - 9/3/70). mclzoxga / e Co g
RER. oL Ll >1*
A k) i—v"’, * . '
€2y Bureau (AM)(RM) R
2 - Portland 5 SEP 1 1975 “‘v Ii,:r ©
(1-66-2057) (SENSTUDY 75) R
(1-157-639) (HEADE) - \wgfﬂf
PN N
LBA:csa , A pg
()+) (C y:/’; - l,/ ; L;)»' 1))
23 e
79 SEP 1 7 10 g/ G&V
Approved: Sent M Per 2

#xU.S.Government Printing Office: 1972 — 455-574




€.\ .

PD 66-2057

SHEA made comments that he had FBI "reports" alleging
HEADE was an "informer."

ADMINISTRATIVE

No re-contact was made with REITER by Special Agents
of the Portland Office knowledgeable in above matters to obtain
more specific details. The attention of FBIHQ is called to
Portland letters to FBIHQ dated 10/8/70 and 10/23/70 and FBIHQ
letters to Portland dated 10/20/70 and 11/6/70 in matter
entitled "COINTELPRO, NEW LEFT, SECURITY MATTER" (Bufile
100-449698, PDfile 100 11048),
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OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 '
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA FPAIR (41 CFR) 101=11.6

urr& Eval.

Spec. Inv.

. / UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT gy
} 1~ Mr. Mintz Dop. 41
Memorandum L Vemall A

\) 1 - Mr. Cregar Camp. Syst.

Ext. Affairs

To  : Mr. J. B. Adams DATE: 8/27/75 ol
].' - MT.'. HOtiS lden'f. i

P 1 - Mr. Daly 'Es,?&“,m .

FROM : Legal Counsel : Lo, S

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED g Je e

Training

HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED i,y
suBJEc® SENSTUDY - 75 DATE b 8Y

e

By memorandum 8/19/75, you were advised that John
E1liff, Director of the Domestic Task Force of the Senate
Select Committee, indicated that the Senate Select Committee
was not going to interview so-called "recipient sources" in-
- volved in COINTELPRO. E1l1liff indicated a letter to that
effect would be drafted by him and forwarded to the Depart- 0
ment and the Bureau. ‘&«//

On 8/25/75, E11iff was asked whether he had furnished /}8
a letter in connection with his decision concerning COINTELPRO
"recipient source" interviews and stated he had not. Additionally,
he stated that the Senate Select Committee did not intend to con-
duct interviews of "recipient sources" at this time.. However, he
did not plan to put this decision in writing.

Telephone Rm.
Director Sec'y —

On 8/26/75, Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., Special Counsel
for Intelligence Coordination in the Department, advised that
John Elliff informed the Deputy Attorney General of the Senate
Select Committee's decision not to i%tﬁlfbigew "recipient ,S,ourci;:sé

in COINTELPRO at this time. L2 <417 325 ;f],
* RECOMMENDATION : ”EG“-.??/ ae Ep 9 19T
1

For information.

RSN UTTY

R
r'\’{

: Q@A!&ﬁ? o S
v
%ﬁ”‘ l))

W’

7 O SEP 171975

Buy i &y Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan

99 ¥ B ocld: 32989641



. | y Agsoe. Dir.
J VR ‘ ‘ Dep.-AD.-Adm._..
! Dep.-ADI0Veemn
Asst. Dir.:
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION Admin. .—

"‘ W COMMUNICATIONS SECTION Gomp. Syst.
L/

Ext. Affairs
' Pilex & Com. —.
’\ gﬁﬁg 2? %g? Gen. InV. e

Ident. . e

TELETYD o

Lab ratory —
Plan. & Eval

ot
-

4355 PM/URGENT AUGUST 27, 1975 LLB D Spev. Ve e

Prionng e
' T..efl,;fz'll (E]oun. .....
:CTOR ALLTMFGRMAT!ON GQ?WAQNEQ . Telephone R,m -

vr€ » Sec’y _..\

! UNCLASSIF}
FROM NORFOLK (62=1857) gﬁ?@““z‘jz W'A

SENSTUDY 75,7

J RE BALTIMORE TELETYPE TO BUREAU , AUGUST 27, 1975.

ON AUGUST 27, 1975, FORMER FBI EMPLOYEE, JAMES F. BLAND,

CONTACTED THROUGH HIS DAUGHTER, WILLIAMSBURG, VIRGINIA, AND

WAS ADVISED OF CONTENTS OF REFERENCED TELETYPE.

[ BLAND STATED HME HAS BEEN IN WILLIAMSBURG, VIRGINIA, FOR ‘
PAST SIX TO EIGHT WEEKS ASSISTING IN BUILDING COTTAGE WHICH IS

Fl FAMILY PROJECT WITH CHILDREN, BLAND STATED THAT WHEN CONTACTED

é BY SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC), HE WILL CONTACT BUREAU®S

:" LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION, HE HAS NOT BEEN COﬁ éCTED T0 DATE,

78! //%w/d 4 Mo

E N_D ,‘ ‘3{‘ L;f;:;;;;
.o.:'.:. e ; ;
%53, ST 109" 7= sep «2/1975
@t PXXX HQ DE NF DID YOU JUST RECEIVE OUR NR @67 URGENTZ._ ... . .
=
{7
S
A, Gz /
oW " )
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA GEN, REG. NO. 27
“« M)

3010-108
UNITED STATES GO ! rRNMENT

Memorandum

2 - Mr, J. A, Mintz

(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis)
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall

8/26/75

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

Asst, Dir.:

Admin.
Comp. Syst.
Ext. Affairs
Files & Com.
Gen. Ilnv.
Ident.
Inspection

V/

Lubc
‘\ éﬂegu

; 5oy i’ <E nl
w'opec. Inve

Z;;.

2.

DATE:

1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar
1 - Mr, S, F, Phillips

L

%
3,

ALLINFORMATION CONTAINED A

HEREIN 1S UNCLASSIF! p% . 5,,0;’5&
DATE szii.,;. M ‘

U. S. Senate Select Committee (SSC) requested where-
abouts of several former SAs, including Paul L. Cox.
Memorandum 8/25/75 prepared for delivery to the SSC and furnished
Cox's latest known address as contained in his personnel file,
It was his address at time he retired several years ago in
Hyattsville, Maryland.

Troining

Telephone
DirectprS

We subsequently learned that Cox has a mailing address
of a trailer court in Sarasota, Florida, and that he was
currently on a lengthy motor trip, exact current whereabouts
unknown. By teletype 8/26/75, we instructed Tampa to make f
necessary arrangements through the trailer court to eventually \\\,
be in touch with Cox so he might be alerted that the SSC might éj
contact him for an interview.

On the afternoon of 8/26/75, Cox telephonically
contacted Supervisor S. F. Phillips of the SENSTUDY 75 Project
from Washington, D. C. He indicated that he had been visiting
the area the last couple of days in connection with a long trip
he had taken through Canada and the Midwest, and had learned
through a mutual acquaintance who is alsoc employed in the
Intelligence Division and has been assisting on the SENSTUDY 75
Projeet and thus knew of our current interest in Cox, that the
Bureau was attempting to locate Cox. Phillips briefed Cox in
the same manner as he would have been briefed had the Tampa
Office been able to contact him, He indicated that if he was
contacted by the SSC Staff he Wll iﬁ@%a collect call to the
Legal Counsel Division for further’? mation and.that if he

AR A

62-116395 SEP 10 1975
1 - 67-207288 (Personnel File of Former SA Paul TmwaCoXe)amsm
SFP:eks

> M

NSO

oy gy iy

Q/L

CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
Re: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

eventually is interviewed he would certainly want to tell the
Bureau the results of the interview. In addition to the
trailer court address we have on record, Cox furnished an
address where he is more apt to be located, which is also a
trailer court. That address is number 353, 1300 South Airport
Boulevard, Melbourne, Florida 32910, telephone area code

305, 724-4104, Nothing was said to Cox concerning the
consultation aspects relating to interviews of former Agents,
as this is a matter under current study with possible change
in procedure to be effected.

In view of the conversation had with Cox on the
afternoon of 8/26/75, Phillips telephonically contacted
ASAC, John Beale of the Tampa Office and advised
him that no action need be taken by the Tampa Office in
attempt to locate Cox, as this has already been handled by
FBIHQ as above.

RECOMMENDATION:

None. For information.
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. FBI
Date: 8/26/75

Transmit the following in

(Type in plaintext or code)

N4
17 AIRTEL
- Via _
(Priority)
e e e A e b

TO:

I R S

DIRECTOR, FBI (62-116395)

ATTN: W. O. CREGAR

FR AQ@ING’ﬁDIC?“ﬁGS\AQSELES A <Intelligence Divis

: Re telephone call between Los Angeles Supervisor
EDMUND J. BIRCH and Bureau Supervisor WOLFINGER on 8/26/75.

ki - L .
JECT: SENSTUDY — /&7

e s s e~

Enclosed for the Bureau are Xerox copies of following
serials from Los Angeles file on DELLA COOVER, aka (100—19949):

‘ol Memorandum of SA GILBERT G. BENJAMIN dated ‘
8 I\ 6/5/72. {
N4
éf 2. FBI, Los Angeles, letters to District Director, Py
fﬁ@? Internal Revenue Service, Los Angeles, dated
RN 7/25/72 and 6/5/73.
/{9-3.
3 3. Newspaper article from "Los Angeles Times" by
5F§{0 BELLA STUMBO, which appeared in the 7/19/72
:3;?0 edition.
TV
i’ékéV For the information of the Bureau, CSLA 6596-S is

"X a source of continuing value furnishing current information
regarding matters under investigation by the Los Angeles

Division. B 8T 109 Zﬂa?— -~/ ;/ T [QQJ
v iU

e ]

g G W
\ v
C%fi Bureau (Enc. 4)(RM)

- Los Angeles
21 - 100-19949)

1l - 134—3171) =4
DDW/j1a \{Zzﬁ,,*
(%) 5 W
%
<9 -
oSv
19" 94 _
gsad;
Approved: __* , Sent
Special Alg/ent in Charge U.S.Government Printing Office: 1972 — 455-574
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OFTIONAL. FORM NO. 10
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Memorandum

TO *SAC, LOS ANGELES §i00-19949) DATE: 6/5/72

/
FROM :SA GILBERT G. BENJAMEN—"

SUBJECT: "CHANGED"
BELLA ST
Della SOover

SM - ~6—{FRET

#BO, -aka, |

BB

00: Los Angeles

L

On 5/31/72, CSLA 6596-S advised DELLA COOVER is
using the pseudonym Bella Stumbo, so this matter has been
marked "changed".

