01 THeee /60

/O TiHeee /05

Collection Act of 1992 [44 USC 2107 Mote). Cazeft:Mw 536
ate 11-17-2022

eleazed under the John F. Fennedy fezassination Hecords ]
M

NW 65360 Docld:32989532 Page 1 ’ il




i QPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 Q 5010-106 Q N
MAY 1942 EDITIQON
GSA GEN. gEGMNO. 27
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Assoc. Dir

: M d 1l - Mr, J. B, Adams s"::';f‘i’“_—
\3 emoranaum 1 - Mr. J. A, Mintz Asst. Dir
R Admin,
) . ) » Jlo Comp, Syst. ____
fo  MR. W. R. WANNALL W"M}} - paTe: April 24, 1975 - fAte—
/ 1 - Mr. J. B, Hotis | Z'Z"n}'"iz/
FROM MR W. 0/}3517{@3% 1l - Mr. W. R, Wannall RO¥/LY r ot
»»ww» 1 - Mr, W. O, Cregar zhz?l
suBsCT: SENSTUDY 75 ) a ifi?;;l“i/
e e - n - Al )

T‘elephone Rm.

This memorandum reports the receipt of a legal Dhtoctor Sac'y
memorandum prepared by Mr, Edmund Cohen, Office of the General aTgle,ty"
Counsel, Central Intelligence Agency, entitled "Authority of [ &7
Congress to Release Classified Data.'" Copies of this legal .
memorandum have been furnished to Mr. Anthonit Scalia, Assistant
Attorney General, and Mr, James A, Wilderotter, Associate Counsel
to the President.

Memorandum Cregar to W. R. Wannall dated 4/14/75 discussed
an article contained in the 4/10/75 edition of '"The Washington Post"
wherein Senator Frank Church, Chairman of the Senate Select
Committee, stated he reserved the right to make public any documents
the Committee received. This memorandum also noted that Mr. James
Wilderotter, Associate Counsel to the President, advised that
The White House was preparing a letter to Senator Church recognizing
that Congress can, at its discretion, declassify material it
receives, but strongly urging that such declassification action
not be taken unilaterally by the Senate Select Committee withyut
approval of the agency originating the information. P

«

As an aid to the preparation of such a letter 5 the
Office of CIA's General Counsel has prepared a paper entitled
"Authority of Congress to Release Classified Data.'" Copy attached.
N Tt was made available to all members of the Ad Hoc Coordinating W
V Group for Congressional Review of the Intelligence Committee fo
information and any comments rec%plents desired to make
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Ad Hoc Staff
78 =380

17 April 1975

MEMORANDUM FOR: Membexrs of the USIB
Ad Hoc Coordinating
Group

This is being furnished you at - : .
Dr. Clarke‘'s request.

i . oy
‘LL*-M\,A_:H ATLZ/’\-WW

Harriett D. Mowitt
Executive Secretary

Attachment

L2 (/63 5= _‘
mwwmgggi . h .

Bl

MWW 65360 Docld:32989532 Page 3




MEﬁosAxﬁum FOR:

Antonin g@lia, Esq.
o . ' Assistant™ttorney General
‘ Office of Lecal Counsel

"Attached is a hurnedly dona ler'al memcrandu"x
entitled "Authority of Congress to Release -
Classified Data." I would welcome your comments
on this so that a finished document could be made
available to the variougzgencies concerned.

h -To nsS. Warner
- & engral. Counsel
. &}ntelhgence Acency :
S F 12 April 1975
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MEMORANDUM FOR: General Counsel o encEel ué.e:&ﬁfgm,!_sz &

SUBJECT " :.Authority of Congress toyRelease Classiﬁed Data .

1. Ihave found no express authority for Congress to publicly release
- information classified by the executive branch pursuant to an Executive
‘order issued by the President., Moreover, on a number of occasions Concress
" . has mandated that matters pertaining to national &efenae or forelgn pO'lCY
_bekeptsecret . - L T

- -—Congress has made it a2 crime for one lawfully having possession,
~"access or control of documents relating to national defense or infor-
mation relating to the national defense which the possessor has
 reason to believe could be used to the injury of the United States
. or to the advantage of any foreign nation to communicate, deliver,
. or transmit same to any person not entitlaéd to receme it. 18
'-USCA 793(&) v

l-—'—Congress has made it a crime to disclose to an unauthorized per-
~ son or publish any classified information obtained by the processes
- of communications intelligence. 18 U.S.C.A. 798(a).
. =-Congress has made it 2 crime to photograph or sketch vital military
or naval installations or equipment requiring protection against gen-
" eral dissemination of information., 18 U.S.C.A. 795. Itis alsoa”
.~ crime to publish or disseminate photographs, maps, or drawings of
such defense installations without first obtaining permission of the-
_-,commandmg officer or hlgher authorzty 18 U S5.C A 797. . 7
e --Congress in order to p:event pubhc dlsdosure of certam act1V1tles ,
has given various officials the power to keep confidential certain funds
expended for national security or foreign relations purposes. Such
_authority is given, for example, to the President (22 U,5.C.A. 2364),
to the Secretary of State (31 U.S.C.A, 107), and to the Divector of
* Central Intelligence (50 U.S.C,A. 403j). A -

~

) -
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-~Congress has provided that meetings of the Senate Committee on
the Budget may be closed to the public if it is determined by a record
vote of a rraJonty of the members that the matter to be dlscussed

. .Will disclose matters necessary to be kept secret in the
. interest of national defense or the confidential conduct of
- - the foreign relations of the United States. 2 U.S.C.A,
190a-3, : : S

--Congress, after requiring that the Secretary of State transmit forth-
with to the Congress the text of any international agreement, other
than a treaty, to which the Unlted States’is a pa.rty, goes on to pro-

- vide that :

‘e .any such agreement the 1mmed1ate pubhc dlsclosure

of which would, in the opinion of the President, be przj-
‘udicial to the national security of the United States shell
not be so transmitted to the Congress but shall be trans-
mitted to the Committee on Foreign Relztions of the Senate
and the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Rep-
resentatives under an appropriate Injunction of secrecy to

. be removed only upon due notice from the Pre51dent
-';lUSCA 112b, : : :

_7 —Finally, Congreso, in enactlr‘g the F reedom of Infomatm“l Act,
o expressly exempted from disclosuré matters whlch are

R .5pec1ﬁca11y authorized under criteria estabhshed
- by an Executive ‘order to be kept secret in the 1nterest

" . of national defense or forclgn pohcy 5 U S.C A
,552(b) (1) : ,

2, DesPite this apparent lack of authority to release classified data
and the existence of the above-mentioned statutes, Congress is constitutionally
immunized, at least in part, against any consequences flowing from release
and disclosure of classified information., Article I, § 6 of the Constltutmn
- states in respect to Sena’cors and Representatives that:

’
-

.o .for any Speech or Debate in e1ther House they shall
not be questioned in any other Place
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3. A long line of Suoreme Court cases, beginning with Kilbourn v,
T homgson 103 U,S. 168 (@;D) has held that the privilege or immunity
: yelating to speech or debate should be given a broad and 11bera1 construc-
glon. In Kilbourn the court stated

It would be a narrow view of the Constitutional provision
* to limit it to words spoken in debate. The reason of the
rule is as forcible in its application to written reports
‘presented in that body by its committees, to resolutions
offered, which, though in writing, must be reproduced
“in speech, and to the act of voting.... In short, to things
generally done in a session of the House by one of its
members in relation to the business before it. (At p . 204.)
-4, Thé court, moreover, has resisted argl.ments that an unworthy
purpose should destroy the privilege. In Tenney v. Brandhove, 341 U.S.
367 the court reaffirmed its earlier holding in Fletcher v. Peck, 6 Cranch
§7 (1810), statlng ' '

«« .that it was not consonant with our scheme of govern-
cor ment for a court to inquire into the motives of legislators,
e o has remained unquestioned. (At P. 377 ) ‘

’Ehe distance to which the court was w1111ng to go to uphold this prlncmle '
.was seen in United States v, Johnson, 383 U.S. 169 (1966). In that case
* 2 former Congressman was convicted for conspiracy to defraud the U.S.,
in part on evidence that, in pursuance of a conspiracy designed to give
‘assistance to certain savings and loan associations which had been indicted
- en mail fraud charges, he was paid to give a speech on the floor of the House.
* The Supreme Court granted a new trial holding that a prosecution which
draws in question the legislative acts of the defendant member of Congress
- pr his motives for performing them "necessarily contravenes the Speech or
Bebate Clause.," (At P 185 ) C AP NP

. 5. 'I'he court addressed the issue of clasmﬁed 1nformat10n in Gravel v.
Unlted States, 408 U.S. 606 (1972), a case which arose when Senator Gravel,
Ehairman of the Subcommittee on Buildings and Grounds of the Senate Public’
- Works Committee, convened a night meeting of the Subcommittee and there
read extensively from a copy of the Pentagon Papers which bore a Defense
security classification of Top Secret ~ Sensitive. 'He_then placed the entire
47 volumes of the study in the public record. Senator Gravel clzaimed that
- @rticle I, section 6 protected him from criminal or civil liability and from
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questioning elsewhere than in the Senate, with respect to the events occur-
‘ring at the Subcommittee hearing at which the Pentagon Papers were intro-
duced into the public record. The court stated *,../T/o us this claim is
incontrovertible."” (Atp, 615, ) )

v S 6., The court furthar noted that:

The Speech or Debate Clause was designated to assure
- a co—equal branch of the government wide freedom of
". speech, debate, and deliberation without intimidation
or threats from the Executive Branch. It thus protects
“Members against prosecutions that directly impinge
" upon or threaten the legislative process. We have no
"doubt that Senator Gravel may not be made to answer—-
either in terms of questions or in terms of defending
- himself from prosecution—-for the events that occurred
at the subcommi’ctee meetinc (At p. 616. )

1. F rom the above, together with the p051t1ve phrasmc of Artlcle l
- E6 of the Constitution, it would appear that any Member may make any state-
ment he desires on the floor of the Congress or.in one of its committees, Such
" statement shall be absolutely privileged, notwithstanding that it was based
on information secured from classified Central Intelligence Agency material
either furnished the Member in confidence or containing any restrictive
. notice as to use or dissemination. This privilege would operate if the Member
‘were to read the information verbatim into the record on the floor or into
the record of hearings before a congressional commiitee. It would still be
privileged when it appeared, verbatim, in the Congressional Record or in
" the published hearings of a congressional committee, The only sanction,
‘apart from the individual conscience and sense of responsibility of the Member,
" - would have to come from Congress itself, which has the power to discipline
any Representative or Senator who improperly disclosed classified information.

8. One additional wrinkle might be noted, Although Congressmen
would be immune from liability for introducing classified information into
a committee report and immune from liability for ordering it printed and
‘disseminated to the public at large, the Public Printer and the Superintendent
of Documents may not be immune from suit for printing and disseminating
such reports to the public. The court examined this question in Doe v.
McMillan, 412 U.S, 306(1973), a case in which petitioners claimed that a
report issued by the House Committee on the District of Columbia, containing

I
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- documents relating to disciplinary problems of certain specifically named
_ -students, violated statutory, constitutionzal and common-law rights to pri-
N vacy. The Supreme Court refused to determine whether dissemination to
the public wduld serve the important legislative function-of informing the
public concerning matters pending before Congress for the purpose of
.- holding Members of Congress liable, However, it remanded the case to
- the Court of Appeals, in part to undertake just such a review in order to
 determine whether the Public Printer and the Supevmtonder't of Documents, i
who were Wltbout blanket immunity, could be held liable.

9. The discussion thus far has dealt on}.y with congressicnal immunity
' _for releasing classified information in Congress. No such immunity exists
.~ in the case of disclosures made by congressmen outside of Congress. Thus,
CinLong v, Ansel, 69 F,2d 386 (Ct. App., D.C. 1934), affd. 293 U.S. 76
- (1934), and in McGovern v. Martz, 182 F, Supp. 343 (US Dist. Gt., D.C.
 1960) it was held that if a Senator or Representative is alleged to ha ve com-—
;. . mitted libel by republishing and disseminating remarks made in the Congress,
T .such republication and dissemination is not within the Speech or Debate
“:" ° privilege even if such privilege would have been applicable to the original
- publication of the remarks. Agzin, in Gravel v. United States, 408 U.S. 606
. (1972), and in Doe v, McMillan, 412 U.S. 306 (1973) the court noted that
the Speech or Debate Clause does not protect "2 private republication of
documents introduced and made public at a committee hearing, al».noucrh the
hearing was unqueshonably part of the legislative process. n .

10, From the above it is apparent that a Member is not privileged to
circulate CIA documents to his constituents, to the press, or by reading to
a meeting or on radio or television. Such action could well make the member
liable for prosecution under the espionage laws, but in any event would
expose him to the same liability for these actions as any other citizen, As
2 practical matter, however, the prosecution of a Member for unauthorized
. disclosure of classified CIA materizl, or dlsc:mhr\ary actlon by Congress .
T 1tse1f is. -very unlikely. : :

_ - EDMUND COHEN
- Office of General Counsel
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Director Sec'y
The April 29, 1975, Congressional Record - Senate,
pages S 7054 through and including S 7056, sets forth rules
- and procedures for the captioned Committee. The rules cover
such topics as the convening of meetings, meeting procedures,
news media coverage, investigations, subpoenas, procedures
related to the taking of testimony, procedures for handling
classified or sensitive material, preparation for committee
meetings, staff, and reporting of measures or recommendations.

The key sections of these rules are subpoenas, investi-

gations, and procedures related to taking of testlmony.

Concerning the issue of subpoenas, subpoenas may be
issued by the Chairman or any other member designated by him
with the consultation of the Vice Chairman.

Procedures relating to the taking of testimony provide
that testimeny shall be given under oath or affirmation. It fﬁj
also provid that a witness may be accompanied by counsel. k .
Witnesses msy also request that there be no news media coverage’”/’
of their testimony. Witnesses will also be given the opportunity
of furnishing a statement prior to, and/or at the conclusion of
his or her testimony. With regard to inspection and correction
of testimony, witnesses will be allowed a reasonable opportunity
to inspect their testimony, and corrections are permissible, but
must be made in writing within five days of the availability of
the transcript containing their testimony. Names of witnesses

cannot be made public prior to their testimony unless authorized
by the Chairman.

Contempt procedures as set forth, require that after
notice to all members of the Committee, and the affected person
has had the opportunlty to state in writing or 1n
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Legal Counsel to Mr; Adams
Re: SENSTUDY 75

or she should not be held in contempt, a vote would be taken by
the Committe with a majority being necessary for the refermal
of a contempt citation to the full Senate.

The rules concerning sensitive material limit access
)to such material to employees on a need-to-know basis and to
only those staff members with appropriate security clearances.
Reporting procedures for the Committee provide that
where the Committee is unable to reach a unanimous decision,
separate views and reports may be printed by any member or
members of the Committee.

A complete Xerox copy of the rules as they appear in
the Record is attached.

RECOMMENDATION:

Action. For Information.

5w

-2 -
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S 7054

. i3
!mpercept;ible, while 2.5 can be n-)ll nc:u““; the
polnt of origin and 3 can bo felt ¢ ver n.fatr~
sized area. Slight damage can be caug-d ab
4.5, & level of & is consldered dun g zing, 7 1s
major, and 8 fs a “greab earthqu.tes
. ‘Tho lssue, most geologists and «e+ mic ex~
perts apree, is not whethet another block-

_ huster gquake will oceur, but when, It could
happen any thme,

Should that earlhquake ocenr “tomorrow,”
these experts believe, the fullowlng reail
des awalt Californlanas:

Tens of thousands of bhniirbn s bullt in
the first half of the cintury, clearty haz-
ardous under severe earthgquahe conditlons,
in use In San Franct.oco and Les Angeles,
could topple, endan«cering thou ands of lves
(an estimaled 260000 m fos An «los alone).

Otlher thousands of busidiuz ., buwlt on or
near faulls face deatruciion u'om ground
shaking and land LIl

High-rise buildings, built te more modern
standards, may not soppie, but {ace =erious
hazards of fire, disabied elevators and -
adequate stalrwell safety.

Earthquake disasler urpenry plans are in
the nascent stages throurhout the state,
hampered by apa'hy amony public oficials,
lack of funds and Infrequent excrelsvs,

The public is 1il-prepared to cope with
earthquakes or thelr artermaths, There is
virtually no publicity about what to do dur-
ing or after o major quake. Marthquake
arills are rarely, if ever, held i commuii-
ties or I public bulldings (schools are an
exception). .

A recent federally sponsored study gives
these estimates of death and injury should

a temblor of morse than 7 or 8 on the Rich-
ter seale occur in or near San ¥raucisco or
Los Angreles:

San Francisco—as many as 10,000 persons
dead and 40,000 injured. (Shouid 8 major
dam break, tho death toll could rise to
60,000.) Another 56,000 could bhe leit home-
less (not ihciuding diumn ¢vivudees).

Los Angeles—as many as 20,600 deaths and
up to 600,000 injured. Additional deaths pos-
sible due to major dam fatlure—up 10 14,000,
Homeless (not including dam evacuces), up
to 180,000,

At the very best, Callfornians are fatalistic
about carthauakes, accepting that they will
come, and honing they will be out of the
affected aren when it happens.

“You don’t know when it Is poing
how i's going Lo Le,” sald one Weat Los An-
geles resident. “I should pubt money into
meoking my house earthquake-proof when I
could be in some =kyscraper swaying when 1t
happens? Who cares?”

In San Franclsco, & college professor re-
cently asked 125 residenis In a random
sampling what they would do if an ecarth-
quake comes. Sixty per cent caid, in effect,
“Start praying. What else is there to do?”

What can he done? In fact, qnite a lot—
and some of i5 is Peing accomplished In tho
areas of building: codl- uprradine, land-use
planndng, emergency preparedie<ss, earth-
quake prediction, and public eduration, But
tho effort of a few areressive lemislators,
stafte and local oflicials, and private clilzens
is frustrated by tho low level of priority
generally asstrned to earthquiice prolection,

Tho “kill ralio” of past California carth-
quakes Is extremely low compared tn, say,
traflic accldents, About 900 prraons have dled
a3 the resulls of qualieg sinee the turn of
tho century comparid to an sverase annual
bhlyhway toll of 4,800, Thus there are those
who argue against expenditures of thme and
effort on something as mercurial and unpre-
dictable as an earthqua.ce,

Californin’s new governor, Idmund G,
Prown, Jr., 1s sald to be one of those, Accord-
ing to a recent news story, Brown suggested
that money being allocated for safe buildings
miiht be used to improve the quallty of edu-
cation, to rehabllitate housing for the poor,
or Lo creato cunstruction jobs,

AT TUFORUATION CONTATHED
::'m“m IS Urcs435Trrm remos &
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After the San Frenando queke, there was

a flurry of studies, hearlngs, plans and legls~’

lation.

In Los Angeles, the buliding code require-
ments were toughened. Explaincd Bob Wil-
liams, general manager of Los Angeles’ De-
partment of Building and Satety: “We
doubted the loading strength requirements
and requlred standards twlce as strong In re-
inforced concrete and reinforced masonry.”

Los Angeles’ building code Js in some re-
spect tougher than the Uniform Dullding
Cede to which most juri.dictions in the
state adhere, One ofliclal, T.onx Beach bulld-
ing director BEdward M. O'Connor, a lcading
proponent of better preparedness, coutends
1hat the Unitorm Building Code falls short.

“I% does not ralfiil i'xe purpose of the
eade: to presevve life, limb, property and the
public welfare in the event of an earth-
quake,” he sald.

Chuanges in the uniform code come slowly.
They are modeled nfter recommendations
by the Callfornia Structural Engineers As-
soclation, composed of professional engineers
who help design bulldings.

The recommendations usually represent

a balance of conservative and liberal strains
withm the association, and, according to
some obscrvers, are strongly influenced by
economic considerations.

The drafters ol the uniform code are still
wrestling with one of the central lessons of
the San Fernando earthquake—the fact that
major bulldings are being coasiructed with
little knowledge or consideration of soil and
geolegical conditions and how they might
respond to ground shocks.

Geologlists and seismic experts admit they
know very little about what causes earth-
cquakes or precisely bow bulldings are affected
by local or even distant shocks. Now, for the
first time, California is placing instruments
that measure motion in key buildings
around the state. But they must await an-
other earthquake to produce usable data,

In the meantime, seismic considerations
are working their way slowly—some say too
slowly-—into building requirements.

New laws ban construction directly over
active faults, require eatlsfactory geologic
studies before new hospitals areo built, re-
quire that o “seismic safety element” be in-
cluded in local planning, and require the
correciion of unsafe dom conditions.

This leglslation added up to the most pro-
gressive package of earthiquake measures in
40 years, but it was not accomplisiied without
resistance. The restriction on bullding on or
near faults, for example, inspired a storm of
prolest from real estato developers and in-
dividual lot owners that eventually forced
a modificaticn softening the restriction.

A hospital law passed in 1972 requires that
detalled geological and soll reporis for pro-
posed hospital construction be reviewed by
state geologlsts.

James Flosson, director of the state De-
partment of Mines and Geology, promptly
ran into problems.

“The reporis the first few months were a
dirgrace to the professlon,” Flosson said. “Wo
sisted that they be redone, and done again
untll they were right. I'vo had my Iead
Lloodicd many times as a result. I've been
ihreatened, told my career would bo ruined—
a few geologists tried to geb me fired. But wo
stood by our guns and now the quallty of
ihe reports is excellent.”

Anothier area of controversy 15 highrise
safety. Berkeley architect Karl V. bl,olnbrux'ge
believes the modern steel{ramo constructlion
will wthaL‘md intense shocks. But Henry J.

- Depunkolbd, a San Francisco structural ene
gliwver and Ircquuub critie of safety standards,
sald: |

“I would not find it unrensonable to ex-
pect .. . there will be 15 to 30 total collap.es
with sanother 50 to 100 severcly damaged” in
Ban Francisco,

""} Vo idle there 18 disagreement about high-

ENCLOSURE (12 —

April 29, 1975

rise collapse, there is a broad consensus that
most existing high rises are vulnerable to ex-
tensivoe internal damage from unbolled
equipment and, most significantly, from fire.

The dangers are serious enough 1o have
prompted major changes recently in fire reg-
ulations for all futurs buildings.

All future high rises (above 75 feet) will be
buily with automaile governors that bring
elevators insiantiy to ground level, and, mest
importantly, with sprinkler systems at cvery
level.

Al but o minuscale number of the nearly
2,000 hiyh rises presently in Los Angeles and
San Franclsco lack sprinkler systems.

Recquirements that they be installed wers
written Into a state law last year, bui etforis

- to dratt regpuiations ran into fierce opposition

from builders, the Chambers of Commerce
and oilher businessmen.

The hattle is still being Tought.

San Francisco's disaster plan is advanced
over those of other municipalities, but it sui~
fers from lack of o central communications
network, insufliclent coordination among de-
pdrtments and inadequate practical exer-
cises, sccording to a city planning .depart-
ment study.

“All it is 1s a paper organlzation,” said
Alfred Goldberg, head of the city’s bullding

‘department,

Goldberg's concerns are echoed by James
Halgwood, state emergency services oflicer in
charge of helping to create state-level dise
aster plan for Southern California.

Commented Haigwood: “I don’t think most
elected and appointed ofliciais understand
they have a real responsibility to have their
Jurisdictions prepared. They are only doing a
barebones job.”

RULES ,OF PROCEDURE FOR THE
SELECT COMMITTEE TO STUDY
GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS
WITH RESPECT TO INTELLI-
GENCE ACTIVITIES

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. President, in ac-
cordance with the provisions of the Leg-
islative Reorganization Act of 1970, I
submit now for publication in the Rzcorp
the rules of procedure for the Select
Committee 'To Study Governmental
Operations With Respect to Intelligence
Activities. These rules were adopted by
the members of the Select Commiltee
on April 9, 1875. I ask unanimous con-
sent that they be printed in the REcorp.

There being no objection, the rules
were ordered to be printed in the REgorp,
as follows:

RULES OF PROCEDDRE FOR THE SELECT COM~
MITTEE ToO STUDY GOVERNMEMTAL OPERA-
TIONS Wit RESPECT T0 INTELLIGENCE
ACTIVITIES, U.S. SENATE, ADOPTED APRIL 9,
1975
These Rules are Issued pursuant o the

1st Section of Senate Resolution 21, 84th

Congress, 1¢t Seaclon, agreed fo January 27,

1995, and printed in full in the appendix

hereto.

RULE 1, CONVECNING OF BIELTINGS

1.1 The Commiltee may schicdule o rer.
ular day and hour for the Commitice to
meeb, .

1.2 Tho Chairmen shall have nulhLoslty,
upon proper notice, to call such sdilitionual
mectings of the Committes &8s he miay d.on
necessary and may delegate such authority
to any otlier member of the Commitlee,

1.3 A speclal meeting of tho Commilics
may be calicd at any time upou the written
request of £ix or imore members of thio Lom-
mittee Nled with the Clerk of the Crmumittes,

14 In the case of any meetimyy of the
Committee, other than s rejularly sched-
uled meeting, the Cleck of the Commitiee
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“shall nodify every member of the Commitied

of the time and place of the meeting and
shall 2ive reasonablo notlce which, except
in extroordinary circumstances, shall. be at
least 24 hours in advance of any meeting
held in Washington., D.C, and at least 48
hours In the case of any meeting held out-
sude Washington, D.C.

1.5 If a majority of the members of the
Committec have made a request in writing
to the Chalrmian to call o nieceting of the
Committee and the Chalrman falls Lo call
sucn a mecting within seven calendar days
thoveatter, including the day on which the
written notice Is submitted, such maejorily
may cail a meeting by filing a writien notice
with the Clerk of the Commitlee who shall
promblly notify each member of the Com-
mittee in writing of the date and time of
the meeting. ’

RULE 2, MEETING PROCEDURES

2.1 Meetings of the Committee shall be
open to the public except when otherwise
dirccted by the Chairman or majority vote of
members present,

2.2 It shall be the duty of the stafl di-
rector $o keep or cause to be kept a record
of all Committee proceedings,

25 'The Chairman of the Committee, or
if the Chairman is not present the Vice
Chairman, shall preside over all meetings of
the Committee. In the absence of the Chalr-
man and the-Vice Chairman at any meeting
majorily member is present the ranking mi-
nority member present, shall preside.

24 Except as otherwise provided in these
Rules, decisions of the Comunittee shall be
by majority vote of the members present
end voting. A quorum for the fransaction
of Committee business, including the con-
duct of Executive sessiohs, shall consist of
stx Committee members except, that for the
purpose of hearing witnesses, taking sworn
testimony, and receiving evidence wunder
oath, a quorum may consist of one Senator.

25 A vote by any member of the Com-
mitiee with respect to any measurg or mat-
ter being considered by the Committee may
be cast by proxy if the proXy authorization
(1) is in writing to the Chalrman or Vice
Chalrman; (2) designates the member of
the Committee who i3 to exercise the proxy;
end (3) is limited to a specitic measure or
matter and any amendments pertaining
thereto. Proxies shall not be considered for
the establishment of a quorum.

RULZ 3. BROADCASTING, TTLEVISION, AND
PHOTOGRAPIIY

Any Committee meeting which is open to
the public may, subject Lo Rule 6.7, be cov-
ered, in whole or in part, by television, radio,
still photography or other media coverage,
if the Chairman authorizes such coverave,
Whertt coverage by any such media is auth-
orized it must be conducted In an orderly
and unobtrusive manner, and the Chairman
may for <oocd cause Lerminate such media
coveraze in whole or In part, or take such
cther action as the circurastances may war-

" rant.

RULE 4. INVESTIGATIONS

No investigation shall he Initiated by the
Cuomimtice unless 4 majority of the mems-
bers of tho Commiitee has specifically an-
thorized sueh inves‘wation, but any member
of th.e C anmitiee sh+ll be entitled to pursue
eny inquiry Individually unless specifically
profbited by o majority vote of the mem-
bers of the Comumttee, Authorized investi-
gations or lncudries ey be conducled by
memberi of Lthe Commitice and or by desig-,
naled staif members,

RULE 5. SUDPOENAS -

Subpoenas for attendance of withesses or
the prodaction of memeranda, documents,
records, or any other material may be issued
by the Chairman, or any other member
designated by him after consultation with
the Vico Chafrman, and may be served by

.
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oty person designated by tlie Chalrman or
member, Each subpoens shall contain o copy
of Senale Resolutlon 24, 9ith Congress, 1st
Session.
RULE 6. PROCEDURES RELATED TO TIHE TAKING
' OF TESTIMONY

6.1 Notlice—Wlitnesses réquired to appear
before the Committee shall be given reason-
abio notice and all witnesses shall be fur-
nished a copy of Lthese Rides.

6.2 Oulh or Afirmation~Testimony of
witnesses shall be given under oath or af-
firmation which may be administered by any
momber of the Committee.

6.3 [ntlerrogation.—Commicteo interroga-
tion shall ke conducted by members of the
Commities and sich stafl personnel as is
authorized by the Chairman, the Vice Chalr-
maen, or the presiding member.

6.4 Counsel for the Witness~—(a) ANy
witness may be accompanied by counsel. A
wilness who is unable Lo obiain counscl may
inform the Committeo of such fact, and if
consistent with the notice given under Sec-
tion 6.1 hereof, at least 24 hours prior to his
appearance before the Committee, the Com-
mittee shall then endeavor to obtain volun-
tary counsel for the witness, but failure to
obitaln such counsel will not excuse the wit-
ness from appearing and testifying.

(b) Counsel shall conduct themselves in
an ethical and professional manner. Failure
to do 50 shall, upon a finding to that effect by
2 majority of the members present, subject
such counsel to disciplinary action which
may include warning, censure, removal, or a
recommendation of contempt proceedings.

{c) There sheil be no direct or cross ex-
amination by counsel. However, counsel may
submit in writing any questions he wishes
propounded to his client or to any other wit-
ness and may, at the conclusion of his
ciient’s testimony suzgest the presentation
of other evidence or the calling of other wit-
nesses. The Committee may use such gues-
tions and dispose of such suggestions as 1%
muay see {ib.

8.5 Statemenis by Wiltnesses.—~A witness
may make a statement, which shall be brief
and relevant, st the becinning and conclu-
sion of kis testlmony. Such statements shall
not exceed a reasonable period of time as
determined by the Chalrman, or other pre-
siding memoer. Any witness desiring to make
a prepared or written statement for the rec-
ord of the proceedings shall file & copy with
the Clerk of the Committee, and In so far as
practicable and consistent with the notlce
given, stall do so at least 72 hours in ad-
bance of his anpearance before the Com-
mittee. .

6.6 Objections and Rulings—Any objec-
tion raised by a witness or counsel shall be
ruled upon by the Chalrman or other presid-
ing member, and such ruling srhall bs the
ruling of the Committee unless a majority of
the Committee present overrules the ruling.
In the case of tle votes the rule of the chair
will prevail,

6.7 Lights and Broadcasling.—(a) A wit-
ness may requess, on grounds of distraction,
harassmens, or physical discomfort, that dur-
Ing his testimany, television, motion picture,
and ohlwer cumeras and licthts shall not he
directed at him, such requests to be ruled on
in accordanees vwith Rule 2.4,

{b) No witne.s subpoenacd by the Com-
mittte2 shall be required agalnst his will Lo
bo phntosraphed at any hearing or to givo
evidence or testimony while the broadeasting
of that hearing, by radio or television, 15
beinyr eomducted. AL the requeat of any wii-
ne.s who do2s not wish to bhe subjected to
radio, televi:ion, or silll pholography cov-
eraze, all Ienses shall be covered and all
microphones used for coveraze turned off,
S0 far a3 I3 practicable, a witness desirlng to
makKe such o request shall so inform the
Chief Counsel of the Conunittee at least 24
hours prior to the tlme that witness is
scheduled to testily, . '
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Inspcction and Correction—All wit-
nesses tesitfying before the Committoo shault
be given a reasonable opportunity Lo inspect,
in the office of the Committee, the transeript
of their testimony to determine whether suen
testimony wos correcily transcribed. Tho wit.
ess mny be accompanied by counsel. Any
corrections the witness desires to make 1n
the transcript shall be submited In writine
to the Committee within five dnys of the
availlability of the traunscripé. Correction:
shall be hmited to grammar and minor cdit-
ing, and may not be made to change the
subsfance of the testimony, Any questions
arlsing with respect to such corrections shall
be decided by the Chairman. Upon requt,
those parts of testimony given by a witness
in Executive session which are subsequentiy
quoted or made part of a record shall be
made available to that witness at his cx-
pense.

6.9 Persons Affected by Testimony.- A
person who belleves that testimony or olher
evidetnce presented at a public hearing, or
any comment made by o Committee member
or Committee counsel, may tend to affect
adversely his reputation, may request to ap-
pear personaily before the Committee to
testify on his own behalf, or may file a sworn
statement of facts relevant to the testimouy,
evidence, or comment, or may submit to tho
Chalrman proposed guestions in writing for
the cross-examination of other witnesses. The
Committee shall take such action as 1%
deems appropriate.

6.10 Contempt Procedures—No recom=~
mendations that a person be cited for con-
tempt of Congress shall be forwarded to the
Senate unless and until the Commlitice has,
upon notice to all 1ts members, met and con-
sidered the alleged contempt, afforded the
person an opportuunity to state in writing or
in person why he should not be held In con-
tempt, and agreed, by majority vote of the
Committee to forward such recommendation
to the Senate,

6.11 Release of Name of Witness.—Utde.s
authorized by the Chalrman, the name of
any witness scheduled to be heard by the
Committee shall not be released prior Lo ins
appearance before the Committee.

RULE 7. PROCEDURES FOR HANDLING CLASSIIUED
OR SENSIITIVE MATERIAL

7.1 Committee staff offices on the fir:t
floor of the Dirksen Office Building shait
operate under strict security precautions. At
least one security guard shull be on duty st
all times by the entrance to control entry.
All persons before exntering the offices shall
identify themselves. At least one additional
security guard shall be posted at night ror
surveillance of the secure area where sensi-
tive documents are kept.

7.2 Sensitive or classified documents and
material shall be segregated in a "secure
slorage area. They may be examined only at
secure reading facilities. Copying, duplicat-
ing, or removal from the Committee uiaff
oflices of such documents and other materinls
Is prohibited except as i3 necessary for wse m,
or preparation for, interviews or Commitlee
mectings, Including the taking of testimony,
and in conformity with Section 9.2 hereof.

7.3 Each member ot the Committee sh il
at all times have access to all papors mnd
other matsrial received from any source. ‘I ne
Stalf Director shall be responstbie for tiwe -
malntenance, under appropriate -eeunty
procedurcs, of a rexistry which will youns v
and identify all papers aud other mafeiis
In the possesslon of the Committiee, aud stea
reglstry shall be available to any memner of
the Commitice,

74 Access to classited informatlon &np-
plied to the Committee shall be Hmited to
the Stall Director, Lhe Chief Counsel and 1y
Council to the Minority, and those stailf vrvm-
bers with appropriate security clearanees tal
& need-to-know.

7.5 No testhmony taken fncluding fhe
nanies of wltnesses tecrifying or ma'viisd
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presented ab an Executlve Sesslon, or classis
fled papers, and other malerials received by
tho stafl or its consultants while in the eme
ploy of the Commitice shall be nrade publis,
in whole or in part or by way of summary, or
disclosed to any persoin ouluide the Commite
tee unless aubhorized by a majority vote of
the entire Comunit'ee, or afier the terminas
tlon of the Couwnudlee, In such manner as
may be determined by the Senate,

7.6 Before thoe Coammiliee is called upon
to malke any divpositon with respect to the
testimony, peapers, or ollier materials pre«
sented to 1t, the Commnutlee mienmibers shall
havo o rearonuble opportunicy to examine
oll pertiinent Lessuneny, papers and oiher
materials that have been oblained by the
Commlitice staff. No member shall releacs
any such to, timony, papers, or other malerls
als, or any informatlon coniained in such
testimony, papers, or other materials, to the
public or any perrson outlolde the Conunltiee
unie:s aunthorived by a majerily vote of the
entiro Committee, or after the termination
of the Commiftee, in such manner as may
be determined by the Senate,

RULE 8. PREPARATION FOR COMMITTEDL MELIINGS

8.1 TUnder directlon of the Chairman, the
Stafl Director, Chlef Counsel, Counsel to the
Minority, or other destznated staff members
shall brief members of ihe Commlitee at a
time sufliciently prior to any Commitice
meebing in order to as:ist the Comimities
members in preparation for such meeting
and to determine any matier which the
Committee memheor might wish considered
during the meetling. Such brliefing shall in-
clude a list of all pertinent papers and other

materinls that have been obtained by the .

Commlttce that bear on matters to be con-
gidered at the meeting.,

8.2 The Stalf Director, the Chief Counsel,
and the Counsel to the Minority shall rec-
omigend to the Chiatrnian and the Vice Chelre
‘men the iestimeny, papers, und ofhwr mate-

.rials to be presented to the Commitice ot any

meeating. The determination whether such
testimony, papers, and other materials shall
be presented in open or Executive scssion
shall be made pursuant to the rules of the
Senate,

RULE 9. STAFF

9.1 The appolntment of all sfal mem-
bers and consuitants shall be confirmed by a
majority vole of the Committee, After con-
firmation, the Chairman shall certify staff ap-
polntments to thie Financial Clerk of the Sen-
ate In writing,

9.2 Except as otherwise provided by the
Committee, the dutles of stail and consult-
ants shall Bo performed, and staff personnel
alfairs and day-to~-day operations, including
sccurlty and control of classifled documents
and material, shall bo cdministered under the
direct supervision and control of the Staff
Director and the Chief Counsel, The Counsel
for the Minority shall be kept fully informed
regarding all matiers and shall have access
to all material {n tho files of ‘the Commitice.

0.3 'Tho staff of tho Commltiece shall not
discuss either the substance or procedure of
the work of tho Commilice with anyone
other than a member of the Commitice or
other Committee personnel. Upnn terming.
tion of employment by the Committee, ench
member of the stafl, or consultant, shall sur-
render all classified and other material ro-
laling to the work of the Committce which
camo into his possession while in the employ
of the Commillee.

9.4 Tho employment of any member of
the stafl or consultant who falls to conform
to any of thege Rulea shall boe immuediately
termingted.

RULY 10. SCRVICHS, INFORMATION, FACILITIES,
AND PERSONNEL OF THE GOVERNMENT; CON~
SULTANTS
The Chairman shall have the authority to

utilize the cervices, information, facilities,

apgd personnol of tho departmentis and agon-
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cies of the government, and to procure the
temporary or intermittent services of experis
or consultanls or organizations therecof to
make studies or assist or advise the Com-
mitteo with respect- to any matter under
Invesiigation,
BULE 11. BEPORTING OF MFASURES OR
RECCMMENDATIONS

11.1 No measure or recommendsationsg
shall be reported from the Commitied unless
» majorisy of the Commitiee is actunlly pres-
enk and s majority of those pre.ent concur.

1t.2 In any case In which the Commit-
tee is wnable to reach & unanimous deel-
sion, separate views or reports may be pre-
sented and printed by say member or niems-
bers of the Conunitiee,

113 A member of the Commitlee whoe
gives notice of his intention to file supple-
menial, minority, or additionnl views at the
ilme of finnl Commitlee approval of & meas-
ure or malter, shall be entitled to not less
than three calendar days in which to file
such views, in writing, with the Clerk of the
Committce., Such views shall then he in-
cluded in the Commitiee report and printed
in {he same volume, as & part thereof, and
their inclusion shall be noled on the cover
of the report.