CSLA indicated COOVER is using the Bella Stumbo
alias in connection with her position as a staff writer 1o
the "Los Angeles Times".

ACTION
1/ R

ADEX should be changed to include the new alias and
subject'!s positionas a staff writer for the Times., Also,
since subject is writing under a still different pseudonym,
for the Monterey Park Progress newspapers, it is suggested
that consideration be given to advising the Internal Revenue
Service that she may be receiving payroll checks under these
pseudonyms and not reporting her total income correctly. Appro-
priate investigabtion should be conducted to verify subject's
use of the additional pseudonym.

1 -~ 134-3171A
1 - 80-420

»

é

: mg@% V ;?;g%m Bagelof. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN| SSIFIED :
-DATE BY M!k%

/00~ PG4 s

SEARCHED.. 2 _einy . o

-,

SERIALIZ[(&’L.{?@ESF_ Y a
CSLA 6596-5) U0 1977]
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11000 Wilshire Boulevard (;_“,/////

Los Angeles, California 20024
June 5, 1973

Dis¢rict Director ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
Intemnal Revenue Service HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED .
Post Office Box 391 DATE 12][& BY A

Ions Angeles, California G0053

ATIN: LYNI SULLIVAY (Field Audit #1502)

2

Reference is made to our letter of July 25, 1972,
relating o an investigation we were conducting at that tipe
invelving Della Coover, born Scpiember 1, 1920, Sccizal Seeurity
Account Number 557-16-3863: and to the telephone call between
Speciol Agent Gilbert &. Benjamin of this office cnd Lynn
Sullivan, at your office located at 9150 Last Plaiy Dxive, EBL
ilonte, Cnliirnia, 9091731, on Monday, Junc 4, 1873,

To a2ild in your investlgation in this matter, there
are enclosed itwo Xerox guplications of artvicles uwhich appeared
in the "Los Angeles Free Press,” issues of Mareh 20 and June 18,
1870, bearing the byline oi’ Della Rosa, whichis believed to be
another pseudonym utilized by ¥Mrs. Coover,

This .information is being furnished f£for whatever
action may be appropriate.

Very truly yours,

[ Enclosuyres 2 ' } OOt ] fjg»:}«}‘;’.;;"
[, SEAPCHED __
[ 2 ~ Addressee (RM) N, v
; () - Los Angeles (100-19949) : A s
- N ot

(}&é%’ GGB/cll FILED i -
! a 4 LY i_/ ! / - ) . ~v: o
- et (3) 3, - ENCLOSWRE| 99 —//(. 35 é;
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11000 Wilshire Boulevard
Los Angeles, California 90024
July 25, 1972

District Dlrector

Internal Revenue Service ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
P. 0. Box 381 HEREIN IS UNC HE

Los Angeles, California 90053 DATE /2]l

Deapr Sir:

‘ For your information the Los Angeles Office

| of the FBI 1s conducting an officlal investigation involving
‘ a Della Coover, born September 1, 1820, Social Security
Account Nuwber 557-16-3963.

It has come to the attention of the Los Angeles
Office that Della Coover is a stafl officer for the'Los
Angeles Times" newspaper using pseudo name of Bella Stuwmbo
and that she may not be reporting her earnings from this
employment. )

Enclosed 1is a recent article writfen by Bella
Stumbo.

This information is belng brought To your attenclan
for whatever action you deem necessary.

Very truly yours,

|

| VESLEY A3, GRAPP

i Special Agent in Charge

|

ﬁ Enclosure 1 A TOL0 i
2t Rt

Nt

¥ oo 19447

I D e 1y

1 1(;;1){/1;31; ﬂj "’/QL@WHD SE! 1/ 9 ,1:(5 L
‘ ‘ - i :
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(Mount Clipping in Space Below)

3 FAMILIES VISITED

o srmrarioean Loty
AR e afz
They Saig
MR CLEUL
e
T a QL o
! g ) H 3
e OitoL d
e T {{\; ¢ 7.9
5K i
[ il s S O LY,
LIS \ird

BY BELLA STUMEOQ

j Times staff Writer

Eatly in the evening of July 2, a 4-year-old gl
named Joyce Ann Huff was shot to death as she played
In o yard in Hawoilan Gordens. She was hit with 42
shotgun pellets fired frem a possing car. Subsequenly,

Ot o o rdian o s - H i
CRiCGRG fu:;ﬂ.a from the na‘ghbarmg MNorwall

3 .
[T ERAE
barrio were arrested. Being held on suspicion of murder
in the killing are Donald Antelo, 21, Oscar Hernandez,

22, and Michael Ramirez, 17.

TR IR TR R LT

Donald Antelo's mother Beatrice, 50, is a devout
Catholie, She has a makeshift altar in her bedroom
where she prays each night hefore going to bed.
She had just finished her rosary the night police
came looking for her son.’ ’

“There were four of them at the door. They
tushed through the house, searching for Don, I
said he wasn't home, but what did they want him
for? And they said because he shot a little girl,
that my hoy killed a child.” .

Beatrice Antelo was sitling at her kitchen table,
staring listlessly at a cold cup of coffee in front of
her, her voice a weary whisper.

"Thev didn't have uniforms on, so T thought
mayhe they were some of Don's friends playing a
bad joke. I told them to stop fooling around abouf
something so awful." .

Though it was nearly noon now, Beatrice Antelo
siill wore her houserobe and slippers. Her small
kitchen was half lost in the stagnant gloom of
» drawn shades and closed windows,

v "] said no, it was impossible. Not my son, He
would never in his life do such a terrible thing."

Beatrice Antelo dropped her head into her
hands. An emaciated woman who lost a lung to
fherculogis vears aco, she has now taken a three-
weak vacation from her job, She spends most of
her days in hed reliving the night she last saw her
gon.

*They Lold me T better help them find Don. They

. ~aid dozens of police were searching all over the

¥t

| i Rsee BN o " Togt b o
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;so-she.could talk to ', she said;,
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A Family Retred on Welfare

"He ran to me and put his arms around me and

T 13 ' s . 8, rmete ity
‘Bealvice, Antelo, a long-tiwe divorcee, has twe HE SAIL "Nawa, 1 didn't do it, I didn't @6 10"

sons —-onc 10 vears older then Don. A dauphier

died during infaucy of encephalitis. "Until the-

‘hovs were old cnough to got by without me at
home," she says. she reared them on welfare. Then’
she went to work at a local jond packing plant
where she earns $230 @ month, Rent on her small,
two-bedreom house, which is no better, no worse
than mosf. of the other dilapidated hunezlows line
ing the narrow streets of Norwalk's half-square
mile Mexican-American barrio, is $75 a month,

T was sure they would kill him," Mrs. Antelo
continued dully. *So I wen( with two of them., We
grovle everywhere I could think of looking for my

O\v.' N . -

During that futile search, she says, she iried to
tell the two officers, who listened politely, that
they had made rome grotesque mistake, ‘

She knew her son. He was a good bay. He love
children. He and his girl{riend wanted to have a
hig family when they got married—which would
be as goon as Don found a jobh. It isn't easy to find
a jobwhen you don't have a car to look outside the
barrio, she” had explained.

Meantime, she pointed out, Don was a good stu-
(dent at Cerritos College. He studied hard, made
good grades, "was determined to make something
out of himself." ‘ :

Beatrice Antelo absentmindedly stroked a tiny
brown dog sleeping peacefully in her lap. He is
her watchdog. When strangers approach the
house, he pokes his head through a broken living
room window pane and barks with comic ferocity.

Don had bheen in trouble before, of course, she
continued, an edge of bitterness creeping into her
voice as she told how he had heen thrown out of
Excelsior High School four years ago because "he
had.long hair before it was common." He had
brushes with the police before, too, she said, with-
out elaborating—but most barrio youths have si-
milar experiences.

. "Won't Care About Saving Him'

"You have to live here to know what it's like.
Police everywhere, poverty you can't escape, no
jobs . .." Her voice trailed off in a resigned shrug.
She makes Jess than $3,000 annually, so she can't
afford to hire a private attorney to defend her son,
she said. And she's certain the court-appointed
public defender "won't care about saving him."
.- A cough _suddenly seized her. The doctor has
warned her against interviews, she explained. She
.doesn't answer the telephone much anymore eith-
er because il often turns out to be somebody call-
.Ing her the mother of a monsler or threatening to
bomb her house or, worse still, to harm her older
son, 31, a father of two with a job outside Nor-
walk, .

."T guess it makes pecple feel better to get the
hate off their chests when something as horrible
as this happens,” she sighed. "I just hang up."

But her mind clearly wasn't on herself—it was
still on that last night, on the scene that had
awaited her when she and the two officers re-

.turned home.

S"They had already found Don and the Ramirez
boy," she said. "They were standing out front, sur-
rounded by police. They had handeuifs on."

Beairice Antelo turned- her {ace away, toward
the wall, where a huge calendar of the Ascension
Juag in the gloom. The. police had freed his hands

“ut

She paused, fighting hack tears. "And he eried
like a little ehild."

Then Beatrice Anfelo, weary with an agony few
mothers ever know, laid her head down on her ta-
ble and sobbed in helpless, hopeless despair.

Helen Hernandez, 49, and her husband Anton_io,
55, sat side by side on their couch in a spotless liv-
ing room overflowing with glittering sports tro-
phies and photographs of their five sons, ages 22-
16. They looked stunned. like (wo people who
have iried, vet failed to comprehend fully what
has happened {o them this summer., .