RULE 12, CIIANGES IN RULES

These Rules may be modified, amended, or
repealed by ihe Committee, provided that a
notfice in writing of the proposed change hos
been given to each member at least 48 hours
prior to the meeting ot which action thereon
is to be taken.

ANNOUNCEMENT OF POSITION
ON VOTES

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Presidenf, on
April 22, 1975, I submitted for the
REcoRrD 4 summary of my posision on the
votes for H.R. 2166, the tax reduclion
bil and H.R. 4296, the farm bill. For
the permanent Recorp, I would like fo
correct an error made in this summary,
The correet notation for votes No. 92 and
93 should be as follows:

Vote No. 92: Modified Hart unnum-
bered amendment—nay.

Voie No. 93: Motion to table motion {o
reconsider the vote by which the modi-
fied Hart unnumbered smendment was
agreed to-—nay.

THE IMPORTANCE OF
LATIN AMERICA

¥Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I
wish to call to the sttention of my
collcagues an editorial which appeared
in the Washington Pest on April 26 en~
titled, “The Importance of Latlin Amer-
ica.” Frankly, it is & sorry thing we
have o he reminded.

Por too long, we have neglected what
President Kennedy recognized as our
“sister republics”—and when we have
deald with them, it has too often been
on the basis of palernalism rather than
equality, Yet the good ncishbor policy
and the allinnce for progress remind us
that our relations have been—and again
can be—warm and constructive. They
should occupy & central place in our
forelgn polley, and they should be con-
ducted with the mutual respect they
deserve.

Unfortunately, we have been dis~
tracted in recent years by hotler spots,
sitch a3 Indochina and the Middle East,
not to mention our {raditional absorp-
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tion In superpower politics. To be sura
it is some measure of our indiffercy,.
that we have withheld trade preferenys.
acress-the~board, despite the fact 4, »
countries like Venezuela and Ecuador ¢
not participate in the Arab oil emba:.
which provoked our actlon.

Beset by massive social and econot;
problems, South America continues -
ferment. We should not wait to be ¢,
fronted with revolution and crisis. Iais.
cr, we should anticipate and encow,
progress and peaceful change, Wem) .
begin by supporling a new and fo..
Panama Caual Treaty, by seriously .
evaluating the preseat policy of sai .
tions on Cubn, and by forswearing ins,..
ference in internal affairs, which has b +
such serious repercussions in Chile ang
Honduras.

Clearly, the mere visit of Seccretn~
Kissinger cannot substitute for the suh-
stantive reassessment and Improveme:.t
of our altitudes and policies. Latin An;-
ica Is coming of age; so should Ameri:.
Perhaps for our bicentennial we shut
establish a new corollary to the Monrir
Doctrine, that Latin America be pru-
tected not only from European excesse
but from our own as well,

Mr, President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the excellent Post editorial Le
printed In the RECORD.

There being no objection, the sditorin!
was ordered to be printed in the Recom,
as follows:

Tire INPORTANCE OF LATIN AIMMERICA

t Is regrettable but not disastrous thuat
the Indochina crisis should have forced Sec-
reiary of State Kissinger to postpone 2
again his long-scheduled tolp to Argentina
Brazll and Venezuela. The trip wowld surel;
have enhanced the secrebary’s understoru-
ing of a reglon of far more critical and cu-
during importance to the United States 1, »
Indochinn. And it wouid have glven his ho< 1
the oppdrtunity to get what Lotlns peiren-
nially feel is 8 commodity In short sunply—
the high level attention of the U.S. govern-
ment. Yeb the vislt of an American Secreiary
of State, even one who Is a celebrity, is 1ot
something that would turn the heads ¢f
thoughtful Latins, They will wish to seo whi.t
else of o serious nature in Latin-U.S. reia-
tions I3 going on.

The chiet political task of American pol-
icy in the hemlisphere is, plainly, to-move
heyond the arrogance and paranoia that I !
American officials to think It was not ouly
apprepriate but necessary to “destabilizo® the
elected pgovernments of Chlile in 1970-5..
Since some of the same key offlcials, inelui-~
ing Dr. Klssinger, are still In porciy of respo -
sibility, this fs ro small task. Cptimnd. ‘i
might hopo that the newly heightened pun-
lic and congressional vigilance over the CiA,
and the agency’s own announced reforms, i 7
enough to Torestall another “Chile.” Pe -
mists will remaln skeptical, at least until tiie
test of the next Chile is met.

Meanwhiie, the developing emphasis of U
policy on treating Latin countrles individ-
ually, rather than as took-allke members of
o hemb:pheric collective, 13 a healthy &%
Thia new emphasis fits tho reality that Latii 1
are differend. It fits the current TLatin in-
ciination to take n step away from the ol
notion of a Liemispheric “community.” Atd
if decpaned, it should free American poli,-
makery from the insidlous tdea $hat whit
happens In one corner of Latin Araerfen will
also happen in other coruers, It Is prect:t.y
this ldea that led Wasnington to tear thald
Cuba and Chile, In thefr respectiva times
would contaminate the rest of tho reglon.
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Members of the USIB Ad Hoc Coordinating’
Group

* SUBJECT : —

Security Clearances g
. 7~

~

The following is a listing of 12 additiondl Senate
Select Committee Staff members and official stenographers (¥)
who have received a security investigation by the Federal
Bureau of Investigation within the past five years and
are certified by Mr. William G.- Miller, Staff Director of
the Senate Select Committee, by letter dated May 6, 1975,
as meeting the requirements of Executive Order 10450 for
access to classified information up to and including Top

‘ ﬁf ) . o .\ | Sli?;hu%%?’ s

| . Secret.
Name . . o Date & Place of Birth Soc. Sec. No.
¥C. Harold Brown 6/6/38 Ohio [ ork et 5 gy 2 ]
¥Wayne Birdsell 5/2/06 D.C. 578-03-1341

Anne Karalekas : 11/6/46 Mass. '

*Mary Lynch 3/16/26 W. Va. SEK Rt 5 19)12) (D)

Robert Kelley 10/29/40 Ind.

Paul Wallach 5/24 /747 N. Y.

Lester Seidel 7/17/44 D.C. 216-38-5204
¥Frank Shelburn 5/30/13 Va. 338-24-6934
*Robert Thomias 12/16/25 Md. 219--14-5186

Gregory Treverton 1/21/47 Colo. [ ork act 5 (@) m) ]

William Truehart 12/18/18 Va. 225-20-6011
¥Pred Ward 11/20/40 D.C. 225-50-9983

o L - 6295 -
' ﬁdg?ﬁg 6/’ | ( [, 'Eﬁf?;ﬁﬁf:ﬁr\
. e ac i ’:\',-;'i i3 S
Aﬁ@&ﬁ : M%£7M?@ %mwmm%ml
Augﬁf?g 2 . «,(ﬁ ohn M. Clarke
ggf*gggﬁﬁ* Asg6ciate Deputy t0 the DO [
O for the Intelligence Communit
/ﬁy%§i§¥#5/ or the Intelligenc mu y
BSOS
LAV
5
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MAY, 1942 EDIGIDN
G$A GEN. REG. NO, 27

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Assoe. Dir.
Dep. AD A&Wﬁ

1 - M, J. B.- Adams Dep. AD |
) Memorandum 1o G5
F 1-Mr.J.B.Hotis Comp. Syst. —
\ TO ‘MR, w\)B&W{AML DATE: May 14, 1975 Filee & Comr
t@@ 1 - Mr. W, R, Wannall i
FrROM :MR. W.\}07 SCREGAR 1 - Mc, W, 0. Cregar  W@&ixT
"-@ ~ / ‘ l —‘M]:‘. S. F i i éLabo}r{:Dry_—_

Plan. & Eval. 'y
Spec. Iny, .:_ﬁ

SUBJEGT: SENSTUDY 75 Training U244
- ‘ J Legal C.uu‘n’. Z“ ]
T Syt oo sy —
My memorandum to you 5/13/75 furnished highlights of o

information relating to an interview by a Senate Select Committee
(SSC) Staff Member of retired SA Alan G. Sentinella, as obtained
by Supervisor Seymor Fred Phillips of the Bureau's Senstudy 75°
Special Project, :

At 11:20 a.m, 5/14/75 Sentinélla telephonically contacted
Phillips from Atlanta, Georgia, and advised that he had ‘been tele-
phonically contacted earlier on the morning of 5/14/75 by SSC
Staff Member Lester B. Seidel who had interviewed him 5/12/75,
Seidel told Sentinella that he is being subpoenaed to give sworn
testimony before an Executive Session of the SSC 9:30 a.m., Wednesday,
5/21/75. The testimony is to bergiven in Room G-308, New Senate
Office Building, In response to specific questions from Sentinella,
Seidel advised Sentinella that he will be reimbursed expenses, that
his presence will probably be needed for only one day, and thae-The
purpose is to essentially go over the material covered when Seidel
interviewed Sentinella 5/12/75. Seidel asked Sentinella who had
taken over the case concerning lLevison (Stanley David Levison, former
consultant to Martin Luther King, Jr., who was under Bureau investi-
gation because of his communist background) in Atlanta when
Sentinella left, Sentinella furnished Seidel the name of SA

Richard Hamilton, %:50-100 (ﬁ 2 - // é32§ «:\\% 6

Sentinella asked Phillips for Wssistance of the nature he
received when he was interviewed; that is, someone=fizgm the Bureau
to render guidance relative to any sensitive areas ;hat“ETﬁhE‘&@

touched upon. He furnished the following as his ﬁ@&é@hoggig%?bens

in Atlanta, all area code 404,

Offices 635-%%3% . “aﬁfl_ o,/
658-5119 CONTINUED - OVER
Residence: 475-5327
62-116395 475-7816

1 - 67-432832 (Personngl File Former SA Alan G. Sentinella)

SFP:ekw v)
& 4 MAT 08) 1975 = ”\\JL@@{%

W 65360 Docld:32989532 Page 16




Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62~116395

In accordance with established procedure, Sentinella
was advised that he would be contacted by someone from the
Office of the Legal Counsel who will make arrangements for
a Bureau representative to be available for consultation
should Sentinella's testimony involve sensitive areas of
inquiry. Sentinélla indicated his intention of arriving
in Washington, D, C., late in the afternoon or in the
evening of the day preceding his testimony.,

ACTION:

Refer to Legal Counsel so that someone from that
Office may get in touch with Sentinella in accordance with

the foregoing.

NW 55360 Docld:32989532 Page 17
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\"-—QW‘—M -

Legal Coun.

- This informative memorandum is to report briefing of
Senate Select Committee (SSC) Staff Members on informant matters

by INTD personnel. ‘ EQ

At the request of the SSC Staff, a briefing session
was held in my office from 8:50 a.m., to 103:50 a.m., 5/16/75.
Representing the SSC were Staff Members Mark Gitenstein and
Thomas Dawson. In addition to myself, present 'from the INTD
were Deputy Assistant Director H. E. Helgeson, S. F. Phillips
of SENSTUDY - 75 Staff, and Unit Chiefs E. P. Grigalus (IS-2.
Section), and H. A. Newman, Jr. (IS-1 Section). Also present
was Supervisor J. D. Miller of the Legal Counsel's Office.

SSC Staff Members had previously reviewed Sections

. 107 (Part I - Security Informants) and 130 (Extremist Informants)

of the Manual of Instructions and the purpose of the brleflng
was to go over these Sections and answer the visitors' quest%
and clarify doubtful areas. Such matters as the following i; ,
were covered: Terminology regarding confidential sources,
potential securlty informants and security informants; mean
for approving informants; payments to informants both on
SAC approval and FBIHQ approval; converting of potential infor-
mants to informants; establishing reliability: assignment of
symbol numbers; distinction between permanent and temporary
symbol numbers; use of FD-401 for semiannual reports on infor-
mants; use of FD-405 for monthly and quarterly reports on
informants. Also covered were: Use of informants in COINTELPRO;
entrapment and agent provocateur aspects; movement of informants
between field office territories; channelizing memoranda; handllng
of informants after determined to be unreliable; and 1nspectors ,?
role relating to informants at fleld level 'q
RecA0 Q/ 11358

Mr. Gitenstein, who was the seni r of the SSC
team present, indicated satisfaction with the resu%tsa@fﬂﬁﬁ““”
briefing and that all their inquiries had been answered. He made

16 MAY 27 1975

62-116395 CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams -
Re: SENSTUDY - 75
62-116395

Xa very cogent observation concernlng the: FBI's handling of
informants. The SSC Task Force he is on is studylng informant

matters in various intelligence community agencies including

the FBI. He stated that they had found the FBI as so much far

superior to other agencies that they considered the FBI as the
| standard for all law enforcement. He cited specifically the
finding that the Internal Revenue Service and the Bureau of
Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms as very weak in informant
aspects.

It is believed that the visitors found the briefing
most productive, as they themselves stated that brleflngS'
such as this one will be very helpful to the SSC in its works
and promote friendly and businesslike relations between the
SSC and the Bureau.

ACTION::

None. For information.

i
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Memorandum
. Com Syste
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FROM :J. C. @ﬁ}%lngton J},gu;” Corrron 1 /e T st ]
, Legal roun; 2 '
e \543@{’ **ia«‘i»-*‘ PI:n & Evali "
SUBJECT:SENATOR GARY HART (D-COLORADO) ‘T‘j:;;:;”_:j
REQUEST FOR FBI DATA ON HIM UNDER THE Telephone Rm. o
” ,c' FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT (FOIA) DimcforSc.r'y_"T“
f“ zfﬁ S SR
We received -this afternoon, 5/9/75, frmm Mrs. SuSQﬁ:ﬁ“”“
Hauser of the Deputy Attorney General's Office, the fol lowiny
data: 1) informal note from Doug Marvin to the Deputy. Attorney
! General re: Senator Hart's meeting with the Attorney General
5/6/75;: 2) letter to Senator Hart by the Attorney CGeneral dated
5/7/75 advising that Hart's oral request for access to his FBI
i file will be treated as comlnc under the FOIA; and 3) a memoran-—
i dum from for files dated 5/6/75 that appears to have been -
dictated by the Attorney General in which he sets forth pertinent

information concerning his meeting with Senator Hart.
General points out that he will treat Hart's oral reque

The Attorney
st as

Senator should in fact make this request in writing (actually,

the Code of Federal Regulations, of course, points out that FOIA
requests must be in writing).

E
'1; coming under the FOIA although he did not know whether the
o
P

Accoxrding to the Attorney General's memorandum, Senatorn

Y Hart ‘indicated that he was not trying to make a particular
BN point and did not want to go to court, but rather felt it would
| '% be helpful to members of the Senate Select Committee, who wanted
3 to do it, to see what an FBI file was like, and he felt that by :
% seeing his own file it would raise less problems than trying to ~g§'
é see someone else's file. P
£n In view of the Attorney General's letter to Senator | « ~
Shw Hart of 5/7/75 advising him that his oral request will be processed [\
gﬁ%m under the FOIA, the FOIA Section will immediately institute the ™~
gj§ processing of this request. However, unless advisad to the
oB centrary, it is intended that Senator Hart's request will be put 'ﬁf
TER in chronoclogical oxder and will receive no special treatment. IL‘;&;
' E=7 [should also be noted that Senator Hart is under the mistaken r L
:;?%ﬁ ibelief that as a Scenator, and partlcularly as a member of the . f“
2 i3 |Senate Select Cormmittee, he could receive an FBI file on. 2. ihird““ e
R 1/6375 4,/ “
1 - Mr. McDermott - Enc. Joke Lege Urppre 7 3 /R,n' ;(, RN ’;‘;é
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1 - FOIA Sectign # Enc. ‘ “rvvﬂh iiimfi
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J. C. Farrington to Mr. McDermott memo
Re: Senator Gary Hart

party and be allowed to look at it. This, of course, is not
correct and we would advise Senator Hart the same as any other
requester making a similar request that we would need authori-
zation from the third party involved prior to relea51ng any data
we may have to the Senator.

Senator Hart is a new. Senator serv1ng his first term.
He was the campaign manager of Senator McGovern's 1972 B
Dre81denhﬂ.campa1gn.

" RECOMMENDATION:

For information.
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

1 - Mr. J. B. Adams
Memorandum 2 - Mc. T, A, Mintz :
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2 1 - Mr, E. W. Walsh e
[, FROM MR, W, Eéjf\'bREGAR . 1 - Mr, W. R. Wannall v
; ((“! - . : l - Mr, Wo 0. Cl:‘egar l';;lbor:oéyl
SUBJEGT: SENSTUDY 75 1 - M. S. F. Phlllli;ﬁ/’ s
Al .

fon s S,

This informative memorandum to record highlights of ¢
information relating to an interview by Senate Select Committee (SSC)
Staff Member of retired SA Alan G, Séntinella, as obtained by
Supervisor Seymor Fred Phillips of the Bureau's Senstudy 75
Special Project.

/s
e

Pursuant to Bureau 1nstruct10ns, Phillips went to Axlanta,
Georgia, to fulfill the request of Sentinella for the presence of
a Bureau Agent at the time Sentinella was to be interviewed on
5/12/75 by SSC Staff Member Lester B, Seidel., Sentinella is presently
Safety Director, Georgia State University, Atlanta. He has been
retired from the FBI for about four years and in the period around
1964-66 he did work on the investigation of Martin Luther King, Jr.,
and for a time, the King case as well as that of King's organization,
the Southern Christian Leadership Conference, was assigned to him.
Sentinella had been told in advance by Seidel that he was to bi)
interviewed concerning King and Levison (Stanley David Leviso
former consultant to King who was under Bureau investigation,bég;use
of his communist background).

BT Y ) o
ﬁavn\

L.SSIFIED

DATE J)=/9= ¢ |_Br SR 2

ALL THTFORMATION CONTAILN

HEREIF IS W

Phillips was in Sentinella's private office at 12:24 p.m.
when Seidel arrived, Sentinella explained to Seidelithat after
Sentinella had agreed in a telephone conversation with Seidel 5/9/75
to being interviewed, he (Sentinella) contacted the Atlanta FBI
Office because Sentinella was concerned with the sensitivity of the
information he knew about King and Levison and wanted to protect
the confidentiality of his information and the Bureau terjgt:;!%&ﬂ
especially as pertaining to current 1ny§§§@gatléﬁ ‘~362£22 o
Sentinella explained to Seidel that the FBI offeredﬁﬁ'ﬁave an Agent
present, not to monitor the interview, but for consultw&*qy7pgﬁposes
should the interview reach into sensitive areas. Séfitinella thus’
accounted to Seidel for Phillips$' presence., At thlsM@oanﬁ?“Fﬁ?TTr
reiterated the reasons given by Sentinella for the presence of gz
FBI Agent and Seidel was told that Phillips' presence was defi]

62-116395 3/ |
SFPreky (9)20 CONTINUED - OVER
1 - 67-432832 (Personnel File Former SA Alan G. SentinelléS)wf
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

not intended to have any chilling effect on Seidel's interview
and that Phillips was there only upon Sentinella's request and
for the purposes indicated. Phillips then retired to an adjoining
room, ~

Sentinella consulted with Phillips on only one occasion.

At about 1:45 p.m. .” he came to Phillipd adjoining office. and
said that Seidel's current questioning was concerning the make-up

of the squad Sentinella was assigned to around 1965. This squad
'handled security, racial, and civil rights matters and Seidel was
apparently seeking 1nformat10n as to the pardmetersof these types
of investigations and what they entailed. At this p01nt Phillips
joined Seidel and Sentinella and offered the following in possible
assistance to Seidel, Phillips explained that the wvarious Sections
of the Bureau Manuals dealing with these types of investigations
had been made available to the SSC and insofar as the security
Sections were concerned, there was presently being processed at the
Bureau superseded Sections dating back to 1960 to be made available
to the SSC. At this point Seidel stated he was not so much interested
in what the Manuals said but actually wanted Sentinella, to the best
of his recollection, to furnish names ef individuals and organizations
under investigation in Atlanta during the pertinent period.
§Sentinella refused to name any, stating that he had no idea as to.
what might be under current investigation or how his furnishing of
information now might affect current Bureau's interests, Sentinella
akso told Seidel that he, Sentinella, was not so naive as to
believe that his information might not appear in the press, Seidel
immediately said that he would furnish no information to the press.
Sentinella then said that he was not intimating that Seidel would be
responsible, but that the information might still be publicized and
that once Sentinella gave the information it fell completely out of
his control. Seidel indicated that Sentinella might be required
through subpoena to testify before the SSC and be asked the same
question. Sentinella responded that his answer before the Committee
would be the same, Phillips indicated to Sentinella that if he
{desired to consult with Phillips concerning the names of any
investigations Sentinella recalled, Phillips would assist him by
indicating, if he knew, whether they were of current FBI interest.
Sentinella desired no such help and insisted to Seidel that he did
not desire to name the subjects of prier investigations. This inter-
‘lude in the formal interview lasted about 10 minutes after which
Phillips returned to the adjoining room.

-2 -
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Memorandum to Mr, W. R. Wannall
.RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

At 2:20 p.m, the interview ended and Phillips was
taken by Sentinella back into the latter's office where Seidel
said he was leaving and wanted to say good-bye. Phillips alluded
to the interview having been completed to which Seidel responded,
and these are to the best of Phillips' recollection, Seidel's
exact words, '"Yes, you're not letting him give us the good
information.'" Immediately upon hearing this statement from
Seidel, Phillips interjected a strong protest by stating to Seidel
that neither Phillips nor the FBI was keeping Sentinella from giving
any information; that the FBI has not injected itself in Sentinella's
decision to give or not give information. Seidel responded with a
statement to the effect that the result is the same -~ Sentinella
is not giving the good information. Phillips again responded by
telling Seidel that irrespective of the latter's opinion, Phillips
wanted the record crystal clear that Sentinella has not been
counseled by Phillips or anyone else in the FBI as to what he
should -or should not tell Seidel., Sentinella interrupted to
express his loyalty to the Bureau as well as his respect for
the confidentiality of his relationship with the Bureau and its
work, He told Seidel that he did not intend to be a talkative,
discontented former FBI employee a&s apparently . : are some of
the sources being consulted by the SSC, Sentinella pointed out
that he himself had been the subject of disciplinary action by the
Bureau but that it had made him a better Agent and that it in no
way would influence his loyalty and responsibility to the Bureau.
Seidel then left.

After Seidel's departure, Sentinella stated it was his
personal desire to dictate a lengthy question and answer type
statement of the entire interview while it was fresh in his mind
as he had not taken any notes. He said he preferred to handle this
with his own secretary whom he trusts implicitly and has pledged
to maintain this information confidential, Sentinella advised that
he would have the typing of the statement completed the following
day and would immediately make a copy available to Atlanta SAG
DeBruler for transmittal to Bureau Headquarters, At Sentinella's
invitation, Phillips sat in on the dictation of practically the

| entire statement as a means for Sentinella briefing Phillips on
| the details of the interview. Instant memorandum is not intended

-3 -
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Memorandum to Mr, W. R. Wannall ¢
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

to summarize these details which will be forthcoming with
Sentinella's statement to be mailed to the Bureau. However,

one significant question asked of Sentinella should be noted.
During a discussion of electronic surveillances in the King
investigation, Seidel asked how other Agents felt about "illegal
use of taps." Sentinella's response was that the taps were not

illegal and were put on only after dpproval by the Attorney
General,

OBSERVATIONS:

It is Phillips' view that Sentinélla represents a
high caliber former Agent who is completely loyal to the Bureau -
and will apparently go to any extreme to maintain.the confidentiality
of the work he did. He certainly could be described as a reluctant
witness if he is ever called to testify, He expressed personal’
concern that he might be called but hoped that his unceoperativeness
in some areas to Seidel's questions might discourage his being called.

Iwo incidents related above are very suggestive of a lack
of objectivity on the part of Seidel. The first concerns his
[comment to Phillips about the FBI not letting Sentihella give him

"good information.'" To begin with, this was an unjustified alléga-
Bion™ and Seidel was set straight immediately after his remark.
1 }Secondly, the mere fact that Seidel is referring to '"good" infor-
mation suggests itself that certain information fits their desires
and others does not, " There appears to be a lack of regard for
merely securing the facts, regardless of what those facts might
indicate. The second indicator of lack of objectivity was Seidel's
iriquiry ‘about "illegal use of taps.!" This question fits the
chassic question of, "When did you stop beating your wife?"

If the Committee is going to be asking questions like this one,

its objectivity is certainly subject to challenge.

As ex- or current employees volunteer to us results
of interviews conducted of them by the SSC, we will carefully
study them for, among other things, additional evidence of the
nature discussed above, If there is a continuatien of this
line of questioning or other unjustified comments to Bureau
representatives, we will consider taking up with the Attorney
General the matter of possible protest to the SSC.

-4 -
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Memorandum-te Mr, W, R. Wannall
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

RECOMMENDATION :

This memorandum is for the immediate information
of Bureau officials. When the detailed statement of Sentinella
is received, we will prepare an LHM for the Attorney General
with a copy for possible forwarding to Mr. James Wilderotter,
Associate Counsel to the President. This is the procedure we
have been following when former Agents have volunteered to us
the results of interviews of them by the SSC.

o -
L
L "
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ASSIGNED INTELLIGENCE DIVISION nmmmkm'
;\I 9&3%* Director S£; Yy —
\y By memorandum captloned as above submitted earlier today, k-
U I advised you of a telephone call received 4/22/75 from former Special

~ Agent Whitson, He had called to advise that he had been requested
%ik to appear for interview by Michael Epstein, staff member of the
* Senate Select Committee,
At 2:50 p.m. today (4/23/75) Mr, Whitson called at my office
and said that he bad just been interviewed by Mr. Epstein and was
desirous of reporting the results.

Epstein first asked Whitson when he entered the Bureau, when
he first arrived for assignment at Headquarters, to what Headquarters
Division he had been assigned, and when he retired. ZEpstein then said
that he knew that Whitson had at one time mailed a package to
§§ Mrs. Martin Luther King from Tampa, Florida, and asked Whitson to

Telate the details concerning this matter. Whitson thereupon told
sx him that in the late Summer of 1964 former Assistant to the Direct
Yi:) William C, Sullivan had telephoned Whitson at his home one Saturd&@f
\ and told him that former Director Hoover wanted Whitson to dellvggawf
a package to Miami, Florida, by plane and on arrival at the Miami
Airport to telephone Sullivan for further instructions. Whitson did
as directed and upon calling Sullivan was instructed to address the
{ package to Mr, Martin Luther XKing. Accordingly, Whitson had the
‘g\ﬁackage weighed, put stamps on it, and addressed it to Maxrtin Luther
i{ ing (not Mrs. Martin Luther King as Epstein had indicated), The
4 following day, Sunday, Whitson flew back to Washington., The next day,
¥y Monday, he informed Sullivan that his instructions had been carried

é}f{f‘"

out and Sullivan commented "Someday I w111 tell you about that.
"REC-100 ! L{g
Epstein asked him who had paid for the stamps to ma&ﬁ

package and Whitson said that he had .probably done so utilizing per
diem money. Epstein asked whether he had put a return address on the
package and Whitson replied in the negative, Epstein_asked if Whitson
had gone to the Miami Office, whether any Agent had met Hifi &t ThHE -

£
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams

Re: SENSTUDY 75
FORMER SUPERVISOR LISH WHITSON
ASSIGNED INTELLIGENCE DIVISION

Miami Airport, or whether Whitson had discussed
Whitson advised Epstein that he had not gone to
no Agent had met him, and that he had discussed
Sullivan, At this point, Whitson asked Epstein
Epstein merely laughed and did not reply to the

this with anyone,

the Miami Office, that
the matter only with
how he got the story.
question,

The foregoing represents the information furnished to
Ipstein by Whitson. Whitson made the following additional comments
and observations.

When Sullivan told Whitson he wanted him to fly the package
to Miami, he stated that only he, Sullivan, Mr. Hoover, Mr. Tolson,
and Mr. Belmont knew of this situation., Sullivan never did explain
to Whitson anything more regarding this incident. Sullivan did during
Whitson's anniversary celebration in 1968 in Sullivan's office refer
to Whitson as '"a real pro who knows how to carry out an assignment,"
and further commented that someday he would tell Lish about the
assignment to which he had referred in his remarks.

Whitson said that when he arrived at the North Terminal
of Natiomal Airport, following Sullivan's telephonic instructions,
a young man who was unknown to Whitson but who addressed him as
"Mr. Whitson'" turned a package over to him which was wrapped in brown
paper and sefled with sealing tape. It is Whitson's recollection
the package measured approximately 8 inches by 8 inches by 1 inch,

It is Whitson's recollection that at the time the foregoing
occurred, Martin Luther King was either just about to go abroad to
receive the Nobel Peace Prize or probably had already gone abroad.

It was Whitson's further recollection that sometime shortly after

the mailing of the package Sullivan commented to Whitson that the
package had not yet been received by Martin Luther King. Because of
this remark, Whitson is of the belief that the package was mailed

to Martin Luther King at the headquarters of the Southern Christian
Leadership Conference and not to Mr. King at the latter's home,
Further, it was Whitson's recollection that it was not long after he
had mailed the package that Martin Luther King had a personal meeting
with former Director Hoover in Mr. Hoover's office,

Whitson stated that during the interview Epstein asked
Whitson if he had ever written a memorandum regarding this matter, to
which Whitson replied in the negative. He was also asked by Epstein
if he had ever seen a memorandum on this and Whitson again replied
in the negative., Whitson observed that in his opinion the information
which was in the possession of Epstein prior to his interview with

- 2 - CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to My, Adams

Re: SENSTUDY 75
FORMER SUPERVISOR LISH WHITSON
ASSIGNED INTELLIGENCE DIVISION

Whitson must have originated with W. C. Sullivan. Whitson noted

that Mr. Hoover and Mr. Tolson are both deceased and that he has heard
nothing indicating Mr. Belmont has been contacted by members of the
staff of the Senate Select Committee. One other factor that causes
him to feel that Sullivan was the source of the information was a
question Epstein raised as to whether Whitson had put a return address
on the package when he addressed it to Martin Luther King. Whitson
said he recalls that when he was in Miami and received the telephonic
instructions from Sullivan, Sullivan told him that he should put a
return address on the package and Whitson pointed out that if he did
so and the name of the addressee became smeared the package would end
up at someone's return address rather than in the dead letter office.
Sullivan concurred that no return address should be used. Thus,
Sullivan would probably have reason to have commented regarding the
use or nonuse of a return address.

Whitson stated that in the event he is called again to be
interviewed by anyone connected with the Senate Select Committee, he
intended to notify the Bureau beforehand and would appreciate it if
the Bureau would consider having someone present during the interview,
if this could be arranged, since he recognizes an obligation not to
reveal FBI information contrary to regulations issued by the Attorney
General. Appreciation was expressed to Mr. Whitson for his volun~
teering the foregoing information.

This is the first instance which has come to our attention
indicating staff members of the Senate Select Committee are proceeding
with interviews of former Agents. I have discussed this matter with
Mr. Mintz and he and I feel it would be appropriate to furnish an
atstract of the interview of Whitson by Epstein to the Ad Hoc
Coordinating Group of the Intelligence Community in order that
interested agencies will be aware of the procedures presently being
followed by the Select Committee and of the Committee's interest in
matters other than jurisdictional bases. All Committee requests to
us have thus far been confined to the latter.

ACTION:

If approved, an abstract will be provided for the records
of the Ad Hoc Coordinating Group.
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2——~ Mr, E. W. Walsh
(1 - Movement)

TO SAC NBWARK 6, 1975
2 - Mr., J. A. Mintz
W 75 . l - Mr. W. R. Wannall
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5:‘,1‘ DISCLOSURE OF INVORMATION RELAYYNG TO DUTIES DERFORMED BY THEM
NN
5§§ JULY - SEPTEMBER, 1964, IN CONNSCTION WITH FBY WORK AT DENO-
2 Y
CRATIC MAYTOMAL CONVENTION, ATLANTIC CITY, MEW JERSEY, 2«”
EMPLOYEES ARE TO REPORT TC J. B. HOTIS OR P. V. DALY OF

1""'3\"_’) LBGAL COUNSEL'S OFFICE, ROOM 4513, JUSTICE BUILDING, DRTWEEN
11 AM. AND NOON MAY 20, FOR COMSULTATION PRIOR 70 2 P.M.
APPEARANCES. THIY MAY PLAN TO RETUSH TO NZKARK SAME DAY. FBX
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PAGE TWO 62-116395

ISSUE GTR'S FOR TRANSPORTATION AND TRAVEL VOUCHERS FOR
EXPENSES.
DIRECT ANY QUESTIONS RECGARDING THIS MATTER TO LEGAHAL

COUNSEL*S OFFICH.

NOTE s

Referened teletype advised all cffices of procedures
to Follow if present or former employees contacted by 8S8C for
interview. These two gecretariegs were on a Special Squad at
Atlantic City, New Jersey, in connection with the Convention in
1964, The S8C Staff known to have already interviewed two former
aAgents assigned to that squad. Instructions herein pursuant to
Mr. Mintz!s direction. F. A. 0. Schwartz, Chief Counsel to the
Senate Select Committee advised that the Committee would reimburse
the employees! expenses incurred for transportation, etc,,
relating to their testimony for the Commission. This matter has
been coordinated with L. Clyde Groover, of the Administrative
Division.
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UNITED STATES G(QERNMENT .

Assoc. Dir.

bop AD .
Memorandum T
Comp. Syst, —e.
Ext. Affairs ———
Mr. J. B, Adams DATE: 5/9/75 ey e —
_ mﬁ
Legal Counsel \%Zﬂ\ f)p 3\?5 e
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Spec Inv

SENSTUDY 75

xpews:

Trainin,

Legal C?

Telepho! c R

Director Sec

At approximately 2:35 PM, Mr. Allen G. . Sentinella

telephonically advised that he retired from the Atlanta Office in

1971, and is currently employed at Georgia State University,

Atlanta, Georgia. Sentinella said he had just been contacted by

an individual who identified himself as Lester Seidel of the Senate

Select Committee. Seidel desires to intérview Sentinella on Monday,

May 12th, concerning the Martin Luther King and Levinson cases.

Sentinella stated that while assigned to the Atlanta Office @ _
he handled the dissemination of information received from informants /
during our investigation concerning the communist infiltration of the
SCLC. Sentinella said he recalled very little concerning this
investigation and gave his assurances that he would not divulge any
confidential information.

Sentinella asked whether or not he should retain private
counsel and he was informed if he felt it necessary, he should do so.
He was further informed that his interview was entirely voluntarily
and he had no obligation to submit to interview, Mr. Sentinella gave
his office telephone number as Area Code 404-658-2167, 2168 or 2170
and "his home phone number as Area Code 40 \q
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N UNITED STA I'ES GOVERNMENT _]_ T M;]:. J‘. ‘B. Adams Assoc. DDIrAd
| a { Ci 1 = Mr. T. J. Jenkins ?ﬁoﬁ%;//
emoranaum 1 - Each Assistant Director A::* ﬁf
’ Comp.e;ysi. PR
Ext. Affairs
TO :© Mr. W. R. Wannall DATE: 5 /19/75 Files & Com. —
Gen. Inv
Ident.
3{ l = Mr . W. O. Cregar } ction
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@ — el 1"’ Flam 8 Eval
ALL INFORMATION CONTAYNED Spec. Inv.
SUBJECT @NSTUDY ~— 75 I.IEREIN S QCLASSIFIED 13 Training
w Legal Coun.
D"lm o BY . Te?ephone Rm.

Director Sec'y

Attached is a copy of a letter to the Attorney General
dated 5/14/75, from Senator Frank Church, Chalrman, U. S. Senate
Select Committee (SSC) with appendlces A thru D.

Appendix A, entitled' ,,,,,

Committeels. Prior Regquests," c sists of 10 requests most of
which have been already respond&d to or, in the instances of
requests numbers 4, 7, 8 and 9, are the responsibility of the
Department of Justice. Item 6 has been previously referred
to the White House. Appendices B, C, and D, contain numerous
“new" reguests.which are extremely broad in their definition,
often ambiguous in meaning and contain many instances where
they seem to be parallel to and overlap previous requests.

On 5/16/75, a conference was held in the Intelligence
Division between representatives of the INTD SENSTUDY Staff and
Departmental representatives Messrs. Robert McDermott and
. william O'Connor. Mr. McDermott is on the staff of the /K)
Deputy Attorney General and has been active in coordinating
SSC matters. He is being replaced in this capacity on 5/19415
by Mr. O'Connor, Deputy Assistant Attorney General in the Civil

N Rights Division. Mr. O'Connor advised that the Deputy Attorney
¢u¥£ General, Judge Tyler and White House representative James

74 Wllderotter were both greatly concerned about the requests

|

|contained in the May, 14, letter. TREYI(f eltﬁ;ﬁﬁ% STs L}?.
were much too broad and placed much too~grea fh
Department and the FBI to be forthcoming. Mr. O'Connor fefhm“ﬂ“
that the requests clearly indicated an intention of SSC to |
gain access to FBI "raw files" while not actually 'S @gﬁgﬁﬁH§5 o
this point. 1In this regard you will note that Pagg 3 of the '~
May, .14, letter defines the SSC request for "memoranda

and other materials" as meaning 'all documents relating to the
subject matter requested and are to include (but are not limited

62~116395 Te D
EWL: cmc*'«‘”‘ <;3

(17) \) ‘ 3 CONTINUED - OVER

A
g 4 MAY 27197
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
Re: SENSTUDY .- 75 '
62-116395

to) reports, letters, correspondence, airtels, LHMs, inserts,
executive conference memoranda, 302s, Assistant Director memos,
notes, routing slips, etc." This letter, also on Page 3,
recognizes that the request is substantial but urges the
executive agencies to apply sufficient manpower and attention
to enable prompt responses. Prompt response is defined by the
Committee as having most of the material available within 10
days and all of it shortly thereafter. Mr. O'Connor advised
hat he was aware that the imposition of such a condition upon
ithe responses created an impossible task. He advised that on
onday, 5/19/75, he would contact SSC Chief Counsel F. A. O.
Schwarz calling attention to this time factor and also the often
broad and ambiguous manner of many of the requests appended

to the May, 14, letter. Mr. O'Connor hopes to negotiate these
requests as well as the conditions attached to the responses
by the SSC to the end that the requests are more narrowly
defined and that the deadline imposed by the Committee be
relaxed to a more realistic time frame.

Pending receipt of results of Mr. O'Connor's inter-
cession with SSC we are proceeding with an analysis of the SSC's
requests and attempting to separate components for specific
assignments to appropriate divisions within FBIHQ so that our
responses may be forthcoming in as coordinated and timely
a fashion as possible.

ACTION:

None. For information purposes.
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@ JOHN G. TOWER, TCXAS, VICE CHAIRMAN |,
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ARBERY. vg,d-m N.Cy RICHARD §, SCHWEIK q °
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WILLIAM G, MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR e xies enqie z

i FREDERICK A. O, SCHWARZ, JH., CHIEF COUNSEL

CURTIS R.'SMOTHERS, MINORITY COUNSEL SELECT COMMITTEE TO
- STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH

1 ’ RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
- (rursuANT YO 5. RES. 21, HTH CONGRESS) *

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

May 1k, 1975 .

' The Honorable Edward H. Levi
The Attorney General
Washington, D. C. 20530

Dear Mr. Attorney General:

The purpose of this letter is to review.with you the status
of the Select Committee's outstanding requests to your Department
and. to set out several new areas in which the Committee is request-
ing either staff access to documents or copies of documents for its
own flles.