Which is probably understandable, for nothing

- in their experience has prepared them to deal with

a murder charge against a member of their faraily

a—least of all agaix}st Oscar, their o:[ui(atesjgz el?gg’gé?

So1l.
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Heles. and Antgnin Het-

ngiEwbe a soft-spofen,
almost timid couple. They
came to Norwalk from
Phoenix 25 years ago.
Since then, they have evi-
dentjy lived according to a
single, uncomplicated phi-
losophy — namely, people
who work hard, worship
God, discipline their chil-
dren, and mind their own
business will make out ac-
cordingly. Life might be
meager, but it will advance
smoothly and peaceably
and, perhaps, for their
children, it may even be-
come progressively richer.

And, until July, the Her-

é

Tt_js. therefore, wilh
.boundless pride That el
en and Antonie Hernan-
dez report there are no
high school dropoufs in
their family—and no loa-
fers, no hippies, no bums,
no conviels. Only hard-
working, sports - minded,
relean - living, patriotic
' Americans. Especially the
latter.

When Helen Hernan-
dez's 19-year-old son was
drafted, she ‘heams, he
went to serve his country
without questicn. He was
in the Army for a year, un-
til an automobile accident

. earned him both a medical

nandez formula hadidischarge and a-per-

seemed a sound, one.
Antonio, a big solid man
dressed in neat polyester
slacks and a crisp button-
down shirt, is a grinder in
a nearby steel foundry. He
has saved his money and
now almost owns his mod-
est little pink house which
by barrio standards, is a

comfortable one, He takes:
4

manent speech impe-
diment. Now he worksina
Norwalk packing plant.
Likewise, when Oscar;
Hernandez was drafted he'
too went willingly, serving
as a guard at Da Nang Air
Force base in Vietnam un-
til his discharge with {wo
Bronze Stars, last sum-
mer. He had heen looking

. NW 65994 _Docld:32989641 Page 201

pr'lde i it. . . for a joh ever since.
t  Bashful Woman * "He never really talked
Helen, a stout, bashful much about Vietnam. Ex~
woman with a fresh- cept he was glad he didn‘t
serubbed, friendly face, have tokill anyhody," says
prone to twisting nervous- Helen Hernandez, her
ly at her wedding rings, voice shy, hesitant.

has always Dbeen single- _"Oscarnever liked to box
mindedly devoted to her In high school either, he-
duties as a wife and moth- cause he didn't like to hit
er. Never has she even anybody. So he played

considered working out- baseball. And track."
side her home, though the ~ She Dblushed, embar-
Hernandez family, like rassed, it seemed, to de-
most in the barrio, has al- fend her son's passive na-
ways needed more money ture.
than they have had. | Indeed, it soon becomes
‘Both devoted Jehovah's' amply apparent {o a stran-
Witnesses, the couple ger in the Hernandez
have also enforced a rigid household that making ex-
brand. of religion in their cuses for Oscar—who is
household. Their sons accused of driving the car
have been taught, among lhat carried Joyce Ann
other things, that violence, Huff's killer—is consid-
is evil. o S lered somehow undigni-
fied, even unpatriotic, in-
sofar as it might imply a
fear that the American
_system of juslice is incapa-
‘ple of discovering truth
impart=ds» an d~dispass

~sionately on its own.

~ N
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fabiding faith that Justice
- will be done, the Hernan-
.dez couple have the added

solace, unlike Bealrice An-;

telo, of having a privale
attornev, a family friend,
who will represent their
son in court.
'So Fasygoing'
. "Qscar was so quiet, so
easygoing le stayed
home almost all the time,"
says Helen IMernandez
proudly. "He watched tele-
vision, he read a lot of
books and sports maga-
zines. And he alwavs
helped me around the
house. Every morning we
made the heds tiogether
| and washed the dishes."
} . Abruptly, she vanished
| gnto_a back room, return-
| ing instantly with a bulg-
1 ing photograph album, It
‘ turned out to be whaf, in
her heart, Helen Hernan-
dez considers immutable
proof of her son's in-
nocence in this bizarre
episode.
| ‘The book was filled with’
| pictures Oscar had taken
in Vietnam — photos of
children. Waifs. orphans,
refugees who hung around
with Oscar and Oscar's
friends.
"He loved children,” said’
Helen Hernandez, as An-
{onio nodded vigorous
agreement. She looked
suddenly grim, as if she
had realized, maybe for
the first time, how serious-
ly important thal point
might eventually become.
"] haven't visited him
yet," she said, self-con-
| sciously admitting she was
| "afraid to see tihat he's
really locked up in jail"
She would probably just
cry, she said. \ :
But, she added, -she's
gotten past her initial hys-
teria with a dose of tran-
quilizers—and by having
her telephone number
changed. Like Mrs. Ante-
lo~she-ayas gelting hate
calls at a daily rate.

|

“
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¥, And..in addition to their, _

"I've been trymg 10 gev
{7 {F8 courage to calbXirss?
Huff," she said, nervously
fingering the album in her
lap. "Bui, I guess I'm;
afraid. I just don't know
what to say to her. Except
that I know how she must
be feeling. And I cry for
her child, too, just as I ery
for Oscar."

Normally, 12 people live
fn the four-room house-
hold of Miguel Ramirez,
53, a disabled construction
worker, Al present,
however, there are only 10
because his wife Rose is
visiting an ailing brother
in Mexico and his son Mi-
chael, 17, is in jail.

On a recent hot weekday
morning, cight family
members were scattered.
about the liny squalid liv-
ing room, dank with the
sour odors of diapers,
cooking foods and too
many bodies packed too
close together without
benefit of even a fan,

There was Ramirez
himself, a paw, grizzled
man who sat in his undex-
shirt in a corner chair,
somehow projecting rock
solid stability in an other-
wise incredibly fluid hu-
man scene unfolding be-
fore him,

1

—~Thyee.of his four daughe_daughter,

ters—all mothers, all un:

marpied_and two of them
richiy pregnant Bt iea
cat sprawled on the
ragged, filthy chairs and
couches. All were Yen-
dered inordinately ill-tem-
pered by the miserable
heat, they said. .

And four of Ramirez's
grandchildren——two boys
and two girls, aged 2 to 4,
—crawled, ran and scram- i
bled in a shrieking, laugh-
ing fury through the
house, chasing a single ra-
vaged dog and, more oiten -
than not, taking advan-
tage of one of their own,
{oo—a pathetic 4-year-old
boy, the red-eyed victim of
chicken pox.

Seniox Daughter

On a couch, half covered

by a sheet, Yolanda Rami-
rez, 24, the senior daughter,
was outshouling a Popeye
cartoon Dblaring on the
television, Now seven-
months pregnant, for the
{hird time, she was trying
1o resolve the question ofa
missing blouse with her
gister Marina, 21, six
months pregnant, who sat
methodically rolling
breakfast beans into tortit-
Jas, burrito style, at the
end of the room.

A near-obese third
Sylvia, mother
of two of ihe rampaging
children, sal bulging out
of her tight shorts, fan-
ning herself with a purple
crochet doily which she
had snatched from a
“screarning baby who had
‘spun it wildly in the air
long enough finally to
knock the fire off her ciga-
_ret and get smacked for it.

uGod, they'll all get the

ox -and what a mess
thatll Dbe,® lamented Syl-

via.

wWell, hell, they all gotta
get it sometime," observed
Volanda sagely, demon-
strating that, of the three
women, she is by far the
most philosophic.

"None of us are Imar-
ried," she said, looking
downright amused at. the
question, "hecause the
guys who knocked us up
are all either bums or they
Adon't have the jobs 1o sup-
port families.! . .~

J
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. bered their

[ERUEEVY SO

.S, she said, they all live |
68 AT 1o Families \With

Dependent Children bene-;
fits — including Ramirez |
himself who, for undis-{
closed reasons, hasn't been *
able to acquire welfare aid

himself although he suf-

fers from a severely ar-

thritic back. Lately, too,

he grinned, he's heen suf-

fering from a finger that

was half bitten off the oth-

er night in a bar fight.

“The guy really had
some set of teeth," he
chuckled, relishing the
memory of "the little
squabble."

But seriously, he said, he |
would like to tell the state -
{0 go shove its welfare.

"T want to work, but all I
ever knew was hard labor.
Now, who's going {o hire a
53-vear-old Mexican for a
desk job? I can barely
even read."

Without AFDC aid, he
added, "we'd all probably
starve." As it is, he's $1-
000 behind in his house
payments so, sooner or la-
ter, they'll all prohably he
out on the street anyway.

Nobody looked very
alarmed.

Nobody looked, either,
like they even remem-
brother Mi-
chael, until Ramirez sud-
denly reminded them.

"I don't even have the
money for gas 1o go see
my son,” he said.

The mood in the room
changéd instantly to se-

* riousness.

~

What concerned every-
body present, it seemed,
was not so much Mike's
plight, but rather the ef-
fect it would have on his
mother when she returns
from Mexico, sometime
later this week.

She has suifered f{rom

* gevere nervous disorders

for years, they said. And

~3hen, she finds oufxwhat's

happened to her son—ithe

cynically, philosephizing
. t\a ‘&ia .ejld- . K 8
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seventh,.of her elght, chil-
dren—it "just may push
her over the edge.” ’

"God, I wish we could
get her to stay down there
1ill this is over," lamented
Sylvia, lighting another ci-
garet.

"Yeh, but if we trv. that.
she'll just get suspicious

something's wrong,” ob-
served Yolanda, always
the realist.

Miguel Ramirez, who
has a certain indisputahle
dignity born of uncom-
promising honesty, had
grown somber in his cor-
ner,

“As you can see, it's
mostly just a question of
survival, like in a jungle,
for Mexicans like us. We
just live from day to day.
That's why a lot of Chica-
nos hang on to their pride
and get mad easy—il's all
they got."

He shrugged, looking
around at his daughters,
who listened, suddenly si-
lent. .
Most of his kids had
either been kicked out of
school for making trouble
or they had quil in dis-
gust, he continued.