- In the mai er of the outstandlng reouests The chronology is as
follows:

" You will recall that I wrote to you on March 19, setting
out five areas pertaining to the FBI in which the Committee
~ was initially interested. Although we have had partial
© compliance with the request, that process is not yet complete.
. . In addition, on April 21, Mr. Schwarz, Chief Counsel of
" . the Committee, met with the Deputy Attorney General about the
) March 19 letter and about the establishment of liaison between
your Departmenu %nd the Commlttee. ’

On April 23, Mr. Schwarz wrote to the Deputy Attorney
General a letter reflecting that meeting, clarifying the
March 19 request on the matter of intelligence techniques, and
meking a further request pertaining to the Internal Securlty
o Division.,

. | ‘
Mr. Schwarz also wrote the Deputy Attorney General and
+  ‘the FBI Director a memorandum on April 30 requesting that
Committee stafl members be permitted access to certain documents
falllng within tne scope of the March 19 request.

~ On April 28, I wrote to you concerning the so~called '
"Official and Confidential" files of the FBI.

- | st
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The Committee has not yet received a formal response to those
letters. Appendix A sets out those documents which have not yet
been supplied to the Committee pursuant to the March 19 letter
and follow-up, corresnondence. .

On the second matter, that is, the request for copies of addi-
tional documents (and for staff access to others), the Committee's
interest falls into roughly three areas pertaining to the activities
of the FBI and the Department of Justice: .

First, the Committee has been made aware of additional
documents that are analogous to the background requests made
in the First Document Request. These documents are set out
as Appendix B. S

Second, the Committee is concerned about several programs
. or studies pertaining to specific intelligence or counter-

intelligence activities of the FBI. §S. Res. 21 specifically
requires the Committee to 1nvest1gate "the conduct of domestic
counterintelligence operations against United States citizens"
by the FBI. Therefore, the Committee must conduct an exhaustive
investigation of the so-called "COINTELPRO" programs as well

as miscellaneous other incidents which have come to our attention.
S.. Res. 21 also specifically requires the Committee to investi-
gate all aspects of the so-called "Huston Plan". Further
requests pertaining to these matters are set out_as Appendix C.

Third, we are interested in allegations pertaining to
electronic surveillance generally, "electronic surveillance of
the so-called "17 government officials and journalists" in
1969-71 by the FBI, electronic ‘surveillance and other intelli-

_gence activities directed at Dr. Martin Luther Xing, Jr., and
electronic surveillance and other intelligence activities at
the Democratic National Convention in Atlantic City, New Jersey,

« - in the summer of 196Lk. Requests pertaining to these subjects
are sel out as Appendix D. ) i
' In setting out certain specific documents in the Appendices,
the .Committee does not change its position that the original request
of March 19 was general in scope and designed to encourage the
Justice Department and the FBI to provide us with documents pertain-
ing to the legal authority and the policy and procedures of the FBI
which have not yet been brought to the zttention of the Committee
and were therefore not specifically mentioned in any of its requests.
Furthermore, the Committee intends its requests to be generously .
construed so that descriptive words used herein are meant in'a general

‘

' NW 65360 Docld:32989332 Page 36




BN

usage sense and not necessarily in the technical sennsz un . L0 e
Justice Department or the FBI. Tohus, words suulh IO
othér materials" refér to all dochment" velesiosT wa ..
matber requested and are to include {(Put oirw v Ll idew e, T T
letters, correspondence, airtels, LHds, ihserts, exccutive el i
nemoranda, 302s, "Assistant Director memos', notes, roubting slips,
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Where- the response to a particular request would involve the
production of  derogatory personal information about an individual,

please provide the document with such information deleted and consult:

the Chief Counsel'regarding procedures for access to the deleted
information which will protect individual privacy to the degree
consistent with the Committee's need to exercise its mandate.

. We recognize, of course, that this is a substantial request.
But the mandate given to the Committee by the Senate is itself very
"broad. We are seeking to perform our duties under that mandate
expeditiously. Tor us to do so, it. is necessary for the Executive
Agencies to apply sufflclent manpover and attention to our requests

. to enable prompt responses., We hope-that you will have a schedule

. for response promptly, have most of the material available within

10 days,. and all of it shortly thereafter.

' The Committee also asks to be advised at once whether the
"specific documents presently outstanding from the March 19 request
(see Appendix A, items 1, 2, 6 and 7) will be provided.

o

Frank Church'".
Qhairman

%
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Appendix A
DOCUMENTS PER?AINING TO THE COMMITTEE'S PRICR REQUESTS3 0M5
¥ . * . ¥N
ﬁlﬁiﬁiﬁﬁ?ﬁi”@gp?ﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁED
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mm o1 5y S 2 Fry.

Please provide.f

’.

FBI Intelllgence Division memorandum dated July 31,

1.
1972, prepared by T. J. Smith discussing the legal
- authority for FBI intelligence activities. :
2. The following attachments to the February 1975 FBI

-

. NW 65360 Docld:32989532 Page 38,

Intelligence Division position paper on legal authority:

a. Memorandum by former FBI Director Hoover, dated.
... April 28, 1965, relative to conversation with the
President concerning effect of anti-Vietnam ‘
demonstrations upon the conduct of United States
foreign and defense policy and letter to McGeorge
Bundy, Special Assistant to the President for
National Security Affairs, dated April 28, 1965,
enclosing FBI. memorandum titled "Communlst Activi-

- ties Relative to United States Policy of Vietnam"
dated April 28, 1965.

Letter to McGeorge Bundy, Special Assistant to-
the President for National Security Affairs, dated
~.July..25, 1961 enclosing memorandum concerning’
" United States internal security programs under the
control of the Interdepartmental Intelllgence Com-
" mittee, memorandum prepared in response to White
House request. . “ .

" .Excerpt from report. on the Status of the Internal
Security Program of the United States as of June
30, 1958, dated August 27, 1958, prepared jointly

by the Interdepartmental Intelligence Committee
and the Interdepartmental Committee on Internal
Security. , .
Excerpt from report on the Internal Security Pro-

. gram, dated March 5, 1954, prepared by Interde-
partmental. Intelligence Conference and the Inter-

- departmental Committee on Internal Security.
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e.. Memorandum from J. Patrick Coyne, National Secu-~
rity Council Representative on Internal Security,
dated November 6, 1950, concerning necessary intel-
ligence measures relatlve to vmolence by Puerto
Rlcan natlonallsts.

All other FBI documents relating to paragraph I of the

Committee's March 19 request. (Note. It is the
responsibility of the Bureau to produce all responsive
material whether or not the Commlttee has identified a
specific document.) .

All documents in the possession of the Justice Depart-
ment (as opposed to the FBI) relating to paragraph I

:of the Committee's March 19 request. (Note: It was

made clear on April 21 and 23 that the request applied
to the Department itself, but no material has been re-
ceived to date. )

‘All memoranda of the FBI and the Justice Department

discussing the legal authority of the FBI to use the
following techniques to (1) investigate internal secu-

‘rity matters, (2) collect intelligence information,

and (3) engage in counterintelligence activities (see
letter from the Chief Counsel to the Deputy Attorney

' General dated April 23, 1975):

a. All forms of electronic surveillance, .including.
consensual electronic surveillance;

b. All forms of mail surveillance, ineluding maill
covers and opening mail;

'q1 -Surreptitious entry;.

d. 'All forms of physical surveillanee, including agent

’ infiltration, observation, photography, and remote
viewing and sensing devices;

e. Informants, including possible entrapment, provo-
cation, interference with lawyer-client relation-
ship, or other problems; )

f.. Obtéining baﬁk, credit, or other personél informa-
tion; . R
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Incommunicado interrogation;

. EI
Maintenance of files and records;

-

‘Dissemination of information from files and récords;

So-called "COINTELPRO" techniques and methods, in-
cluding all forms of organizational "disruptic™.

The Special Report of the Interagency Committee on '
Intelllgence (Ad Hoc), dated June 1970.

The original report on COINTELPRO activities prepared
by the Committee headed by Assistant Attorney General
Henry Petersen. .

Committee staff access to all memoranda and other mate-
rials pertaining to the policies and procedures of the
Internal Security Division (now Internal Security Sec-

" tion) and the Intelligence Evaluation Committee, includ-
ing, but not limited to, the following materials dis-
‘cussed in the letter from the Chief Counsel to the
Deputy Attorney General dated April 23, 1975:

f

a.

—aay

il

"The files of -the Intelligence Evaluation Com-
mittee ('IEC'), including former Assistant Attorney
General Mardian's IEC files, which we understand
were made available to the Senate Subcommittee on
Constitutional Rights. We would also like to see
any IEC or ICIS files of Justice (now Judge) Morrell
Sharpe, Deputy Assistant Attorney General John

Doherty, Mr. Bernard Wells, and Assistant Attorney
© General William Olson. : -

"The small box of classified document receipts
which we understand is in the IEC file cabinet.

"Any intelligence estimates prepared by the IEC
particularly E 28.

"Any requests for Intendivision Information Unit
(*IDIU') computer printouts made.by the Special
Litigation Section, the IEC, or the Analysis and
Evaluation Section.
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L R oal :
e. "An organization ‘chart of the Internal Securlty
Divis..on before its 1970 reorganization, after
- . its 1970 reorganization, and after its 1973 merger
with the Criminal Division.

f. "A copy of the analysis of grand juries convened.
and prosecutions commenced by the Special Litiga-
tion Section which we understand was Iarnl shed to

.the Senate Subcommittee on Consililuition .. Ao
on May 8, 1974." _ : ‘ , -

9. Résponse to the letter from the Chairman to the
! Attorney General dated April 28, 1975, regarding the
F { ' .so-called "Official and Confidential" files.

10. Further response to the memorandum from the Chief
Counsel to the Deputy Attorney General and the FBI

j . Director dated April 30, 1975, regarding Committee
. staff access to materlals on FBI polmcmes and proce- .

‘dures.

-

-
.o
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FURTHER DOCUMENTS PERTAINING TO THE FBI |
AND DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE - 4 ool R

I. Pollcles and Procedures

Please prov1de.

1. Committee staff access to all 1ndlces and control -
flles pertaining to: .

a. All SAC memoranda and SAC letters for 1960 to the
present. .

b. All programs operated by the Intelligence Division

*———--.\~\‘\Pr 1960 to the present.

2. Committee staff access to all so-called "O" files or
- other general policy files with respect to each file
v v.evw .. classification routinely used by the Intelligence Divi-
spon for the period 1960 to the present.

3. 'All general policy memoranda and other materials not
already provided the Committee pertaining to internal
security, intelligence collection, and/or counter-
intelligence matters, operations, and activities for.
the period 1960 to the present.

" ‘4., TFor each of the techniques described ih Item 5 of
Appendix A above, all memoranda and other materials
relating to:

a. The original decision to utilize the technique in
e . internal security, intelligence.collection, and/or
counterintelligence matters, operations, or

activities. .

o—wee w2 b~ The policies and procedures of the FBI for the - - = e
utilization of the technique in internal security,
intelligence collection, and/or eounterlntelllgence
matters, operatlons, or activities.

t

‘ | . P {E‘?gf_? .
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5. Committee staff access to annual inspection reports
and related surveys for the past ten years with
respect to the following FBI field offices: New:York
City; Chicago; San Francisco; Los Angeles; San Diego; , .
Sacramento; Springfield, Illinois; Buffalo; Atlanta;
and Columbia, South Carolina. :

6. The annual inspection reports ahd related surveys for
the past ten years pertalnlng to the FBI Intelllgence
Division.

7. Guidelines used by the FBI Inspection Division for
inspecting field offices and: for inspecting divisions
of the FBI. . :

8. A sample of the confidentiality statement which FBI
personnel are required to sign along with any other
employment agreements currently in use.

-«

II. Organizatibn Structure, and Jurlsdlctlon

. Please prov1de.

9; All memoranda and other materials pertaining to the
origins, contents, and implementation of National Secu-
rity Action Memorandum 161, June 9, 1962.

Q © 10. The June 1964 memorahdum from Attorney General Robert .

Kennedy to President Johnson recommending new FBI pro-
cedures for gathering intelligence about the Ku Klux
Klan and related activities.’

\

~11. #All memoranda and other materials pertaining to the-

odescrlbed in Item 10 above. - . '

12. All memoranda prepared by former Special Agent James
" Gale relating to the FBI internal assignment of.juris-
v+ » diction or responsibility with respect to matters
involving the Ku Klux Klan in 1964 -

13. All memoranda and other materials reflecting meetings
and contacts between the President and the Director of-
"the FBI during 1971 on the subject of "legal attaches'.

Luw 65360. Docld:32989532 Page 43
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14, 'All memoranda and other materials reflecting meetings
and contacts during 1971 between officials of the FBI

and .officials.- of the Department of State on the subJectf

of "legal attaches™.

15. All memoranda and other materlals relatlnv to. the
: . elimination of the FBI Crime Recoris LLVICc.in 50 Liu:
1972 or early 1973.

ITI. Indices

Please provide: - ' L ' ‘.

16. Committee staff access to the following 1ndlces for the

perlod 1960 to the present:

a.
b.

“c.

d.
eo
NSRRI i

g.

"Agltator" Jndex,
"Rabble. Rouser" 1ndex,‘
M"Key Activist" list; "

List of "Action Groups";

"Security" index; ;
L. 2 ) 1

"Administrative" index;

All similar indices,,lists, or computer printouts.

17. All memoranda and other materials pertaining to the
‘origin, implementation, operation, or termination of
~any of the indices set out in Item 16 above. i
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Appendix C h

DOCUMENTS - PERTAINING TO THE "HUSTON PLAN", COINTELPRO,
AND GTHER PRACTICES AND PROGRAMS ' 5“\0%\

I. -Huston Plan and Related Developments

t

Please provide:

1. All memoranda and other materials pertaining to
the FBI's termination in 1966 of the investigative
techniques referred to in President Nixon's - state-
ment of May 22, 1973 (Presidential Docs. 693-94).

2. A letter dated Jume 20, 1969, from Tom Charles

Huston, staff assistant to the President, to the
- Director of the FBI concerning resources being

~targeted toward the monitoring of foreign communist-

support of revolutionary youth activities in the

United States, effectiveness of such resources,

1+ & w'v. .. . gaps in intelligence, and steps which should be

, taken to provide maximum coverage.

3. The response by the FBI to the letter set out in
Item 2 and all other FBI memoranda and other mate-
rials pertaining to the correspondence.

4. The interdepartmental Action Plan for Civil Dis-
turbances, dated April 1, 1969, and all memoranda
and other materials pertaining to the origins and

~implementation of that Plan.

C e e e 5. All memoranda and other materials pertaining to a-. -
request from Tom Charles Huston for an FBI inves-

e . tigation of the involvement of the New Mobilization
' Committee in violent demonstrations in November
1969. . -
@ azas woznees Bo. A11 memoranda. and other materials pertaining to-r s -

FBI policies, practices, and procedures for.liaison
with the CIA from 1960 to May 1970. '

7. All memoranda and other materials relating to the
1969 disappearance of Associate Professor Thomas i
= sarw - e~ imzee- Rihar,” University of Colorado, insofar-as such memo—s'ww==: ° 33
: randa and materials relate to: ) :

™ -
Ny
pé':: Y

(/; _lrc 3 751\‘(2
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"10.

I

12.

. 13.

~ , » .
- 3
.

a.” Efforts of the FBI tb aécertain the'identity
. of confidential sources of the Central
‘Intelligence Agency; and

b. Inspectlons and administrative 1nou¢r3eg ro-
-lating to the disclosure of inforn  '=on

Dr. Joseph R. Smiley, then-Presid.... ol v.ou
University of Colorado.

All memoranda and other materials relating to
actions by the Director or any other official of

.the FBI severing liaison (formal, informal, or

other) or terminating contact (formal, informal,
or other) between personnel of the FBI and person-
nel of the Central Intelligence Agency.

All memoranda and other materials reflecting con-
versations or communications, during 1970, between
agents of the FBI and the FBI Director on the .
subject of liaison or contact between personnel

of the FBI and personnel of the Central Intelli-

.. gence Agency, including, but not limited to, all

memoranda and other materials written by former
Special Agent Sam Papich.

All memoranda or other materials relating to the
elimination of the Liaison Section of the FBI
Intelligence Division in 1970 and relating to the

" re-establishment of the Liaison Section in late

1972 or early 1973.

-0

A1l mémoranda and other materials prepared or com-

piled by FBI personnel assigned to the Interagericy

.Committee on Intell;genwngAd Hoc) working group

from June 54 29707 ‘to June 25, 1970.

.Letter from FBI Director Hoover Ep Attorney General

Mitchell dated July 27, 1970 regarding the "Huston
Plan". . )

A1l memoranda or other materials pertaining to
meetings or conversations between FBI Director
Hoover and Attorney General Mitchell from July 23,
1970, through July 28, 1970, concerning the "Huston
Plan" o C
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14, All memoranda and other materials in the posses-
sion of the FBI pertaining to the activities of
the Intelligence Evaluation Committee.

-15. :All memoranda and other materials pertaining to
the decision by Assistant Attorney General Henry
Petersen to terminate the Intelligence ZEvaliation
Committee on June 11, 1973. Ffurther Jocuwmnencs -
regarding the Intelligence Evaluaticon Committee
were requested in the letter of the Chief Counsel
.. - to the Deputy Attorney General dated April 23,
. 1975. See Appendix A, Item 8.)

.~ II. COINTELPRO

,7P1ease provide: _
1 16. Summaries of COINTELPRO case files prepared by the
Genieral Henry Petersen (see prepared statement of

.o Attorney. General William Saxbe before the House
Judiciary Committee on November 20, 1974).

i,

17. .Ail memoranda and other materials pertaining to
the origin and implementation of all COINTELPRO
programs, including, but not limited to, the seven

Director to SAC, Albany, dated April 28, 1971,
entitled "Counterlntelllgence Programs (COINTELPROS)
Internal Security - Racial Matters".

18. Committee staff access’ to a list of all FBI head-
::. + .. quarters supervisory personnel involved in the.
origination, implementation, and termination of -
each COINTELPRO program;

- ©, 77T op knowledge 6f any COINTELPRO program by any govern-
TR ment off101a1 outside the FBI including, but not limited

o ——— S ot o et i e
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FBI for the Committee chaired by Assistant Attorney

- programs set out in the airtel from the FBI C

€6, any Attormey$ﬂeneral“wmember~of Congress, or President. -

19. All memoranda or other_ materlals reflectlng approval

.y
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20. A list of any COINTELPRO type activities & dalinzl ..
The prepared statement of Atvorncy loncy W1 axde Cilo
the House Judiciary Commiti.o o Hovariies 20, LT e
were engaged in by the FBT seos 2USe TO fADrnl & A

_Other‘SPecific'FBI Practices and Programs

21l. ' An itemized description of the contents of each:

+ file folder in the so-called "Official and Con-
fidential' files of the FBI (see testimony of
Attorney  General Levi before the House Judiciary
Committee, February 27, 1975). '

.22, All memoranda and other materials contained in

the "Official and Confidential®™ files pertaining
to internal security, intelligence collection,
and/or coynterintelligence matters, operations,
or activities including, but not limited to, the
.follow1ng documents mentioned by the Attorney
General : '

a. "Policy Matters" -- "Presidential'directives
regarding the role of the FBI in the security
e field; conversations between Mr. Hoover and
' a President-~elect regarding the role of the l
FBI in his forthcoming Administration; letters .
to and from the White House regarding.expan-"
sion of FBI legal attache posts abroad".

b. "Administrative Matters" -- '"Memoranda regard-
ing -an Attorney General's decision with respect
to supervision of the FBI by an Assistant
Attorney General; a memorandum concerning the
briefing of the President by Mr. Hoover and
the Attorney General with respect to certain
intelligence activities by hostile nations
w1th1n the United States".

c. "Reference Materlal"-—— A compllatlon of data
concerhing the 1964 riots". ”
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d. "Protection of sources or sensitive informa-
tion" -~ -"Materials on FBI counterintelligence
activities; technical devices and techniques;
the telephone surveillance involving sensitive
coverage in the national security area®.

23. All memoranda, files, or other materials, includ-
. ing inspection reports or related surveys, which
pertain to the following statement by Attorney
General Levi in his testimony before the House
- . Judiciary Committee, February 27, 1975:

., . . In order to consider what measures may be

appropriate, we have endeavored to characterize

the types of abuse to which the Bureau has been
iy re e susceptlble in the past.

a. "Use of the resources of the FBI to gather
. political intelligence. Our review disclosed
) a few documented instances in which the Bureau
at times during the. course of an election
campaign was requested to provide -- and d4did
‘ ~ indeed provide -- information which could be
4 ‘used as political intelligence iriformation.
’ In one instance, this involved a check of FBI
files on the staff of a campaign opponent.

: b. "Improper use of the FBI in connection with
; the political process. In a few instances
‘ recorded in Bureau files, an incumbent Presi-
trn . dent caused the FBI to gather Intelligence
' relating to a political convention under cir-
cumstances that although cast in legitimate.
law enforcement terms could -- and some would
o say should -- have been suspected of being
] | : politically motivated.

c. "Use of the FBI to report on.certain activi-
ties of critics of an Administration's policies.
~The FBI files document a few instances in which
an incumbent President caused@ the Bureau to
report on certain activities of Members. of
Congress who were opposed to and critical of
his policies. _ .

LNW‘WB.?&FEHW%QQ%—' :
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d. "Use of information in the FBI files to
- respond to or discredit. critics. Again, the “
Bureau files document a very small number of.  ,

. instances in which derogatory information
legitimately obtained by the Burcau was dis-
seminated to other members of the Exscu’ ’ve

. Branch.to enable them to discredlt

. eritics.

b&—.a‘

'e; -"Use of the FBI in connection with other

legitimate law enforcement activities. There,
was one documented instance where the FBI was
used to conduct an inquiry for what might be
described as political purposes, relating to

an investigation properly conducted by other ¥
Executive Branch officials."®

‘All memoranda and other materials reflecting con-

versations, contacts, or communications between

the FBI and the CIA on the subject of the estab-
lishment or “creation of "notional" Marxist-

Leninist organizations ‘within the United States. l
All memoranda and. other materials reflecting activi-~
ties of any agents, employees, or informants of the
FBI in connection with: .

a. The establishment, creation, or financing of
"notional® Marx1st Leninist organizations with-
in the United States. - .
‘ !
b. The establishment, qreétion, or financing of:
(1)
(2)

All reports prepared by the Office of Criminal
Justice of the Department of Jusfice pursuant to
the request in September 1974 of the Attorney Gen-
eral and/or Deputy Attorney General pertaining to
the so-called "Wounded” Knee' case and any other
so-called "political trial" or other prosecutions
brought by the Special Litigation Section of the
Internal Security Division.

The Red Star Cadre, or Red Star Swap Shop;

TheRed COLISEE e " v = = -
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27. All memoranda or other materials prepared by the
FBI re]atlng to the reports described in Item 26.

28. All memoranda and other materials. pertalning to
. the origins and conduct-of the FBI 1nvest1gat10n
in the Dominican Republic in 1965.

29. All memoranda and other materials pertailning to
the origins, implementation, and termination of
Project INLET, involving preparation of an Intel-
ligence Letter for the President. '

30. The current office assignment or last known address
of the following persons who in 1970 were employed
- at the Portland, Oregon, office of the FBI:
.a.  Leo B. App ‘

~ - 'b. Edgar 0. .Ingles, Jr.

P W

il
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APPENDIX D

REQUEST PERTAINING TO ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE . o
. | roRa AT z
SRS et
Please prov1de the Committee: -gﬁﬁfLM% - : y
1. "Manual for the Conduct of Electronlc Surveillance" .

RS

2. All memoranda and other materials relating to the maintenance
and operatlon of the so-called "ELSUR" electronic surveillance index.

3. ‘Committee staff access to a list of all warrantless electronic
surveillances, identifiéd by subject and target, which were instituted
or operated by, for, on behalf of, or at the request of the FBI, from
January 1, 1960, until the present.

L, A list of all electronic surveillances, identified by subject
and target, of the so-called "Kissinger 17".

5. A list of all €lectronic surveillances, identified by
subject and target which were instituted or operated by, Tor, on
behalf of, or at the request of, the FBI, and which 1ntercepted and/or
monitored any conversations of Martin Luther King, Jdr., &t any time
betveen January 1, 1960, and April 5, 1968. - : -

6. . With respect to each survelllance listed in respo ise to
numbers 4 and 5, please provide:

- (a) the address of the premises survellled and uhe number
of the telepnone surveilled; S . 5

" (b) a generic description o? the surveillance teghniéne
employed;

_(c) all memoranda and other materials réflecting written
or oral authorization and re-authorization by the President,
the Attorney General, the Director of the FBI, White House
officials, or National Security Council officilals;

(8)° a list of all memoranda and other materials reflecting
dissemination outside the FBI of information from each surveil-~
lance, stating author, address(s), and dates, together with the
purpose of such dissemination. : '

7. All memoranda and other materials which:

(a) vrelate to intelligence activities at or in connection
with the Democratic National Convention in Atlantlc City, New

Jersey, in August l96h

e
3
i omr

N F
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(b) relate to electronic surveillances of telephones
and/or premises at 241l Atlantic Avenue and/or the Clairidge
Hotel in Atlantic City, New Jersey, during August 1954,

8. Committee staff atcess to all memoranda and oincn noterials
reflecting the identities of persons monitored, LLo coni-nas o)
conversations monitored, and/or any informeticn ot it ..l ]
conversations monitored on the surveillances dusei.. - @ 7,

9. Copies of all memoranda and other materials relating to v
preparation, dissemination, and/or withdrawal of all monographs con-
cerning Martin Luther King, Jr., not to include the monographs themselves.

iO. All records, vouchers, travel authorlzatlons, expense
receipts, ticket stubs, govermnmental travel requests (GTR's), and

'any other documents which relate to travel by:

(a) Former Special Agent Lish Whitson from Washington, D.C.,
to Tampa or Miami, Florida, during 196k4;

(p) Former Special Agents Cartha DeLoach, Hobson Adcock,
Don Manning, Harold Linebaugh, and Elmer Todd from Washington,
D.C.,.to Atlantic City, New Jersey, during August 196k;

(c) Former Special Agent William C. Sullivan from
Washington, D.C., to Atlanta, Georgia, during 196k,

11, The current office of assignment or last known adress of
‘the following persons who, in 196k, were employed at the Newark, New
Jersey, office of the FBI:

" (a) Robert L. Tegg
(b) Jobn B. Meade .
(c) Billie D. Williams S .
a (&) John J.,Creamer,KJr. S
(e). John J. Connoliy
(f) Marjorie Ann Miermejewski
(g) Méry Ann Mass

%2. The last hnown address of the following former Special Agents
of tn\ ;‘BI .

iy
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(2) Harold Llnebaugh, who' in 1964 was employed at FBI
headquurters,

(b) Elmer Todd, who in 196& was employed at.the
Washlngton Field Office.

13. The names and current office assignments or last

known addresses of all FBI employees assigned to the U. S. Embassy

in Rome, Italy, in 196k4.

14, SAC letter 64-11 captioned "protection of the President";

and February 28, 1964, communication from FBI headquarters to FBI
field?offices supplementing and/or relating to the same subject. .

15. All July and August memoranda from former Special Agent
Leo T. Clark to the Assistant Special Agent in Charge or the Special
Agent in Charge of the Newark, Hew Jersey office of the FBI,

captioned "Protection of the President -~ White House Inquiry”.'

i ) 16. All memoranda and other materials containing the results

of any administrative or other inguiry undertaken by the FBI as a

‘result of and/or relating to the allegations contained in the

January 26, 1975, issue of The Washington Post concerning activities
of the FBI in Atlantlc City, New Jersey, in August 1964, -

17. All memoranda and other,mauerlals reflecting written
or oral authorization and re-~authorization by the Attorney General
and/or the Director of the FBI for electronic survelllance of
Joseph Kraft.

. 18. The curfent office assignment or last known address
of the following persons who, in 1969—70 were employed at the
Washington, D.C., office of the FBI:

(a) Robert Kunkel

v " (b) Courtland Jones
(¢c) ZErnest Belter .
(d) James Gaffney  “

19. The current office assignment or last known address
of the following persons who, in 1969-T0, were employed at FBI
headguarters: .

(2) Joseph A. SlZOO (a) Bernard A. Wells
-(b) Michael Joseph Rozamus (e) Robert Haynes

(¢) Sterling Donahue
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20. The current office assignment: or last known ‘address of
Al or Alan Miller who, in 1964, was employed at the Atlanta, Georgla
office of the FBI.

. 2. With respect to each occasion on which the Director of
the FBI testified before the House Appropriations Committee from 1965
until the present, please provide the number of warrantless electronic
surveillances in operation: '

(2) on the date of such testimony;
(b) thirty deys prior to such testimony; and

(c) thirty days subsequent to such testimony.

-
-t
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INFORMATIVE NOTE

b May 13, 1975

Attached is a teletype from the
Newark Office advising that former SA
John Patrick Devlin has been requested to
appear before the Senate Select Committee
(SsC) in Washington, D. C., 5/19/75 to be
interviewed '"for the record."

By memorandum dated 5/8/75 we advised|

the Attorney General that Devlin had been |
interviewed by Staff Members, SSC, and
furnished him an IHM covering the thrust

of this interview.

Responsive to Devlin's request, we ard
telephonically advising him through the
Newark Office to contact the Bureau's
Legal Counsel regarding arrangements for a
representative from the Bureau to accompany
him on the 5/19/75 appearance before the
SSC.

1 - Mr. Mintz (ﬂﬁ%47@%'/

&"'fi@%% W

1374

\LL THFORMATION CONTAINED E: ﬁ

WERSIN IS UHCLASSIFLED ’

DATE | b

A DOJ/FBI
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? ‘."’ | Assoe. Dir, ... 1}
FEDLRAL BUREAY OF JIVESTIGATION ' Dep.-A.D.-Adm... §,

¥ H \ Dep.-A.D.-I
ey MAY 2 %:37:;» Comp. Sywt. _ |
\xl? 18PN NITEL 5/21/75 VAN Ext. Affairs -}
\ Files & C
TO DIRECTOR (62-116595) ‘E‘Eféaf Yk Gen. Tove o Tt
Ident. ... i
; |
FROM ALEXANDRIA (62-217) RUC) 1 PAGE nosecion s

Laboratory L.}
@STUDY 75 : Pran, & Bval |
_.._-«-—/ / Speec. Inv.
RE ALEXANDRIA TELETYPE TO BUREAU, MAY 3, 1975,/ Training
. Legal Count. e
FORMER BUREAU AGENT HAROLD P. LEINBAUGH, 1160 WIMBLEDON DRIPELCr lo- —
h o - T 7
MC CLEAN, VIRGINIA, CONTACTED ON MAY 28, 1975, IN ACCORDANCE WITH ﬂ)&%‘m
BUREAU INSTRUCTIONS., LEINBAUGH STATED HIS FEELING AT PRESENT IS
THAT HE WILL REFUSE TO BE INTERVIEWED BY STAFF MEMBER OF CONGRES-
SIONAL COMMITTEE BUT IN EVENT HE CONSENTS TO INTERVIEW AND SENSITIVE
| MATTERS ARISE, HE WILL REQUEST PRESENCE OF BUREAU AGENT OR CONTACT
LEGAL COUNSEL AT FBIHQ.
| EW

o

HOLD FOR ONE
‘5
C"}

mau FBIHQ ACK FR ONE

“\Y

u&..

o"'i‘:‘:\
o

i
L

£ Ao

¥
[NYYRVINIRY

|
o
e
3 e
‘E«
L4
i
A

- gz

13 MAY 271978
¥

AT SEETRSIRIN BRIy

;ﬂu&éﬁ@@f o7 d38889532 Page 57 7 7 ‘




1

}

i

¢

)

i . » A D
) s W ' po e ' Dep.-A.D _f}ﬂf'.iZ:,
. p. Py AL O T 4 Asst. Difs !
i‘\\ l‘qL‘l‘!leA\Tm ‘“ "‘ﬂ‘nug A?lmm .‘ ;
Comp. Syst. ——
a4 T2 s & Gom,
. 3 /"""f don, Inv. .
l// = Q g’ ;:"kglt e A
kY nt ~
QR gee MK PLAI/ 4’7\9?“6 im s oy /(]-y—-—-
Y / T f"r" ——
3337PM NITEL MAY 12, 1975 Jce \ngﬂ?;g Ll 6 §§;j*j & Eval
ﬁ,u«"?"ot, c{é“ﬁ 0. Treining ﬁ—“
10 / DIREGTOR (62-116395) Ny Legal Coun. .
E’BOM NEWARK (66-3971) ,;:EIE:‘;‘;:;}X\ Director See’y ___
" | i, o ‘
C;%%z?sxuny 7?:> | (;Zg:)
RENKTEL CALL TO BUREAU TODAY, ./ﬁxvggghf
FORMER SA JOHN PATRICK DEVLIN CONTACTED THE NEWARK OFFICE J U

|

MAY 12, 1375, AND ADVISED HE WAS REQUESED TO APPEAR BEFORE

THE SENATE COMMITTEE. AT 2380 P.Ms, IN WASHINGTON, D.C., ON

MONDAY, MAY lg, TO;QE INTERVIEWED FOR THE RECORD. AS THE BUREAU

IS AWARE, DE?QIN*Q@S BEEN PREVIOUSLY INTERVIEWED REGARDING HIS
KNOWLEDGE‘OFTTHE TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCES CONDUCTED DURING 1964
DEMOCRATIC PARTY NATIONAL NOMINATING CONVENTION, ATLANTIC CITY, (E>

Bode o7 yd
DEVLIN ADVISED THAT HE WOULD LIKE SOMEONE FROM THE BUREAU

T0 ACCOMPANY HIM TO THE INTERVIEW BY THE SENATE COMMITTEE STAFF.

BUREAU 1S REQUESTED TO ADVISE NEWARK, FOR TRANSMITTAL TO DEVLIN,

I‘NFGRAMATION CONCERNING WHOM HE SHOULD CONTA%£8-® BUREAU CONCERNING ‘,‘q @

Rathiit k
. THIS REQUEST, ) e VAN

e

| -PES™ACK—FOR™(3)

SND 8 MAY 27 1975
e s e




OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 o 5010106 g
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA GEN, REG. NO, 27 '
3
by

UNITED STATES GO\r:}ERNMENT

Assoc. Dir.

. Dep. AD Adm, __

1‘4{ Ci 1 - Mrx. W. R. Wannall Dep. AP lov. —
emoranaum 1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar M

)‘&) Comp. Sy'sf. N

TO : Mr. W. R. Wannal]]/ﬂw DATE: 5/21/75 Fies 8 Comr

Gen. Inv.

Ident.
‘ k\ Inspection
FROM : W, O. Cregar Intell,

‘ Laboratory
/‘,,,, Plan. & Eval,
. 0 //ﬁ Spec. Inv.
SUBJECT: {SENSTUDY - 75

Training

(

Legal Coun.
Telephone Rm. __

T
Director Sec'y —
.

On 5/15/75, Senate Select Committee Staff Members
Mark Gitenstein and Thomas Dawson reviewed Manual of Instructions
Sections 107, Part I, relating to security informants and Section
130 relating to extremist informants. The review took place from
3:50 p.m. to 5:40 p.m. in the conference room at INTD. SA
Elmer W. Larson of SENSTUDY -~ 75 project was present during the
review. Gitenstein and Dawson asked several questions con-
cerning administrative and technical clarifications but
raised no substantive questions concerning the sections under
review.

ACTION: q
P

None. For record purposes.

62-116395

EWL:CmC (™3™ e

(3)

BBy 39037
N i

E

ig RMAY 231975 )

i

X
o
=

8 A MAY 231975
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| . \«‘ 1 - jja Adams "
i ' 4 1l - ‘ Cleveland :
: | 1 - ¥y, Hint=z

1 - Mr. Gebhardt

. 1 - Pr. Vannall
148, 1975
ORVS Hay 16, °

ALL THFORNATION CONTAINED - , ‘ S
BIRDIN I8 UNCLASSIFIED BY LIAISOW ,

DATE ll’...[él_z BY D, 1 - ¥Mr. Cregar :
‘ 1 - YMr. Flemister tﬁ;
‘ 1 - Mr. Crescioli . ?y

Mr. Wiliian J. Cotter R . }g

Chief Pogtal Ingpootor
V. 5. Pogtal Service

Dear Bill:

»

<L

§

, ¥ have been ad*:::zsed ﬁia‘iz”% repregemamve of ; g\y /a £a
the fenste Select Committes has recenitly nade a reoguest X g,,“gy
of your Service {0 fuvnlsh the identities of @11 FBE ‘ :
mall covers pi&ced since 2980,

Iin view of '&he f&ea that such information
directly relates to the 'a"nves*'mg‘:‘sfﬁwe responsibilition
©F this Bureawn, 1t is reguested that you advise the
Benate Sclect fommitice that such a reguest shorld be
mage M.’} the FBI thm ugh 'i:hc« DEfice of the ﬁ‘s’:w?a@y Genersi.

) aupreciated.
ﬁ"‘! 1 . Sincerely yo mcs;,

G
R

O By EIEBIITRS

Clavence H. EKeldeygs MANZT 1975
JNJ\‘ : bi;’ecmf

e GEATEETR VEUNEY

|
""b)
o
/
V}
‘N
§
Houwr cm@permmmz im This ﬁ*,m%ev is ¢ .'mc re.ag ‘7}(
S
A
:
5

LAC:sdp €10) *{”?’,«z«*’
ﬁfﬂ‘ﬁ. ( . .
Soe néemorsndum Flemister to Wannall dated 5/18/75,
Ao b —  captiomed "Mail Covers," prepared by LAC:tdp.

Dep. AD lnv. — -
Asst, Dir.:
Admin.

e N a &‘3& A 37 3% W@
2= Qo sorgea 5

Ident,

g ) W’ C‘daﬁb\ \a@" 1975 6/

'zm
Laboratory '3 (
Plun, 8 Eval, __ L/J
Spec. Inv. i ” ) ; ﬁ’
- 2
Training A f#‘
Lega! Coun, ‘/{2,".5
Telophone Rm. (;4{'/ : i {\}‘I/
Diructor Sac'y . MAIL ROOM [C] TELFTYPE UNIT[ . .

8 4 MAY 271975
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AT
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8 4 MAY 2 71975
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"OPTIONAL FORM.NO, 10

i Dep. AD tnv,
M d 1 - Mro Cleveland Asst. Dir.:
em07an um 1 - N[r’ Min‘tZ édmin.s
. ’ i
. Mr. W.R. Wannal1 Wi DATE:  5/15/75 Fren & Com
7% 1l - Mr. Gebhardt ﬁ;’"' Inv.
' , 1 1 - Mr. Wannall ot
: H.C. Flemister, Jr./¥ 1 - Mr. Cregar R
1l - Mr. Flemister Lfm“wl
1 - Mr. Crescioli =~
MAIL COVERS ‘ e
S Legal Cou@%;
X Telophone-Rm. _7
This is to advise of recent request by Fenate ij"%i¢?&
Select Committee (SSC) that U. S. Postal Service (USPS) 4 ﬁ;xlﬂ

- extremely sensitive cases.

Aasoc. Dir,

. Dep. 'AD Adm. _

5010108
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA GEN. REG. NO, 27

UNITED STATES G('RNMENT

l'ng. Adams '

furnmish to the SSC the identities of all mail covers placed
by the FBI since 1960. ' | i

On 5/14/75 Mr. Ron L. Jackson, Assistant Chief
Inspector, Office of Security Investigations, USPS, adised
Liaison Officer L.,A. Cresciocli that Mr. Paul Wallach, staff
member of the SSC, has requested USPS to furnish the
identities of all FBI mail covers placed with the USPS since
1960, According to Jackson, Chief Postal Inspector William J.
Cotter has informed Wallach that the FBI is the custodian
of such detailed information and that the SSC should there-
fore make this regquest directly to the Bureau. Mr. Jackson
requested that the FBI consider directing a communication
to Chief Cotter, pointing out that the Bureau does interpose
an objection to the USPS complying with above request and
that the SSC should proceed directly to the FBI in this
regard. .

OBSERVATIONS:

The request for the ideniities of all FBI nail covers
since 1960 in effect provides the SSC with the identities
of the subjects of FBI investigations, which includes some
The intelligence community in
attempting to work out guidelines with the SSC as to
sensitive areas of inguiry haveindicated that specific
targets of ongoing intelligence operations should be subject
to negotiation between the SSC staff and the appropriate
agency. The Intelligence Division believes that we should

take a strong stand in this instance and attempt to negotiate
an accommodation which would allow the SSC to carry out its
mission but yet not compromise ongoing FBI sensitiVa” Trivegfesewe

o=k BIS= o way dfsens -
T RECQBRTPyuED - oV

D e a atic B =05 42

tigations.
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Memoxrandum to Mr. W.R. Wannall T .
RE: .MATL COVERS T

RECOMMENDATION : ' Lo -T

" That the attached letter to Chlef Postal Inspector-
Cotter bhe sent via Llalsqn, advising him of the proprietary
interest of FBI concerning specifics of its requests to USPS
for mail covers and that under the third agency requirement
the SSC should make its request for such data to the FBI

through the Office of the Attorney General. p e

- e 21 e fa
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

sujecT: REQUEST OF HARRY H. WACHTEL ON

TER90

———y

OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10
MAY 1962 EDIYIQN
GSA GEN. REG. NG, 27

UN{TED STATES el

5010106

I RNMENT

Memorandum

.Mr. J. B. Adams

A

Assoc Dir.

Dep ﬁ‘
I'}J‘

Assf Djj
Adminf
Comp. Sysf.
Ext. Affairs

DATE: 5/ 1 5/ 75
' Gon. Inv.
Ident.
Inspection
Intell.
Laboratory

: L.egal Couns

BEHALF OF ESTATE OF MARTIN LUTHER
IfNNDG JR., CONGRESSMAN ANDREW YOUNG,
DELEGATE WALTER E. FAUNTROY f
WAL ww:’
2780 onr
a My memorandum of March 19, 1975, reported discussions
with the attorney for the estate of Dr. Martm Luther King, Jr., who
also represents Mrs. Coretta King and her children.” It was clearly
- indicated that Mrs. King and her children were concerned about invasion
\1 of personal privacy that might occur should there be disclosure of inquiries
f
“Q

N
Teleplone
Diredtor Sec”

concerning the FBI investigation of Dr. Martin Tuther King, Jr. At the

, conclusion of our conference with the King representatives, Assistant
Attorney General Scalia asked me whether I would be willing to agree to
'have Mr. Wachtel notified in the event a congressional committee requested
access to such material in Bureau files. I told him that I saw no difficulty
in the Department advising Mr. Wachtel in the event such a request is made
by a committee of the Congress. The Senate Select Committee on Intelligence
.. Activities has initiated inquiries concerning the Bureau's investigation of
-Dr. King and though they have not as yet requested material from our files
@whlch may contain tapes of electrunic surveillance of Dr. King, it is likely

- that thelr inquiry will reach the stage where such demands will be made.

ca

s i

Therefore, in response to the requests made by Mr Wachtel
~ representing Mrs. King and in response to Inquiry by Assistant Attorney
. General Scalia, itis my view that we should advise the Department of the
nature of the inquiry currently being ma-e by the Senate Select Cominittee
and to suggest thai they may wish to notify the representatives of the King

§ estate and Mrs. King for whatever action they may deem 2 QQ opma ie .
2 o
g Enc. — 55’——,/\)? S-.._. g_@ ? < &Q //é ,) ?6-“
1 - Mr. Wamall NGT RECORDED )
1-Mr. Moove .. A6 AY 271975 T STTgeeeRs
1 - Mxr. McDermott - ¢ P
1 - Mrs. Metcalf : Ji e P U
1~ Mr. Hofis /M - 3(
1 - Mr. Minlz M /1 ’3?‘ N |
- JAM:mid (8) // (Q/L@ é?;fi" I CONTINUED - OVER
/rd (f:( /4’13“
8 4 MAY 271975
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams -
Re: Redquest of Harry H. Wachtel, etc.

; - RECOMMENDATION:

y That attached membrandum to the Attorney General advising
him of the concern of the King family and of the request that they be
advised of congressional inquiries bhe approved and sent.

A e b yande

i
!
H
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/" RELUESY OF HARRY B, WACETEL OF 1 - Mr. Hotis
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The Attorpsy Teasral |

and Delegate Welter B, Yamirey., The 7 #oild bave no abgéétim
shunld you decide to advise dr. Waehial that the curpent Inguiny by

-~

the Seuate Feleet Comunliter on Ineliizenes Ackivilies concerne the
FEL inyeatigation of Uy, Bovdn Totber Hing, Jv. | '

1« The Boguly Atternsy Genorst

i~ éﬁlﬁiﬁiﬁﬁé Alfseney General , . e
Difios of Tegal Comnasl ' .

ROTE: Based on memorandum Legal Counzel to Mr. Adams,
- .B/15/76, captioned 28 above, JAMmid.
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MAY 1962 EDIWON
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum

5010-106

To ‘MR. W. R. WANNALQ;@»’

FROM :MR | &\p@ CREGAR

1 - Mr, N, P. Callahan

1 - M. J. B, Adams

1 - Mr, T. J. Jenkins
paTe:May 12, 1975

1 - Mr, J. A, Mintz

1 - Mr.J. B. Hotis

1 - Mr. W. R, Wannall

1 - Mr, W, O, Cregar

éumcq« SENSTUDY 75
(\ \\\\~»wmwﬂffils memorandum reports the telephonic contact

between former Assistant to the Directotr John P. Mohr ‘and
Mr. Jenkins at which time Mr. Mohr furnished addltlonal information

regarding his meeting with representatlves of the Senate Sel

Committee (SSC) Staff on thé morning of 5/9775.

[

In reconstructing his interview on the morning of 5/9/7
by Staff Members Mark Gitenstein, Thomas Dawson and Lester B.
Seidel, Mr. Mohr recalled them asking if he knew who prepared the

Assoc, Dir.

Dep. AD Adm.

Dep. AD Inv, ___
Asst, Dir.:

Admin,

Comp. Syst.

Ext. Affairs

Files & Com, __

Gen. Inv.
Ident.
Ins ion
141N,

Laboratory .
Plan. & Eval, __

Spec. Inv.

Telephone*Rn
Director Sec” y

Ct

"surreptitious letters' the Bureau sent in the Socialist Workers

Party case,

Mr., Mohr advised the Staff Members that he did not

know but he presumed somebody in the Document Section of the

Q..

Eaa‘ As reported in my memoranduini-o
Q

£

§g is present.

P

== .

S 5o files of Mr, Hoover.

=

of*“

Heo

S5

o :

E o and not of concern or interest to the FBI.
o3
- ae g

e o

-« I o

Laboratory probably prepared these 1 ﬁé:ers. <0<l. / 63 (#“/:355

5/9/75, members of the
Staff Committee are hoping that Mr. Mohr will be able to arrange an
interview of Miss Gandy by members of the SSC providing Mr., Mohr
In this regard, Mr. Mohr desired some guidance as to
what he could tell Miss Gandy if Staff Members asked her for the
names of individuals, appearing in the official and confidential
Mr, Mohr was telephonically advised on the
afternoon of 5/12/75 by Cregar that the Bureau could not give him
any advice as to what he could tell Miss Gandy recognizing that
whatever he told Miss Gandy was strictly between the two of them
It was further pointed
out to Mr, Mehr that neither he nor Miss Gandy should feel under
any obligation to report to the Bureau what Miss Gandy dec1ded 1n
this regard as well as what she might tell the Staff of the

during her forthcoming interview by them on 5/15/ Rg MAY‘>?1975

On the occasion of Cregar's call to Mr, Mohr on the

l.

afternoon of 5/12/75 Mohr recalled that he had told Staff Members
of the SSC Miss Gandy had turned over to Mr, Felt the official and

confidential files amounting to one-half a file drawer.

Mr, Mohr

in speaking with Miss Gandy subsequent to his interview on 5/9/75
learned the official anduconfidential files turned over to Mr. Felt

62-11639
WOC:ekaQS)
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Memorandum to Mr. W; R. Wannall
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

by Miss Gandy amounted to one and one-half file drawers. Mohr
subsequently advised Mr. Gitenstein of this correction,
Additionally, Gitenstein desired to know whether an itemized
list of the official and confidential files was made and if so,
where the list was., Mohr told Gitenstein that he was sure a
list was made (subsequently confirmed by Miss Gandy) and that
the list accompanied the official and confidential files.

In addition to the above, Mohr advised that Gitenstein
asked about a requirement of all Bureau employees to turn over
any confidential files in their possession ordered by Mr. Hoover
following the revelation that former Assistant to the Director
Sullivan had turned over certain confidential files to former
Attorney General Mardian. Mohr advised Gitenstein that Mr. Hoover
had in fact levied such a requirement on Bureau employees and
that all confidential files were to be turned over to Mr. Felt
along with a memorandum explaining the nature of these files.
Gitenstein asked Mr. Mohr where these memoranda would be filed.
Mohr responded by saying he presumed they were confidential
memoranda and would have gone with the confidential files turned
over to Mr. Felt by any Bureau employee maintaining such files.

ACTION:

For information and record purposes.

¥ Z/Z»"L’ , }}X%
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

o 1 - Mr. N. P. Callahan
o) Memorand 1 - Mr. J. B, Adams
]. - Ml‘. To Jo Jenkins Comp. Syst, -
TO :MR. W. R. WANNAL%» paTE: May 9, 1975 s
_ ijQ; 1 - Mr. J. A, Mintz A -
FROM :MR. W. REGAR 1 -Mr., J ::,1::
- - l - D{r. W Laboratory
1 - m.n W Plan. & Eval.

( . pec. Inv.
SUBJECT: SENSTUDY 75 . i
LI ; q",}'.{Z

This memorandum reports the results of a mdeljing Y
between former Assistant to the Director John P, Mohr and repre-

sentatives of the Staff of the Senate Select Committee (SSC) on théa
morning of 5/9/75.

Memorandum Legal Counsel to Mr. J. B. Adams dated 5/5/75
recommended that & Bureau representative be available for consulta-
tion by Mr. Mohr during the time Mr. Mohr is being interviewed by

Staff Members of the SSC 5/9/75. Repyg (A:L - 16739 :’".—w/37

Prior to Mr., Mohr's interview by the Staff of the SSC,
Section Chief William O. Cregar met with him. Mr. Mohr was advised
that should representatives of the Staff pose any questions to him
which could lead to the identification of sensitive sources,
sensitive methods of FBI operations or material derived frem other
U. S. agencies or foreign governments, he could decline to answer
such questions until he had an opportunity to consult with a Bureau
representative, Mr, Mohr understood the purpose of Mr., Cregarls:s
presence and assured him that should the inquiry b?”S?df?“ﬂémbersg

of the SSC get into these areas of inquiry, he Would Fﬁﬁ aindys i
consult with Cregar prior to responding.

B

MM’

Following our arrival at the New Senate Office Building,
Mr, Mohr and Cregar were met by Staff Members Mark Gitenstein,
Thomas Dawson, and Lester B, Seide 1, + As we proceeded to the
office where the interview was to be conducted, Mr. Gitenstein
referred to a previous conference he had with Assistant Director
Wannall at Quantico on 5/5/75 at which Mr. Cregar was present.
Gitenstein observed that this meeting had proved very, very
beneficial and that he believed that future personal contacts
between members of the Senate Select Committee.'Staff and the FBI
could prove useful and allow the SSC Staff to better understand
how the FBI was admlnlstered at Headquarters. : /35

62-116395

WOC : ek R/ - L- a’«B
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wanqall
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

The interview of Mr., Mohr began at approximately
10:20 and was concluded at 12:30 p.m. 5/9/75. Mr. Cregar,
who was available in an adjacent room, was not called and
following the interview, Mr, Mohr assured Mr. Cregar that
no sensitive areas were addressed by the Staff Members.
Mr. Mohr did indicate that the Staff Members were in possession
of FBI documents dealing with the Socialist Workers Party as
well as documents obtained by Mr. Carl Stern under the Freedom
of Information Act (these are our COINTELPRO.documents which we
were obliged to provide Stern under the FOI). No substantive
questions were directed to Mr. Mohr regarding these documents
but apparently were used to permit Mr. Mohr to identify who
might be the final authority in approving these documents.
As an example, Mr. Mohr noted that in reviewing a sample of
these documents, he voiced the opinion Document A probably
would have been approved by an Assistant Director whereas
Document B might have received the approval of the Director.
Mr, Mohr was unable to identify precisely what documents he
was shown.

It was quite apparent from the interview that the
Staff of the SSC was trying to understand how the flow of
mail proceeded in the FBI under Mr., Hoover's directorship. '
A classic example of the Staff Members' confusion was their
inability to distinguish between an SAC letter from a letter
to all SACs., Mr, Mohr attempted to clarify this confusion on
behalf of the Staff Members. With regard to SAC letters, the
Staff Members asked if there was a file on all SAC letters,
Mr. Mohr advised he was not quite sure whether there was a
single file containing all SAC letters.

Members of the Staff also asked Mr. Mohr about his
securing of Mr, Hoover's office after Mr. Hoover's death. .
Mr. Mohr told the Committee that the articles which appeared
in "The Washington Star'" by columnist Jeremiah O'Leary was an
accurate recording of his securing of Mr. Hoover's office.
Nevertheless the Staff Members desired that Mr, Mohr go over
in considerable detail exactly how he did secure Mr. Hoover's
office following his death.

LMW 65360 Docld:32989532 Page 70




| Memorandum to Mr. W. R, Wannall
| RE: $SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

The question of Mr. Tolson's will did arise.
1mr. Mohr advised that Hillory Tolson had not decided whether
he was going to contest the will. According to Mr., Mohr, he
recently had lunch with Hillory Tolson at Mr. Tolson's request
at which time Hillory Tolson suggested he was not going to
contest the will., However, Mr. Mohr had not seen any documentary
evidence of Hillory.'s decision in this regard.

Finally, the Staff Members asked if Mr, Mohr knew
the whereabouts of Miss Gandy or at least her telephone number.
He told themhhe did know herswhereabouts and telephone number
| but promised her he would not reveal them, Mr, Mohr was akked
whether Miss Gandy would be aVallable for interview. Mr, Mohr
advised the Committee that he would attempt to persuade her
| to be interviewed providing he, Mr, Mohr, was allowed to be

present during the entire 1nterV1eW. The Staff Members inter-

posed no objection to that arrangement and Mr, Mohr indicated
| to Mr., Gitenstein that he would advise him of Miss Gandy's
desires regarding an interview under the conditions stipulated

above,

Prior to the onset of the interview with Mr, Mohr,
Cregar asked Gitenstein whether a decision would be forthcoming
from the SSC regarding the interviews of former employees of the
intelligence community by Staff Members of the SSC. Gitenstein
stated the the Committee had no problem with the FBI and that if
1 The White House would not interfere he felt satisfactory arrange-
ments between the FBI and the Select Committee could be worked
out regarding future interviews of former FBI, employees. The
thrust of Mr. Gitenstein's comment as well as his general
demeanor during the meeting suggested the Staff felt they could
work closely with the FBI to the satisfaction of both parties,

ACTION: For information and record purposes,
W)W il
e < i
[en /1A6 o
S ¥\
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT .3 Assoc. Dir.

Dep. AD Adm.

Memorandum : e

Adnmiin.

Comp. Syst,
Ext. Affairs

DATE: 4/14/75 . Files & Com.

Gen. Inv.

o 0\/ > & - ident.
FROM : Mr. W. R. Wannall 'ﬁ‘\;-")i’{: f e Sels -7 / Orpls o o, nepction

&/-:I’{ \u) Laboratory
R el L fe. G { 1 s Plon & Evol. —
SUBJECT:}/CONGRESSIONAL TESTIMONY ~ Training -
e ——— - - T Legal Coun. »
elephone Rm. _
5{ ;ire:tor Sef'y —

e/
Reference Mr. Heim memorandum to Mr. Moore dated 4/10/75,
enclosing edited version of paper entitled /'Dissertation on Procedures for
Opening, Closmg and Ma1nta1n1ng Domestlc Securlty Cases in Pendmg' Status "

[N T -

INTD has no objection to the edited version.
ACTION:

Legal Counsel Division review edited version for legal considerations.
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MAY 1962 EDITION

5010-106 '
GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27 ” )
UNITED STATES GO KNMENT - Assoc. Dir. —__
. Dep. A A
| M. . o AT
) K emoran um Asst. Dir.:
: v Admin,
Comp, Syst.
. TO Mr. Mbope DATE: 4/10/75 e B Com
- e oy Gen. Inv.
/ {i {I‘ . f J— Ident.
- N - ) Inspection
1 FROM Mr. Heim /77}{/5 # (f,(/if«'Y ff{' poiegif [/ "y &“M Ini:ll.' mﬁﬁ‘w
i 4 Laborator
t \'ﬂ\ T’ f’ // ; Plen. & E);ult
~ SUBECT:  CONGRESSIONAL TESTIMONY = Nie/ls C?fﬂw*w‘ i‘j:fm'n';" .
Legal Coun? ._{‘él_
, Telephone Rm} __
) Awi3# Reference W. R. Wannall to Adams memorandum Piractor Seey —
dated 4/1/75, and captioned as above which submitted
a proposed statement for congressional testimony
concerning the opening, c1051ng, and -maintenance of
domestic securlty cases in pendlng status. This
Division was to review the statement from a stylistic
standpoint.
The statement has been reviewed along these
Y lines and edited.
ty
N © RECOMMENDATION :
Ry, o
N That attached edited version of the aforementloned/
h statement be forwarded to Intelligence Division for review ¥
2 and approval and then submitted to Legal Counsel Division . "~
§§~ for its review and approval.
NS
3 )
- /KZ,{ i
® Enclosure \///\ }l
ﬁlg: W
o 1 - Mr. Mintz - Enclosure
B 1 - Mr. Wannall -~ Enclosure
r\‘-‘.)
3 REC. Y
o bR 6B A
Q T 'w ﬂ{?gj R E e
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DISSERTATION ON PROCEDURES FOR
OPENING, CLOSING AND MAINTAINING
DOMESTIC SECURITY CASES IN PENDING STATUS

éb FBI authority to investigate domestic scturity
cases is derived from numerous criminal statutes and
Preosidential Directives and Executive Orders concerning

TN

fg §§r internal security and employee loyality mathers. Provedurally,
(hg ) the Burénu opens, conktinues, and closes guch cases on
g4 ?30; the bagis of these legal eonsiderations.

£
&é ;}'? Upon receipt of a faot situation from any

BERA of & myriad of sources, dan Agent must necesgsarily make

S a judgment as o whether this situation appears to fall

£ within the scope of FBI jurisdiction,

£3 5

§é§ ) Hore sgaaifiea%ly, dcmestia_se?urity invegtigations
:fﬁﬁi are inztiatcd'whgn.aliegatzons clearly 1n&1¢gt¢ & person,
HE S aither as an individual or as a nombey 0f a group, acks

to unlawfully alter the Government in wviolation of the
Smith Acit, the Rebellion or Insurrection Statute, the
Seditiocus Conspiracy Statute, or other related enactments.
Spacial emphasis is placed on thoge engaged in violent
furtherance of such illegal acts. A full investigation
continues so long as these indications of illegal activity
crist.

Then allegations do not cleaxly indioate
/  ‘that activities on the part of an individual £a2ll within
; this jurisdiciional area, self-imposed regulations require
Lo that a "preliminayxy investigation™ be conducted. This
inguizy consists of obtaining information from established
sources (such as records maintained by police departments,
N local governments, and private agencies): inforxmants;
| public source information; and FBI records. These invosti-
gations are limited to %0 days during which an honest
Aesoc. Dir. gffort is made o distinguish as soon as possible hetween
bes. a0 adm. —  tegitimate political agtivity and illegal acts. IE
Lo a0 —  moxe than 56 days are raquired to resolve this guestion,
R authority to exceed this period must be obktained from
| cemnsys . ¥BI Headguortexrs. In secking this cxtension, a full
en- Aers —  gtatement must be made o6f the allegation, the jurisdictional
e authority involved, and Escts that appear to justify

Gen. Inv. —
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Then an allegation is received that a group
nay fall within existing jurisdictional criteria, FBIL
Headguarters is immediately notified and a "preliminary
investigation” along the lines alxeady indicated is
undextaken., Agaln, approval from FPBI lecadquarters must
be obtalned to continue this "preliminary investigation”
bayond 90 days to vesolve whotheor juricdictional standards
are met, If met, a full investigation is conducted
upon approval by FBI Headquarters.

Internal secourity investigations are also
conducted on the basis of specifie instructions Ffrom
the Attorney General (pursuant to Presidential Directives)
to the birector of the TBI. Until the instruction iz
complied with, these matters remain pending.

Byery effort is made to mainkain proper
administrative control over domestic security investigations
and to insure full compliance with the law. In this
regard, Bureau rules requive Agents to limit investigations
to relevant matters. Supervisory porsonnel in the Field
and at FBI Heoadguarters review the progress and relevancy
of thesa investigations, and veports are forwarded to
the Department of Justice, Agents also rocelve legal
instruction on a continuing basis in oxdey that they
may be fully able o recognize relevance and safeguard
individual rights.

These Bureau procedures have been deviged
in an honest effort to carvy out with manimum effectiveness
and propriety our vital domestic seecurity responsibilities.
Gver the years, the FBI has handled these responsibilities
and protected the domestic security of ouyr Nation with
groat dedication and, I believe, with grea® distination.
We will continue to vigorously carry out these duties
with all due regard for individual rights and liborties.
I balieve the procedures I have outlined are in full
accord with thig purpose.
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DISSERTATION ON PROCEDURES FOR
OPENING, CLOSING AND MAINTAINING
DOMESTIC SECURITY CASES IN PENDING STATUS

FBI authority to investigate domestic security
cases. is derived from numerous criminal statutes and
Presidential Directives and Executive Orders concerning
internal security and employee loyalty matters. Procedurally,
the Bureau opens, continues, and closes 'such cases on
QQQ the basis of these legal considerations.

0.&/5‘

Upon receipt of a fact situation from any
of a myriad of sources, an Agent must necessarily make
a judgment as to whether this situation appears to fall
within the scope of FBI jurisdiction.

FFm

ALY INFORMATION COMTAINED

More specifically, domestic security investigations
are initiated when allegations clearly .indicate a person,
either as an individual or as a member of a group, acts
to unlawfully alter the Government in violation of the
Smith Act, the Rebellion or Insurrection Statute, the
Seditious Conspiracy Statute, or other related enactments.
Special emphasis is placed on those engaged in violent
furtherance of such illegal acts. A full investigation

continues so long as these indications of illegal activity
exist. ‘

USCLASSIFIED

piTE /-2 -0/ BY

TREIN

When allegations do not clearly indicate

that activities on the part of an individual fall within
this jurisdictional area, self-imposed regulations require
that a "preliminary investigation" be conducted. This
inguiry consists of obtaining information from established
sources (such as records maintained by police departments,
local governments, and private agencies); informants;
public source information; and FBI records. These investi-
~gations are limited to 90 days during which an honest
effort is made to distinguish as soon as possible between
legitimate political activity and illegal acts. If

more than 90 days are required to resolve this question, .
authority to exceed this period must be obtained from

FBI Headquarters. In seeking this extension, a full
statement must be made of the allegation, the jurisdictional

authority involved, and facts that appear to justify
the continuance.
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When an allegation is received that a group
may fall within existing jurisdictional critexria, FBI
Headquarters is immediately notified and a “prellminary
investigation” along the lines already indicated is
undertaken. Again, approval from FBI Headquarters must
be obtained to continue this "preliminary investigation"
beyond 90 days to resolve whether jurisdictional standards
are met. If met, a full investigation is conducted
upon approval by FBI Headquarters.

Internal security investigations are also
conducted on the basis of specific instructions from
the Attorney General (pursuant to Presidential Directives)
to the Dirxector of the FBI. Until the instruction is
complied with, these matters remain pending.

Every effort is made to maintain proper
administrative control over domestic security investigations
and to insure full compliance with the law. In this
regard, Bureau rules require Agents to limit investigations
to relevant matters. Superv1sory personnel in the Field
and at FBI Headquarters review the progress and relevancy
of these investigations, and reports are forwarded to
the Department of Justice. Agents also receive legal
instruction on a continuing basis in order that they
may be fully able to recognize relevance and safeguard
individual rights.

These Bureau procedures have been devised
in an honest effort to carry out with maximum effectiveness
and propriety our vital domestic security responsibilities.
Over the years, the FBI has handled these responsibilities
and protected the domestic security of our Nation with -
great dedication and, I believe, with great distinction.
"We will continue to vigorously carry out these duties
with all due regard for individual rights and liberties.
I believe the procedures I have outlined are in full
accord with this purpose.
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The purpose of this memorandum ‘is to enclose a paper concerning
the opening, closing, and maintenance of domestic security ¢ases in pending
status requested as set forth in memorandum to Mr. Callahan from Mr. Adams
of the same caption, dated 3/7/75. L2 -/7/6435-55

Referenced memorandum instructed that the paper was fo be non- /:j
technical and in a form easily understood for purposes of argument. Legal /\.
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to coordinate legal aspects and preparation of final paper, respectively.

Le ,t{.'

ACTION:

/Ni

Legal Counsel Division review attachment for legal considerations.
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External Affairs Division review for preparation of final paper.
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DISSERTATION ON PROCEDURES FOR
OPENING, CLOSING AND MAINTAINING
DOMESTIC SECURITY CASES IN PENDING STATUS

The FBI opens, continues pending investigation, and closes
domestic security cases based on legal considerations. The Bureau is charged
with the investigation of violation of numerous criminal statutes, as well as
duties imposed by Presidential Directives and Executive Orders concerning
internal security and employee loyalty matters.

The procedure for handling such investigation is dictated by
the facts and circumstances of each case. Upon receipt of a fact situation from
any of a myriad of sources, the Agent must necessarily make a judgment to
determine whether these facts reasonably indicate an activity falling within
the scope of the FBI's jurisdiction.

Domestic security investigations are initiated regarding individuals
when allegations establish that he, individually or as an active group member,
acts to unlawfully alter the Government in violation of the Smith Act, the
Rebellion or Insurrection Statute, the Seditious Conspiracy Statute, or other
related enactments. Special emphasis is placed on those practicing action
or violence in furtherance of their goal. If the allegation shows facts clearly
within the scope of these statutes, a full investigation is conducted and continues
s0 long as facts exist to indicate a reasonable possibility that these ends could

be achieved.

In some instences, allegations regarding the individual do not |
clearly fall within the scope of authority, Self-imposed restraining regulations |
require that such inquiry be limited to a "preliminary investigation" consisting 1
of contacts for informational purposes only with established sources, such as
police bureaus, records departments of local governments, and private record
sources; informants; public source information; and Bureau records. These
investigations are limited to 90 days. An earnest effort is made to distinguish
as soon as possible between mere unorthodox political views or dissent on the
one hand and revolutionary and/or criminal activity on the other. If to exceed
90 days, a report is made to FBI Headquarters specifically stating the allegation,
the jurisdictional authority and such facts as would justify continuance of the
investigation. A concurrence of Headquarters is necessary for continuance.

When an allegation is received that a group may fall within the

jurisdictional criteria, Headquarters is immediately notified and investigation )
is limited to the "preliminary investigation" as described above. Any investi- w(".u‘v
N e
ALL:vb - AN SEE NOTE PAGE TWO
fiaid . ey b
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gation beyond that is made only upon approval by Headquarters. If such
continuance is approved, investigation continues to resolve whether juris-
dictional standerds are met. If met, and Headquarters® approval obtaeined, a
full investigation is conduected.

Apart from these situations, specific instructions from the Attorney
General, pursuant to Presidential Directives, to the Director of the FBI concerning
matters of internal security are the basis for investigations. Until the instruction
is complied with, these matters remain pending.

Bureau rules require an Agent to limit investigations to relevant
matters. Field office and Headquarters supervisors review the progress and
relevancy of investigations and reports are forwarded to the Department of
Justice. The FBI is ever aware of and controlled by court decisions interpreting
the law. Agents receive continuing legal instruction in order to recognize relevance
and the rights of persons under the law,

These regulatory procedures are the means by which the FBI
implements the responsibilities imposed by the statutes, Presidential Directives,
and orders of the Attorney General. An examination of the domestiec security problems
confronting this Nation would reveal that, as early as 1936, concern arose over
Fifth Column® activities of Communists and Fascists and continued through WW I,
This concern has evolved to other threats, through the years, such as the
foreign-dominated Communist influence in America during the Cold War,
fhe Ku Klux Klan's interference with the rights of others, the turbulent
anti-Vietnam War demonstrations, the urban ghetto riots, and the rise of the
racially-oriented organizations preaching revolution and their more violent
splinter groups practicing open guerrilla warfare. The FBI, charged by statute
and supplemented by Directives to investigate such matters in order to fulfill
the duty, promulgated the investigative procedure for a dual purpose. The
FBI recognizes not only the duty to investigate, to preserve the Constifution,
but the fact the Constitution delineates zones of privacy and individual liberties.
These regulatory procedures speak reasonably to both.

NOTE:

See memorandum Mr. W. R. Wannall to Mr. J. B. Adams, dated 4/1/75,
captioned "Congressional Testimony," prepared by ALL: vb.

-9 - '
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DISSERTATION ON PROCEDURES FOR
OPENING, CLOSING AND MAINTAINING
DOMESTIC SECURITY CASES IN PENDING STATUS

The FBI opens, continues pending investigation, and closes
domestic security cases based on legal considerations. The Bureau is charged
with the investigation of violation of numerous criminal statutes, as well as
duties imposed by Presidential Directives and Executive Orders concerning
internal security and employee loyalty matters.

The procedure for handling such investigation is dictated by
the facts and circumstances of each case. Upon receipt of a fact situation from
any of a myriad of sources, the Agent must necessarily make a judgment to
determine whether these facts reasonably indicate an activity falling within
the scope of the FBI's jurisdiction.

Domestic security investigations are initiated regarding individuals
when allegations establish that he, individually or as an active group member,
acts to unlawfully alter the Government in violation of the Smith Act, the
Rebellion or Insurrection Statute, the Seditious Conspiracy Statute, or other
related enactments. Special emphasis is placed on those practicing action
or violence in furtherance of their goal. If the allegation shows facts clearly
within the scope of these statutes, a full investigation is conducted and continues
so long as facts exist to indicate a reasonable possibility that these ends could
be achieved.

In some instances, allegations regarding the individual do not
clearly fall within the scope of authority. Self-imposed restraining regulations
require that such inquiry be limited to a "preliminary investigation" consisting
of contacts for informational purposes only with established sources, such as
police bureaus, records departments of local governments, and private record
sources; informants; public source information; and Bureau records. These
investigations are limited to 90 days. An earnest effort is made to distinguish
as soon as possible between mere unorthodox political views or dissent on the
one hand and revolutionary and/or criminal activity on the other. If to exceed
90 days, a report is made to FBI Headquarters specifically stating the allegation,
the jurisdictional authority and such facts as would justify continuance of the
investigation. A concurrence of Headquarters is necessary for continuance.

When an allegation is received that a group may fall within the
jurisdictional criteria, Headquarters is immediately notified and investigation
is limited to the "preliminary investigation" as described above. Any investi-
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gation beyond that is made only upon approval by Headquarters. If such
continuance is approved, investigation continues to resolve whether juris-
dictional standards are met. If met, and Headquarters' approval obtained, a
full investigation is conducted.

Apart from these situations, specific instructions from the Attorney
General, pursuant to Presidential Directives, to the Director of the FBI concerning
matters of internal security are the basis for investigations. Until the instruction
is complied with, these matters remain pending.

Bureau rules require an Agent to limit investigations to relevant
matters. Field office and Headquarters supervisors review the progress and
relevancy of investigations and reports are forwarded to the Department of
Justice. The FBI is ever aware of and controlled by court decisions interpreting
the law. Agents receive continuing legal instruction in order to recognize relevance
and the rights of persons under the law. “

These regulatory procedures are the means by which the FBI
implements the responsibilities imposed by the statutes, Presidential Directives,
and orders of the Attorney General. An examination of the domestic security problems
confronting this Nation would reveal that, as early as 1936, concern arose over
"Fifth Column" activities of Communists and Fascists and continued through WW II.
This concern has evolved to other threats, through the years, such as the
foreign-dominated Communist influence in America during the Cold War,
the Ku Klux Klan's interference with the rights of others, the turbulent
anti-Vietnam War demonstrations, the urban ghetfo riots, and the rise of the
racially-oriented organizations preaching revolution and their more violent
splinter groups practicing open guerrilla warfare. The FBI, charged by statute
and supplemented by Directives to investigate such matters in order to fulfill
the duty, promulgated the investigative procedure for a dual purpose. The
FBI recognizes not only the duty to investigate, to preserve the Constitution,
but the fact the Constitution delineates zones of privacy and individual liberties.
These regulatory procedures speak reasonably to both.
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1 . Ident.
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Re my memorandum to you 5/5/75 enclosing a request f]iom
the Senate Select Committee (SSC) for additional information.
Attached to the copies of instant memorandum for Messrs, Jenkl@&ﬁ%m

Ash, Moore, and White are copies of the referenced memorandum \ﬁd‘ ‘ \
its enclosure. )ﬁ‘;\)g")

The following is to delineate individual responsibi \%fg&\
and assignments for .securing the information requested by the S6C

Because the request covers areas of operations affécting all \mg\\;\x
Division$ of the Bureau except Office of Planning and Evaluatlon Ny
(OPE), it will be necessary that the very closest coordination and

el el

—-/
- /PS5

N
Q
g
kﬁ%
Eé ) maximum of cooperfdkion be effected in order to implement the SSC % 4
%;‘4% request, ,@ \
1SR B
B & A In handling this request which deals primarily with tl% :‘\;:
H5 furnishing to the SSC of wvarious Sections of the Manual of pe ! < <
55; Instructions and Manual of Rules and Regulations as well as 1nfo§ Q&
B mation concerning our filing system,and particularly cii es of aal\ '
& H Bureau forms, we should bear in mind that there are avagilable 2 @‘\%
é":ﬁ 5; three options for consideration. One, is to give the requested ‘
information or documents. Two, is to not furnish the documents
but merely permit their review at FBIHQ. A third option availab
is to set forth justifying data to support a denial of furnishing
the information or documents, Of course, in furnlshlng any docu-
ments, we should bear in mind the option of excising sen81t1ve
. ;nformatlon. REC 40 (//02 /// # 53
In delineating the specific respons:Lb:Ll:Lt:Les for the
various Divisions, we are designating the Division having primary
interest as the one ug\%fepare the necessary material and are
62-116395 | 8 MAY 1,\5{1975
PVIYSFP:ekw Qi\)"J e ] SRty
(20) CONTINUED - OVER ,~,%¢»
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Memorandum to Mr..J . B, Adams ‘
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

indicating in most instances what other Divisions would have

an input to furnish the primary Division. Even if auxiliary
Divisions are not designated for input purposes, if the primary
Division desires the views of another Division, it should obtain
same prior to preparing the material,

Because of the involved cocordination necessary, it is
requested that each Division except OPE designate a representative
to appear at a conference at 10:00 A.M. Friday, 5/9/75, in the
Intelligence Division Conference Room, Room 4017, JEH Building,
where the details for preparation of the necessary material will
be discussed.

The following are the assignments corresponding with the
4/30/75 SSC memorandum and its appendices which deal with four
main requests.,

- (1) The portion dealing with Superseded Sections of
the Manual of Instructions will be handled by the Training Division
which will gather all of the necessary information from Bureau files
after which Intelligence Division will review and make a final
determination as to the necessary response to the SSC.

(2) Concerning Sections of the Manual of Instructions
Not Previously Produced and the corresponding Appendix B, the
following assignments are made.

Section Subject 7 Assignment
4 Surveillances and Raids (Training Division with input

to be supplied by the three
investigative Divisions. Note
should be taken that this Section
was previously made available to
GAO in connection with its audit
of Bureau operations.)

8R Data Processing Section, (Computer Systems Division)
Computer Systems Division

P CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr, J. B. Adams
RE: SENSTUDY 75

62-116395
Section Subject

19 Applicant and Employee
Investigations Conducted
for Other Agencies

23 ' Bomb Threats, Explosives
and Incendiary Devices

27 Civil Rights

28 Civil Rights Act of 1964

29 Conspiracy

75 Neutrality Matters

78 Passports and Visas

90 Selective Service Act

102 Coordination with Other
Government Agencies

103 Foreign Police Coopera-
tion

134 Assaulting the President
of the United States and
Threats to the President
of the United States

136 Antiriot Laws

144 Police Killings

146 Protection of Foreign

Officials and Official

Guests of the United States

-3 -
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Assignment

(Special Investigative Division)
(SID)

(Intelligence Division) (INTD)
(Geheral Investigative Division)
(GID)

(GID)

(GID with input from INTD and
.SID)

(INTD)
(GID)

(SID)

" (INTD with input from GID and

SID).

(INTD)

(GID)

(INTD)
(GID)

(INTD with input from GID)

CONT INUED ~ OVER
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Memorandum to Mr, J. B. Adams “

RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

(3) Concerning the Manual of Rules and Regulations
and Appendix C, the follewing assignments are made. For
Part - I, Section 9 - Disciplinary Matters (Admihistrative
Division). For Part ' IT, Section 1 - Authority - Training -
Submission of Informat ion (Training Division); Section 2 -
Supervision - Availability - Resident Agenc1es (Administrative
Division); Section 3 - Administration of Offices (Files and
Communlcatlons Division with input from Administrative Division.
Computer Systems Division will supply the input for 3F);
Section 4 - Communications (Files and Communications D1v131on
with input from the following Divisions: Administrative, INTD,
GID, SID, Legal Counsel, and Computer Systems.Division);
Section 5 - Dissemination of. Information (GID with input from
INTD and SID); Section 6 - Publications, Press, and Public
Contacts (External Affairs Division); Section 7 - Payments -
Property (Administrative Division with input from Computer
Systems Division); Section 8 - Miscellaneous Regulations
(SID with all other Divisions except OPE furnishing appropriate
input); Section 9 - Classification - Character - Copies -
Abbreviations (Training Division with all other Divisions
except OPE furnishing appropriate input).

(4) Concerning Filing System, Files and Communications
Division will handle with necessary input from Training Division
concerning the request pertaining to all Bureau Forms,

This matter must be given priority, expedite attention
by all Divisions bearing in mind that on the one hand, it is
absolutely imperative that the review and study be of high
quality, and that on the other hand, there be no delay which

could result in criticism of 'the Bureau for not responding promptly
to the SSC.

RECOMMENDAT IONS :

(1) Assignments to be handled as indicated above.

>

-4 - CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr, J. B. Adams
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395

(2) Representatives of all Divisions except OPE
attend coordinating conference 10:00 A.M. 5/9/75 Room 4017,
JEH Building.