One son, 22, was in jail
already, for undisclosed
reasons. Only bis oldest
boy, 28, had even gotten
out of the Norwalk barrio,
although, Ramirez digress-
ed, he had hopes for his
youngest son, 15, who was
"a good student and a hard
worker."

One Thing Sure

Meantime, whatever his
kids had done, Ramirez
said, he knew one thing
for sure.

"My son Mike would
never hurt a kid or be part
of a rotten thing like that."
He may have been mean
somelime, but he would
not take it out on babies."

But, sighed Ramirez, it's
out of his hands now. And
the whole family expects
the worst.

“They‘ll just figure he's,
a dirty Mexican capable of
anything. What did the
cops call it—a joy killing?

- They'll probahly just lock

him up for good, without
thinking twice about it,"
said Yolanda, shrugging

* "
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1 - M., J.
AT 1 - Mr. W. R. Wammall
1 - Mr, J. G, Deegan
1 - Mr, D, Ryan
The Attorney General August 26, 1975
1 - Mc, W& O, Cregar
Director, EBI- 1 - Mr, S. F. Phillips

U. S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE HEREIN IS UO A ONTANED

Ox mTIELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES DATE [0 ﬁglzj%"sgg?ﬂ 4 V%

el

Enclosed for your information are two copies each of
five memoranda concerning interviews by Staff Members of captioned
Committee of an FBI Special Agent in Charge, and one current and ‘ ‘r
three former FBI Special Agents, One set of these memoranda is :
for forwarding to Mr, James A, Wilderotter, Associate Counsel to
the President.

For your additional information, the following should
be noted in respect to all five of the individuals intervieved.

The persons intervieved were all advised previous to
the interviews that the Director of the FBI had waived their
employment agreements relating to confidentiality for purposes of
the interviews., EZach vas told that he had the right to counsel; ’
however, the FBI was unable to provide private counsel. They
yvere told that there were certain privileged areas concerning

. which they would not be required to answer questions. These areas
A concerned 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., The individuals were also advised
of the parameters of the individual interviews; that they were
all concerning the FBI's Counterintelligence Program as it
ree amEelated to the Black Panther Party. In addition, the parameters
bes. 20 ov..gf the interview of Speeial Agent in Charge Chaﬁ&&m \
s 2t ineluded the subj ston -Plan. é;y‘ Jre 5o N /P9
- REC- '{§I1 a sep 10 1975- 4 2%
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The Attorney General

NOTE:

IHMs being furnished to the Attorney General were
received by San Francisco airtel 8/15/75 captioned "Senstudy 75."
The information in the last paragraph above was to be included
in the LHMs per Bureau instructions to San Francisco. However,
they were not so included and this inadvertence was telephonically
brought to SAC Bates' attention 8/18/75 by Supervisor S. F,
Phillips of the Senstudy 75 Project. It is believed that having
this information in instant letter and rot in each of the 1iMs
will suffice under the circumstances. Copies of the airtel and
the 1HMs will be designated for the respective personnel files
of the personnel who were interviewed.
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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 /‘7“/

A
; CONGINe
4@?3&/%%97
U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 4¥C%%b
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (8SC)

INTERVIEW OF SAC(CHARLES W. BATES )

BY SSC STAFF MEMBERS

On the evening of August 11, 1975, Mr. Lester Seidel
- and Mr. Loch 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, 1%67 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. O©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 recommendations
. for legislation 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 prerogative of FBI officials
.at Washington and Department of Justice officials to recommend
such legislation.

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions
of the FBI. t is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your
agency; it and its contents are-not tc be distributed outside

your agency. .
| 02 /7 355 (oD
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v INTERVIEW OF SAC
"CHARLES W. BATES ‘
BY SSC. STAFF MEMBERS

Mr. Seidel also inguired as to whether Bates felt

that an extension of electrcnic 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 precliuded 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.

During the evening, Mr. Seidel asked if Bates felt
that a congressional oversight committee of the FBI was sound
and proper. Bates informed that he certainly agreed with the
concept of congressional oversight as long as it was constructive
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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INTERVIEW OF SAC

CHARLES W. BATES t
BY SS8C 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
then asked if Bates was aware of why Mr. Morgan was transferred
from San Francisco. Bates told him that some problem had
| arisen in connection with his running the San Franciscc Office
| . but that he was not personally aware of the specific details.
| but that they would be available at FBI Headquarters. Seidel
| said the only reason he was asking was that he was thinking
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
that he was not aware of the specifics.

On the afternoon of August 13, 1975, Mr. Loch 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 inveolved in foreigh countexr-
intelligence work, and he was informed that we were as were
many other FBI cffices. He then asked if we surveilled every-
one who went into or came out of the Soviet Consulate in San
FPrancisco. 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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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

e FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

In Reply, Please Refer to San Francisco, California
File No. August 13, 1975 4,
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON /%9 Oo
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF(;A LEC S. BRENNEISE & BY
SSC STAFF MEMBER

Prioxr to interview by SSC Staff Member, SA LEO S.
BRENNEISEN telephonically contacted SA DENNIS MILLER at

on the same date, the following answers were received:
Is it peimissible for agent to giwve general

answers concerning the Black Panther Party (BPP) as to

membership number and Chapter numbers at various dates?
Answer: Yes.

-

consideration should be given to furnishing fabricated
documents originating with the Oakland Police Department

Bureau rather than San Francisco?

Answer: Yes.

concerning identity of agents. preparing correspondence?

Answer: Yes.

FBI Headquarters making four inquiries on Zugust 6, 1975;

Local media has previously set forth a memorandum
purportedly from.the FBI, San Francisco Office, suggesting

and the FBI, San Francisco, when, in fact, the memorandum
came from the Bureau. If questioned cconcerning this memorandum,
may agent point out that this document originated with the

In contenmplation of possible questioning concerning
false correspondence directed to ELDRIDGE CLEAVER and othexs
abroad, can agent refer SSC Staff to Bureau when questioned

outside your agency. :
R}

L2 A6 895 () ;,l:’@

i ' oLasHan
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- . U.$. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC);

INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN

Is it necessary for agent to express an opinion
as to morality, legality of said Counterintelligence
Program (COINTEL)? .

Answer: You are not obliged to answer those
guestions 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. .

‘ LESTER B. SEIDEL, SSC Staff Member, appeared .at the
Sen 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, .1871.

SBIDEL asked if agent had, in fact, approved all
proposals coming from the San Francisco Office. He was
advised that not necessarily because if another agent made
a proposal the person approving it in San Francisco would
be the person signing the outgoing mail, namely, the Supervisor
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 inquired 1if 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 sources submitted to the Bureau had been approved,
and he was advised only a small percentage.

2 . ‘
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INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC);
INTERVIEW OF ‘SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN

At this point, SEIDEL requested 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 existing person had
been used. .

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 occupying
their property; letters to people supporting BEER programs,
including the Breakfast Program and enclosing copies of the
BPP "color book for children encouraging the shooting of
pollce officers and/or articles from the "Black Panther
Party", the official BPP  newspaper, showing their 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 Palestine guerrillas.

It 'was pointed out that letters 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
light, 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 violence.

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 oxder that
a possible intrusion on the rights of ‘an individual in ’
intelligence matters might not necessarily preclude his
being prosecuted by the Bureau in a criminal matter. Agent
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U.8. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC):
INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN

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

release.

Without further guestioning 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 ELSUR.

SEIDEL asked if- the San Francisco Division had made
any "snitch" proposals. When asked to c¢larify the question,
he stated that this was a suggestion to the effect that a
Black Panthex 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
FPrancisco, &nd 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 infor-
mants, even to the point of killing 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 prlorlty
No comment was made to this statement.

SEIDEL next questioned 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-Information Act and thereafter
published it. He inguired if a response to the letter

.
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC);
INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN

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 B¥P had in the
short past published contingency plans of the Berkeley Police
Department for a raid on National Headguarters to the '
embarrassment of that agency. San Francisco 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

h3d been captioned as previously described rather than
Counterintelligence Program, Black Panther Party. 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 foreign 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 guestionthe
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 optnion 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 paper was being printed in New York
with thie 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. SENZ{TE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC):;
A2 INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN

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 because the membership 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 advised he had no recollection
of this, but could see nothing wrong in it.

SEIDEL inguired as to the amount of knowledge-
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 inquired if former SAC HARRY
MORGAN had been 1ill during the time he was assigned to San
Francisco and the reason for his transfer. Agent replied
.he had no information concerning this matter.

SEIDEL 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 guestion as to
whether the FBI had the specific authority to do these things.

SEIDEL ended the interview by again reiterating
that he was a friend of the Bureau, that he was making an
inquiry and desired to obtain the opinions of both Headquarters
and agents in the field, and that he may make a request to the
Bureau to widen the scope of agent's release.

»

E
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U.S. ,SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC);
INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. 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 pencil and pad. Agent replied that that was not
necessary. The only right explained to agent was the fact
that all informalbion furnished by him was at his own
volition and was entirely voluntary. No mention was made
that any part of the interview might be utilized in a
possible court proceeding against the agent.

. Agent did not consult with Bureau 1epresentat1ve
during course of the interview.
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON /%

INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF FORMER(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 19692, 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., August 12, 1875.

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, noet
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.

Seidel was compelled on more than one occasion
to declare that he was pro-FBI, that the object of his
inquiries 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.

Seidel did mention the fact several times that
information” had been leaked to the press that JaaehSeberg,
"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 - e

outside your agency.
o //5356293
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INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA ALBERT P. CLARK BY
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
the BPP, stating that possibly in some of these occasions
someone might get hurt but on the other hand, investigation
of the BPP by the FBI might be made easier and it mlght
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.

Seidel asked how many BPP informants the San
Francisco Division had. Clark replied he did not recall
ad3.= he d4id not believe that Seidel had a richt to know.

Seidel inguired about the BPP wire:}ap, asking
who had requested the tap, the Bureau or the San Francisco
Division. Again, Clark replied that he did not recall but
the San Francisco 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.




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

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

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 possibly easier
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 Buredu 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. '
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INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

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

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.

Seidel asked if Clark had worked under former
SAC Harry Morgan. He advised that he had retired prior to
the time Morgan was assigned to the San Francisco Division.

Clark pointed out that during the interview, a
recorder appeared prominently on his desk, and Seicel
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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SSC STAFF MEMBER

‘ On Auvgust 14, 1975, retired former Special Agent
William A. Cohendet was interviewed from 9:30 A.M!. to
11:15 A.M. by Lester B. Seidel, Investigator forz thc U.S.
Senate Select Committee on Intelllcence Activitd&® (SsC).

The interview took place at 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 Ccunterintelligence 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. TFormer 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 with
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.

Seidel then asked when and how the technical
surveillances had been installed, who initiated them, and
-who approved them.

This document contains nelther recommendations nor conciusions
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to
" your agency; it and it$ contents are not to be distributed

‘outside your agency. _
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The former Special Agent replied that 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 orxigin 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

~w.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 durihg the period that it had been assigned 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
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 o
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 technique 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. o

2
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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
of their information, the San Francisco Office usually
rejected most suggestions as being unlikely to be successful.

Seidel wondered if 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 CCINTEL proposals
should be part of some legislation proposed by Congress
and the former Special 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.

Former Special Agent Cohendet declined to
comment on the effectiveness of COINTEL as used against
the Socialist Workers Party, not having had any experience
with its use in that fleld. .

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 policé 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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Seidel asked about foreign funds being 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 speech
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 guestion.

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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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 of the reases
for the removal of former SAC Harry Morgan from San
Francisco. He said the only reason he was asking this
guestion was in order to avoid embarrassing former SAC
Morgan when he interviews him concerning his possible
knowledge of BPP activities sometime in the future. Former
Special Agent Cohendet had no knowledge as to why
Mr. Morgan was transferred.

In summation, Seidel ventured the opinion that he
thought the ELSUR technique was far moreé valuable in the
carrying out of the investigation of the BPP than the
COINTEL. Former Special Agent Cohendet had to agree
to the above observation.

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
witnesses 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.

5%
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On August 12, 1975, retired former SA David 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 contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of
the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to yoéur
agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside
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.

_ 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 recollection 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 techniques 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 we operated these technical surveillances, we felt they
had been installed lawfully, and that the information received
could be used.

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.

& Seidel asked whether the Program had been successful
in causing dissenfion within the Party. Former SA Todd told
him that he did not feel this had been particularly effective
in any way, and that causing disseﬁfion 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 allegig¢nce to him and
they could be contacted for informant purposes.

Seidel was also told 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 been
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.

i 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
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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.

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. Seidel 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 rewvolution 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 government to do this; but, of course, it should be done
under.proper control. Seidel asked for suggestions as to what
sort of control, 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

- 5
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some notes concerning COINTEL policy, former SA Todd's general
recollection of matters, guestions of law regarding agent -
princip&%ﬁ 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.

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

6¥
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Approximate
Dates

Dec, 1969

Feb, 1970

May 1970
Aug 1970
Aug 1970

Jan 1971

Fed 1971
March 1971.

April 1971
April 1971
May 1971

Aﬁgust 1971
August 1971
August 1971

Dzsc, 1971

" COINTELPRO:

Y

RECOLLECTION:

AGENT-PRINCIPAL PRIVILEGED INFORMATION:
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"to cnange loyalty from Party and become informants, but

i,a
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‘RbNOLOGY | ‘ : ‘ .

Designated supervisor, Reviewed Cointelpro file.
No recollection of any actions by S, P, in file.

Conference in VWashington, D._C. Briefed on Baltimore
Black Panther murder., Cointelpro discussed,

Cointelpro letter. Suggestion rejected by S. F,.
Marin Court shootout  (Jonathan Jackson-Jdudge Haley)
Cleaver released from prison,

) P
Letters to Algeria to provoke Cleaver to return to
U. S, so arrest could be effected,

Newton becomes Supreme Commander, Cleaver expelleds
Robert Webb murder.

Sam'Napier murder,
Two Hew York police officers wounded,
Four New York police officers murdered,

George Jackson killed in prison brezak attempt,
Officer Kowalski murder attempt - Washington & Bottom arrest

S. ¥, Ingleside Station attack « Officer Young murdered,
Retired, '

Recommended against many proposals,

Avproved recommendation to try t6 induce Cleaver
to return to U, S,

Would have aporoved actions to persuade Panthers

cannot recall any specific ones,

Would not have apnroved any proposals solely for
harrassment or for leaking information to press; there
mst have been some bona fide investigative“purvose 5
behind proposal before considering it,- i ‘

Recall only generalities, Requested if could review
Bureau files orior to interview., This was denied,
Cannot testify with any specificity without review
of files,

Sensitive techniques
Informants % Sources
Ongoing Investigations
Forelgn Intelligence
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Ongoing litigation: Panthers Ve FBI & IRS, USDC, S, F. Civil rights,

National Defense: Documents reviewed were classified,

. Does executive branch have right to defend

nation against advocates of revolution (public
interest issue),

Informants & sources: Cannot revaal, (Includes information '
that might reveal identity, ) “

provide or
Neither my responsibility nor my prerogative to{make this information

public, I was acting as an agent of the Federa governauent, and it -
is responsibility of government to provide the informetion

Any questions should be submitted in writing and my answers in
writing should be forwarded to FBI zand if

PBI deems it advisable
to make these answers available to Committee, that should be
proper channel,

/
/
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|
|
|
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The investig™ion of the Black Panther ty was a

.ﬁational~Defense matter, Information on file points to colla-

boration witgﬂforeign powers by leaders of the Pparty.
o & g

Throughout the two-year period in which I supexrvised
the investigation there were strong liaisons between Black Panthers
and dissident groups abroad as well as with the governments of
foreign nations. The Black Panthers had support and/or branches
in France, Germany and Scandinavia, and were international in
scope, Eldridge 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
perlod he made at least one trip to- idioscow, Russia, Several
Black Panthers travelled to Cuba, Huey Fewton, in 1971, travelled
to Red China by way of Canade and Hong Xong at the invitation 5
of the Chinese goverament at a time when the United States had
no dipﬁ@hatic relations with them,

' At the time I began serving as supervisor in late 1963,
the Black Panther Party was under co-leadership of Huey Newton,

then confined to prison in California, and Eldridge Cleaver, living .
in exile in Algerla., The Black Panther Party, both in the nevs-
raper it published weekly at San Francisco, and in publlic statements
by its officers and leaders, advocated violent revolution; it
published instructions on zuerrilla warfare, directions for the use
of weanons, eand vrinted detailed drawings and instructions on

the manufzacture of bombs and explosive devices, and it agitated
openly for the murder of police officers., The term "off the

plgs, " which means "kill the police." was a Black Panther catche
phrase; The history of the Black Panther Party during the perilod

I acted as supervisor is replete with incidents of murder, violence
and inciting to revolution, The revolutionary quotation of Mao-
Tse-Tung, "Political power grows out of the barrel of a gun,"

becdme a Black Panther motto,

Sometime in early 1971 a svlit occurred in the Black
Panther. Party, Huey Newton, following hils release from prison
in 1970, gained control of one faction headquartered in Berkeley,
California, and he dbroke openly with =ldridge Cleaver, publicly
expelling Cleaver and Cleaver's lieutenants from the Party, The -
Newton faction thereafter gradually took 2 more moderate approach,

" advocating social change through community service in place of its

prior profile of vioclence, No change was noted in the policies of
the Cleaver faction directed from Alglers, and it continued to
advocate violent revolution; it began publication in NWew York

of its own newspaper proclaiming itsSrevolutionary policles; and
followers belonging to this faction continued to commit crimes of

The following crimes of violence attributed to the Cleaver

faction 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., Ine., 1973):

Ambush attacks against police officers which resulted in

7 officers murdered, > wounded, and one attempted murder thwarted, ﬁhich

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

Black Panthers. . 9%
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PAGe TWO NY 1d6-146601 CONF IVENT IA‘L

UUkING The TIME THAT JAFFe WAS ReLATING TO wmILLER INFORMATION
ABOUT HiS ASSOCIAT ION WITH SAS WILLIS AND GAMBER ANV HIS RELAI IONSHI'P'
WiTH The ¥pl, SENATOR CHURCH, The CHAIRMAN OF SSC.IO, LNTERED MILLER'S
OFFiCe AND BECAME VERY MUCH INTeRLSTeD IN JAFFE'S STATEMENIS. JAFFE
TOLD @ILLER THAT Whed Mg ReTURNeD FROM HONG KUNG (SOURCE BELIEVES
THLS TO BE IN Iv66-1968), He LeARNeD TAAT HE WAS "FINGRRED™ oY A
AiGHL Y ReGARDED SOVIeT oe FeCTOUR WHO TOLD AN Fol OFFICIAL IN WASHINGION,
DG THAT WHILE IN mUSOOW, Ussi, He SAW SAM JAFFE'S NAME ON A PIECE OF
PAPER ON THe beSK OF A HIGH.Y FLACuY KGb OFFICLRo SHEA TOLD SOURCE
THAL JAFre LiwICATed TU wILLer THAT THIS SUVIeT DEF&CTOR ‘s Nm‘ﬁt‘;.
WA> PLuwAOVSKIY (SHeA PRUNOUNCew THIS NAME AS PENTKOVSKIY)e SOURCE
WNQUiKED OF sHeA I THIs WAS ThHe SAME PeRSUN WHO IS THE SuUbJLCT OF
THe bOUK "PLNKOVSKIY 's PAPeRS", ANU SHEA RePLIuD “"THAT°S THE ONE". %@3

" orsA DIV WT IMLICATE TU S0URCe HOW JAFFL bECANE AWARE OF HIS 1

ci fie "p LoGeReb” oY THe SOVIeT VebeCTUR OR WHeN THE SOVIET VEFECTOR

SAW JAFKe'S NANME ON THe beSK OF A KGos OFFICeER IN wOSCOW. JAFFE TOLD
MILLir THAT THe ¥FbI, UPON LEARNING THAT INFURMATION, FELT THAT JAFFE
.W\A~b ‘A "DOUoLE AGE M " beCAUsk OF THe CUOLNeSS OF BUREAU PERSONNEL