ﬁ%ﬁ\gv‘ 7

/g. pur
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From 10:30 a.m. until 2:45 p. m. on May 6, 1975,

. Inspector John B. Hotis and I met with Frederick Schwarz, General
Counsel to the Senate Select Committee, Commitiee staffers Burt Wides,
Pat Shea and Mike Madigan, and CIA representatives and
Walter Lloyd.

JFK Act 5 (g)(2) (D)

I arranged to attend this conference in an effort to resolve-with: -
the Committee staff the procedures that would be followed during mterv1ew
of current and former FBI employees by staff representatives. Inte; 19W,§
have beeri conducted in the recent past by representatives of the-Comniitee,
and in the absence of any general understanding as to the procedures e
have been advising those persons coming to our attention as prospective
witnesses that they may request the presence of a Bureau representative
during the interview. Committee staff members have objected to the
presence of Bureau repres entatives and have insisted that the 1nterv1ews

proceed in the ab%ii@ any agenc§ representative. /
Lo

REC-35] LA -] b375-

At the outset of the meetlng today, it became clear

‘Schwar:

speaking for the members of the Senate Select Committee and for the staff,

was opposed to the presence of agency representatives during interviews

concerning matters which they described as "abuses. ' Schwarz explained

| ,\ that the Committee has a responsibility to look into allegations of misconduct
)

or abuse in addition to a broader study of the jurisdiction and operations

%&//) of the intelligence community. He said that while there would be a Wllllngness

¥ on their part to have agency representatives present duringsisterviews eoncern- -
ing general inquiries regarding jurisdiction, they felt that it would be
improper and would interfere with the integrity of their inv; %Q&‘k 3&31%975
third parties were present during interviews concerning' mIscogglu&tum m—Qi

4
oYy
1 - Mr. Wannall i»u/ i
1 - Mr. Hotis i
1 - Mr. Mintz 5:&‘»@"’" U

| L
., i«\fo”\
Kl Wﬁ J \:z! CONTINUED - OVE@
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Memorandum to M)_.Adams .
Re: Senate Select Committee, etc.

Schwarz offered as an alternative that the agencies would be
advised of the identity of persons to be interviewed and that prior to
the interview the agency would contact the witness to explain the authority,
the security arrangements made by the Committee for the protection of
information, to authorize the witness to answer questions where the
witness was bound by a secrecy agreement, and to caution the witness
concerning matters of a sensitive nature which should be deferred for
discussion with members of the Committee or with the Chairman of the
Committee.

I pointed out to Schwarz that unless the FBI was given notice
as to the specific subject matter of the interview to be conducted, we would
find it most difficult to intelligently assess the sensitivity of the information
that might be furnished by the witness. The CIA representatives expressed
great alarm that an interview could disclose information without some
prior assessment of the potential damage to intelligence collection techniques
and sources. :

As to these points, Schwarz stated that he would discuss with the
members of the Committee a revision of their initial proposal that
would include notice to the agency of the identity of a person to be interviewed
plus a generic description of the subject matter of the interview followed by
a contact by the agency with the prospective witness to assess the sensitivity
of the information and to advise the witness of areas of inquiry that must be
deferred for special handling by designated members of the Committee or
of the Committee staff. Following that contact the Committee representative
would proceed to conduct the interview with the understanding that the agency
representative would be near-by and immediately available for consultation
should the witness have concern as to the degree of sensitivity of
information he was being asked to furnish. At the conclusion of the
interview, the Committee would make available to the agency a summary
of the notes taken during the interview but a transcription of the interview would
not be made available either to the agency or to the witness interviewed.

Schwarz stipulated that there may be occasions when the Committee
would reserve its right to interview an individual, whether a current employee
or a former employee, in secret in order to protect the interview or to insure
the completeness and accuracy of his information. I asked Burt Wides
whether they had any basis for that concern and he indicated that they
did have such a basis, but declined to specify the details.

-2 - CONTINUED - OVER
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Inspector Hotis asked whether the on-going interviews
would be delayed pending resolution of the differences concerning
procedures. Schwarz replied that the interviews will proceed due to
time factors. I then requested Schwarz to expedite his discussion
with the members of the Committee, to state their proposals in writing
in order that we could review them in specific detail, and {o let me
know as soanas their proposal as approved by the Committee was available
for discussion. He agreed to do so and said that probably this could
be accomplished by Thursday, May 8, 1975.

OPINION

It was my impression in dealing with Schwarz that he is making
an honest effort to conduct the Committee inquiry reasonably and that he
is concerned about the public acceptance of the Committee's final product.
His concerns about the integrity of the investigation are similar to those
thatEwould express about an FHI investigation. His insistence that
interviews of individuals concerning possible misconduct be done alone
with the witness appear to me to be reasonable to insure the integrity
of their investigation. The compromise we discussed (they would identify
the witnesses to us prior to interview and tell us the proposed subject
matter of the interview and allow us to consult with the witness prior to
interview) seems to be a practical solution to our mutual problem. This
solution is not as acceptable to CIA due to their greater need for
protection of their covert operations, sources and methods. The Committee
has available to it the subpoena power, the authority to conduct public
hearings, and a good deal of support by public opinion. Therefare, I
conclude that the Committee is likely to discover the full details of
events concerning which they inquire whether the FBI cooperates or
appears to be reluctant. As to those areas of legitimate concern because
of their sensitivity in terms of productiayof informants or sources and
methods of gathering national security intelligence, the Bureau can
properly expect an opportunity to provide protection for the information.

If the procedures suggested above are operated in good faith
on both sides, the Bureau would be given notice as to the subject matter
to be discussed prior to the interview and research could disclose the

areas of sensitivity and wappropriate action taken to caution the witness
against disclosure of such information.
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. Memorandum to Mr. Adams
Re: Senate Select Committee

RECOMMENDATIONS:

1. That until procedures are established with the
Committee the Bureau continue its present practice of advising prospective
witnesses upon their request that they have a right to consult with a
Bureau representative during interview.

2. That further discussions of this matter with the Committee
await the receipt of their proposed guidelines in writing after approval by
members of the Senate Select Committee.
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DT/ A0
This morning the Director asked me to inquire into the status

of our understanding with the Senate Select Committee as to whether FBI
representatives would or would not be present at interviéws of former
Bureau employees or current Bureau employees. The Director was
concerned that the presence of a Bureau representative could be criticized
as an attempt.to interfere with the Committee's inquiries. I assured the

i} Director that the purpose of such representatives being present was to

assist the interviewer and the witness in determining areas of inquiry

of particular sensitivity or that might concern a current Bureau operation.

The Director agreed that such was an appropriate reason for the presence

of a Bureau representative and asked me to consider preparing a letter

addressed to Senator Church stating our desire to make available a Bureau

representative and the reasons for the presence of such a Bureau representative.

As a result of a conference with representatives of CIA, M
Roderick Hills of the White House Counsel staff, and others, it was
determined that Walter Lloyd of the CIA Legal Staff would continue /
negotiations with the Committee in behalf of the entire intelligence
community to develop procedures concerning the interview of witnesses
and the presence of agency representatives at such interviews. Mr. Lloyd
was scheduled to meet with Frederick Schwarz, Counsel to the Committee,
on Tuesday, May 6, 1975, to d1scuss such arra ements.

Leloy ReCq |-l 39573

I schedule‘d-arrappomtmen w1th the Deputy Attorney General
and met with him at 5:00 p.m. on May 5, 1975, accompanied by
Inspector John B. Hotis. I told the Deputy of our concern that the
interviews by the Senate Committee are continuing even though no
understanding has been reached by the Committee and the intelligence
community. I told the Deputy that the Director would like to have some

B3 MAY 131975 ‘
1 - Mr. Wannall ‘ i}q%_/
1 - Mr. Hotis @G@%
1 - Mr. Mintz
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fformal understanding with Senator Church as to the Bureau's position

in regard to such interviews. I reminded the Deputy that our sole concern
was to make a representative available to assist in the interviews

in the event they touched upon sensitive areas and by no means was our
interest to be understood to be an effort to interfere with the Senate
Committee's inquiries.

The Deputy said he fully understood our position and agreed.

He asked me whether I would be willing to agree to hold off on formal |
notification to Senator Church until the negotiations to be conducted by |
Mr. Lloyde could be concluded. I told the Deputy I would agree to that
on the condition that I and also Inspector Hotis would participate in the
discussions by Lloyd with the Committee representatives. The Deputy
Attorney General said that he fully concurred in my condition and if there
developed any difficulty in making such arrangements, he would assist

in seeing that it was accomplished.-

Inspector Hotis advised that Schwarz, the Committee counsel,
has arranged a meeting on Wednesday morning, May 7, 1975, with
Assistant Attorney General Scalia of the Office of Legal Counsel of the
Department. We will also be represented at that meeting.

The Deputy Attorney General told me that he had been advised
by Schwarz that a former Bureau Agent, Leo Clark, had objected to the
fact that a Bureau representative had contacted him and had indicated a
willingness to be present during Clark's interview by the Committee.
I again assured the Deputy that our sole purpose in contacting Clark was
to be available in the event a Bureau representative was needed to discuss
matters of a sensitive nature or matters concerning current Bureau operations.
The Deputy said he understood and Clark's complaint was likely the result
of a misunderstanding.

RECOMMENDATION:

For information.
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MATERIAL FOR SENATE SELSCT COMMITICE (SSC)
INVESTIGATING INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
i 1. TITLE/SUBJECT: Legal futhorities of the FBI
2. ORIGTIATING ORGANIZATION: FBI

3. NATURE OF MATIRIAL: letterhead memorandum (LHM)
11ith enclosures described belovw,

4. DOCUMENT CLASSIFICATION: Unclassified
5., UDATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATIOW STAMP: NA
6., SUMMARY OF COWTENTS:
In response to a request from the SSC for certain
documents and other information, an ILHM was submitted as a

cover communication to furnish the SSC copies of the following
docunments,

ju) #”70”,5

S
EEJ:E‘:{ 1. An internal FBI memorandum dated 5/16/72 ‘
S g‘ B captioned "FBI Jurisdiction; Criminal Intelligence b
& Information," - f. are
259 N
i 2. An intcrnal FBI memorandum dated 5/18/72 ¢ (' - viﬁf#'
N captioned "FBI Authority in Domestic Intelligence '{ Vo e
H Matters," NI
[ iy
2EA
3. A study on subversion prepared for former

Acting FBI Director louis Patrick Gray III dated 5/19/72.
Assoc. Dir.
Dep. AD Adm. — 4, A memorandum from the Director of the FBI to
po B v — the Attorney General dated 8/7/73 recommending the
Admin, issuance of an Executive Order concerning the conduct
o e — of domestic intelligence inVesti§at3,g 5.~ 4 D 0 A
Files & Com. . REC.IUD(@ F_), - / (j’ ;’%-' / 5‘ X \}
Gen. Inv___62-116395 k - k"o [ ,\'A',. ) (\ . '\‘_
Ident. _ ) 1 ~ ' %
Inspection . SFP ¢ ekyr (4) a MY ]61975 ' " / CLL L‘7
Intell. Q\)\V } * . ’ / , ///”
Laboeretory .. - J S
Plon, 8 Evel, ._——-*WGE TWO }//4‘
Spec. Inv.
Training
Legal Coun.
Telephone Rm. __
Director Sec’y ___ MAIL ROOM[] TELETYPE UNIT[ ] GPO 534-345
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7.
8.

9.

10.

REQUESTER/DATE OF REQUEST: 53C, 3/19/75
RELEASIVG AUTHORITY: FBI
DATE OF SUBMISSION: 4/22/75

1OCALIOW OF FILE COPY: FBI file 62-116395-83

11. RELATION 10 INIELLIGENCE COMMUNIIY PROBLEMS: Hone.

NOTE:

Nriginal via liaison to Central Community Index in

connection with Senstudy 75.
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Assoc, Dir.
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Asst Dirh
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Ext. Affairs

TE: 5/7/7 5 mpﬂ&é‘é Files & Com.
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TelepHofie Rm,

|

Director Sec'y

Attorney/General Scalia, Office of Legal Counsel in the Depariment;
John Clark, Associate to the Director of CIA; Walter Lloyd an
i CIA The meeting was called by Mr. Buchen to discuss the
developments that day with regard to the proposal that agency y representa-~
tives would be present during interviews conducted by investigators of the
Senate Select Committee staff.

At a meeting held earlier that day, the General Counsel of the
Senate Select Committee had indicated that the Committee disapproved of the
presence of agency representatives at interviews concerning alleged
"abuses. " I explained to Mr. Buchen the alternative proposal offered by .
F.A.O. Schwarz to the effect that agencies would be furnished the identitigs?
of proposed witnesses, the subject matter of the proposed interviews, -
and permitted an opportunity to review the subject matter and consult With“/
the witness to advise him of sensitive areas that would require special
treatment. John Clark agreed that in regard to interviews concerning
abuses, it would seem to be necessary for the Committee to proceed with the -
interview without an agency representative present. After general
discussion of the proposal by Schwarz, the meeting conc¢luded with
instructions by Mr. Buchen to Wilderotter to draft a statement that might
be incorporated into a letter to be addressed to the Committee explaining
the Administration's position.

The elements of the proposal would be that as a general
rule, agency representatives would be present during interviews concerning
matters that were not categorized as abuses and in those excepuonal cases

gy (2 - LLOZT /}
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1 - Mr. Hotis
1 - Mr. Mintz
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams
Re: Senate Select Committee on Intelligence

where abuses would be the subject of interviews, the agencies would be
given prior notice of the identities of the witnesses and of the subject
matter of the interview, plus an opportunity to consult with the witness
prior to the interview. Mr. Buchen also asked that the Committee be
requested to provide a letter in each instance identifying the alleged abuse
as the subject of the interview and indicating Committee approval of

that inquiry. The objective of such a requirement would be to clearly
identify those interviews characterized as "abuses' interviews which would
require the absence of an agency representative during the actual interview.

I was also asked to contact Schwarz to insure that he would not
present to the Committee his counterproposal during the regular committee
meeting on Wednesday, May 7, 1975. The purpose of such a request was
to avoid the Committee adopting a final proposal regarding interviews
prior to the Executive having an opportunity to express its position.

On the morning of May 7, 1975, we spoke with Schwarz, requested
him to refrain from offering his counterproposals to the Committee for
approval, and in response to his request explained to him that the reason
was that the proposals were unfler discussion and it was necessary for all
agencies in the intelligence community to be involved in the determination
whether the alternative procedures would be acceptable. Mr. Schwarz
agreed to refrain from offering his counterproposals to the Committee today.

At approximately 10:25 a.m. on May 7th, I called Wilderotter
and asked what the progress of his preparation of the proposed letter was.
He told me that there would be no letter addressed to the Committee because
the White House did not desire to escalate this matter and go over the head
of the Committee counsel. I told him th: was extremely concerned at
the inaction which has resulted thus far in /' BI bemg in an indefensible
position in regard to interviews of former employees I explained to
him that the Committee has not advised us of the interviews that have been
conducted and we have learned of them only by calls from the witnesses.

I told him that the interviews are still continuing because at the meeting
on May 6, 1975, we expressly requested the Committee counsel to dis-
continue the 1nterv1ews temporarily until guidelines could be established
and the Commlttee/exspxiessly refused to do so.

I told Wilderotter that this morning I received a call from
John P. Mohr, former Assistant to the Director, who has broad knowledge
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of FBI matters, in which Mohr told me that he has been called to be interviewed
at 10:00 a. m. on Friday, May 9, 1975, at Room G-308 in the New Senate
Office Building. Mark Gittenstein was identified as the interviewer.

I told Wilderotter this concerned me because we have no basis on which

to advise Mr. Mohr as to the appropriate guidelines that may be followed
_during the course of such an interview and in the absence of knowledge of

the subject matter of the interview we have no way of counseling him as to
sensitive areas that should be deferred for discussion with members of

the Committee or with the Chairman of the Committee.

Wilderotter said he understood myy concern but he saw no way
in which the matter could be resolved in time for guidelines to be
established for the Mohr interview. He told ine he would work on the
preparation of a position paper to be used by the White House and the
intelligence community to establish a policy that could be discussed with
the Committee.

Inspector Hotis and I then at approximately 11:10 a.m. went

to a conference already in session in the office of Assistant Attorney General
Scalia attended by representatives of the CIA, Department of Defense,
NSA, Department of State and the Department of the Treasury. The other
agencies were advised of the results of the meeting with the Senate Select
Committee staff on May 6, 1975, and a general discussion ensued as to
the willingness of the agencies to agree to interviews in the absence of
agency representatives. The representatives of the State Department,

, Mr, Hitchcock and Mr. Jennings, indicated that State was adamant that
interviews would not be conducted in the absence of representatives.

I spoke privately with Assistant Attorney General Scalia and
advised him of my conversation with Wilderotter and of the fact that
John Mohr had been called for interview on Friday, May 9, 1975. I
told him of my great concern that Mohr's interview would be sensitive
because of his broad knowledge of the Bureau and told him that it was
essential that appropriate guidelines be developed concerning such inter-
views as soon as possible. Scalia told me that he had just finished
speaking with Wilderotter and he ashared my concern. He then
called Wilderotter and subsequently advised me that Wilderotter said
that he, Wilderotter, would immediately contact Schwarz to request at
postponement of the interview of John Mohr pending the establishment
of guidelines. In the event he would be unsuccessful, Roderick Hills and
Philip Buchen would discuss the matter with Senator Church and Senator Tower.
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There was a general consensus of opinion at the meeting with the
other agencies of agreeing that they would await the development of the
position paper by Wilderotter. Walter Lloyd advised that another meeting
with Schwarz and the Committee staff would be scheduled for Thursday,

May 8, 1975.

Upon my return to my office, Wilderotter called me to report
that he had been unsuccessful in having the Mohr interview postponed and
further that Schwarz had advised him that he now feels that it would be
inappropriate for agency representatives to be present at any interviews
whether they concerned abuse or whether they concerned general matters,
and further that he felt that it would be inappropriate for the agency to be
advised of the subject matter prior to the interview.

At that point, Mark Gittenstein joined the conversation with Schwarz &
Wilderotter and advised Wilderotter that he intended to interview Mohr
concerning 'procedures and how paper moved in the Hoover days, "
and this would constitute 90% of the interview. The remaining 10% of the
interview would concern Hoover's "O. C. Files.'" Further Gittenstein
mentioned that he was aware that John Mohr is the Executor of Mr. Tolson’'s
estate and he may inquire concerning that matter.

Wilderotter said that there would be no further contact with the
Committee concerning the Mohr interview and that we should assume the
Mohr interview will proceed as scheduled. He said that he would suggest
the Bureau contact Gittenstein to discuss any further details regarding the
subject matter of the interview of Mohr ad that we consider discussing
with Mohr prior to the interview matters that he should not discuss with
Gittenstein. He also suggested that we debrief Mr. Mohr at the completion
of the interview.

I reminded Mr. Wilderotter that there are no guidelines by which
the White House or the intelligence community or the Senate Committee have
agreed that the FBI should make such arrangements with the witness. 1
told him that I thought that the FBI would be used as a test case both by
the Committee and by the intelligence community if we undertook to
negotiate such matters directly with Gittenstein. I told him that I thought
that such direct negotiations would undermine the effectiveness of current
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[

NW 65360 Docld:32983532 Page 100

.
bl

Memorandum to Mr. Adams
Re: Senate Select Committee on Intelligence

negotiations to establish broad guidelines with the concurrence of the
Committee that could be used to effectively limit the scope and manner

of interviews currently being conducted by staff investigators. I also

told him that I thought it would put the Bureau in a most difficult

posture because the intelligence community could well feel that the FBI

had brought about the loss of the opportunity to have some effective

control over Committee access to sensitive information by negotiating

our own agreement with Gittenstein. I told him that certainly the Committee
would use us as an example to other intelligence agencies and use our
experience to their detriment in establishing limitations on the interviews.

Mr. Wilderotter said that he understood my position and he
would continue to work on the policy paper. He asked to be advised of the
time the meeting is to be held with Schwarz on May 8, 1975, and I indicated
I would so advise him on learning of it myself from Walter Lloyd of CIA
who is making the arrangements. I also suggested that it would be appropriate
for Roderick Hills, Associate Counsel to the President, to be present at the
meeting with Schwarz in order to have a greater chance of resolving these
issues promptly. Wilderotter said that he agreed and would attempt to
make arrangements for Mr. Hills to be present at the meeting.

RECOMMENDATIONS:

- 1. That the Bureau provide a representative to be available
for consultation by Mr. Mohr as he may request on Friday, May 9, 1975,
at 10:00 a.m., in Room G-308, New Senate Offlce Bulldmg

W "‘ﬁ '’
7
2. 'That until approprzate guide hnes are established by agreement
between the Committee, the White House, and the intelligence community, the
Bureau not undertake to counsel or debrief Mr. Mohr or any other witnesses

concerning the subject matter of interview, pursuant to agreement with individual
staff interviewers.
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RECOMMENDATIONS (CONT'D):

3. That Inspector Hotis and I, if I am available, attend
the meeting with Schwarz on Thursday, May 8, 1975.
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Airtel

LA ~]16375~
SAC, Buffalo (157-1681)

1 = Mr, D, W, Moore
1"" Mro Eo Wo WalSh
4/18/75

PLERSONAL ATTENTION

Director, FBI —(157=278%2)

KARL EDWARD HAND,JR. 1 = Mr, R, E. Gebhardt
EXTREMIST MATTER ~ NATICNAL GUARD PARTY - (Mr, Jo G, Kelly)
(BUDED: 4/23/75) ' 1~ Mr, J. A. Mintz
(Mr. R, F. Olmert)
1 = Mr, J. G. Deegan
ReBUairtel dated 4/11/75, 1= Mr, W, O, Crega
’ : "1 = Mr, W, D, Fallin

A review of the copy of subjectis~ Btedre th SEasRY
Frank Church dated 4/8/75 and allegations contained thevein
concerning Agent personnel of your office requires prompt
submissgion of affidavits in refutation of those allegations
where facts go warrant,

d

Accordingly, and in view of the extreme likelihood
of early inquiry concerning these aliegations from Senator
Church or other rvecipients of subjectls letter, appropriate
affidavits should be drawn and submitted by airtel to FBIHQ
by the close of business 4/23/75, '

‘ In the event one or more of subjectls allegations
cannot be refuted, you should make specific comment concerning
same in your airtel enclosing these affidavits.

. 4n extra copy of this communication is furnished
Buffalo for inclusion in its file concerning the NMational
Guard Party. ‘

Ay -

- U M?J%W%Q "g«rf*

1 - Pittsburgh - ﬁi%iﬁﬁﬁ?
Ll 27

1 » 157-33528 (Wational Guard Partiy)
PON: £b4/ /
(15) ’if 1 MALED 4 ,

' APR 17 1875 }

‘ Mr., Wo R, Wannall

it /572703 )

-

P

!

34

nal

LTy
ey
W5

LK




Airtel to SAC, Buffalo
RE: KARL FDWARD HAND, JR ‘
157-27812 , o -

» NOTE:

Subject 1s a former leader of the white hate
National Socialist White Peoples Party in Buffalo, New York,
-He presently heads an organization known as the National \
Guard Party (NGP), a neo~Nazi white hate organization which
by its objectives would deny certain minority groups of thévr
civil rights, Referenced airtel enclosed copies of a letter
written by subject to Semator Frank Church (Democrat -~ Idaho)
"of the United States Senate Select Committee to Study
Govermmental Operations with Respect to Intelligence Activities:
in which he makes complaint concerning the Bureau's investiga~
tion of his organization, himself, and with cegard to the’
arrest of his coleader, William Edward Garrett, in connection
with a Federal firearms violation. Subject's 1etter, copies
of which were also directed to Senator John Tower (Republican =
Texas) and to the Buffalo ""Courier Express," a daily newspaper
published in Buffalo, charges the FBI in Buffalo tapped his
telephone as well as the telephones of NGP members and
supporters; threatened to "frame" subject; threatened to
Yoot subject; attempted to bribe his personal friends; used
Mgcare" tactics against friends, relatives, employees and
businessmen who do the NGP organization's printing; threatened
- to shoot subject's dogs during arrest of William Edward Garretit;
and lied to NGP supporters and businessmen by indicating the
NGP gfoup.was planning to blow up certain buildings. Subject's
. letter alleges these activities are in direct violation of the
- NGF» organization's constitutional rights and requests Senatox
© Church conduct investigation concerning same, Appropriate
instruetions being directed to the Buffalo Division which, in
referenced aixtel, indicated Special Agents involved in the
controversial arrest of Carrvett have submitied memoranda
categorically denying allegations comcerning the arvest, Bureau
: . files contain no information to substautiate allegations of
) . subject, '

.,’1‘?

o

R - - w 2~  NOTE CONTINUED PAGE THREE
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Alrtel to SAC: Buffalo
~ RE: KARL EDWARD HAND, JR.
157-276312

- NOTE CONTINUED:

This has been coordinated with SA R, F. Olmert
of the Iegal Counsel Division, Bureau deadline being imposed
in view of the nature of the allegations made and current

investigation into FBI operational activities by SeLator
Church’s committee,

s

AN
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Transmit the following in TType Tn plantont o eade) C p‘g‘g&
Via AIRTEL AIR MAIL -~ REGISTERED MATIL ) m@;{ﬂ‘} S‘}f‘ﬁ Y

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (157-27812)
gﬂ%: SAC, BUFFALO (157-1681) (P)
KARL EDWARD HAND, JR., aka

EM - NGP -

Remylet, 1/23/75, captioned as above; report of
SA ROBERT N, SHAW, 10/25/74, at Buffalc, and Buffalo airtel
to Bureau, 10/31/74, both captioned "WILLIAM EDWARD GARRETT;
EM -« NSWPP; UNLAWFUL POSSESSION OR RECEIPT OF FIREARMS,
00: PITTSBURGH." -

Enclosed for the Bureau are two {2) typewritien
copies and for Pittsburgh one (1) copv by Buresau secretary
of letter received by the Buffalo Division on 4/10/75,
addressed to The Honorable FRANK D. CHURCH, U. S. Senate,
Washington, D.C., dated &4/8/75, which is self-explanatory,
Buffalo unable to xerox because of poor quality of carbon copy
received, " Bureau's attention is drawn to the letter's distri-
bution. For the information of the Bureau, Buffalo "Courier
Express" is a dailv newspaper published at Buffalo, New York.
The letter is allegedly signed by KARL HAND, JR, Authenticity
of HAND's letter writing activities confirmed in conversations
with BU 1471-E, vho alerted Buffalo Office prior to receipt
of enclosed letter. N

For the infoyhation of the Bureau, incident referxed
to as section "F." iggrthe enclosed letter refers to
(¢ o QLI 3o dnclisy, ¢ AtdBrnadl) SO 77 ﬁé’/f
2/~ Bureau (Fncls. 2) (AMRM) -
1 -~ Pittsburgh (157-1640) (Enc. 1) (AMRM)

2 - Buffal
uffalo é;éﬁ{%ﬁééjgﬁi§’>l
P e

BFU:cas TSI LAt A NIRRT 1

[

clEf
gﬁl Ny
o
L
=
v

(00: BUFFALO) éb EqETYOT 1T | Jé ’D/ (it
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the arrest of WILLIAM EDWARD GARRETT (Bureau file 157-
22471; Buffalo file 157-1388) by Bureau Agents at Buffalo,
New York on 10/23/74 at the residence of KARL HAND, 2213
South Bailey Awvenue, Buffalo, New York. GARRETT was arrested
based on an authorized complaint and warrant at Pittsburgh,
Pennsylvania, charging GARRETT with violation of Title 18,
Appendix, Section 1202(a)(l), USC, "Possession of a Firearm
by a Convicted Felon'". It should be noted that KARL HAND
- xas not present at this arrest and GARRETT was alone in the
ouse. :

In that arrest Buffalo advised the Bureau in
referenced airtel, dated 10/31/74, of the items observed by
Bureau Agents at time of arrest, which were as follows:

The f£ront windows and door of 2213 South Bailey
Avenue are completely covered with chicken wire. There were
two large German Shepherd dogs on the premises. Upon entering
the residence a five~gallon can was observed behind the stove.
with approximately six axe handles. In the upstairs bedrocm
there was a fully~loaded Stevens Model 77B 20-gauge shotgun,
serial number unknown. In the downstairs bedroom there were

several boxes of ,22. ammunition and numerous loose 20-gauge
shotgun shells. . .

It is noted that memoranda have been prepared by
a the SAs who participated in this arrest of GARRETT on

; - 10/23/74, including SA ROBERT N. SHAW, wherein all categorically
| deny that any attempt was made to incite GARRETT into doing

. anything against his best interests. In addition, all SAs

; categorically deny any threat having been made to shoot dogs

i found on the premises. It is pointed out that GARRETT was

i alone in the house at the time of arrest and that at no time

\ was KARL HAND present, -

It is also pointed out for the infowmmation of the
Bureau that on 11/7/74, U. S. Magistrate EDMUND F. MAXWELL,
Buffale, New York, released GARRETT and djsmissed charge of
violation of Title 18, Appendix, Section 1202(a){l), USC.
However, on 11/8/74, the FGJ, Western District of Pemmsylvania
(WDPA) at Pittsburgh, Pannsylvania, entered a true bill
charging GARRETY with violation of Title 18, Appendix,
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Section 1202(3)&1%, USC and Title 18, Section 922(a)(6)
" and Section 924 , USC (State Fxrearms Control Assistance

Act). Bond recommended by AUSA, Plttsburah was $35,000 .

cash or suretv.__ L - i ..
GARRETT was again arrested by a team of Agents

led by SA ROBERT N. SHAW on 11/8/74, based on aforementioned

indictment in WDPA, for Possession of a Firearm by a Convicted

Felon and for violation of the State Firearms Comntrol

Assistance Act. At this time KARL HAND was present but the

aforementioned arrest was effected on the sidewalk in front

of 2213 South Bailey Avenue, Buffalo, New York, without

1nc1dent. ‘There were no dogs Dresent at this time.

=

Hy?

No further action belvg taken by this 0ff1ce ln‘
rds to the letter of KARL HAVD.
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This memorandum reports the results of anjExecutive
Committee Meeting of the Ad Hoc_Coordinating-Group.fon Congre331o al
Review for the Intelligence Community on 4/11/75. Qﬂﬁ;

The Executive Committee, hereinafter referred to as ’ d
EXCOM, was chaired by Mr. W. E. Colby in his role as the Director ;=
of Central Intelligence (DCI). Présent at the meeting were =2
Mr. Roderick Hills, Counsel to the President; Mr. James Wilderotteri
Associate Counsel to the President; Mr. Thomas K. Latimer, Special M}
Assistant to the Secretary of Defense, as well as senior officials
of State Department, National Security Agency (NSA), Office of
Management and Budget, and the National Security Council.
Mr. Antonin Scalia, Assistant Attorney General, was scheduled
to represent the Department of Justice; however, due to a
scheduling foul up Scalia never made the meeting. {i};

The following matters of interest were discuss
this meeting:

"The Washington Post" edition of 4/10/75 contained the

“results of an interview with Senator Frank Church, Chairman of Qﬁ

Church stated thepCommittee reserves. the rlght to make public o
eventually any docBments it receives and is accepting nothing o
with "strings attached.™ Mr. Roderick Hills advised the EXCOM ::
that he and Mr. Wilderotter had a 'meeting - with SSC Staff Director, f
William Miller subsequent to the Church statement. Both Hills P
and Wilderotter came away from.this meeting believing the -
newspaper report was an overstatement of Church's intent. £
Considerable discussion followed Mr. Hilk&' comments. Mr. Colby =
noted that by letter dated 3/1%1/75 to Senator Church he confirmed I,
a previous conversation with Senator Church wherein the Senator

the Senate Selecﬁ§§jmmittee (ssC). According to this article,
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Wog: mh lim b - _‘ .
./ r o " STOVER ?\'QG f%
17 OT 19 o
ENCLOSURE 75 . ,\)\3

y 1975,




<

Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall -
Re: Senstudy 75

recognlzed that certain aspects of intelligence activities
must receive spe01al consideration and treatment (a copy of
Colby's letter is attached). By letter dated 3/12/75, Senator
Church confirmed the recelpt of Colby's letter and again stated
that in the ‘event the SSC inquiry touches on such sensitive
areas, Senator Church and Colby should discuss jointly what
procedures should be followed (copy of Senator Church's letter
is attached).

Following the meeting Mr. Wilderotter advised me that
the White House will prepare a letter to Senator Church recognizing
that Congress can, at its discretion, declassify material it
receives but strongly urging that 'such declassificatioen action
not be taken unilaterally by the Senate Select Committee without
the approval of the agency originating the information.
Wilderotter stated that the White House expected to speak for
the Executive Branch with a strong voice and that individual
agencies should take no action regarding the Church statement
until the White House has had the opportunlty to clear the air
with Senator Church.

SECRECY AGREEMENT AND EMPLOYEE NOTICE

Attached is a copy of a CIA employee bulletin dated
3/12/75. This bulletin relieves CIA employees from the secrecy
agreement should they be interviewed or should they have to
testify before the SSC. At the EXCOM meeting Mr. Wilderotter
suggested all agencies of the intelligence community employing
a secrecy agreement prepare such an employee notice as well as
a letter to Senator Church advising him that the individual
agency was relieving their employees from the secrecy agreement.
Mr. Colby charged the Security Committee of the United States
Intelligence Board (USIB) with preparing a draft of such a
bulletin and letter for the guidance of member agencies and
departments.

$
It is the opinion of Assistant Director Mintz concurred /M
by the Intelligence Division that a general letter to all
employees from the Director releasing them from their obligation
under the FBI employment agreement concerning secrecy for
purposes of possible interviews by representatives of the Senate

-2 - CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
Re: Senstudy 75

Select Committee would be unwise. It cannot be predicted what
level of FBI employee will be contacted for interview or whether
any employee contacted would have sufficient factual knowledge

in order to provide a full responsive reply to Committee questions.
Moreover, an employee without a full understanding of the material
being inquired about may not be aware of the sensitive nature of
the answers that might be given.

As written, the employment agreement provides that
the burden is on the employee to determine prior to disclosure
whether information may be disclosed and that the Director of
the FBI is in a better position than the employee to make such
a determination. Therefore, it is the opinion of Mr. Mintz .and
the Intelligence Division that if no general letter of release is
issued to all employees, any member contacted for interview may

rely upon the provisions of the employment agreement as guldellneS‘

for his or her appropriate response. Specifically, such an
employee would be obligated to bring to the attention of the
Bureau any such request for an interview and in addition, he or
she would be obligated to describe the general nature of the
inquiry. At such time as request for interviews are made we will
be in a better position to determine whether the employee is

the appropriate person and to evaluate the sensitivity of the
material in question.

REVIEW OF WHITE HOUSE DOCUMENTS BY SENATORS CHURCH AND TOWER:

Mr. Hills advised that both Senators Church and Tower
have tentatively agreed to review sensitive White House documents
the SSC is interested in in White House space. They have tenta- -
tively accepted the fact that should they believe such documents
are necessary for retention in SSC files, they will accept a
paraphrase of the original document. This arrangement has not
been completely agreed to by Senators Church and Tower but
Mr. Hills is hopeful such an arrangement can be worked out.

" BRIEFING OF THE SSC BY THE'INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY 'STAFF -

Mr. Colby advised that during the week of 4/13/75 he
and Mr. John Clarke, Associate Deputy to the Director of Central
Intelligence for the Intelligence Community, will brief the Senate

- 3 - CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
Re: Senstudy 75

Select Committee staff on how the Director of Cental Intelligence
manages the intelligence community. Later in the month, Colby

is hopeful that those senators making up the Committee will also
visit CIA Headquarters for a similar briefing.

" KEY ISSUES

My memorandum of 4/7/75 reporting the results of the
last EXCOM meeting identified eleven key issues which the
White House was particularly interested in (copy of the key
issues attached). As reported in the 4/7/75 memorandum the FBI
has been designated to prepare the paper entitled "Intelligence
Files and Privacy." Mr. J. Dennis Miller, Legal Counsel Division,
will prepare this paper. He will work with Mr., John Brock,
Office of the Secretary of Defense, as well as Mr. Bob McBrien
of Treasury. The White House is very interested in the preparation
of these key issue papers and has asked that the person responsible
for preparing each paper have ready a comprehensive outline as
to how the paper will be constructed on the occasion of the next
EXCOM meeting scheduled for Friday 4/18/75.

" THIRD AGENCY RULE

Attached herewith is a paper entitled "Third Agency
Rule" prepared by CIA's General Counsel. It is designed to
acquaint the intelligence community with a background of the
third agency rule and to insure that all members of the community
adhere to the third agency rule when responding to requests from
the Select Committees of the Congress. It is to be noted
Mr. Wilderotter expressed the hope that all agencies din the
intelligence community will respond to a third agency request
within a 48 hour deadline. Both the military and CIA felt such
a short deadline was impossible but all indicated they would try
to provide responses within 48 hours when clearance to pass
information to the Select Committees of Congress under the
third agency rule is requested.

-~ 4 - CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall -
Re: Senstudy 75

INTERAGENCY REGISTRY

Attached is a memorandum from Mr. Colby to all USIB
principals dated 4/10/75 describing the establishment of a
registry to insure ‘that the community is kept informed as to
materials which will formally be provided to the Select Committee
by all elements of the intelligence community. The Colby
memorandum notes that .in order to make the registry useful it
is essential that it include the following:

File copies of documents or other materials which each
intelligence community element provides to a Select Committee
wherein the originating agency considers the material te involve
aspects of community activities. (The Bureau would have very few
items of this nature other than agreements or understandings
the Bureau might have with other elements: of the 1ntelllgence
community.)

The second requirement of the registry is that an
abstract of each response to a Select Committee be provided to
the registry for its retention. The Bureau has already established
a procedure for providing such abstracts to the registry.

" RECOMMENDATIONS: ¢

1. In light of the Church statement in "The Washington
Post™ and the subsequent conversations the White House has or
contemplates having with Senators Church and Towery . it is
recommended that we continue to disseminate all responses to
the SSC except in those sensitive matters that require close
administrative control. In those instances it is recommended
that we advise the Staff Director that such information responsive
to their request is available at Bureau Headquarters and may be
reviewed by himself or a senior staff member of the SSC.

~5 - CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
Re: Senstudy 75

_ s S . . . S : , - -
=y 2. That Liaison Officer Frank Schwartz, the Bureau's

representative on the Security Committee of USIB, present the
Bureau's position regarding the issuance of an employee bulletin.
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CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20505

11 MAR 1975 »
\ S
v
WS>
The Honorable Frank Church Q@ﬁkﬁ& 8
Chairman 439 cS*
Select Committee to Study Governmental q}6®9&$»>g3

Operations with Respect to Intelligence e G\,\’%‘\‘"
Activities €$$ A
United States Senate dﬁg
Washington, D. C. 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman:

This letter will confirm and reduce to writing some
of the matters agreed upon at our recent meeting.

At the outset, I should like to express my deep
personal appreciation for the candor and helpfulness of
you and Senator Tower in that meeting and for your
sensitivity to the respective responsibilities under our
Constitutional framework of the Select Committee and the
Central Intelligence Agency in the area of your review.
For my part, I should like to renew again, for myself and
the CIA, my promise of cooperation with respect to the
important work of the Select Committee. In my judgment,

a spirit of good faith and cooperative effort is not only
necessary to enable your Committee to discharge its
responsibilities fully and expeditiously, but is indeed in
the best interests of the intelligence community as well.