TOWARD H1M WHed He ReTURN&D TO THe UNITwD STATeS FROUM HONG KONG. %(u)

. %l LUi\éi" W
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PAGE THRes NY 165~ 146681 CONFIVRGNT IAL
JAFFE TOLD mILLeR THAT EVR SINCE HIS ReTURN FROM HONG KONG,
ik, CAWNUT HOLD A JOb, AND belIbVes THs Fol IS THE CAUSE OF HIS
PREV LCAMEW] o JAFFe IS OF THe OPINION THAT THE FoI IS bEING
Viw LCT IVic TOWARD Hls IN PUIRSUING THIS WATTeR AND LePRIVING HIN OF
MAKING A LIVel IHOOD. R (w)
' SOURCE TOLD SHuA THAT He wiIw WOT FilL THAT THERE WAS ANY
SUsST ANCe TO JAFFL'S STATetenT THAT ThHe koI WAS BEING VINDICT IVE
W RESPONsIbLL FOR JAFFe’ > UNenPLOYHEAT PrUbLEN . Y (U)
oeA TOLU SOURCe THAT He SPeNi ABUUT FIVe HOURS DURING THE PAST
weekew L@TERVIEWING JAFF: ASOUT THe AsOVE MATTeR. SHEA TOLD SOURCE
[nAl He HAD bhe N ASSIGNeD TO ThIs WATTeR bECAUSE UF TWO REASONS.
[He FIRoT KeASON beING THAT SeNATUR CHURCH WAS INTERKSTED IN THE
WALTER, AW TH. SeCOND ReASON peING THAT SVEN THUUGH JAFFE'S
IWFORMAL ION 15 OUISIDk THe SCOP OF SSCIO'S INVESTIGATION, IT IS
LOOKLNG 1M[O The WATTER TU DeTeRMIwe IF JAFFE'S STATENENTS ARE TRUE
| AW IF 50, DeTeR@INe IF LGISLATION SHUULD BE PROPOSED TO ELIMINATE
R CURTAIL SUCH VIW IO 1ve PRACTICeS. U(«)
SOURCL AUVISeD THAT IN RESPUNSE TU SHeA's QUESTIONS, HE TOLD
SneA THAL He AN GAWMbER #IRST APPRUACHED JAFFE WHEN JAFFE WAS %(u)

CONFIDENTIAL

W

%
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PAGE FOUR NY 165-146681 CUNFIDENT IAL
BMPLOYew BY THe UNITEV NAT LONS IN NeW YORK CITY (YC) AS &
(URRESPOWENT « SOURCe TOULL SHed THAT IN ADDITION TO JAFFE, HE AND
GAMBER TAL KED TO WANY PeUPLe ASSUCIATEY WITH THe UNITED NATIONS, AND
THAI PRIOR 10 iALx_INa TU JArFeu, A BACKGRUUND INVESTIGATION WAS
COMW UClew ON JAFFe. SUURCH TOLD sHeA THAT TU THe kST OF HIS
KeCOLLECT 10N, NO IN<UeFTh BACKGRUUW INVeSTIGATION OF JAFFE WAS
LU W LT &b .I DHLA ASKED SUWRCe IF JAFFu HAD SIGNED A STATEMENT TO THE
SrFeCl THAT He WOULD KenP COWFIVe NI JAL HIS ReLATIONSHIP WITH THE
FBle oOURCE TULD SHeA THAT He bues WUT ReCALL IF JAFFE SIGNED SUCH
A STATeMEof , bUT THAT He RiCALLew THAT THi MAITER OF CONFIDENTIALITY
WAD U ISCUSseD WITH JAFFu. (xe(u)

SUURCE TOULD JAFFE THAT he AW GANMBER WERE PRIMARILY INTERESTED
il JAFFE'S 5OVIET CONTACES IN THs UNITED STATES, HOWEVEK, WHENEVER
JAFFL WEN ABRUAV o He WAS INTERVIeWeD ON HIS RETURN TU THe UNITED
STArE> TO veTeRMINe IF He HAD ANY CUNTACTS WITH SOVIETS WHILE
AocRUAU. ShcA INQUIRED 1b WHeN JAFFL Weol ABROAD, PARTICULARLY TO
The Usar, Ir The Bl MADe sIn AVAILAbLE TO ThHe CIA FOR OPERATIONS.
SO0URCe TOLD oSHeA THAT He HAD NU INFORMAT ION IN THAT RuLGARD. Q{((u)

ohzA TOLD SUURCe THAT He HAD NU INSTRUCT IONS TO INTERVIeW
FURMER SPoCIAL AGENT GAWmiR RueGARDING THIS wAITER, AND ADDED THAT %&)
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PAGE b LVe WY 1065-146601 ' COUNFIVDENTTIAL
AFTER He SUBMITS THe Red>WIS OF HIS INBRVIEW WITH THE SOURCE, HE
MAY meChiVe AN ASSIGNmeNT T0 IWT&RVieW GAMBER. SOURCe TOLD SHEA
SHAl wANbeR Rel IReb FROW The #BI IN 19759, ANU IS NOW EMPLOYED AS A
ViCk PreoiwkNM UF WellS FARGU IN ATLANIA, GRORGIA. SOURCE ADVISED
ThAL ne nA> wOT ADVISE) uAWber OF HIS CONTACT WITH SHEA, AND DOES
WI FLAN TU DU SO. SUURCe ADVeU THAT He HAD NO OwJiCT IONS IF THE
pUEAU Vealies TO NUT LFY GAmbex THAT SOURCe HAS bhEN INTERVIEWED
RiGARD L JAFFLe SOURCE ADVIowd The INTeRVILWING PERSONNEL THAT II
WAS hio OPInION THAT GAMBeR WOULD bi CUNTACTED bY A REPRESENTATIVE
O o9G10 KuGARD Lis THe JAFFe wATTerR, SINCe JAFFe'S STATRUENT S

- e

' PuxTAIN TO A PeRiUU OF liwe WHeM SUURCE WAS ReTIRED AND JAFFE WAS

HAWLED bY. GAMBLK. ¢(@,¢)

ohiA IwwUIREw IF JAFF: WAS PAIL ANY MONEY BY THe FsI. SOURCE
TULD SnA Thal JAFFe WAS wul Palu FUR HIS SERVICES RENDERED, sUl
WAS Re [abURSEU FUR AWY EXPewseS JAFFe INCURRED IN DuVELOPING
LurOnNAL 10N FOK THe F5l. 2}’(((4)

SOUKGe STATeD THAT SHeA UMY UISCUSSED The ABOVE WATTER , AND NG
Ofnir [UPLCS WeRe ULSCUssuye SUURCE AUDeD THAT SHeA LID NOT MENT ION

AwY Ol Her IwveSTIiGATIUN OF The rols NUR VIV He waNT ION ANY OTHER
VALS OF rORMER OR CURR& NI nwPLUYenS OF THe Fole OSOURCE ADVISED THAT &(M)

% ONFIDENTIAL
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PAGE o LX NY 1w~ l460ui CONF IVENTIAL
Szh TOLD HIu THAT He wAY CALL UPON SOURCE AGAIN FOR FURT HER
[WFORMAT 104 REGARDING JAFF. SOURCE TULD INTERVIEWING PERSONNEL
THAL he WOULD PROWPILY AUVISs THE NYO SHOWD He AGAIN BE CONT ACTED
bY A RhPRusSeWIAT IVe OF SSCI0. SOURCE STATuy THAT He DID NOT ASK
AW He LIV GOT FURNISH SHeA A SIGNzD STATEMENT . }g'(cu) 3
SOURCe ADVISED THAT THe LAST TINg He SAW JAFFE WAS ON JANUARY
21y 1970y WHed He 06T JAFFe AT JUHW Fe KeNNEDY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT
WIKIA) « oUURCE STAT&U TrAT JAFFe ON THAT OCCASION WAS AN AMER IGAN
BROAU CAST 180u CUNPANY (AC) CORReSPUWwe NI COVERING THE PAN AMER ICAN
LeAUSURAL 747 FLIGH RUM JFKIA TU LUNDUW, icLAND . &/ (ut) '
SUUKCe STATeb THAT ON THIS UCCASIUN, JAFFE WAS VERY FRIENDLY
AW SHUWED WU ANIGUSITY TUWARD THe SUURGCs. SOURC: ADDED THAT THE
¢BI WAS WUl UISCUSSED DUKLNG THIS MEETING, NUR WAS THEIR PREVIOUS
' KeLADL0uSRLP weof IONSD UURIWG THe sRISF COMVERSATION. B(U)

B e

HOL W
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GSA FRMR (41 CFR) 101-11.8 - -y ~
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¢"UNFFED’ STATES GOVERNMENT o Al
1 - Mr. Mintz o ?_j"’“—-
Memora dum 1 - Mr. Wannall ainll
) . (Attn: Mr. Cregar) Comp. Syst, —
@/_ 1 - Mrs. Metcalf Do Alelrs — g
L : M‘J’.‘. J. B Adams DATEL" 8/20/75 Gen. Inv. —
-1 - Mr. Hotis : ld'l;;;ré———‘_
1 - Mr. Daly *KZ
FROM Leg Counse@w/\/ l\ r:l::,mmy
k l‘%‘ f ;’ ) W e:: |&c£3:l
SUBJECT: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL \{ T'iifn.'n';v
COMMITTEE REQUESTS ;:'BP*'“; Rm. — r{,
rector Sec'y ‘}
The purpose of the memorandum is to set forth in
summary form the requests we have received from various Com-
mittees in Congress and the status of our replies.
1 a: \ f ?‘h
Qenate Select Committee on \' 6\‘1%\\\"3
"Intelligence Activities (Church's Committee) ‘:Z S AN
. N o “%
" Date of Request ' Nature of Request - Status D Q}i N
b O\
= Letter, 7/14/75 Material pertaining to Response dellivered.
= | Martin Luther King. \3§ N ] ™
<< ~ N
o 3| Letter, 8/5/75 Request for FBI materials Response being 3
S S with respect to surreptitious prepareg ‘
O DS entries. 5
=Z=Lm 8% o
L 3 Letter, 8/7/75 Request for brleflng re- Briefi‘?&kfe’l’d y
E % ~garding mail openings. 8/18/75. )
=54 N 3
£z ¢en Y Letter, 8/8/75 Request for materials Response being 3
L = 3 relating to mail prepared. o
= = surveillance. 2
= o
— QT e ,
-5:4% g Letter, 8/12/75 Request 'that FBI provide Response being 8
: thlrd-agency clearance of prepared.
FBI mater@ ossessed by
IRS. s @9«
RECI0 (X /(677
Letter, 8/13/75 Request for access to ReSPotis
‘ "materials pertaining to pPTY jgared
organized crime. AUG 27 1975
Letter, 8/13/75 Request ‘for underlying Responseie fng=«
materials related to - prepared.
5 Department of Justice file
oG9 #82-46-5.
~ C oL 7 XEROX ,
b . CONTINUED - OVER 0 ,E
&8 1ad\i,  orp 121075 i
VB (55 Wb sEP 1 by i[
J ; ; /
NW 659981 B cld:32989641 By LS. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams )
RE: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL
~ COMMITTEE REQUESTS