I am convinced that a responsible and thorough review of
U.S. intelligence activities will serve to vindicate the
CIA and enhance the public's understanding of the important
contribution that the intelligence efforts of this nation
can make toward the goal of preserving and strengthening
our democracy.
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I am particularly appreciative of your recognition
that certain sensitive aspects of our intelligence
/activities must receive special consideration and treatment
by the Select Committee in the course of your work. As we
discussed, such matters as the identities of our sensitive
sources, the material provided to us by cooperating foreign
intelligence services, the details of technical devices and
systems and of operational methods, the identities of certain
,of our employees who could be targets of kidnapping or
assassination, the identities of American citizens and
organizations who have cooperated with U.S. intelligence, and
some additional materials the public disclosure of which would
create serious foreign policy or national security problems,
should be protected not only from exposure, but indeed from
the risk of exposure. We should also work together to protect
rertain other information which, if improperly disclosed,
//gight impair the privacy rightsqof individuals. Where these
+ kinds of considerations are present, I anticipate that appro-
priate understandings can be arrived at to avoid the risk of
exposing such matters dnd at the same time to satisfy the
Select Committee's need for a full understanding of our
activities.

As I stated to you, employees of the Central Intelligence
Agency will be available to the Select Committee for staff
interviews and for testimony. As we have discussed, this
might require, in some circumstances, special arrangements to
protect the identity of particular employees whose physical
safety or future career might be placed in jeopardy by exposure.
I anticipate that suitable safeguards can be established to
avoid such dangers. I assume the Committee will make its own
arrangements with respect to ex-employees as to whom I no
longer have the authority to direct their cooperation. However,
I am available for whatever assistance I can provide in this
regard.

As you are aware, all employees of the Central Intelligence
Agency are required to sign a secrecy agreement when they enter
on duty. This is a condition of employment, and it requires
that they keep forever secret all classified information gained
during the course of their empioyment. The secrecy agreement
further requires that they may not disclose classified informa-
tion, either orally or by publication, without prior authoriza-
tion from the Director of Central Intelligence. Under the
secrecy agreement, an employee's obligations with respect to
the protection of classified information continue after his
employment with the CIA has been terminated.
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It is my desire that the secrecy agreements signed by
our employees shall not impair the necessary work of the
Select Committee. To accomplish this, and in recognition
of the security protection contemplated by the Select
Committee, I have determined that disclosure of otherwise
protected information to the Select Committee or its designated
staff members will constitute an authorized provision of infor-
mation within the meaning of the secrecy agreements. This
letter may be used to indicate such authorization for any
Agency employee or ex-employee to furnish information to
the Select Committee or appropriate staff members on matters
which would otherwise be covered by their secrecy agreement,
but which are not among the particularly sensitive matters
such as mentioned above. With respect to those particularly
sensitive matters, different procedures are obviously neces-
sary. Accordingly, where any matter included in these sensi-~
tive categories would be involved in responding to the Com-
mittee, the employee should express his concern and, if
possible, propose a way of responding to the Committee without
exposing such sensitive details. If the Committee believes
that a disclosure of those aspects is nevertheless necessary,
the matter will be discussed between the Committee and the
Agency. I am prepared to consult with the Committee at any
time to avoid difficulties in this area and quickly determine
together the appropriate course of action to be taken.

With the good faith evident in our discussions on these
matters, I believe that these arrangements will enable me to
discharge my responsibilities to protect intelligence sources
and methods from unauthorized disclosure, while at the same
time to provide the Select Committee with all the information
it needs to accomplish its task.

As we have agreed, it is in the national interest as well
as that of the Select Committee and the U.S. intelligence
community to ensure that your review proceed as smoothly and
as expeditiously as possible. Toward that end, I have in-
structed all CIA personnel to respond in a spirit of coopera-
tion.

Sincerely,

W. E. Colby
Director
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THE DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20505

, . é .
! 10 April 1975 : e
. ox 00
: ‘\\AT 1-31}‘59
A‘SAXJ(L ;\SS 5 2 ﬁ”ﬁ'
' gEREL
. MEMORANDUM FOR: USIB Principals * w‘ﬁ \
SUBJECT: Community Aspects of Inputs to Congressional

Committees Investigating Intelligence

1. The Intelligence Community Staff, with John M. Clarke,
Associate Deputy/IC, as my representative in these matters, will
keep the Board and other appropriate officials advised as to
progress of the investigations conducted by the Senate and House
Select Committees investigating intelligence activities, In particular,
it will ensure that we are kept informed as to materials which are
formally being provided to the Select Committees by all elements
of the Community. The USIB Ad Hoc Group will assist on this
matter and provide the mechanism for regular and constant communi-
cations.

2. In response to this assignment, the Intelligence Community
Staff is establishing a registry for documentation relating to the
investigations. This registry will be a source of reference of all
responses, testimony, et cetera, provided by USIB agencies and
available to your designated representatives.

3. In order to make the registry useful to the Board, it is
essential that it include:

a. File copies of documents or other materials which
each Intelligence Community element provides to one of the
Select Committees where the originating agency'considers
the materials to involve aspects of Community activities, -
and/or which may result in follow-on queries concerning.
the functioning of the Community. The availability of this
documentation will be of particular importance if it is
expected there will be subsequent inquiries relating to the
materials provided and involving elements of the Community
other than the originating element.
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b. An abstract of each formal input to a Select
Committee - unless the Intelligence Community registry
is provided with an actual copy of the material itself,

A proposed format for such abstracts is attached.

Cﬁf ;
.
(W o

W. E. Colby

Attachment;
As stated
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BULLETIN

No. 442 12 March 1975

Senate Select Committee To Review
- U.S. Intelligence Activities

Senate Resolution 21 established a Select Committee of the
Senate to review U.S. intelligence activities. The Resolution calls
for a comprehensive review of the total U.S. intelligence effort
and is not restricted to the recent charges and allegations against
CIA alone. Consequently, it is likely to be far-ranging in its impact.

It is in all of our interests to see that the Select Committee
receives full understanding of our activities and their contribution
to the country as expeditiously as possible. I have every confidence
that the inquiry will be responsible, and constructive, and will pro-
duce new understanding of, and improvements in, the American
intelligence system.

It is with this conviction that I have pledged my personal coop-
eration and that of the CIA. I have advised Senators Church and Tower,
the Committee Chairman and Vice Chairman, that employees of the
CIA will be available to the Select Committee for Staff interviews and
for testimony. We are working with the Committee Staff to design
procedures to facilitate their work in examining topics of concern.

Attached to this bulletin is a letter which I have sent to Senator
Church. To facilitate the necessary work of the Committee and in
recognition of the security protection contemplated by the Committee,

I have determined that disclosure of otherwise protected information

to the Select Committee or its designated Staff members will constitute
authorized provision of information within the meaning of the Secrecy
Agreements signed by each CIA employee, subject to the special proce-
dures and limitations set forth in the letter regarding particularly
sensitive matters. Senator Church has agreed that reference to sensi-
tive data in any Committee report will be subject to consultation between
the Committee and the Agency.
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The cooperative spirit of our relationship with the Committee
and its Staff must at the same time take account of the rights of
Agency employees. The Committee Staff has agreed to advise
employees of their Constitutional rights at the beginning of any
interview or other appearance.

When a current Agency employee is selected to be interviewed
by the Select Committee Staff, the Staff Director or Chief Counsel
will normally notify Mr. John M. Clarke, who is my principal
liaison with the Committee and its Staff. Mr. Clarke, in turn, will
notify the employee. The purpose of this is in no way to inhibit the
work of the Committee. It is intended to allow time for the employee
to gain general legal guidance if he wants it, and to obtain security
guidance from an appropriate senior officer.

My own belief is that after a careful review of all U, S, intelli-
gence activities, the Committee will address needed legislative
changes and will reaffirm their confidence in the importance and
contribution of U.S. intelligence programs.

W. E. Colby
Director

Attachment: a/s

DISTRIBUTION: ALIL EMPLOYEES
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Issues Identified

DHTE

l.

10.

11,
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Economic Intelligence and National Security --
‘new discussion,

Covert Action and the ILaw,

The Intelligence Budget -- open, block or
closed -- notional procedures for handling
past, present and future.

Joint Congressional Oversight Committee
for Intelligence.

GAO and the Audit Authorities of U.S.
Intelligence Agencies.

Confidential Funds Authorities, Contingency
Reserves, Legal Base, History and Use.

Cover for Foreign Intelligence Actions,
Legal and Administrative Issues,
J

Intelligence Files and Privacy.

The "fact of" question --
international, legal and political
considerations.

"Sources-.and Methods" Legislation.

An additional issue (identified by j
Mr. Hills) address -— adequacy or

_.inadequacy of present classification
procedures,
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WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

March 12, 1975

Mr. William E. Colby

O
Director of Central Intelligence dgw5f£
Central Intelligence Agency ggﬁfggxs
Washington, D.C. 20505 Ese
oe®

Dear Mr. Colby:

On behalf of the Senate Select Committee To Study Governmental
Operations With Respect to Intelligence Activities, I want to thank
your for your letter of March 11, and the copy of the Employee Bullebtin
you have issued to all CIA employees. As we jolntly recognize, in
order for the Committee to carry out a thorough induiry, in accordance
with the mandate contained in 8. Res, 21, the Agency's full cooperation
will be necessary., Your recogrition that our mandate authorizes all,
past and present, agency employees to cooperate fully, and without
impediment dué to secrecy agreements, will serve to facilitate our
expeditious collection of material relative to that mandate,

I particularly appreciaté your statement recognizing our security
precautions. As you know, your staff was very helpful to the Committee's
staff in designing those precautions.

.The Staff Director and the Chief Counsel will, under the direction
of the Committee, notify Mr. John Clarke of the members of the Committee
who have been designated to carry out studies, inquiries and investigations
required to meet the tasks specified in S. Res. 21.

It is the Committee's understanding that the members of the Committee
and designated staff will have access to any and all information which
the Committee determines is necessary for its inquiry. We recognize,
however, that the Committee inquiry may touch on sensitive areas, such
as the.identity of CIA personnel, sources, or cooperating organizations
whose disclosure could place persons in actual Jeopardy. In the event
that the Committee inquiry touches on such sensitive areas, which mabtters

v we have already discussed in our meeting of February 27, we should discuss

Jjointly, and as you suggest quickly, what procedures might be followed
should the Committee decide it requires more information in these specific
a:r'eas .




Mr. William Colby
Page Two
March 12, 1975

I welcome these first steps in close cooperation and hope that
it forecasts an expeditious and thorough inquiry that will result in
the strengthening of our nation's intelligence activities under the
law.

"3$£;Zrely, ’:;;?

i/ Frank Church
Chairman
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10 April 1975

C The Third Agency Rule

3

1. As early as November 1953, the third agency rule was included
in Executive Order 10501, which has now been revoked. Section 7(c)
prohibited the dissemination of "classified defense information originating
in another Department or agency" to an agency "outside the receiving
Department or agency without the consent of the originating Department
or agency." The only exception to this rule is that dissemination may be .
made under the authority of Section 102 of the National Security Act. This
section authorizes the Director of Central Intelligence "to correlate and
evaluate intelligence relating to the national security, and provide for the
! appropriate dissemination of such intelligence within the Government using,
where appropriate, existing agencies and facilities."

Dk
17 CONTAYED

-~

0

HATATY

INFO,
HERBRT I8 U5

-

2. Historically, the responsibility of the Director of Central Intelli-
gence to disseminate intelligence has referred to "finished intelligence, w
This product is the end result of contributions from members of the Intelli-
gence Community. Therefore, in this situation the finished productis a”
homogenous product and therefore the approval for further dissemination
beyond the receiving agency must come from the Director of Cenitral
Intelligence.

, 3. Executive Order 10501 was superseded by Executive Order 11652
which became effective 1 June 1972. This Executive order did not specifically
cover the third agency rule. However, it does provide the following controls:
Sec. 9. Special Departmental Arrangements. The originating Department or |
other appropriate authority may impose, in conformity with the provisions of
this order, special requirements with respect to access, distribution and
protection of classified information and material, including those which
presently relate to communications intelligence, intelligence sources and
methods and cryptography. '

4. In anticipation of the implementation of Executive Order 11652, a
directive was issued on May 17, 1972 entitled "National Security Council
Directive Governing the Classification, Downgrading, Declassification and
Safeguarding of National Security Information." This directive does not
contain the term "third agency rule" but does have four subsections which
relate to procedures which are similar to what historically had been called
the third agency rule. These sections are:

A.(2) Determination of Need-to-Know. In addition to a
security clearance, a person must have a need for access to
the particular classified information or material sought in
connection with the performance of his official duties or
contractual obligations. The determination of that need shall
be made by officials having responsibility for the classified
information or material,
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D. Consent of Originating Department to Dissemination by
Recipient. Except as otherwise provided by Section 102 of the
National Security Act of 1947, 61 Stat. 495, 50 U.S.C. 403,
. classified information or material originating in one Department
shall not be disseminated outside any other Department to which
it has been made available without the consent of the originating
Department, ’

E. Dissemination of Sensitive Intelligence Information.
Information or material bearing the notation "WARNING NOTICE --
SENSITIVE INTELLIGENCE SOURCES AND METHODS INVOLVED!"
shall not be disseminated in any manner outside authorized
channels without the permission of the originating Department
and an assessment by the senior intelligence official in the
disseminating Department as to the potential risk to the national
security and to the intelligence sources and methods involved.

F. Restraint on Special Access Requirements. The establish-
ment of special rules limiting access to, distribution and
protection of classified information and material under Section 9
of the Order requires the specific prior approval of the head of
a Department or his designee.

5. Examples of the application of the third agency rule are:

(2) In a national security estimate, contributions are
received from all members of the Intelligence Community, then
disseminated to members of the community under the authority
of the DCI. Recipients may not disseminate the estimate outside
the Intelligence Community without the approval of the DCI;

(b) A CIA intelligence report disseminated to the State
Department may not be sent by the State Department to the
Department of Commerce without the permission of the CIA;

(¢) Information which the CIA furnishes the President's
Commission may not be disseminated to other agencies or to the
. Congress without the concurrences of CIA. Thus, a request
from the Congress to the Commission for CIA information should
be referred to CIA for action so that the necessary protection of
the information can be insured;
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- * - (d) If the Navy Department discusses one of its operations
with CIA, CIA may not include information about that operation
in papers it disseminates to other agencies unless if has
received the permission of the Navy Department. The distine~
tion here is that a Navy operation would not be considered part
of the finished intelligence mechanism and therefore would
not fall within the statutory authority of CIA to disseminate
intelligence;

(e) If a State/DOD joint cable is disseminated to CIA, CIA
may not send the information to the FBI until CIA has received
the concurrence of both State and DOD.
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v .
. s o 5/2/75
TO SACS ALEXANDRIA __ o et
A I gl 73
BALTIMORE ﬂ\,cj;‘ﬂ]/
NEY HAVELN “;ﬁ;ga PERSONAL ATTENT ION
P NEWARK —
; . OMAHA, 1 « Mr, J. A. Mintz ;
7 PIE S e
~ I i " w - bl ¥ . Yo . T ga
[ 7 X\ FROM DIRECTOR FBI (62-116395) 1 - M, S, F. Phillips

. %‘ézasruny 75
‘ L 4

CAPTIONED MATTER PERTAINS TO BUREAU'S HANDLING OF REQUESTS

. § “);‘\FROM SEHATE AND HOUSE SELECT COMIITTEES TO STUDY GOVERWLE: Ai 3
;‘% €\€ \w ff‘»’\‘ozzzmnogs WITH RESPECT TO IWIELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES. IN

m%ﬁ ¥} COIECTION WITH WORK OF THESE COMMITTEES, STAFF MEMBERS MAY
QL }Eﬂ, IHTERVIEW CURRENT AND FORMER FBI EMPLOYEES. THE SENATE SELECT
X N w COMMITTEE (SSC) STAFF HAS ALREADY TNTERVIEVED SOME FORMER
§§;\§ EMPLOYEES. IEWARK TELETYPE APRIL 30 LAST "ADMINISTRATIVE

\g\ % TRQUIRY; 1964 DEMOCRATIC PARTY HOMINATIIG COIVEITION,

5{‘% ATLAUTIC CITY, WEY JERSEY," REPORTED ADVICE FROM FORMER

A
“ «
Qgﬁé vSPEGIAL AGENL JOHI P, DEVLIN THAT HE HAD BEEN I{TERVIEWVED BY
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TELETYBE TO S.ACS, ALEXANDRIA ET AL
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-116395
Ii FBI'S ACTIVITIES AT DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION, ATLANTIC CITY,
AUGUST 22-28, 1964.
SET OUT BELOW ARE NAMES AUD LAST KNOWY ADDRESSES OF FORMER
BUREAU AGEWTS ASSIGUED TG SPECTAL SQUAD AT ATLAWTIC CITY,
AUGUST, 1964. EACH OF THESE FORMER AGENTS IS TO BE IMMEDIATELY
\ COITACTED AND ALERTED THAT THEY MIGHT BE APPROACHED BY THE SSC
STAFF, THEY ARE NOT, REPEAT NOT, TO BE ADVISED OF THE AREA WHICH
’ MAY BE COVERED I ANY INTERVIEY OF THEM BY THE SSC. THEY SHOULD,
\ HOYEVER, BE TOLD THAT Iif THE EVENT THEY ARE INTERVIEWED AUD DURING
THE COURSE OF SAME, QUESTIONS ARE ASKED WHICH REIATE TO SENSITIVE
BUREAU OPERATIONS, THEY CAN REQUEST THAT AN FBI AGENT BE PRESENT.
COLTTACTS WITH THESE FORMER AGENTS TO BE HANDLED PERSONALLY BY
SAC OR ASAC. Tif THE EVENT THIS NOT FEASIBLE FOR JUST CAUSE, TO
BE HANDLED BY A SEWIOR SUPERVISOR.
TMMEDIATELY AFTER CONTACT, RESULTS SHOULD BE FURNISHED BUREAU
BY TELETYPE Tif ABOVE CAPTION. IF A FORMER AGENT HO LONGER Ii
YOUR TERRITORY OR TEMPORARILY AVAY, SET OUT IEAD TO OTHER OFFICE
TIEDIATELY WITH COPY TO FBIHQ.
NEWARK SHOULD INCLUDE RECOWTACT WITH DEVLIN FOR PURPOSE
THDICATED ABOVE AND ALSO FURNISH BUREAU ANY INFORMATION DEVLIN & -~

MAY HAVE FURNISHED YOUR OFFICE I ADDITION TO THAT IN YOUR TELETYPE. '
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TELETYPE 70 SACS, ALKXANTRIA KT AL
RE: SENSTUDY 75
62-11£395 -

ALEXANDRIA: HAROLD 7. LEINBAUGH, 1643 HONTH VAN DOKE,
ALEXANDRIA. WILLIAM P, GEOSGE, 8338 WAGON HEEL ROAD, aLEXANDRIA
BALTIMORE: DOBALD G. HANNING, 18 OXFORD SINEET, CHEVY CHASE
NEW RAVEN: HOBSOM H. ADCOCK, 65 GLEMBROOK ROAD, SKAMFORD,
COMMRCTICUT
NRHARK: LEO FHOMAS CLARK, 1421 ATIANTIC AVENE,
ATIANTIC CITY, JOHN PAIRICK DEVAIH, 39 BEMNINGION ROAD,
LIVINGSION, NEV JERSEY. HOMARD J. WILSOM, 30 CAMPBELL ROAD,
SHOKI BILLS, BEV JERSEY,
| OMARA: JOEM J. QUINK, 1OVA L&V ENFORCEMENT ACADKMY,
JORSSTON, 10VA |

NOTE: Addresses are most recent available in personnel files
of these former Agents, The Newark teletype mentioned was sent

up with an informative note advising that we had checked with ;
Mr, James Wilderotter, Associate Counsel to the President, and 4
ks imterposed no objection to our contacting former Agz=nts who |
pairticjmated in the special squad we had at Atlantic City in

8/64 and advising them they might be approached for interview

‘by the SSC. Assistant Director Mintz concurred in the Intelligence
Division recommendation that we, on approval, contact the former «
Agents as indicated in this outgoing teletype. Deputy Associate -
Director J. B. Adams advised of his agreement with this recommen-
dation and for instructions to go forward to the field.

Howard J. Wilson, one of the former Agents designated
to be contacted, resigned tor family reasons after being censured,
suspended, placed on probation, and transferred for unsatisfactory
work performance detected during an inspection of the Newark Office.
However, there is no evidence in his personnel file suggesting 1
Wilson is hostile to the Bureau and the INID believes he should be
itrcluded among those former Agents to bec#@ontacted.
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4-312 (Rev. 12-11-73) ‘ ' (‘

Date of Mail 5/8/75

Has been removed and placed in the Special File Room-of Records Section.

FIOF F
o e~
108 °°§{)§& g é
S XJ’S’S
See File 66-2554-7530 for authority. %@}S 31
NG s
Subject JUNE MAIL U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL

OPERATIONS WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

Removed By 7 9 MAY 191975

File Number 62-116395-126

Permanent Serial Charge Out

DOJ/ FBI
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 b 50]0-:106 /.
R 4 -

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT | e o \z_/
Dep Inv, Ve

Memorandum ﬁ/
Adgtin.
Comp. Syst. ﬁ
Ext. Affairs

Vq’ro : Mr. J. B, Adams DATE: 4-.9-75 ' :Hesl& Com. —
l 7 % deml_ATI‘Oﬂ CONTAINED et f—t
rroMm : Legal Counsel ‘?? %%{ﬁ;% ?;;RVIN is m.cmsk,mmn o ALl %f’k wﬁi{f s,
i L paTE |-19-0/ Bt op P N ;29‘;" ).'!:E; EL_

o T’Ian &EVal.

supJEcT: SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE / {"; Spec. lnv. ——
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES Qm eleghons R

Director Sec’y

HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE ‘}{\
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES qu

b
During various contacts with William Miller, Staff Director of Qﬁ
‘ the Senate Select Committee, and Congressman Lucien Nedzi (D-Mich. ), 5
"~ Chairman of the House Select Committee, the question has come up regarding :SI
the need for a check of the private offices of individual Committee Members to o
assure the absence of any electronic listening devices. The Committee \Y

personnel have been told that we consider this absolutely essential and they
agreed.

In exploring this matter, it was determined that the Capitol
Police Department recently has established a special unit to handle all types A
of security problems within the Capitol Hill complex, including checks for &
electronic listening devices. Personnel of this unit have received extensive "
AN
N\

training, gome from CIA.) The operations of the unit are contradlled through

the Sergéants at Arms of the House and Se a e
& ke uwé“‘awmgg.m. 1 /emm y‘ A 7’6;/*»*}? &5ﬁt£§f |

) VNS 207 Saiasieg * o~
This matter his been dlscussed with Robart Hough, Deputy " ;\(

Sergeant at Arms of the Senate, and with Kenneth Harding, Sergeant at Arms
of the House. Hough advised that the special unit already has conducted com-

plete security surveys of the new office space of the Senate Select Committee b=}
and certainly will perform any other checks of this type needed by the Committee “%
or its individual Members. He said, in fact, that since they now have this hal

this function. Hough said he already has been in contact with Miller regarding ,
the necessary security ch b%ﬂ%g stated he will let us know whenthe pifige ‘?§ )
the Senate Select Committee, een checked. He said their rules requ1re

specific requests from the individual Members 1n ertlng

1 - Mr. Adams peci00 bk - N s Cre e
1 - Mr. Wannall 20% ARy
= @’%{/ 1- Mr. Bowers 7 ( (y' 7 4

o

- ‘o - . - x’ 1
capability they would oppose any outside agency coming on to the Hill to perform * !
3

1 - Mr. White
1 - Mr. Mintz T\ 11 1918
DWB:kjs (9) \E CONTINUED - OVER
i o 75
i y WRAY 1419 SEE ADDENDUM PAGE TWO
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams Memo
RE: SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

This matter was discussed with Congressman Nedzi on 4-9-75,
and he stated he would promptly contact Mr, Harding to work out the necessary
arrangements for security checks needed by his Committee and its Members.

Harding has promised to let us know when the checks of the House Select Committee
Members have been completed.

All contacts concerning this matter have been handled by
Inspector Bowers who will continue to follow this situation with Senate
Sergeant at Arms, William Wannall, or his Deputy; House Sergeant at Arms
Harding; Mr. Miller of the Senate Select Committee; and Congressman Nedzi.

RECOMMENDATION:

For information.

S T

ADDENDUM: INTELLIGENCE DIVISION WOC:ekw 4/14/75

On 4/11/75 the Executive Committee of the Ad Hoc
Coordinating Group on Congressional Review for the Intelligence
Community was apprised of the discussions with Mr. Robert Hough,
the Deputy Sergeant at Arms of the Senate and with Mr. Kenneth
Harding, Sergeant at Arms of the House. Although the Executive
Committee would have preferred the FBI to conduct audio sweeps,
they interposed no objection to the sweeps being handled by the
Capitol Police Department. Mr. Roderick Hills, Counsel to the
President, requested, however, that both Mr, Hough and Mr. Harding
be requested to periodically advise the FBI as to the sweeps of
Committee space for electronic listening devices. Specifically,
Mr. Hough and Mr. Harding should be asked to furnish the FBI the
following: How frequently they will conduct a counteraudio sweepsy
what offices will be swept, will the results of such sweepSbe
furnished the FBI, and will the FBI be immediately notified should
the Capitol Police locate an electronic listening device? )

SN
¢
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(‘““‘”’ «2@’
“_Qﬂ ‘113‘;9 €lligence Division

NS
w8 e
(hH) %

}ﬁﬁ&)

{ACTION:

Y '\p- cws

INFORMATIVE NOTE
w])/ beis __5/5/75

Attached teletype reports results of
contacts by Newark Office with three formery
Bureau Agents to alert them they might be
contacted by staff of Senate Select Commiti
tee on Intelligence Activities (SSC).
Former SA Leo Clark (e.o.d. 1/11/43;
retired 2/1/65; Sr. RA, Atlantic City,
New Jersey, 1944 to retirement) was bellig+
erent concerning our contact of him. He
had previously testified before Watergate
Committee regarding 1964 Democratic Convend
tion in Atlantic City and gave same infor-
mation to SSC Staff Members 4/17/75.
(Clark was one of Agents on FBI special
squad at Atlantic City during convention).

1

Copy of -this teletype being placed in
personnel file of former SA Clark for due
consideration should interview of him be
entertained in the future.

\)3"{0 | /g \ﬁ% & %{'mf

1 - General Investigative Division
1 -~ Inspection Division

Cind
SFP:1£j \({ 7 /

DOJ/FBI
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4-312 (Rev. 12-11-73) ‘

Date of Mail 3/27/75

Has been removed and placed in the Special File Room of Records Section.

See File 66-2554-7530 for authority.

Subject JUNE MAIL

SENSTUDY -75
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Dep.- D‘jm

v &0 Asst, LE
FEDEAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION Admin, U

NRG14 NK CODED COMMUNICATIONS SECTION —f Ext Atms

//9! 42PN URGV 5 DJP M;’Q /(}/1975 Piles & Com. ..
: meek -
[“T0  DIRECIOR (62-116395) 0‘_ﬂ,.;f.g_ﬁ,}'ﬂ/ 7 gaﬁa%?&f“

e ST RN {:1{ (&
FROM NEWARK :é;JLI Z;ﬁ»aaffhﬁ 5 ke

T ) '
SENSTUDY 7 5&5“’
' /]u)%

/Gen. Inv, e /
.‘a/ Ident. ..o
e hxspecﬁow 3
Intell, {22V
/!abnratmry ﬁ
, Plan. & Hval, .. {
v Spee. Inv. . ..
Training e |

Legal Coun oo,

RE: BUREAU TELETYPE TO ALEXANDRIA, MAY 2, 1975,  Doaphone Bm. ...

n

FORMER SA, LEO THOMAS CLARK CONTACTED MAY, 2, 1975, BY SAC ,‘
PAUL J. MOHR AND HE WAS TOLD HE MIGHT BE INTERVIEWED BY THE SSClevmie scecer
Cedw ,ﬂ"f})

STAFF MEMBERS AND THAT IF QUESTIONS WERE ASKED WHICH RELATED TO C/.
SENSITIVE BUREAU OPERATIONS HE COULD REQUEST THAT AN FBI AGENT ( &}

BE PRESENT, CLARK VOLUNTEERED HE WAS SUBPOENAED BEFORE WATERGATE = '

”&DMMITTEE AND TESTIFIED, ALL THIS MATTER WAS REPORTED IN PRESS, ,’
¢

§ A$LSO VOLUNTEERED THAT ON APRIL 17, 1975, HE WAS INTERVIEWED ﬁ bl
__/ \‘: !

g@MMITTEE STAFF MEMBERS IN WASHINGTON, D.C. ON SAME MATERIAL RE- ~

TARDING 1964 DEMOC ATIG PARTY NOMfNQfION cowvswrlogx STAFF N
i sr? “»
LiawsERs wERE MICHAEENEPSTEIN, MONK GRTERSTEIN, LOCKAJQHNSON, HE

b

e v g o

é‘?gﬁID THEY HAD ALL OF HPFS PREVIOUS TESTIMONY AND WENT GVER SAME,

MATERIAL, AT THE END OF THE CONVERSATL%IU&ARY BECAME/BELIGERANT
Lp ) — j.\ -
STATING HE ONLY TOLD THE TRUTH REGARDING HIS ACTIVITIES TPRN~THE"

o -

BUREAU AND ADVISED THE BUREAU TO DO THE SAME., HE WANTED 350 MWOW/ 1975 ‘
« WHAT ASSISTANCE AN AGENT COULD RENDER TO HIM AND WHO INS FREETEHemwm e
THAT HE BE CONTACTED AND FOR WHAT REASON, CLARK WAS ADVISED VE

MERELY INTENDED TO ASSIST HIM AND HE COULD ACCEPT IT OR NOT, &3
FORMER SA, HOWARD J. WILSON, SHORT HILLS, N.dJ., ALERTED g

P ce LY hLyol BQQ.'mm
< f-y-isfiﬁ"ﬁﬁc"r*{ L ,
8 Wi fsaa )
SélMAYi :'197547"' T o KN (S07¥//IV‘) A ‘
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ASAC WILLIAM BAILEY PER RETEL AND WAS APPRECIATIVE AND STATED
HE HAD NOT BEEN CONTACTED BUT WOULD ADVISE THE NEWARK OFFICE IF
CONTACTED IN THE FUTURE.

FORMER SA, JOHN PATRICK DEVLIN, LIVINGSTON, N.J., CONTACTED
BY ASAC WILLIAM BAILEY AND ALERTED PER RETEL AND STATED HE HAD
NO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION OTHER THAN SET FORTH IN NEWARK TELETYPE
APRIL 30 LAST.
END o
HOLD FOR FOUR
MAH FBIHQ ACK FOR ONE




1,- Mr. J. A, Mintz
N . 1 - Mr., W. R. Wannall
S
éé??cﬁ oy Moy 2, 1975
P » b
(ﬁ T (\‘s‘g‘;“c\ff*;Q"") v " 1 - Mr, W. O, Cregar
‘ NS -
/ SR A Y ORAL INFORMATION PROVIDED TO THE . as
<§§S§§Y : SEIATE SELECT COMMITIEL (ss¢) 2 - Mr. S. F. Phillipd
5¢3?~>"uﬁ5 TVESTIGATING IITELLICENCE ACTIVITIES
\‘,4"‘3}», 7 ‘ '
o S
Yyl SUBJECT: Martin Luther King, Jr. =
N
2. ¥II s.\,.s..SS‘ ORGANIZATION: Mr. Lich thitcon, 3
retived Special Agent, FBI >
2
3. CLASSIFICATIONW OF INFORMATION: Unclassified ™~
7 <
4, SUMMARY OF COWIENT: A 5
i ~
Mr, Vhitson vas questioned and furnished information 2]
concerning the former FBI investigation of Martin Iuther King, Jr. %
5. DATE OF ILUTERVIEYT AND BEFORE VHOM: e
fs ¥
o)
Interview conducted by Mr. Michael Epstein, Staif O}
Member, SSC, in peruon 4/23/75; supplemented by 1nf0rmation . 5
Z:Put@in obtained from Tthitson s.elephonieally 4/24/75. ) %
4\§§f’

-/ / ? r
7. REIATION TO IMIELLIGENCE COWEWQITY PR

46 MAY 131913
62-116395 RN

—
Assoc. Dir. 4 - 100"106670 (Pjartin L‘!J.ther I(ing, Jr.) \\‘i" ‘{'7 r
g:g ot - 67-29405 (Personnel File Retired SA Lish Whitson) & / b

Asst. Dir.:

6. GRGAHIZAIIOII %FERI%E@E%&EQ: FBI £ 11e 62~ 1 ﬁ
Honea,

Admin. ~—~SFP:ekWQ » PN "

omp. Syst. . Lt Y D ;’7
v ¢ 1) ‘&\‘J LT | _’e - h s (72)
leesuf “"NOTE: ' Originaliwia liairon to Céiitral Community Index in

:"SP'——#—e’ onnection with Sendggid‘? 75. Memorandum from ¥, R. Wamnall to N,

mott. . __J. B. Adams 4/23/75 "Senqtudy 75; Former Supervicor Lich Whitcon, b
bweeer —Assigned Intelligence D1V1<1on," reco‘mmendea, and it was approved,’

spec. v _that an Abstract would be provided for the records of the Central
Training —Gomman ity Index. concernlng the interview of Whit:con by the SSC.

Legal Coun.

Tele hone Rm. __
i pn%g yyoer o MAL {TELETYPE UNIT ] G0 954545
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1 - Mr. McNiff
May 5, 1975 2-Mr.S.F.Phillips

3% 1. TITLE/SUBJECT: FBI's Investigation of Extremist
v ' Organizations and Individuals

2. ORIGINATING ORGANIZATION: FBI

3. NATURE OF MATERIAL: lLetter from FBI to Mr. Laurence N.
Woodworth, Chief of Staff, Joint Committee on Internal Revenue
Taxation, dated 4/10/75.

4., DOCUMENT CLASSIFICATION: Unclassified
5. NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATION STAMP: NA

6. SUMMARYDOFCCONTENTS: The Joint Committee requested the
names of FBI employees who made the decision to provide the Speci7&7
Service Staff (Activist Organization Committee) of the Internal
Revenue Service with FBI reports relating to the FBI's investi-
gation of extremist organizations and individuals. The FBI
response was that the matter had been thoroughly researched and
it was established that the decision in the above matter was
personally made by the late J. Edgar Hoover, then Director of the

FBI.
7. REQUESTER/DATE OF REQUEST: Joint Comittee on( Int.an?ﬁ
Revenue Taxation. 3/28/75 RECigq C ) / = 3 /}F 4/
8. RELEASING AUTHORITY: FBI \A/WW VAl
9. DATE OF SUBMISSION: 4/10/75 o L gl

- 10. LOCATION OF FILE COPY: 62-17909-1104 & MAY 13 1975
b aomr~ 11, RELATION TO INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY PROBLEMSTThIS
ass.0in: matter 18 of joint interest to the FBI and the Internal Revernue

Admi

comn 5 Service,
Ext. Affairs

Files & Com}?" llﬁw m)
con. . —SFP zekw (5) € K
mspection _ NOTE 2 Origing!_;via liaison to Central Community Index in

! —--connection with T%QLE. See memorandum R. L. Shackelford to
o st Mr, W. R. Wannal 75 "Internal Revenue Service Investigations

sec. v. __of New Left and Extremist Organizations and Individuals," TJM/dgr

Train

Lega ‘ Co 0o fw
i Telephone Rm o G
r&ir\; #Y4 5 ¥97brROOM ]  TELETYPE UNIT [ @ wo / ,
536
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S
&RﬁzA NK CODED
3355PM URGENT 5/5/75 DJP
T0 DLREEIOR (62~116395)
FROM &EWARK
ENSTUDY 75

RE BUTELCALL OF SUPERVISOR SEYMOUR PHILLIPS TO SAC, NEWARK,

MAY 5, 1975,

FORMER SA JOHN PATRICK DEVLIN WAS RECONTACTED.BY . ASAC,
NEWARK , AND FURNISHED FOLLOWING IHFO ON MAY 5, 1575

“« ' @ c:ocRal BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION
bARY L) b wm

HE WAS ORIGINALLY CONTACTED BY

THE SE Afg SELECT
COMMITTEE (SSC) STAFF MEMBER MICHAEL I/%Egirzxw TELEPHONIC&LLY
AT WORK (HERITAGE BANK - IRON, MORRISTOWN, N.J,) A DAY OR TuO g/w
'PRIOR TO HIS INTERVIEW ON APRIL 25, 1975.
INDICATE IN ADVANCE AREA OF INQUIRY CONTEMPLATED AND WHEN

Agsoe. DHP. o
Vep-A.D-AdTaun
Dep-A.D v
Aagst, Dir.z
Admin. .
Comp, Syt e
But, Affairs ce-..
Files & Com e
Gen., InvV. e
Ident. .._.TT/
Inspet,tlo &Q.J,/,/
.[Eld’u f’
Laborat: ny
» Plan. & Eva.l
<f Spec. Inv, .
4 Training
Legal Coun. .
Telephone Rt o
Dizector Sec’y ..

(Bffzgﬁaf’//r

MR, EPSIEIN, DID NOT

A&KEB BY FORMER SA DEVLIN HOW HE, EPSTEIN, HAD OBI’AINED HIS,
ﬁ@LIN S, PHONE NUMBER AT WORK, EPSTEIN INDICATED, ”YOU KNOW,

g@\lﬁ GOT WAYS." IN ADDITION, EPSTEIN TOLD HIM THAT' THE SSC HAD -
L
N GIVEN A BROAD SCOPE OF .INQUIRY AND WEREMQIANDATED TO LGGK INTG

%

%?? ACTIVITIES OF VARIOUS INTELLIGENCE GATHERING A&ENCIES.

fo

TGN RTANE o mamﬁ"’

4G MAY 13 1975

%@STEIN DID NOT MENTION THAT HE HAD ANY TYPE OF CLEARANCE BUT o

WAS VERY POSITIVE IN HIS POSITION THAT THE SSC HAD BEEN
MANDATED BY CONGRESS TO CONDUCT INQUIRIES,

8 4 MAY 15 1975,
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PAGE TWO | “ ‘
AN IDENTIFICATION CARD CONTAINING HIS PHOTOGRAPH TO -IDENTIFY
HIMSELF AND HE DID NOT PLACE DEVLIN UNDER OATH., EPSTEIN DID
¥0T 4NDICATE WHERE HE HAD RECEIVED xuwonmarxan1égeannlmee
DEVLIN'S PARTICIPATION IN THE 1964 ATLANTIC CLTY CONVENTION
AND WHEN ‘ASKED BY DEVLIN, .HE INDICATED ONLY THAT, "WE'VE
GOT WAYS™, N
DEVLIN INDICATED THAT EPSTEIN'S INQUIRY WAS CONCERNED
PRINARILY WITH WARTIN LUTHER KING AND THE ELSUR COVERAGE
. AFFORDED KING. EPSTEIN'S INTEREST APPEARED -TO ALSO CENTER
AROUND WHO TOLD DEVLIN TO GO TO ATLANTIC CITY ‘AND THE AIMS
AND PURPOSES OF THE FBI*S ACTIVITIES AT ATLANTIC €ITY, EPSTEIN
SEEMED ‘TO BE DRIVING AT.THE POLITICAL OVERTONES CONNECTED WITH
THE ATLANTIC CITY COVERAGE AND HE ASKED QUESTIONS PARTICULARLY
INVOLVING THE LEGITIMACY OF THE FBI'S INVESTIGATION AND: WHETHER
R NOT FORMER VICE PRESIDENT HUBERT HUMPHREY AND THE LATE ROBERT
KENNEDY WERE MONITORED. AS BEING IN CONTACT WITH KING .
FORMER SA DEVLIN INDICTAED HE WOULD IMMEDIATELY ADVISE
NEWARK SHOULD HE BE RECONTACTED .REGARDING THIS MATTER.
END
MEB FBIHQ CLR
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Date of Mail
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5/2/75

See File 66-2554-7530 for authority.

Subject

JUNE MAIL SENSTUDY -75
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Has been removed and placed in the Special File Room of Records Section.
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SUMECP SENSTUDY 75

OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum

5010-106 ‘
»»
Assoc, Dir,
Dep. AD Adm.
Dep. AD lnv. —
Asst. Dir.:
Admin.
Comp. Syst.

. Mr. W.R. Wannall DATE:  5/1/75 Fles & Comr
. _a Gen. Inv.
ﬂ\ob‘ G .‘:Mﬁ |::"'-c"°
: W.0 -\ﬁ‘gggar T N‘E(YR m‘f‘[ﬁ GOETAI Ilnteplel.

Laboratory
Plan. & Eval. —

e

Ditecto Sac Y —

+ Spec. Inv

REIN S Ez CLASSIE

On 4/30/75 Mr. Donald E. Moore, Chairman of the
Security Committee, U. S. Intelligence Board, furnished
the attached list of Senate Select Committee staff members
who have been certified by the Chairman of the Select
Committee to the Central Intelligence Agency as having been
cleared for access to classified information up to and
including Top Secret based upon a background investigation
conducted by the FBI within the last five years. Certain
of these individuals have also been certified by the
Select Committee for access to compartmented classified
information in accordance with the requirements of Director
of Central Intelligence Directive 1/14.

Taining

‘5-., e s

£ -
4 e

=
Copies of the list of staff members are being
attached to the tickler copies of this memorandum for

retention by personnel who may be in contact with the
Select Comnittee staff.

ACTION:
For information and record purposes. ;
ol . REC-100 Z
nclosur T ‘
5 (211398 - J/b
LFS:tdp (8) (f 7
1 - Mr. Adams X &
1 - Mr. Mintz \# '8 MAY 13 1975
1 - Mr. Wannall %f%;' st
1 - Mr. J.C., Farrington
1 - Mr. J.B. Hotis g(
1 - Mr. Cregar
1 - Mr. Schwartz {’\ /‘\ *F}
\ "::
(%
\%m«"*;\
s

B

5- @\,\\yg
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Name

Aaron, David
Bader, William
o Baron, Frederick
" Benz, Charity 1.
: Brooks, Nancy
A Carter, Barry
Chesnik, Barbara
Davis, Lynn
Dawson, Thomas
De Oreo, Mary
-Dillon, Molly
“Dwyer, Daniel
Epstein, Michael T.
. Fenn, Peter
- Gitenstein, Mark
Greissing, Edward
Hatry, Audrey
Inderfurth, Karl
Johnson, Dorothy
Johnson, Loch
Kieves, Lawrence
Kirbow, Charles
o fﬁ tiLombard, Charles

s

% Hliebengood, Howard
Lo fy -

7 @i McDonald, Naldeen
.+t & Madigan, Michael J.

4

PR 1

< s

Tt
e

.‘.«‘r:‘a b

A
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1,

-
SO

. ¥t Marshall, Bénjamin

2 m 5?’ Maxwell, Eliot E,

= Mecham, Mariha E.

r: & Miller, William G.’

“ s« Z'O'Flaherty, Jas. D.

Orloff, Jan ‘

Peterson, JohnF,
Pitts, Susan
Romberg, Alan

© Schwarz, F.A.O.
_Shea, Patrick -
Smi'ch_, Stephanie
Snider, Lewis B,
Towell, Mary

-- Wides, BurtonV, ‘

¢ ¢
:
L%
f
:
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s
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)
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8/21/38 11.
9/8/31 N, J.
12/2/47 Conn.
7/23/46 N, Y.
2/14/40 Ky.
12/14/42 Cal.
4/18/46 W1
9/6/43 FL
9/9/52 Minn.
6/13/47 Ohio
4/16/51 Va.
8/24/52 Ma.
3/10/37 Mass.
12/12/47 Ma.
3/7/46 Ala.
11/27/50 Germany
6/10/23 Md."
9/29/46 N,C., ~
6/8/25 OR

©2/21/42N.Z,

1/4/48 N, Y.
10/2/22 Ga.
6/2/30 FR-
12/29/42 IN
10/19/51 Brazil
4/18/43 D,C.:
5/4/19 NE
7/24/46 N, Y.
2/11/40 Ca.
8/15/31 N, Y.
11/4/42 111,
11/14/47 Ca.

. 6/15/41 Ca.
10/24/53 Canada

" 12/1/38 N.,Y.
. 4/20/35 N.Y.
" 2/28/48 Utah

3/23/54 OH
1/12/45 N.C.
4/25/44 TN

. 6/14/41 N, J.

' EcLOSER 1 '

313-38-6773

471-60-1688

540-20-6413

068-58-6404
252-12-5112
578-44-9471
307-44-9707

485-28-4503

528-48-6848

107-30-8583

BYC| 4/15/75
BYC} 4/17/75

By
3@4/ 24/75

BYE‘]é/l?/?S

o

3@4/24 /75

4JFK Act 5 (9)(2)(D)

BYC\4/24/75
BYGCJ4/24/75
BYCl4/15/75
BYCla/17/75
BYCl4/15/75

BYCWM/15/75
BYC[4/15/75
BYC\4/22/75

BYCJ4/15/75
BYC}4/15/75

BY 4/17/75

TK,

. .
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1 - m‘n Jo Ao Mintz
1 - Mr. W. R. Wamall

HLL Im“Uﬁwanln'ub. . Q;Jiu..u

'HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED May 6, 1975
DATE 2.204¢ BY_SP¥Jan/n 1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar
(b574  ORAL INFORMATION PROVIDED TO THE 2-Mr.S.F.Phillips

CSRNATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC)
INVESTIGATING INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
1. smuncr: ‘Martin Luther King, Jr.

2. WIINESS' ORGANIZATION: Mr. Jobn P, Devlin, retired
Sp.cill m' NI :

3 CMHWN OF INFORMATION: Unclassified
4, SUMARY OF CONTENT:

b

Q

| Mr, Devlin was quuumd and furnished informat N
" aoneerning - the !orur FBI investigation of Martin ILuther o
. xiﬂ‘, ho . » : §
S. DATE OF INTERVIEW AND BEFORE WHOM: h

L Inurvuw conduated by Mr. Michael Epstein, Staff N
‘Mhr. $8C, 4/23/78. REGIO0 ba . /1t 9; N
6. ORGANIZATION REFRRENCK NO: FBI file 62- 1'1%dW 131975 J E‘\

‘ e— U —

7. RELATION TO INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY PROBLEMS: None. L ﬂ» %

N Vo '

62-116395 \ A/L\/v [,/ / .

1 - 100-106670 (Martin Luther King, Jr.)
1 - 67-220521 (Personnel File Former SA John P, Devlin) )v ,M }/gﬁ
2

SFP :ohrcﬁ
Asgsog. Dir.

ep. AD ado. NOFPE L - Original via liaison to Central Community Index in
st on " “comectiow with Senstudy 75. The furnishing of this Abstract is - &=
| Mwin ——_gursuant to ptoqadure previously éstablished-in-cohnaction- with a %
Comp. Syst.
“Ent. Attors __Similar interviev by Epstein of former Agent Lish Whitson.

Files & Com —

O

Lot
. w
PR ) i

Gen, Inv

fdent.

Inspec: H -
Intell,
Laboratory

¥
Plan. & Eval. __ g
Spec. Inv

Training
Legal c
Telephon Rm
ROOM ELETYPE UNIT [ GPO 931-346
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ALL INFORMATION CONT Alve 1 1 - Me. J. A, Mintz
HEREIN IS UNCLASS%%?E%Amw May 6, 1975 L-Mr.W.R.Wannall
TEMBYMA 1-Mr.W.0.Cregar

(0074 GRAL LWORMATION PROVIDED T0 THE  p.1,5,F.Phillips |

SEVATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC)
INVESTIGATING INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

1, SUBJECT: Martin Iuther King, Jr.
_ ,

o 2. VITHESS' ORGANIZATION: Mr. Daniel J. Brennan, Jr.,
retired Special Agent, FBI.
3. CLASSIFICATION OF INFORMATIOW: Unclassified
4, SUMMARY OF COLTTENT :
Mr, Brenman was questioned concerning the former ]
FBI invertigation of Martin Iuther King, Jr., specifically A\
during 1964, However, he was unable to furnish any of the N
requested information concerning the King investigation as <
he could not recall any information of the nature desired. o
BN
5. DATE OF INTERVIEW AWD BEFORE VHOM: SN
Interviev conducted by IMr. Michael Epstein, Staff %‘
Member, SSC, 5/2/75. N
W
6. ORGANIZATION REFERENCE NO: FBI file 62-116395. f\\f& N
g P !q e
7. RELATION TO TNIELLIGENCE COMMUNITY PROBLEMS: Nome. . |0 !
62-116395 - 21*

1 - 100-106670 (Martin Luther King, Jr.)

1 - 67-428628 (Personnel File Former SA ]%aniel J. Brennan, "Jr.)

J S e -
Assoc. Dir, _S.EP:ek‘.T (9)\%\< v \}&/' (}‘7‘ - //C% ‘?P7il - /
e OTE : Original via liaison to Central Community Index in

4sst.Die: - copnection with Senstudy 75. The furnishing of this Abrstracts iswmm

Admin, e . . . . ..
comp. syar. UL sUANt to procedure previously established in connection with a

Bo. afeis gimilar interview by Epstein of former Agent Lish WhiBsdY 18 1975

Files & Com, __

Gen, Jav. et S
% ]

Ident.
Inspection ' \) - f
Intell. \‘% ¢ W - ot
Laboratory \} PR / '\”@;v ;}‘) '

Moo e A £
Plan. & Eval. .. T . A
Spec. Inv. i~ FXY. - ' -

A \.h/

Training

gun

Legal Coun.

Telephone Rm. __

,\xf
Dirsctor Sec’y . MAIL ROOM ESg K"I‘ELETYPE uNIT )
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ALY, TNFORMATION C

'(
|

ONTAINED

it

To  :MR. J. B. ADAMS patE: April 25, 1975 s 8 Comr
f/ 1 - M]:‘ . J. A,. Mintz :Zen. Inv. —
%= 1 - Mr, A. J. Decker o
‘BROM  :MR. W. R. WANNALL g ‘ . el 0
- "‘MHWMNK\\ o 1 - Mr, W. R. Wannall et -
l - Mr * W . O ° Cr egar P‘l’an.a&oéyvnl. —
SUBJEC'I\SENSTU.DYM475" l ~ Mr. S. F. Philli s Spec. Inv.
FORMER SUPERVESOR LESH WHITSON 7 A %}MZ/
ASSTGNED INTELLIGENGE DIVISION F?J Y s
r Difector Sec'y ___
A it

S W
[%

RUIN, I

R
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OP"ONAL foilM NO. 10 5010-106 '
MAY 1962 EDITIQN
GSA"GEN. REG. NO. 27

UNITED STA'FES GOVERNMENT Assoc, Dir.

Memorandum 1l - Mr, J, B, Adams Dep. AD Adm. _

. Dep. AD Inv. __
l - M’L‘ . T . J. Jenklns Asst, Dir.:

Admin,

Comp. Syst, ____

Reference is made to my memoranduin to you“4/24/75
reporting interview by Michael Epstein, Staff Member of the
Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activities, of retired
SA Lish Whitson cohcerning a trip to Miami, Florida, by Whitson in
1964, The trip was for the purpose of mailing a package to the late
Martin Luther King, Jr., and indicated we were checking our records
for information regarding the expense voucher and Government
Transportation Request:: (GIR) issued by Whitson and would report
our findings.

Jay Deane Cox; Voucher Unit, Data Processing Section, jﬁz:f“
Computer Systems Division, supplied the following information as
to the records available concerning Whitson's travel and what the
procedures generally are for maintenance of travel and ¥oucher
records. The Voucher Unit maintains a Travel Authority Card
(TAC) for all investigative and any other FBI employees who have
&¥ér had GTRs issued to them. The TACs are retained indefinitely
as there is no provision for their destruction. For every voucher
processed, there is recorded the voucher period, amount of voucher,

date processed and record of any GIRs 1ssued
- /6298 = )

The TAC for Whitson q%&éals entrles to show that™%n
12/9/64 a voucher was processed for payment to Whitson in the sum
of $19.40 for travel during the period 11/1-30/64. With that
voucher was a memorandum copy of a GIR issued 11/21764 to National
Airlines in the sum of $107.40 for air coach travel, Washington,D.C.,
to Miami and return. Attached to 1nstannxmemopandums&sﬁa Xerox of
the memorandum copy of the GIR, which copy is being rétained in, the
Voucher Unit. Because of the 1lleg1b111t§5ﬁb@ul&1ﬂg “from Xeroxing,

Enclosure CONEENUED== OVER é!fj;?

62-116395 ¢ J
1 - 67-29405 (Persoﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁFlle Former SA Lish Whltsonzgg

SFP:ekw; .. \%b\'
(9) -
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Memorandum to Mr, J. B. Adams

RE: SENSTUDY 75, FORMER SUPERVISOR LISH WHITSON
ASSIGNED INTELLIGENCE DIVISION

62-116395

the entries to the GIR. have been reconstructed to make them
readable on this Xerox. The memorandum copy, which is being
retained in the Voucher Unit, is readable. The markings on

the reverse side of the Xerox have no bearing on the date of
travel but are merely entries relative to the payment to National
Airlines, It might be noted that the issue date of this GIR,
11/21/64, has been determined to be a Saturday, which is the

day of the week Whitson recalled making the trip to Miami,

According to Cox, the Bureau does not maintain copies
of the actual vouchers and there is only a bare possibility that
a voucher over 10 years old, such as the onexinvolved in this
matter, would be maintained anywhere in the Government, such
as at the Federal Records Center.

ACTION:

None. For information.

fer

W
s
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ot . INSTRUCTIONS TO TRAVELERS

1. This memorandum should be forwarded in accordance with administrative instructions.

2. inasmuch as the memorandum card copy of the transportation request serves a very
. important administrative record, care must be exercised that such copy is legible and
complete in all respects when forwarded.

3. indicate above the actual services furnished where same varies from that requested.
{Sec paragraph 1 of “"CONDITIONS” on reverse of original request)
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ORTIONAL FORM NO. 10 . 5010-10¢
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27 '
UNITED STA'I‘ES GO ! ERNMENT Assoc. Dir.
Dep. AD Adm. —

Memorandum e

Admin,
Comp. Syste .

TO : Mr. J, B, Adams DATE: April 24, 1975 Ext. Affairs
. % kFI'I-e‘S* Com,
m° &m Zeﬂ.‘,i-ixnv.
R 1 enti®
FROM B W ° R . Wannal ]‘_IQ AI_‘L INFUR}{ATI'ON cgﬁ;‘;g ' Inspection
— WERELN 78 ¢ SB'§i i —
[ “ ( \ D'A.TE q ) Plan. & Eval.
SUBJECT: SENSTUDY 7 5) .Srpef: 'Inv
FORMER SUPERVISOR LISH WHITSON Leaut Corm
ASSIGNED INTELLIGENCE DIVISION Telephone Rm.
, }/ fﬁ Director Sec'y .

Memorandum captioned as above 4/23/75 reported on
interview of Mr. Whitson by Michael Epstein, staff member of the
Senate Select Committee. The interview related to Whitson's
trip to Miami in 1964 at the instructions of former Assistant to
the Director William C, Sullivan to mail a package to Martin Luther
King.

Whitson telephoned my office twice this morning. At 10:35 a.m.
he advised that Epstein had asked him by telephone how Whitson had
made the trip to Miami, meaning how it was paid for. Whitson told
him he had issued a Government Transportation Request (GTR). Epstein
asked whether there was any prior written authorization for Whitson
to make this trip and Whitson told him there was none. Epstein
asked what kind of record would have been made covering the trip.
Whitson explained that the only record that he knew of would be 71
the expense voucher he submitted covering the expenses involved i
and possibly the copy of the GTR which he had issued. He explaine
to Epstein the voucher would merely show the GTR had been issued 4///
for a round-trip to Miami and how much per diem had been claimed
in connection with the trip.

In advising of the foregoing, Whitson stated it was his
recollection he had made the Miami trip either in the late Summer
or early Fall of 1964 and that Martin Luther King was '"away" at
the time.

In my absence from the office, Whitson called again at
11:05 a,m, to say that Mr. Epstein asked him as to whether he had
registered at the Airport Hotel in Miami and, if so, whether it was
under his own name. Whitson told Epstein that he hg_‘_gglstered

der his a at this hot —
unde is own name i 0‘?&2310(} ég //6375”

ACTION: » way 6 1970

We are checklng‘our records for 1nﬁ5rmat10n re d1n
the expense voucher and GIR issued by Whltson ectlon with
this trip and results will be reported. w

WRW: Iml (G)jn«"/ . 2
- e N L

reg a
Mr. anna

Personnel F11e of SA Lish Whitson (Out of Serv1ce)§5“( '} m@b
) 1
8 4 MAY 1 31975 -
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LASSIFIED

ST IS UNe
BY

ALT: IHFORMATION ¢

DATE/=/Pc
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OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 5010~106 '
MAY 1962 EpITION
GSA GEN. REG, NO. 27 @ ‘ Assoc. Dir.
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT : Dop. AD Adm. —
) Dep. AD Inv. —
Memorandum
Admin,
Comp. Syst. ——.
Ext. Affairs
: Mr, J. B. Adams DATE: 4-25~75 Files & Com. —

# u\/ nspastian
. Legal Couns@m’ (Rt

Gen. Inv.
Ident.

Loborufor

SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE s.,ZZ ‘.‘.,'i""
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES Troining

Telephone Rm. —
Director Sec’y —

HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
Jﬂd/ﬁf
Reference Legal Counsel to Mr, Adams memorandum of
4-9-T5 to which the Intelligence Division placed an addendum dated
4~14-75 showing that Roderick Hills, Counsel to the President, had
requested that the Sergeants at Arms of the Senate and House of
Representatives keep the Bureau advised regarding checks made for
electronic listening devices in the offices of captioned Select Committees.

This was discussed on 4-23-75 by Inspector Bowers with
Senate Sergeant at Arms William Wannall and his Deputy, Robert Hough.
They were amenable to notifying us concerning the checks they make o /
Senate Select Committee space and the offices of the Members of this
Committee. Hough was designated by Wannall to handle this matter.
Hough advised that the special Capitol Police unit had made a check
of Room S146 in the Capitol on that date (4-23-75) prior to a meeting
of the Senate Select Committee in that room and found nothing. Hough
stated they have received no requests whatever to make any checks of
the offices of individual Committee Members. He said he had discussed
this matter with William Miller, Staff Director of the Select Committee,
and-Miller indicated it would be taken up with the Committee but he has

heard noth'ing further from him. 55010 é,:;? 2/ /« . / / ﬁ %

«On 4-24-75 Bowe rs d1scusm this matter with Kenneth
Harding, Sergeant at Arms of the House of Representatwes Harding ks’
stated he has had no requests for any checks of the Members ~offices or=+ I

G2 J16 4G -

oy

~iye

1 - Mr. Adams - 1 MAY 6 1973
1 - Mr, Wannall A - TN

1 - Mr. White
1 - Mr. Mintz
1 - Mr. Cregar

e
3
PUPRIE WIS Y LNt

1 - Mr. Farrington ‘ ﬁ’}
1 - Mr., Bowers £RO® (3¢
s
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams Memo
RE: SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

space of the House Select Committee since the Committee really has not
begun to function as yet. He said he has discussed this matter with
Committee Chairman Lucien Nedzi, and he certainly will give us
complete accounting of checks they make of this Committee's space and
the space of the individual Members of the Committee,

RECOMMENDATION:

For information.

MD‘}’W’”
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GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT ; Acsoc. Dir. F" g
Memorandum
0 : Mr. J. B. Adams DATE: 9-12-75 Ex. Affelrs —
Gen. Inv,
/J Ident.
[ Inspection

Intell.
L aboratory
Plan. & Eval, —

SUBJECT: %ENSTUDY i -, fr‘::;m:,;ﬁ
DESTRUCTION OF BUREAU FILES ' ‘;j;;’:h%:%’;m —
AND RECORDS ij récio Sec'y ——
f} ”) ﬁ%
Re my memorandum to you dated 2. 14-75,

Vi T } e
rroM : Legal Counsel'»?f PR
Al

o
-

As indicated in referenced memorandum, the Bureau's
program concerning destruction of files and records has been suspeiided
until we can determine whether it involves any documents that might
be of interest to the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activities.

We contacted William G. Miller, Staff Director for the
Committee, .and he asked that we withhold further destruction of files D
until the Committee Counsel, who had not been appointed at that time,
had an opportunity to review the matter. Mr. F. A. O. Schwarz 3d,
a New York attorney, was recently named the Committeels Chief Counsel
It is recommended that representatives of the Files and Communications
Division-and the Legal Counsel Division meet with Mr. Schwarz and ‘
Mr. Mlller at the earliest opportunity to resolve this matter. 4y

;'a' RECOMMENDATION:

That representatives of the Files and Communications
Division and the L.egal Counsel Division meet with the Chief Counsel |
and Staff Director of the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activities a
to determine whether the Bureau's destruction program can be remst1tuted i

BECS6 22 - 176 295 "";Lﬁ._ -

2, P .
M \..‘““[u’d !Lwé 4| MAY 2 1975

1 - Mr. Callahan f ’ 677@
1 - Mr. Adams i |
1 - Mr. Jenkins j;‘; .
1 - Mr. McDermott . .
1 -Mr. Ash ,f//// 1}\/ N
1 - Mr. Wannall ‘ A ; =
1 - Mr. Mintz e
1 - Mr. Farrington . é‘j - /} 2y

@j;l - Mr. Hotis w e L/ 8‘797;- wj
BRI 15 1075
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OPTVIO:;:; FEC:)I:: NO. 10 R 5010-106 St
UNITED STATES G&ERNMENT . Assec. Dir. —
Dep. AD @:‘_ ;
Dep. ADJL %
emorandum
Admin.
Comp. Syst.
Ext. Affairs
. Mr. J. B. Adams paTE: 4-24-T5 Files & Com
; y D Gen. Inv. -
& 'f‘é vt:’:{ ‘ ;, é: gy o I::m.cﬁon
FROM Legal Counsegﬁj‘;r/ LT Cm&&g%m%;ﬂw = } Y In=poc ‘{u g
P . 1 Laboratol . g
, 5 U D Herunn 18 WOIASST0 01 g S e
Plan. &
SUBJE T : SENSTUDY ’75 l) K“W Spec. Inv.
M.mm*""wﬂw Training
Telephone Rm. __
SAC Thomas Kitchens of the Louisville Office Director Sec’y .

telephonically advised on 4-23-75 that former Section Chief Fred Baumgardner.
had been contacted by Michael Epstein, staff member of the Senafe Select
Comnnttee and Epstem ‘had sought to arrange an interview of Baumgardner.

SAC Kltchens adviséd Baumgardier réquested that a Bureau Tepresentative

be present during his interview. SAC Kitchens further advised that Baumgardner
will telephonically contact SA Paul V. Daly on 4-24-75.

On 4-24-75 at 2:30 p.m., former Section Chief Baumgardner Q .
telephonically related that he had been requested to come to Washington for ‘h)‘ti/
the purpose of being interviewed by Michael Epstein, staff member of the

Senate Select Committee. Baumgardner advised Epstein that he would make
himself available for interview but at his office at 970 South 4th Street, Louisville,
Kentucky, telephone number 584-5183. Mr. Baumgardner expressed concern £
regarding the interview pointing out that he was Section Chief in the Intelligence; ;
Division for some 18 years and during the time was continually dealing with ," i
very sensitive matters which he felt were not the proper subject matter ¢f discirs-
gion - . with people outside the FBI. Additionally, he pointed out he has been

out of the Bureau for some eight years and since he is not aware of current

Bureau operations he, therefore, requested the Bureau have a representative
present during the interview and that the Bureau representative so designated

be thoroughly familiar with Intelligence Division operations so that he might

be made aware of those areas which are sensitive and might compromise

current Bureau investigations. He suggested that the Bureau representative

should arrive sometime the day before . the proposed interview which is

4- 2'8 75 so that he may have a preliminary discussion with the Bureau repre-

]

sentative concerning those areas in which he has knowledge of and pay be

sensitive. é // L2 ‘?/ &
RECOMMENDATION: s “ B &

That a representative of the Intelligence Division be made
available to be present during the interview of former Section Chief Baumgardner
to assist Mr. Baumgardner in insuring that he does not divulge or compromg,

Py

4 MAY 1 1975

sensitive material. S f}é g
1 - Mr. Wannall € 1 - Mr. Cregar % j 1- Mr Ho is’ l;
ll?v Mr. 1\/;%1);12 1-Mr. Farrmgton \ z‘ 1 - Mr. Daly \
"/Hg Y j;/ i »»Jj"f? Jr’ R
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OPTIONAL FORM NG™10 P 5010-106 g o

MAY 1962 EDITION Q ‘

GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Assoc, Dir.

Dep. AD Adm.

Memorandum o R

TO : MI'. J. B. Adams DATE: May 1’ 1975 Ext. Affairs

Files & Com
Gen. lav. ;

ALL INFORMATION A
_JROM W. R. Wannallﬁ,@/ HEREIN IS UNCLASSc,g ,EDA NE%"“’

! ‘
lé# Q/N . \? DATEM&L_BY Plan. & Eval.

SUBJECT: SENSTUDY 75
FORMER~SUPERVISOR LISH WHITSON V@ro iU, o/
ASSIGNED INTELLIGENCE DIVISION G205 o Rm.

Director Sec'y —

Previous memoranda have reported former Supervisor

Whitson's contact with the Bureau to report concerning an_interview 3
of him conducted by Michael Epstein, staff member of the Senate ~ =~
Select Committeé oii Intelligence Activities on 4/23/75, The ” g:
interview related to Martin Luther King, Jr,. V”ﬁ;é;r
LN
Oon 4/30/75 Whitson telephoned my office to report that N
he had been trying to establish in his mind the specific date when DR
he made a plane trip from Washington National Alrport to Miami, N
Florida, He had previously said he thought it was in the late 'l
Summer of 1964, During a subsequent call he fixed the time as W
the late Summer or early Fall of 1964, During his contact, 4/30/75, * SS§

Whitson stated that to the best of his recollection, this plane
trip took place in October, 1964. The Bureau's appreciation for
his call was expressed to Whitson/

Memorandum 4/25/75 in captioned matter has reported
the location of information from the files of the Voucher Unit,
Data Processing Section, showing that Whitson traveled by plane
to Miami utilizing a GTR issued 11/21/64, It has been determined -
this date was on a Saturday, it being noted Whitson previously
stated he made the trip to Mimmi on Saturday and the return trip
the next day, a Sunday.

ACTION: KEG- 1076 é L) ,;Zé 223:;1{ O

PMBEEGORDED COPY +1LEL wi

"(u
WRW: 1m14'(6)
Mr. Adams

None. For information and record purposesgﬁ M
Mr, Mintz
Mr., Cregar

7 1975 {{
“z% 4:!:42&&
Mr. Wannall

Personnel File of SA Lish Whitson (Out of Service)

1
1
1
1
1

e

A : 0%
/i?ﬁ' %6%
-l 4@
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Ad Hoc Staff

THE DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE - - —6/65/ ‘
3_ j . WASHINGTON, D. C. 20565
\ 1 4 _ 90 APR 1975
B Intelligence Community Staff : ‘ o ’e‘”
v - Rl
i
MEMORANDUM FOR: Members of the USIB Ad Hoc
Coordinating Staff
SUBJECT ¢ Security Clearances
*ﬁ\aﬂgw‘l
On 25 April 1975, we prov1ded"you a- llstlng of the
L/
Securlty clearances to date for members of the Senate Fomsenf T

Select Committee Staff. Attached is a listing of eight
addit{?nal Staff personnel cértified by Mr. William G.

VMill r, Staff Director, as meeting the requirements of

Executive Order 10450 for access to classified informa-

ion up to and including Top Secret.

2l €T pgrresd

’ ohn M. Clarke
Asgocliare Deputy to the DCI
: f the/Intelligence Community 0 7
Attachment: as stated REC- 108 &@2 "’//C;' 3% d/

18 MAY 7 1975

53t Dhoia’Hedessz page 157




30 April 1975

Staff. Members of the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence
Activities who have received a security investigation by the
Federal Bureau of Investigation within the past five years
and are certified as meeting requirements of EO 10450 for
access to classified information up to and including Top

Secret.

NAME ) DATE & PLACE OF BIRTH SOC. SEC. NO.
Belva Brissett 6-23-41 Oklahoma

Margaret Carpenter 8-27-44  Ccalifornia

Joan Erno 8~30-46 D. C.

Arthur Harrigan 3-16-44  New York JFK Act 5 (g) (2) (D)
Diane LaVoy 11-10-48 Venezuela

James Rowe . . 6-6-51 D.C.

Elizabeth Smith 6-21-49 New York

Martha Talley’ 9-7-50 No. Carolina

\

-

\mOLOSURE - .

| o &2 ~/14 3954m /(’}/
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 . 5010-106 [ .
e e MAY 1962 EDITION . - s .

GSA am.(nes. NO. 27 g ‘ '

UNITED STATES G RNMENT Assoe. Dir.

Asst. Dir.:

1 - Mr. J. B. Adams - Admin, ———
Memorandum L -Me.d. B Adams . mr
1

Ext. Affairs
ﬁ - Mr. E. W. Walsh ?ufcm“_
ﬁ\ TO : Mr. W. R. Wannall.b) éé%//// DATE: 4/22/75 ident. .
. ;46 . Inspecﬁog ‘; iﬂ“

7
—
.

i l - Mr. J. B. Hotis xﬂ@o
?dj%ROM : W. O. Cregar 1= Mr., W. R. Wannall s pion. & Eval —
r'42 Ece 1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar a:{ﬁ%&w&ec. Inv. .

)
Training
Legol Co !‘ *3
Telephoge va_

Director Sec'y ——

SUBJECT: SENSTUDY 75

This memorandum reports the results of an
Executive Committee meeting of the Ad Hoc Coordinating
Group of Congressional Review for the Intelligence Community
on 4/21/75.

The Executive Committee, hereinafter referred to
as the EXCOM, was chaired by Mr. John Clarke, Associate
Deputy to the Director of Central Intelligence (DCI) for -
the Intelligence Community, in the absence of Mr. William S
Colby (DCI), who had been called to the Hill to testify N
on the current situation in Vietnam. Present at the o
meeting were Mr. Philip Buchen and Mr. Roderick Hills,
Counsels to the President; Mr. James Wilderotter, Associate
Counsel to the President; Mr. Thomas K. Latimer, Special
Assistant to the Secretary of Defense, as well as senior
officials of the State Department, Mational Security Agency
(NSA) , Office of Management and Budget, and the Treasury

AT

\Q - Department. Mr. Antonin Scalia, Assistant Attorney General,
QQ was 'scheduled to represent the Department of Justice but
E%%, Ry failed to appear. :
I
X}\:g %.Q\ The following matters of interest were discussed
8 'tﬁ(g at the meeting: :
= A m
g §§ KEY TSSUES
ggggt ‘The purpose of the key issue papers is to completely
o familiarize the White House with all facets of certain key
i issues which could arise from Senate Select Committee {SSC)
gﬁg deliberations. It is hoped these key issue papers will

advocate of the intelligence community should any of these
issues by raised. o) /A4£

permit the President's Counsel to be a more articulate g?
qr . 106 750

Enclosures -
18 MAY v 197%

y'° 62-116395

woC: 1mh [ va by ,
(7). CONTINUED - OVER

\%\5\\‘% | (’ 'x\e}‘y}
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
Re: Senstudy 75

Memorandum Cregar to Wannall dated 4/14/75 reported
that Mr. J. Dennis Miller of the Legal Counsel Division was
preparing the key issue paper entitled "Intelligence Files
and Privacy." A copy of the outline for this paper was
presented to the EXCOM with the commitment that a draft of
the paper would be ready for review in the next two to three
weeks.

Another key issue paper is one being prepared by
Mr. Warren D. Magnusson of CIA entitled "G. A. 0. and the Audit
Authorities of U. S. Intelligence Agencies." Mr. Wilderotter
suggested Mr. Magnusson consult with the FBI inasmuch as
the Bureau was currently being audited by GAO. Mr. Robert
Finzel of the Intelligence Division malntalns liaison with
GAO representatives auditing the Intelligende Division.
Mr. Finzeél's name will be furnished Mr. Magnusson for
consultation purposes in line with the suggestlon from
Mr. Wilderotter.

" WHITE HOUSE RESPONSES TO SSC REQUESTS

Enclosed is a copy of a memorandum from James A.
Wilderotter to Mr. John Clarke dated 4/16/75. The memorandum
advises that the White House provided copies of the Colby
report (including annexes), as well as a list of documents
to the Senate Select Committee on 4/14/75. The Colby report
is the document prepared for the President following the
Seymour Hersch articles which appeared in "The New York Times"
alleging CIA was engaged in massive domestic surveillances.

GUIDELINES FOR PARAPHRASING CERTAIN DOCUMENTS PROVIDED TO
THE SELECT COMMITTEES

Memorandum Cregar to Wannall dated 4/7/75 attached a
copy of sanitization guidelines for documents provided to
Congre581onal Select Committees. Attached to this memorandum
are new guidelines entitled "Guidelines for Paraphra81nq
Certain Documents Provided to the Select Committees." 1In
essence the attachment is almost identical to the sanitization

~guidelines. The reason for the change is the White House

prefers the word "paraphrase" rather than "sanitization." Thus,

~guidelines under the paraphrasing description were promulgated.

-2 = CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall
Re: Senstudy 75

LETTER TO THE ATTORNEY GENERAL FROM SENATOR EDWARD M. RENNEDY -

Attached hereto is a copy of a letter Senator Kennedy
has directed to the Attorney General:. Copies of this letter
were furnished to the EXCOM by Mr. Wilderotter. 1In furnishing
a copy of this letter, Mr. Wilderotter noted that the
Department of Justice would handle the response to Senator
Rennedy after consultation with individual agencies as well
as the White House. Wilderotter was furnishing a copy to
members of the EXCOM for coordination purposes. He further
advised that the Department of Justice's response would be
made a matter of record with the Interagency Registry.

" ACTION:

For information and record purposes.

\[\] oC (mul.r*%f W@B
P de/

s

/g;ﬁ
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C e ’ . Vel R ‘» Cem e  Fhad
T _ ' Ad Hoc Staff
—SECRET-ATTACHMENT
| 7533/
b 'THE WHITE HOUSE
'  WASHINGTON
.Apri.l 16, 1975
MEMORANDUM FOR: DR. JOHN M. CLARKE
Associate Deputy to the DCI
+ for the Intelligence Community
_FROM: . . . .JAMES A. WILDEROTTER 8’3’

-

On Monday, April 14, the White House provided copies of
the WColhy Repart!! (including the annexes) and the attached list
of documents to the Senate Select Committee as classified docu-
ments. NSCIDs 4, 5, and 6 -~ as well as the obsolete and

" superseded NSCIDs corresponding to them -- were not provided .

to the Committee,

© —SBERET ATTACHMENT SR
..

. { g_;gstﬁsg‘;@'. - .

.

IR R SVl
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- LIST OF DOCUMENTS TO BE RELEASED TO THE :
SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITES

1. National Security Council Intelligence Directives (NSCIDs) -~
- These directives prescribe the organization and division of respon-
. s&ibility of the various elements of the intelligence community; provide
’ " procedures for the collection and production of overt intelligence;
establish a communications system for the rapid reporting of
critical intelligence information; and establish = the National Photo-~
"+ - graphic Interpretation Centex. : ' .

_ - 2. Obsoleie and Superseded NSCIDs.-~ These documents predate the
. existing directives (in itern #l above) but provide essentially the same
guidance under the bureaucratic structule estabhshcd by prev:tous

- T S .
PSS-S S P &,—-.—v.lu-

-
. -

3: Letter from President Nixon to Director Helms ~- This lettei';
N issued following a major review and restructuring of the intelligence
.7 . community, set forth the Director's responsibilities and estabhshed :
T, . -goals to chanpel his further effort. 11/5/71 SR

S 4, . NSAI\{ 57 -~ Paramilitary Operations -~ This memorandurn defines
' , C paramilitary operations; states US policy for rendcrlng assistance
. to such operations overtly or covertly and establishes a procedure
'for the planning and approval of paramilitary opcra’clons. 6/28/71

'5. NSAM 124 - Establishment of the Special Group (Counter-~
“Insurgency) -~ This 1962 memorandum set forth procedures for
ensuring the use of all available government résources in preventing

. and resisting subversive-insurgency and related forms of indirect :
aggression in friendly countries. - ) R O

- 6. NSAM 196 - Establishment of an Executive Committee of the
" . National Security Council ~ This 1962 memorandum established a
" committec to serve as a crisis management group durmg the
.Cuban missile crisis, y

7; NSC 5511 -- Establishment of a Net Evduation Subcommittce --
..~ . ‘This 1955 directive established a subcomittee of the NSC for the purpose
<. of prov:.d.mr1r estimates of the capability of the USSR to 1n£hct dircct
Co injury on the US in tlme, of general war,

: NW 5536%} Docld: 32‘98‘9532 Page w3 .
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8. ’NSAM'SSIS ~ Comparative Evaluetion Group -- This 1958 directive
established an inter-agency body to prepare comparative evaluations
of the US and Soviet weapons systems.

9. - NSAM 303 - This 1964 document changed the nan;e,of the Special
Group (5412) to the ""303 Comummittee''. (The predecessor body
documentation is at Tab B) . S

10, NSAM 327. —-Thls 1965 memorandurn dlsestabhshes the net
, evaluatlon Subcommlttee of the NSC. ‘

-

11. NSDM 40 - Covert Operations.-- This directive provides authority
and sets forth procedures and responsibility for the planning, approval
"and conduct of covert operations. It also brings a number of Defense
-reconnaissance activities under the cognizance of the 40 Commmittee.

12, NSDM 224-- This 1973 directive established a et Assessment -
- Standing Committee to carry out 1nte1110ence assessments as directeqd
by the NSC.

'13 NSDM 239 -~ National Net Asse ssrnent Process -~ This dlrectlve

‘transferred responsibility for management of the sub3ect program from
the NSC to the Department of Defense,

- 14, NSDM 253 -~ This 1974 memorandurn updated the membersh1p of

. the NSC Intelligence Commﬁ.tee.

15, The_ balance of documents included herein consist of unclassified
reports, diagrams and press releases concerning the organization and
functioning of the NSC and the Intelligence Community.

. ..
-
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THE ‘ECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELL!GFNCF.

EEREE | WASHINGTON, D. C. 20505-

21 April 1975

MEMORANDUM FOR: Members of the USIB Ad Hoc Coordinating Group

SUBJECT ¢ Guidelines for Paraphrasing Certain Documents
AN o Provided to the Select Committees

. 1. Attached is a guidance paper, subject as above, prepared
by the USIB Security Committee, and approved by the Director of
Central Intelligence.