' Date of Request = Nature of Reguest - " Status
Letter, 7/25/75 Request concerns limited Response. being
message~switching im- prepared.

plementation plan.

| Subcommittee on Postal Facilities, Mail, and
| Labor Management

" House Post 0ffice and Civil Service Committee (Wilson's Committee)

L " Date 'of Request © ' Nature of Request " Status
\

Letter, 8/6/75 Request 'pertaining to Response delivered.
mail openings.

Sﬁbcbmmittee.on Government Information and

Letter, 8/16/75 Request for waiver of Response being
former SA George A. Berley prepared. '
to respond to questions re-

. garding non-court-ordered
surreptitious entries.

Subcommittee on Courts, Civil Liberties and the
. Administration of Justice

" Date of Redquest ~ MNature of Request - - Status -
' Y
Letter, 8/6/75 " Request pertaining to the Response. being
National Security Index. prepared.

.

CONTINUED - OVER

y ¥
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Legal Counsel to Mr.. Adams
RE: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL
COMMITTEE REQUESTS

" Nature of Request

-

Letter,

Letter,’

Letter,

Letter,’

Letter,

{ Letter,’

MW 659594 Docld:3298%641 Page 244

7/22/75

71287175

8/11/75

8/19/75

8/19/75

8/19/75

- Assistant Director

" Request for information
. concerning Bureau

. documents provided to SSC;

All documents and materials ' Department decided
provided to the Senate Select 8/19/75 to make SSC
Committee to Study Govern- material available
mental Operations and request for review in Bureau
for all materials related to space.

. budgetary authority.

Inquiry to. encompass all
aspects of the FBI budget -
as it relates to gathering,

- Partial response
prepared. ‘

. use and dissemination of

intelligence.

Request for briefing of Briefing held with '
. HSC Staff Members
Wannall on general on 8/18/75.
operations of the In-

telligence Division.

Response delivered
. to the Department.
informants. °*

Request (7/22/75) all Response being
prepared.
(7/122/75) General Counsel's

opinions of authorities;

(7/29/75) most current FBIL
organizational chart; (7/30/75)
access to all FBI information
provided to GAO; and (8/13/75)
proposed FBI guidelines.

Request ‘for materials relat-~ Response being

ing to wiretaps and electronic prepared.
surveillance.

CONTINUED - OVER

ooy
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams
RE: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL
COMMITTEE REQUESTS

" Date 0of Request 'Naturé“bf‘RQQUéSt‘ Status
Letter, 8/19/75 Request for current - Response being
’ - Bureau organizational prepared.
chart.
Hearings -
" Date of Request ' Nature of Request " Status

ORALLY 7fmghs’ Request to arrange testimony Date of testimony
before Subcommittee on Postal has mot been
| Facilities, Mail, and Labor established.
| Management of the Post Office
and Civil Service Committee
concerning mail covers and mail
openings.
|
\
|

Anticipated Hearings

We have been informally advised that there will be
~hearings before the Senate Select Committee on mail openings
sometime in September and the House Select Committee heéarings
are scheduled for sometime during the first week of October.
The topic for the House Select Committee hearings is not known.

| " RECOMMENDATION :

For information. 1}g{2}
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Page

18

18

25

Paragraph

- 10 -

Question

(3) if not, please explain.

(4) if so, does the FBI assert that
the same assumption of continuing
intelligence investigations would
apply to individuals or groups
lacking the same or similar proven

"violent background?

(5) if yes, please explain both in
general and with specific reference
to any support provided by the
Coyne letter.

Who, if anyone, has disputed that "such
matters as domestic terrorism certainly
affect the internal security and
national welfare * % %.,"?

How was the armed attack on the
President (Truman?) comnected with the

Coyne letter?

With reference to page 1 of the

report to the NSC dated Mar. 5, 1954:

(1) Does an overall reading of this
page reasonably convey the impres-
sion that program objectives were
designed to protect against sub-
version by domestic groups that
might be directed, or controlled

. by a foreign power?

(2) 1f yes, and since "the TIC members
recognize their responsibility as
assigned by the Directives * * ¥,
does this mean that the Directives
apply to only such domestic groups
and the members recognized this
limitation? If not, please explain.

(3) 1If A(1) is no, please explain
giving specific consideration to
the necessity for the first 3
paragraphs on the page and the
need to integrate domestic and
foreign intelligence.(See goal 1.)

Do Mr. Hoover's Nov. 6, 1958 comments
concerning the usurpation of jurisdic-
tion from local authorities indicate
his belief that the FBI was not
and should not be a national police
force responsible for maintaining law

MV 65994 Docld:32985641
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Page Paragraph ‘ guestion

- and order throughout the counsry?

B. Was it ever the FBI's position that it
was not and/or did not desire to be a
national police? '

C. Is crime prevention through the gathering

7 of intelligence a police function?

D. If not, please explain. '

E. If yes, how do the FBI's domestic intelli-
gence gathering activities differ from
the usual police function?

F. 1If there is no substantive difference,
does this mean the FBI, in the area of
domestic intelligence gathering, mow con~
stitutes and performs as a national

) police force? A

G. If not, please explain,

26 1 A. Is the Emergency Detention Law (EML) the
same as Subchapter II of the Internal
Security Act of 19507 (ISA)?
B. Mr. Hoover's testimony (Emergency Supple-
mental Appropriatioms Bill, 1940, at ‘
304) indicates that thé FBI maintained a
list or index of subversive individuals
prior to the enactment of the ISA:
(1) What did the FBI call this list or
index?
(2) Did the list contain the names or
.individuals whether or not potentialls
: dangerous?
C. Did the EML/ISA specifically require the
FBI to maintain a list of potentially
dangerous subversives?
(1) 1If so, how did the EML/ISA list
differ from the subversive list
already being maintained by the FBI? .
(2) If there were differences between
the two lists, what criteria was
used to determine whether to list .
an individual on the EML/ISA index?
(3) If there were no significant
‘ : differences between the lists, why
} ' ‘ was the EML/ISA list necessary aside
i from any statutory requirement?

- 11 -
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Page Paragraph |
D.
E.
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27 2 A,
27 3 A.
28 2 A,
- 12 -
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uestion

When and under what authority was Sub-

chapter II of the ISA repealed?

Identify the specific criminal statutes

covering acts of expionage or sabotage?

Did the ISA ever provide for the emer-

gency detention of individuals who might

possibly commit, or comspire to commit,
acts other than espionage or sabotage?

(1) If so, please identify such other

+ .acts. ‘

(2) 1If not, did the EML/ISA list ever
contain the names of individuals
who might engage in subversive

" activities other than expionage or
sabotage? - )

(3) 1If so, what authority permitted
their inclusion on the EML/ISA list?

Is the Domestic Intelligence Division
mentioned in Mr. Hoover's memorandum of
May 11, 1961, an FBI or DOJ division?

Besides the memorandum of Attormney

General Clark, dated Sept. i4, 1967, con-

cerning urban riot activity:

(1) How many other specific case-by-case
instructions regarding domestic
.intelligence investigative matters
have been received from the Attorney
General or DOJ?

(2) When were such instructions received?

(3) What were the subject matter of the
instructions?

(4) Please provide copies of such
instructions,

"% % % the FBI gradually came to be

assigned intelligence investigations out-

side the foreign controlled espionage and
sabotage matters % * %'

(1) Does this sentence mean that initiall
the FBI had authority to only conduct
intelligence operations of those
domestic organizations or individuals
that were controlled by or connected
with a foreign power and could

- possible be used for espionage’or
sabotage?



29

30

30
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Paragraph

- 13 -

Question

(2) If not, please explain.

(3) If so, what document (describe
and give date) enlarged the FBI's
authority so that it could conduct
investigations regarding "other
intelligence matters affecting
the internal security * % % "

Does 28 U.S.C. 533(l) provide the
statutory basis for the FBI's investi-
gation of criminal violations in the
internal security area?

If not, what is the statute that
provides such authority?

Exactly when did the FBI begin to use
its statutory authority to comduct
criminal investigations as a basis for
its domestic intelligence operations?

Does the FBI view Attorney General

Clark's Sept. 14, 1967 memorandum as

a directive to:

(1) Provide information of possible
criminal violations resulting
from riots that had already
occurred, or

(2) Engage in a continuing intelligence
operations with respect to black
nationalist groups, or

(3) Engage in continuing intelligence
operations with respect to any
extremist group or individual?

If none of the above, what is the

import of the memorandum?

Did this memorandum constitute additiona3

authority for the FBI to conduct domestic

intelligence investigations?

If so, what additional authority in

this area is conveyed to the FBI?

Does the FBI view the Feb. 18, 1969
DOJ memorandum as constituting any
additional authority for the FBI to
engage in domestic intelligence
investigations?




32 i S A.

32 2 ‘ A.
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guestion

If so, what additional authority.in this
area 1s conveyed to the FBI?

The "President's proclamation' mentioned

by Mr. Hoover on Nov, 30, 1939, during

his testimony on the Emergency Supple-

mental Appropriatioms Bill, 1940, at 304:

(1) 1Is the "President's proclamation"
the Sept. 6, 1939 Presidential
Directive?

(2) If not, to what does "President's
proclamation' refer? Please provide
copy if not already provided.

What were the 'mational defemnse statutes”

referred to in Mr. Hoover's testimony,

supra?

In his testimony, supra, did Mr. Hoover

- ever detail what activities constituted

oo

"subversive activities * % * or any
activities that are possibly detrimental
to the internal security of the United
States"?

If so, please provide copy of such
testimony.

If not, how could Congress at that time
know or appreciate what the FBI was
actually doing in the area of domestic
intelligence investigations.

During Mr. Hoover's testimony omn Jan. 5,
1940, on the Justice Department Appro-
priations Bill, 1940, at 153, did Mr.
Hoover ever explain what constituted
"being active in any subversive activity
or in movements detrimental to the
internal security"?

If so, please provide copy of such
testimony,

If not, how could Congress at that time,
know or appreciate in detail what the
FBI was doing in the area of domestic
intelligence investigations?

Mr Hoover's testimony of June 6, 1940 on
the Supplemental National Defense Appro-
priation, 1941, at 180, mentions a
National Defense Division. Is this the
successor division to the Intelligence
Division mentioned in Mr. Hoover's testi-
mony of Jan. 5, 1940, at 1532




Page Paragraph
33 1
33 2
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guestion

Mr. Hoover also mentions at 181, that

the general intelligence index included

the names of such persons as "known espio-

nage agents, known sabotemrs, leading
members of the Communist party; and the
bund."

(1) Can it be reasonably concluded that
this listing reflects what. the FBI,
at that time, considered its intelli-
gence investigation authority under
the Presidential Directives to be,
i,e., limited solely to espiomnage
and sabotage matters, and domestic
groups connected with foreign

~ governments?

(2) 1If not, please explain.

(3) If other types of groups or individ=
uals were included in the index,
please describe their activities.

(4) 1If other groups or individuals were
included in the general index but

not-mentioned in the testimony,
could Congress be fully apprised of
of the scope of the FBI's intellii-
gence investigation activities at
that time?

(5) 1If so, please explain.

Does the FBI believe that Congress has,
by receiving testimony about the FBI's
domestic intelligence activities as well
as intelligence information, recognized
the scope of FBI domestic intelligence
activities and tacitly approved of those
activities? :

If not, please explain.

If so, does the FBI consider this tacit
approval to be an additional authority
to conduct domestic intelligence
activities?

If not, please explain.

Is it the FBI's position that, aside
from any intelligence investigation
authority granted by the Presidential
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Page Paragraph
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guestion

Directives, 28 U.S.C. 533,in conjunctiom
with various criminal statutes,authorizes
the FBI to infiltrate groups or other-
wise engage in affirmative, active
intelligence gathering operations prior
to the commitment or alleged commitment
of a violation of one of the criminal
statutes?

If not, please explain.

If so, what language in 28 U.S.C. 533,
considered in conjunction with various
criminal statutes, authorizes such
operations?

Is it the position of the FBI that the
Executive Orders relating to Federal
employee loyalty matters authorize

the FBI to infiltrate domestic groups
or otherwise conduct continuing investi-
gations of groups or individuals for
intelligence purposes?

If so, please identify the Executive
Orders and the specific language in
each that constitutes such authorization?
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Page Paragraph Qgp§tion
10 A. Besides the Sept. 14, 1967 instructions

from the Attorney General and the Feb. 18,
1969 instructions from the Assistant Attormey
General, Internal Security Division, has

the Department of Justice (DOJ) provided

any other instructions or directives,

applicable to a general situation rather

than a specific group or individual, that

pertain to FBI domestic intelligence

investigations?

B. 1If so, please provide copies of such
instructions and directives.

C. If not:

(1) In what manner were these two instruc-
tions amplified by other policy
instructions? ]

(2) Were policy instructions pertaining to
specific cases ever used by the FBI as
guidance for a policy in a more general-
ized situation where no pertinent instru
tions had been received from the Attorney
General or DOJ?

(3) If so, please list the areas where this
was done and provide pertiment docu-
mentation.

(4) The parenthetical information suggests
that besides the above mentioned dated
memoranda other policy instructions
were received and not all of these
concerned specific cases.

(1) 1Is this correct?
(2) 1If so, please explain if questionm A
above, was answered in the negative.

| 15 1 A. Testimony by Mr. Hoover as early as Nov. 30,
1 1939, indicates that the FBI was maintaining
indices on saboteurs, espionage agents,
subversives and others:
(1) 1In light of this, why was it necessary
for the FBI to query DOJ about the
propriety of maintaining a list similar

L MW 65994 Docld:32989641 Page 233
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Question

to the Security. Index when the legal
authority for the Security Index was
repealed?

(2) Please provide a copy of the FBI inquiry
concerning this matter and the DOJ/
Attorney General response.

Did the FBI maintain sy other index concur-

rently with the Security Index?

If so, please identify and explain the need

for such index.

Does the statement, "'There are no investi-

gations of members of an organization which

does not advocate the use of force * * *",

mean that investigations are conducted of:

(1) Members to determine if they are
leaders?

(2) organization leaders?

If investigations are made of group leaders,

do such investigations encompass individuals

who are not officers of the organization?

If so, how is ""leadership' determined.

What is the difference between:

(1) "A demonstrated propensity for violence,”
and )

(2) ‘"'subversive or revolutionary activity"?

Are leaders or members of civil rights

organizations investigated?

If so, what distinction is there between

such an organization and its leaders and

members?
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MANUAL SECTION 87: INVESTIGATION OF SUBVERSIVE ORGANIZATIONS

~What authority exists for defining

‘ o

Question

FBI investigations under Section 87
are based on statutes and Departmental
Directives. '
(1) Does this mean that no authority
was conferred on the FBI by the
various Presidential Directives?
(2) If so, please explain in view of
thé position taken by Messrs.
Wannall, Watters and Lacey that
intelligence investigative
authority was delegated to the FBI
by Presidential Directives in
addition to statutory jurisdictior
(3) 1If Presidential Directives did
delegate authority tc FBI, why
aren't the Directives cited as
authority for investigations.
What are the Department instructions
to which reference is made?
Are these the same Department instruc-
tions mentioned in Section 122,
paragraph Ala, page 1? If not, what
are these instructions?

What considerations affect the
"desirability" of conducting an
investigation of possible statutory
violations discovered during the
course of an investigation of sub-
versives?

Would these same criteria apply to
possible violations discovered in
the course of extremist investigations
(see Section 122, paragraph Alc,
page la.)?

If not, please explain.

"subversive activities" in the
manner set forth?

Since specific statutes provide the
basis for FBI investigations and
since a preliminary inquiry can be




. ’ . “

Page Sec. Paragraph Question

conducted for 90 days without a
specific indication of the statutory
) basis for the authority:

(1) Please explain how statutory
authority exists for such a
preliminary inquiry during the
90 day period.

(2) Does such a procedure mean that
a contact-of unknown nature
between an individual and a
subversive group is sufficient
in itself to constitute an
activity "which may result in a
violation" of some statute even
if the statute is not specified?
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MANUAL SECTION 122: EXTREMIST MATTERS AND CIVIL' UNREST

Page ‘ Sec. Paragraph Question
1 A A. What is the purpose of the Manual?
1 A la A. Please identify the "Departmental

instructions" and provide copies of

same if not already provided.

B. As regards 18 U.S.C. §8241, 2383,
2384, 2385, are attempts and con-
spiracies encompassed by the phrase
"activities which may result in a
violation * * *'"?

(1) If not, what activities does
the phrase encompass?

(2) If so, what other activities
(describe generally) are
covered by the phrase?

(3) Where conspiracy is itself the
crime (see 18 U.S.C. §8241,
2384 and 2385), what activities

| - are covered by the phrase?

la A 1d A, Is the import of the  first sentence

} that:

| ) (1) The various Presidential
Directives charged the FBI with
only responsibility for the
collection and coordination of

l internal security information?

| (2) This coordination and collection

| responsibility was passive

| } ‘ in nature, mot requiring active

' investigations?

|

|

(3) No intelligence investigative
authority was conveyed to the
FBI by the Presidential Direc-
tives?

B. If A(1) is no:

(1) What is meant?

(2) Why does the third sentence
state that there is a difference
between the FBI's collection

. and coordination responsibility
| AP u and its "jurisdictional authorit
| - ' for conducting active investi-
| o : gations" under various statutes.

P

| o :
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Page Sec. Paragraph uestion
£age 2€c. zaragraph

‘C. If A(2) is no, why does the third
sentence emphasize that the authority
for "active investigatioms' is
derived from statutes and Departmental
Directives?

| D, If the Directives did convey authority

: (1) What is the difference between

‘ a "responsibility" as in

"responsibility to coordinate .
and collect" and "authority"
as in "jurisdictional authority''?
(2) Why does paragraph Ala of
Section 122, at page 1,not
mention the Presidential Direc-
g ) tives' as authority for investi-
‘ gations?

E. If A(1),(2),(3), or any one of them
is answered yes, how can such an
answer be reconciled with the positior
found in the papers by Messrs. Wannall
Watters and Lacey that the FBI was
delegated authority to conduct active
intelligence investigations by
various Presidential Directives both

4 oral and written?

— ¥

1b A le A, What is the authority for defining
"extremist activities" in the manner
set out?
‘ B. How do -"extremist activities" as
r - defined differ from "subversive
: “ activities'" as defined in Manual ~
Section 87, paragraph A4, page 47
C. If the definitions are the same or
substantially the same, why is a
distinction between extremists and
subversives necessary?

lc A lg A. What is a characterization of an
individual or organization?

3 2 e A. Please list all indices at both
FBI headquarters and field office
levels on which extremist individuals
may be listed in addition to the
ADEX and EPA.
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