2. In the interest of commonality in our approach to the
matter of paraphrasing sensitive documents, it is requested that
each of you arrange for the use of these guidelines in the handling
of responses irom your organizations to requests irom tne Select

‘ qumittees.
})‘5‘/‘.\.’*\ 5\’{ . Qj.('-\-’}*“\'
John M. Clarke %~
Associate Deputy to the DCI
for the Intelligence Community

Ai:ta.chme nt

!smsm S K

b2 4//375 /0
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-GUIDELINES FOR PARAPHRASING SENSITIVE INFOR MA TION IN
CERTAIN DOCUMENTS PROVIDED SELECT COMMITTEES

1., The Director of Central Intelligence has recently discussed
with Senator Church the need for special consideration and treatment
by the Select Committee of certain sensitive aspects of intelligence
activities and the Senator has expressed his recognition of this need:

It is anticipated that appropriate arrangements can be made so as to
avoid the risk of exposing such matters and at the same time satisfying
the Select Committees' need for a full understanding of the intelligence
community's activities., Included in such matters are the identities of
sensitive sources, the material provided to the United States by -
"cooperating foreign intelligence services, the details of technical
devices and systems and of operational methods, the identities of
certain employees whose safety could be jeopardized if revealed, the
identities of American citizens and organizations who have cooperated
with US intelligence and some additional materials the public disclosure
of which would create serious foreign policy or national security
nrohleme, Such material should he prgfertnd not only from s¥posure

but indeed the risk of exposure. Further, recognition should be glven :
to the need to protect certain other information which, if lmproperly

d1sclosed might 1mpa1r the privacy rights of individuals

2. Proper procedures should enable intelligence community
members to prevent risk of disclosure of sensitive sources and '
"‘methods and at the same time present to the Select Committees the
necessary details to allow for their proper understanding of community
activities.

3. The procedures described herein are not to be used as
downgrading or declassification guides. All concerned should be
mindful that application of these procedures will not declassify,
downgrade or remove from compartmentation controls any documents
or information provided the Select Committees, unless individual
advice to that effect is provided as well.

4. What Mg Be Paraphrased

Wh11e it is not possible to anticipate all requirements which
may be levied by the Committees for documenting material and not

{ MWW 65360 Docld:32989532 Page 166
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p6s sible to determine specifically what material should be excised
from these documents, the following illustrations are offered in
certain likely categories. The criteria in all cases should meet
the test mentioned above.

5. Collection of Inteiligence

() The Committees will probably address the matter of how
intelligence is collected. Documents supporting responses may be
paraphrased by removal of identities of sensitive agents and informants,
covert personnel, and contractual cover arrangements. A descriptive
phrase may be substituted, i.e., a foreign journalist, a political
official in the opposition party. No paraphrasing should be used in
connection with names of individuals whose employment or former
employment by, or association with a department or agency, does not
remain secret or for individuals whose present or future activities on
behalf of the department or agency do not require that previous cover
arrangements remain secret, ‘

(b) Some information may be required with respect to
technical mtelllgence systems including cryptclogxc and communi-.
cations activities and reconnaissance capabilities. Almost all of
such material is currently handled in compartmentation control
channels under various codewords or nicknames. No security threat

"+i5 perceived by use of these codenames or nicknames in classified

documents, Details of the technical systems which would reveal
critical operational capabilities and contractual and funding arrange-
ments which would identify individuals whose participation was
obtained under agreement of continued secrecy may be excised from’
documents. Any question on release of codeword material should be
referred to the Program Manager who in turn may consult with the
Director of Central Intelligence to ensure a consistent approach in
the Community's paraphrasing procedures., While documentary
samples of intelligenceé obtained by technical means may be used

‘in support of testimony, special consideration should be given with

regard to' raw products which reveal critical operational capabilities.

’
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6. " Intelligence Estimates

Finished intelligeﬁce reports and estimates do not usually
contain source identifications and will not normally require para-
phrasing. However, departments and agencies should review such
publications to ensure deletion of sensitive source identities and
details of collection systems.

7. Administration

Information concerning the administration of intelligence .
agencies may be required. This may include staffing charts with
occupants identified. Identities of personnel formerly not under
cover and now functioning in a cover assignment should be deleted
as well as those who may in the future be considered for a covert

assignment.

.8. Cenel;al

The followmg categorles of information or. spemflc ekamples
may arise in any number of circumstances in documentation re-

. quested by the Select Committees. In all cases, serious consideration

shiould be given by the department or agency concerned to the necessity

“- of deletion or paraphrasing of thls type of information, prior to

providing the document.

(a.) Agent or 1nformant names or operational 1n£ormat10n :

revealing them.

(b) Details which would reveal sensitive methods and
. techniques (1) employed in human source collection, (2)
employed for the physical security protection of the
department's or agency's personnel or physical environment.

' (c) The numBers, locai:ions, times and other indications
of recruitment, attempted recruitment or emplacement of
: perconnel within targeted forexgn orgam&a‘cmns.

“ .
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{(d) Names of particular employees whose physical
safely or future careers might be placed in jeopardy by
* eXposure, -

(e) Foreign or US sources, official or otherwise who ‘
agreed to cooperate under terms of explicit or implied
confidentiality, who would be embarrassed or endangered
o~ by disclosure of their role.

(f) Assumed identities, locations or other information
) pérmitting identification of defectors or refugees who might
AT . be targeted for retaliation.

| . (g) Identifying information on intelligence services of .
friendly and neutral countries and collaboration of those
services with US intelligence agencies.

(b} Identification of technical foreign intelligence
operations of hlgh vulnerability or extreme*y h1g11 pohtlcal
. sen31t1v1ty . ‘ - :

" (i) Details of arrangements with US and foreign banks, -

" investment houses, etc., in support of intelligence operations.

~-(j) Specific information on special relationships with
- _private firms establishéd with the approval of top corporate
officials. This includes names of firms or industrial
‘associations that collaborate in a special manner such as
providing cover for foreign intelligence operations.

(k) Names of firms collabora.ting with US intelligenc;e
‘agencies in collection and assessment programs (espec1a11y
those having large foreign c11ente1es)

-

, (1) Proprietal“y,“ ‘trade secret or patent information,

° « - . . . . : o . .« @
. .t . . - e A
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9. Techniques of Paraphrasing

. Paraphrasing of intelligence material may include the

physical removal of the identity of a person, place or thing from
written communication with or without regard for the residual

content,

Use of a substitute terms is an example of paraphrasing

which permits intelligent continuity of the material without revealing
the true identity. Paraphrasing does not e\tcnd to the use of false
or misleading substitute material.. :

'The integrity of official records must be maintained. The

following paraphrasing techniques apply only to copies of records.

(2) Names may be obliterated, "masked or replaced
with substitute terms, the residual material xeroxed and
the copy submitted to Committees.

(b) The material can be retyped or reprinted with
substitute phrases or substitute descrlpuons wnich do not

. ‘reveal the sens1t1ve materlal

(c). Entire pages can be removed from some documents
and replaced with a blank page carrying only reference '

-“information as to the location of the sensitive material

within the contributing department or agency.

(d) Withi‘ﬁ a category of inquiry, it may be desirable

to extract a complete document from requested material when

the request is broad and all-inclusive within its field. The

'_existence of such a document should be made known to the
Committees but retained by the agency or department for

review under escort of a representative of the department
or agency. :

v’

10. "Management of Documents

L S . B . : ..
R . .- -

The 6riginal record and a copy of the paraphras.'ed version

provided should be readily available in all cases. Materials developed

| WV 85360 [)DCI(I:?;Z‘B&‘QE&.Q Page 17L7

within an agency or department in response to requests should be
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reviewed at an appropriate level for completeness, responsiveness
and accuracy. In the case of documents or materials of a community
nature, the release should be done in coordination with the depart-
ments or agencies and/or the Program Manager concerned an any

paraphrasing should be agreed upon during coordination.

This proposed use of paraphrasing as a special arrangement
to protect selected issues contained in material provided to Select
Committees by one agency may prove to be a futile exercisc if not
practiced in common by all participating departments and agencies.
It is essential to the proposal that departments and agencies attempt
to employ the same criteria for paraphrasing and coordinate as
required. This paper can serve only as general guidelines.

o wre aina

. . . «
-~
. . i
. . . .
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WASHINGTON, D.C. 20310

: S ' ' : I ST et e
Honorable Edward H. Levi o - RECEIVED
Attorney General Lo T . . L
Departmant of Justice - SN . - APR 141875
' . : Lo o INIRAT D
Dear Mr. Attorney General: ' _ B --gJ'J s V‘J

I -7 . A newspaper report in today's Washington Post
T has raised serious questions as to how many rederal
© agencies engage in electronic survelllance and the extent-
‘of such surve11lgnce. . L :
- T At a hearlng en May 23, 1974 before the Subcomﬂlf“e
on Administrative Practice and P*ocedur , Attorney General
-Saxbe testified on this subject. I asked him: *Can you
"~ tell us about any other organizations or governmznt
: -departrments that are involved in any wiretapping at all
. "- today?" The Attorney General replied: 'We do not believe
- . that there is anyone else and the penalties are rather
.. severe,”" (p. 495) I am enclosing a copy of the hearings
for yOL“ convenience. S
‘The recent reports raise questions concerning the
. completeness and clarity of Attorney General Saxbe's
earlier testimony. President Johnson's executive memorandum
of June 30, 1965, requires that federal agencies engage in
wiretapoing only with the prior approval of the Attorney .- i
.. -General. In order to fully answer the questions that have
- “been raised, I request that you provide the Subcommittee.cn
. '.'JAdmlnls*ratlve Practice and Procedure with LHe following._ e
.. anformatlon by Apr_Ll 16: - _ / 7 7 — C/ X
.. e ‘ R :Eiﬂﬂif'h
l. A ‘list of all federal departmentg, agen01eo, bureaug, "
. -divisions, and other units that conduct, have conducted,-or have ‘}5
authority to conduct electronic Jurvelllance of any- type (includingt
wiretaps, bugs, and other uses of any device or apDardtuS which
-can be used to intercept a wire or oral communication). . .- *

. . _ o —— v

ol

T :{?:'

3

-t
d

-1 ""‘Rl”l’ A _.,-..-.....-..(mm\-a M-""'"
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J+ . Honorable Edward H. Levi ' : R o
L *° April 10, 1975 -
- Page 2

2. PFor each agency listed under #1 above the specific
statutory or other authority for the agency's conduct of
) electrOﬂlc surveillance.

'3. For each agency listed under #1 above, all guidelines,
procedures, rules and regulations relating to the conduct
of electronlc surveillance.

4. Por each agency listed under #1 above, a specification
of whether the agency's conduct, or authorlty to conduct,
electronlc survelllance 1ncludeS'

a. Electronic sprvelllance conducted pursuant to a
court warrant obtained under the provisions of sections 2516
and 2518 of title 18, United States Code,

i b. Electronic surveillance conducted without a
court order obtained under the provisions of sections 2516 and
2518 of title 18, United States Code;

- C TN 2.
Coe [ AR A

United States;

‘ d. Electronic surveillance conducted in foreign

countries. ' - : S

. 5. For each agency listed under #1 above, the number of
electronic surveillances in place on Rpril 1, 1975, and the
number of electronic surveillances in place at any time during
the calendar years 1970 through 1974 (with a description of

_ the method used in. computlng these figures).

I am sure you appreciate the need for the questions
.raised by Attorney General Saxbe's testimony to be answered
as quickly and definitively as possible. These questions
demonstrate-once again the need for close cooperation between
the Departnent of Justlce and the Congress.
: Many of the questions oosed in this letter were orlglnally
raised in my letter of October 10, 1973, to Attorney General
Richardson. The Subcommittee requested acd1t10na1 information
: on April 16, 1974, and at the hearing on May 23, 1974. Attorney
- General Saxbe indicated a willingness at the hearing to ‘
provide this information in the near future, but none of
this information has been provided. I am enclosing copies
of the October 10, 1973, and April 16, 1974 correspondence

~ K

N/ 65360 Docld:32989532 Page 173 - "



« g .
. . ks .
. .
. . . . . . k ° .
LS - . N
‘e . I . 0 - N
. . .
. . . .
. s . s .
. -
. . . . .
.

-Honorable Edward H. Levi
April 10, 1975
Page 3

for your convenience, and would aapreciate your letting me
know by when the information requested in these letters and
at the hesaring will be made avallable.

Wiﬁh best wishes.
Slncerely,

y«w,.xl!/\ /’i’i jl J’;{”MN

Edward M. Kennedy

- - -Chairman
. R Subcommittee on Aamlnlsbratlve
. Practice and Procedure
PR o o L T -
{ . .
5 4
i i :
- -‘ \
z 4
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We look forward to hearing from you and to um!\m" the neccqs'lrv arrangements
Jor your appearance, o )
*With best persunal regards, .
’ Sincerely, .. s ; .
. Fowarp ML Kuyyeoy. - .
Chairinun, Suhcommittce on Administrative Practice and Proccidure.
San gL Erves, Jr,

P T ¢ Chairman, Subecanmmitice on Coastitutioral Rights,
’ ’ LT ) . EpMUNpP 8. MUSKIE,
* C, ' . o . Chatrman, Sulicomamitice on Survcillance. -
o oo S . . " U.8. SENATE, .-
: - COMMITTER ON THE JUDICIARY, .’

s o SUBCO\(\IIT[&S: ON ADMINISTRATIVE PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE,

. Wa?hnwtmz, D.C., April 13, 197,

Ion, Joux Davirr,

Chief. Internal Security Scetion, ("rt‘minal Dirisinn,

Washington, D.C.

S Deaw Mg, Davirr: I appreciate your meetm" with me to discuss the nature

- of the requests by the Suleomumiries on .\(lmuusrmru“ Prictice and Procedure

* for materials relating to warrantless electronice surveillances. The purpnse of
this letter, as you requested, is to memorialize the Nubconunittees specitie

I)cpar:ment of Ju.stz('c;

€ The materinls requested are listed in the attached memorandum. OF conrse.
thexse requests are not intendod to be exclusive or exinustive, aud are in addition

to any other requests that may be made by the Subeommitsee.
) 1 appreci.xre your cooperationt in seeking to ensure that these requests be
- met: prnmp iv. If all rhc matetials requested ave not readily available, I would

enety ‘zf“ﬁ'v';(luu— tha matoeriale in incromants ne ther aras

Frevh R
P as~embled g
. <X will look forward to \\'()rlml" with you on- these .md related mqtter\

ith
) Si el i : b :

e o~ o Sincerely; . ;
N o . T I\x:.\u:m M. I\wmr.\\,

' Asswl«nt Counsel. -

- » - ° -

MATERIALS 0¥ WARRANTLESS FLECTRONTC SURVEMLLANCE REQUESTED BY THE
: SUBCOMMITTEE ON ADMINISTRATIVE PRACTICE AND PROCEDLRE -

-7 1, For a representative group of electronic surveillances, please provide the
weaterinls listed under either “\" wr “B” below. By —representative” is meant a
. group that is representative with respect to () the statutory categzories of Necting
L 251103, Title 18, United States Code, useid by the Attorney General in authorizing
the surveillances: (b) the tvpvx of tiargets of the surveithinees: {¢) the ¥ 10 of
surveillance. e.x. telephone. micrephone or other: and (d) the date of authoriza-
tion of rh(» surveillances, both.before and after the Supreme Court decision in

- United States v. United Stutes District Conrt, 307 T8, 207 (1972).
. Al (_op:es of deciments containing: (1) reqrests for authoriziation of elec-
<~ fromie surveillances from the Director of the FBYI 1o the Artorney General: 2)
authorizarions <igned by the Attoraey General: (33 pequiesrs for reauthorizarion
-, - of existing electronic surveillanves from the Direcror of the FBI to the Atrochey
Geperal: ) rveauthorizations sitned Ly the Artorneyr treneral: amd 3 com-
munications hetween the FBIL or the Department of Jostice and a telephone

~

. eompany redarding the instaliation, nutintenance, or dizcontinuance of electronic
e surveillances, These documents’ wonld ke for actual, as opposed 1o hypotheticnl,
sutveilliinees, it not gecessarily surveiliances which arve currently active.

... Names and other data which identify tirgets of the surveillances could be

.oexeised. The dacuments wonld becgiven to the Subicommitiee stafl on o contiden-

tial hasis, and approprinte measures would be faken ro ensare that they remain

cordidential, They could e shown to appropriate staff of the Subeonnuittee

ot Constitutionat Richts and the Foreion Relations Subeotmittee on Surveit-
Ianee under (e snte condition of contidencializy.

R. Copies of the same materials veferred to in “A7 above excent that the

documents would represent hypothetizal, rather than acrual, electronic sprveil-

Lances, The materials would, however, aevurately reflect documents for actual

.
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Furveillances. The materials would be supplied to Subeommittee staff on a non-
cotfidential basis, since ther would represent hypothetical aud not real sur-
veillances. In adilition, the Subeommittee statt would he shown copies of some ~
documents for actual surveillunces (from which names and identifring data
could be removed) in order to compare them with the hypotheticals,

2. Copies of actual or hypnthetical documenrs retlecting each step in the .
preeess of review within the FIXE of a renquest to initinte a w arratitless clectronic

‘o .. surveillance. At the meeting of Februarvy 27th, Divector Kelley referred to at :

least a ten-step process within the FDI for reviewing a request for a wiretap. :
* Director Kelley indicared that there are eonununications to and from the agent
In the field, the agent’s supervizor, the \ssistant Acent in Charge, the Azent in .
" Charge, the supervizor in the appropriate division nf.the FRI, the Unit Chief, ’
the Section Chief, the Branch Chief,.the Assictant Director, the Assistant to the
- Direcmr, and the Director. Lo the extent that there wmay be diffecences in the :
review procedure for *bugs” as opposed to wiretaps, please provide documents -
. reflecting these differences, ’
’ 3. Copxes of any FBI or Department of Justire rnle> regulations, documents
procodu"os. mamials ov portions of manuals relating in any way to rhe initiation,
- installation, coundnet, maintenance. supecvision, approval, authorization, rea- .
* thorization, financing, or discontinuance of warrantless wiretaps or other elee-
tronic surveilianees. e
4, Cop'ws of any documents, rules. rezulations, procedures. mannals or portions
2 of manuals relating to recovd-keeping procedures and imdexes in the FRT or -
the Department of Justice with rcspecc to warrantless electronic surveillnnees, .o

e PP .

.

o L e e " U.S. SE¥aTE. ] : :
PR ) 2 ("O\r\unn:m TITE JUBICTARY,
. L : Stm(.onnnﬂ:r OX ADMINISTRATIVE PRACTICE AND PROCEDCER, ’ .

Wi ashuutan, . C., .lp) il 17, 19..;.

.
AN

W tow

Hon. Wn.unr B. SaxeE, . . L.
Oflice of the Attorney Ceneral. BT A -
- Department of Justice, Washington, D.C. . N IR -
D Drear Mp. Atroryey GENEEAL: I am writing with reference fo me Iotter to r‘xo .
Attorney General of October 18, 1973, ceeking certain informartion abant wa i
rantless electronic. surveillance. .\ copy of thix letter 1x enclosed for your conven-
-ieénce. The information requested wounld expand and update infornmtinn supplied
“to the Subconumittee over the past several years. After six monthys, none of the
Information has yet been provided. X -
In your letter of February Sth. you indieated that every effort was betng made
to obtain the iuformartien I requexted as expeditiously ax possible, At i mneetin:g .

ran

with Subeomunittee swaff Inst month following anr meoting of February 27k .

ile

howerver, the Department stated that it would be willing fo provide only an up-
date of the information provided in 1971 aned 31972, awmd to furni<h this infornna-
tion only to me personully on a conticdential basis. This proposal woulid not meet .
.the Subenmmittee’s requirements, The Subeommittes requiras all the informa- ’
. tion requested, not just an update of that snpi plied two years axo, The informa-
-tien provided on a nonclassified hasis in previons rears shonld be providedon rite .
fame basiz at this time. To the extent that any informaiion i< supplied on a con-
fidential haxis, Subecommittee membeors and staff mnst have aecess ta i,
- .. ¥ am sure you realize that the Subcommittee’s need ror thiz information is
kN press‘x.\. As you are aware, we have been conducting hearings ou wirrantless
" electronie surveillance with the.Subcommittee on Constiturianal Rights and the ‘ -
“ Foreign Relations Subeommittee on Surveillance. In order to effectively exercixe
<our oversight and lezistative responsibilities in this area, we need the base of.
lnformatx.m requested in the lecter.
. X am writing to request that the bulk of the infarmation reque&ted be pro-
.. vided to the Subcommittee no later than April 29 in order to enable the Sub-
o comunittee to analyze the data prior fo our next series of hearines beginning
.Nay Tth, Please contact Kenneth Kaufman, Assistant Counsel, if yout harve any -
que‘»\hons ro:z:trdmz this request,

s . - Thank you in advance for your cooperation in ﬂm matter, With bf.*.‘»'t 'persmml

- regards. . . . .
L Sincerely, .- : . - RN
. LT ’Pm\ ARD M. I\E.\'\rn\
Chairman, Subeommittec an Administrative Practice and Procedure.

. . . r ) * : .
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‘The Honorable Elliot L. Richardson
Office of the Attorney General .

.- Department of Justice T
Washington ‘D.C. 20530 R e

P

L
sy
R A

4

3.'. SR

i

ear Mr. Attovney General' 25 |
- As you know, the Subcommittee on Admlnlstratlve Practlce...~ EL
¥ }

- and Procedure has played an active role in the area of }
;velectronlc surveillance over the past several years, including :
. :dts role in the developmant and processing of the legislation .-
.- which eventually Decveme Title IIT of the Omnibus Crime Control _ T
: and Safre Streets Act of 1968.and its haarlnga on warranuless ;.' o g

PR OLEY
[
'

-On Februaﬂy 5, 19/1 I wrote Attornoy Gencral John Mitchell
, eaklng certain 1ntorm1tlon about electronic surveillance -instal- -
-lations without court orders., The Department was good enough to

<+, 'provide me with most ot the information I sought. The information R
0 extended by the Department was extremely usetul in enlightening = B
- .- both the Committee and the public aoout the eytent and.31gnf1~ - , i

... cance of such surveillance. . . e Dae it Y Eas

Lo, fot

L

A The information sought and supplied dealt only with the
period June 19, 1968 through calendar year 1970. Since then,

S . 0f course, the United States Supreme Court has held that . IR
. - - domlestic security surveillance without a court order is uncon- ' X
o ‘stituticnal, United States v. United States District Court, S
¢ 7. . -407 U.S. 29/ (1972). Shourcly aiter the Supreme Court decision, -
.*". - . our Subcommittec held hearings on warrantless wiretapping, during g -
" which a detailed inquiry was made into the Justice Department's . I

o practices and procedures in implementing the decision. At the ) -
-hearings, Deputy Assistant Attorney Gencral Kevin Maroney x.
testitied that in response to the Supremé Court ruling, a certain .

. number of installations ™in cases involving domestic security,” < i'

to use the description in Mr. Kleindienst's statement ot i

» June 19, 1972, were terminated. In a letter dated August 2, 19/2, x

.. Mr. Na%oney 1nd1cated the numbers of survel‘lances in, place on v

A ' sl e v
) : . " - -
s 4 . o .. 'i~
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" June 29, 1972 in each of the five statutory categories contained
*. in Section 2511(3) of Title 18, United States Code. Also, on :
- -May .14, 1973, Acting Director of the Federal Bureau of Investi--
"gation William D. Ruckleshaus disclaosed information concerning tae
. some 17 wiretaps that had been placed on the telephones of T e ]
7% . newsmen and government uvfficials. T -t
. In order to keep this Subcommittee and the public fully .- =~ - . &.
- informed about this extremely significant aspect of your LT e
_ - “ practices and procedures, would you kindly provide the fol- 2
* -* lowing information as soon as possible, sending us immediately N
. .. those items of information which are readily available, and the &l
=77 remainder when obtained. As I indicated in my February 5, 1871 - £
- "‘1eutcr I recognize that some ‘of the statistics will be based on =
docunents which are classified, but, as earlier, the requests have £
E3?-, ‘been framed so as to admit of answers which should be able to be S
¥ : _unclassified., 2As previously indicated, if you nevertheless see Y
1% - a need to classify any particular answer, please provide it . T
. . l.separately, and it will be handled on a classified basis. -~ . - n iF
i ;,?_', *As used in the Following quest timngs, the torm "electranic % ]
5 ‘s.-surveillance" includes interceptions of "both wire and oral ‘ .
,1?“1 communications. The questions refer only to warrantless elec-’ S
+ .7 " -o-tronic surveillances. : e e cae Q:
) "A. For each of the periods calendar yesr 1971, calendar year R
1972 ~and Januar/ 1, 1973 to September 30, 197), please p“ov1de' &
j .2:;.' 1. The nunber of electronic surveillance 1nstallat10ns ' R
placed in operation or continuing in- operation at any time - D =7
<.7% “during the period, in terms of the number of "premises of -
7, organizations or individuals without regard to the number of "
« - - mxinstrumants whicn may be involved in effectuating the sur-~ ‘ L
;5 "i7 'veillances, ™ to use the description in Mr. Maroney's letter ~ . . e 4
Ft-r7iS of Bugust 2, 1972, I assume that this is the same method of SRR
R : -computation used by Mr. Mardian in his letter of March 1, 1971; AR
.0.% 7 4f it is not, please indicate the method of computation used o R
.. 7 by him and provwde comparable figures for the time perlods S AT
'c:"":ﬁspelelud . ' L. S TR, ‘ ~, ‘. e
S, 7.7 2. Of thése, please provide: B TS - _r
Sowh e a. ' The number of electronic surveillance installations BPEE
77 - .newly placed:in operation during the period; - e T T
Tl ~ b. The number of electronic surveillance 1nstallatﬂ0ns .
e ot contlnulng in operation at any time durlng the period but placed -
* . ¢ din operation during aprior period. . : R
; LRt . : LT, A 2
o4 3. The number of each type of installation, i.e., télephone ;
'~-}, surveillances, microphone surveillances, combination surveillances, )
e fﬁ or other. : ’ < ' .,
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“over six moqths. . . .

,':1nstailed
. installed;

-1nstalled , - B Lo

" - 3ecm~
.- I. .tht: llumuct. Cr CLelTTOn

" ‘maintained or monitored by a y

- dinstalled on domestic organizations and individuals with a

« . ¢’

~

-: The Honorable E'Ll.c Richardson ' ' cen

October 10, 1973 _ ) - R .
Page 3 . - _ S R

4, The number of surveillances installed during each period
which continued for each of the following time categories:
under one week, one week to one month, one month to six months

_ 5. The numbers of electronic surveillances in which: =
-&. One electronic surveillance device was installed;
b. Two electronic surveillance devices were installed;
c. Three to five electronic surveillance devices were
.d. Six to ten electronic surveillance devices were -

€. "More than ten electronic surveillance devices were

6."The total maximum number of surveillances in operation at

Do any one time during each perlod as “eferrhd to in Mr Mardian's
"+ letter of harch 1, 1971. - y T R

< , - - e

Q- " - , T
R o 111--nne ‘-:hQ'l‘-—x'!"nrq rAanAnotaAd

confugsed,

surveillancos ins 1104, u
person or organlzatlon or by any
unit or employee .of any state or local gowerﬂment that were
directed, supervised, made at the request of, made with the
knowledge of, or connected in any weay with any agency or other

~
L=

Loumdt of h° United States govcrnncnt _ e _ﬁ_;“-ﬁ

‘8." The number of W1rctaps or other eTectronlc survelllances
conducted in a foreign ccuntry in which the cbject or target of
the surveillance was a United States citizen and whlchsmrechrecued

-.> conducted, supervised, made at the request of, made with the
. knowledge of, or connect d in any way with any agency or other unit
of the Unlted States g,vernh ent. _ . '

“; . - ..'-._..._

1'§.‘3For each of the periods calendnr year 1971 Jgnuary 1 1972
~*.. to June 18, 1972, June 20, 1972 to December 31, 1972, and T
" January 1 1973 to ertember 30, 1973, p‘ease prov1d .”f,

-2

9, - " The number of elecbronlc suvve111ances that were

‘"installed Ln cases involving domestic security, as defined in
.- United Srates v. United States District Court and as referred to
--in Mr. Kieindienst's statement of June 19, 1972. .

‘b. The number of electronic survelllgnces that were

P installed with respcct to activities of a foreign power or L e
- foreign agents as described in United Statea V. United States
- District Court, 407 U.S. at 322

c. The numbsr of electronic surveillances that were!
“significant connection with a foreign power, its agents or

4
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. Page 4 - ~ ) . . . \ ‘ L
{5‘“agéncies," as delineated-in United States v. United States District
o Court, 40/ U.S. at 309 n.Y, and discussed in the testimony of
PDeputy Assistant Attorney General Maroney before this Subcommittee.
The above 3 categories are intended Lo be mutually exclusive.

§ 40
- b *

ba 4

et

-

tig, ®
.

S 10. a. The particular United States government departments,

e - agencies, bureaus, divisions and other United States government <

syufi .entities .that engaged in electronic surveillance of domestic '

: organluatlons and individuals, as described in Question Ya above.

f{lfﬁf' b. The particular UnluEd States government departments,

';T_ - agencies, bureaus, divisions and other United States government .

e f:} entities that engaged in electronic survelllanece withia the; T
- ¢, continental United States on a toreign power or forelgn agents '

_ ‘as described in Question Sb above. : - LTl T
_,'ﬁf‘ .o c. The particular United States governmcne departments o

,:ﬁﬁlf_agen01es, bureaus, divisions and other United States government

= nol-entities that engaged in electronic surveillance of domestic )

;eif; organizations and individudls with signiticant connection with =~ .

.» [“.ra foreign power, its agents or agenc1ea, as. descrlbed in A S

"o i'Question 9¢ above. T RLE L R
N s With respect to each such department, agency, bureau e

i-division, or cther govemment entity, please provide th° T

i numbers of electronic surveillances 1nsta17ed or in operatlon:‘ o
idurlng each tlme perlod o ",'n,- . Cdna A

LETR L]
M

»
A

L

)

TRy
1 W

LX)

.
[
3.

o,

1]

s A, '.‘Al

Y Y]

U

P 'll. a. Please 1ndlcate whether the flgures prov1ded in - -
S Mr..Mardian's letter of March 1, 1971 included the wiretaps of N
=17 newsmen and government oLr1c1als disclosed by Actlng PBI . *.' R
. Director Ruckleshaus on May 14, 1973, - R T
S b. For each period, olease 1nd1cate the total number ot

?other electronic surveillances conducted, directed, Ssupervised

'made at the request oi, made with the knowledge oL, or connected
iin any way with the FBI or the Department of Justice -that were

‘not included in the figures prov1ded 1n Mr. Mardlan's letter - B
-.of March 1, 19/1. . : R SR R W

.
b
rwt l\‘rl!: u‘l[: o

Ny gt Sy
}

.
Wy o
[

Pe. 2. on June 5, 19/3, the White House released figures on the
_:number of national security wiretaps installed since 194b, reported
3jat page H 4343 of the Congressional Record. These figures seem :
~inconsistent with those supplied to me by the Department on ; LT E
s March 1, 19/1. In addition, the figures are unclear in certain key
x;_ﬂ. re3pects. I would therefore appreciate your supplying the following
;H,Z- 1nforna*1on with respect to the flgures released by the Whlte House: -

jﬁﬁj.;;ﬁj'” : “Do the years 1ndlcated refer to flscal or to calendar
;ﬁfwmm? . B

v ST b. Do the totals include wnterceptlons other than by :

. telephone w1retaps~—e g., microphone surveillances, etc, ' .

'j B ¢. Do the figures reter tu the sum of all 1ntercept10ns

=N 1n operation during the year, or only to those in operatlon as

T of a certain date--e.g., December 3lst

P L . L8
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- AR . M
.o N N S . .. ..

e ‘The"Honorable Elliot T.Richarson ' C el e
“ - October 10, 1973 N
- Page 5 . ' . o T

. d. Do the figures refer to the number of premises at
_which interceptions were made, the number of persons who were
the primary targets of such interceptions, the number of )
listening devices installed, or some other number? S
) e, For each of the years involved, do the frigures e
refer to wiretapping by all governmental agencies or only by
..._.the Federal Burcau of Investigation? 1If the reference is to
~.."" agencies other than the F.B.I., please indicate which agencies.
How many of the interceptions rcrerred to related to organlaed
. crlne investigations? .
Dt £. If the answers to the above questions do not T
explain the inconsistencies between the figures released by .~ = . .-}
. :the VWhite House and those supplied to me, please indicate any o
-other explanation that may account for the dlirerences.

PR

.”-*:' .13, a. Pleacse provide the number, names and the present o

jn}}f status of all criminal pTOSGCUtlonS in which electronic o I
.+ - surveillance was used in any way in cases involving domestlc oL UL

;:,', security, as described in Question Sa above. BRI
'="~ . 'b. Deprty Assistant Attorney General Maroney tesrlrled

_ berore this Subcommittee that 1n"pract¢cally all cases™ in which

.;? ‘a criminal cerendant was overheard without a warrant, the .

'-‘governﬂewt disclosed the surveillance to the trial court. Please

.35 dnadlcate the number, names, and the present status of any cases

.g_gfﬂin which an electronic surveillance of a criminal defendant was’' -
made but in which such a disclosure was not made to the trial S e

i7 court., Please also specify the nature of any standards and o ’

.~ procedurass adopted by the Department to ascertaln and revlew ) . s

R such cases. o . . ﬂ”..gc{gf.:;*“'. 2

14, With respect to all electronic survelllances newly 1nsta11ed

between January 1, 1973, and September 30, 1973, please indicate - DT
o the number of surveillances authorized under each of the five -
ﬁjy]" statutory categories contained in Section 2511(3) of Title 18,

.. United States Code. Please alsc provide the same intformation with
-.‘reSpect to all electronic surveillances in place on September 30,
1973, regardless of when they were installed. C e v¢?a:ﬂ

..+, 15, a. “Please set forth the standards and procedures that
~¥.: 7. the Department has adopted with respect to assuring compliance . :
.. with the Supreme Court decision in United States v. United States ’ 2
" District Court. Please also indicate the nature and timing Of ) .-
. any changes in the Department's practices and procedures in S -
“. % this respect: B AT S
e b. ‘Please indicate the nature of any standards or o o
P procedures adopted by any other department, agency, bureau, soe s
L.~ " . divisien, or any other entity of the United States government ’
" ;-to assure compliance with the Supreme Court decision.

Al

o, W e,
¢ 44w

DIST Y TN

il

Le
s

« s . . . . ‘ K L
s . . . . - 4 . . e, - . . .
F T T - . . - L - . . :
. . . - . N ..
. y ¢ ¢ LT . B et .. L. :
e . . . o - . . P P . PR
R .0 .- . . . . A T
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f e

' " : ' . T e
"-szbe HonovabTe ElllOt LgRichardson . .. ‘ :
Gctobey 10, 1975 (@) . - @
Paqe °5~ B o o T . e
LR I realize that I am requesting a substantial amount of
" information, but as you can well understand, this is a matter-
- of great current public significance. It is not only
“dmportant that the Congress be kept fully intormed, buL also
* that the public be reassured that the Attorney Gcneral ‘has full ‘'
. - knowledge and control -over the mechanisms of our government
.+ .that directly arrect the constitutional rights of our citizens. )
"+ Accordingly, I am transmitting this letter in the spirit ot
" cooperation between the Department and the Congress stressed
“. by Dbeputy Attorney Genecral Ruckleshaus at. his confirmation P
- hearings before the Judiciary COnmlttee. : A LA.___;; ﬁf.;" :

N i 5 very rnuch aoprec1ated the promptness "of the’ Department’ -

o resoonse to my initial inquiry two years ago. I assume SN :
that much of the intormation requested in this letter is readlly
"available. 1Insofar as some of the intormation may not be

7 immediately available; a prompt response with respect to such |

;}' ~information as is readily available would-be appreciated, with .

.. - the remalnlnj information prov1dgd at a later date. .- '

_With best wishes. LT T 3?:?' :35}1ffy;;f.

LU -~

-,f5-= oo e ol Sinceredd . s S

CILEL e ' Edfdrd H. Kennedy
T .. . Chairman
S - Subcommittee on Admfsistrative
o S ' Practice and Procedure
_ . L H
- 4 . . N
. o« % E
) . . . - : "
" ; - ' ’ \" :,' s 1 : ‘:‘
O R - . i . AL = Te
¥ . . ' : B
R . . . . r RS
' e : : :
RN ’ . ¢ N iheiy]
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~INTELLIGENCE COMM STAE

rl

’ } / 30 April 1975 £d Mo Cyoif
/ ]

£

NOTE FOR: Mr., William Cregar
Federal Bureau of Investigation

1 ol y !
~ / & e” :

. Sty =

]
'

|
Lo This correspondence has been sent to
i

~ Senator Church,
Jokn*M. Clarke

Asébciate Deputy to the DCI
for the Intelligence Community

Attachments:
Two letters dated 29 Apr 75
from Mr, Colby to Sen, Church -
G .
L 16 3722
[ RE-G'- 106 s B
at‘f“if"{ﬂ - /
/}ﬁ 2
Y
lg‘V

-
o
INFORMATION
BANAT W5 ‘
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‘Deaar Senator Charchs

K ‘ , ' . ’ A
Iy ’ 4 ) Y ’ . .
. . - ;

THE DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20508 '

99 A?mg?S '

.

’,Z',; Honoxable Frank Church, Chairman

Select Committee to Study Cb*;»mmantal Operations
with Respect to Intslligence Activities

United States Senaks '

Washingtoa, 3, ©, 28510

3

4

-

-~
.

‘ I‘havs your regnast of 22 April for #dditional material, and we
are workimg to make it avallable t6 your staff as soon as possible. I’
belisve we will be abls to meet vour-ten~day time reguirement with ths
excaprtion of the matarials outlined in paragraphs 4 and 8. While the
Ageacy’s responses o paragraph 3 aMohi-i‘ satizfy part of your reguest
in paragyaph 4, a fnll'response will reguirs 2 file seaxch and review,
which cannot be accomplished in ten days. We donot have ssparatad
the responses to Dirsctor S¢hlesinger’s leiter of § May 1973 as batween
! senior oparating officials' and “all employees o exz-em.aioyaes re-

ponsea. Ve tan of course provide you what we bave as a'staxt. =

]
N

The answars to mosi of the nine parts of pazagraph 8 will involve -
a carsfoul file search and a car=ful zeview fox sensitive sources and - -
methods informatiod. We will do our best, but 2 full anawaxr to para~ -

graph 8 will require moxs than %:en days.

We have fox othsr parts of your reguest sumumarized matazial.
whickh w2 will provide so that your staff can discuss with us the hest
way of procesding agalnst the more voluminous backup data. - For ex- -
ample, in one instance.the backup to the surmmary involves as many as |
20, 908 index cavds, ' In ancther, the basic data involves a roomful of .
miniaturized data. Wo n2sd to be cerviain as to the preciss concern of

the Committes in these matiers in order to respond with tha laast dis
ruption to the work of the Agency and to help the s?:az.t to undeazstand
whnethey thay have asked the right guesti on. .

THs materials requesied in paragraphs 5 aad 10{a} are in the

ergate reports, I would hopa your siaffs could acguire this data
frgm the published versions of those reposxis. : i

“““"“g“ b 55540 7




T

wh N . ‘,A . .
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'v‘y\!‘ M{ . ‘ ‘

M .
. -

As the inguiry progresses from 2 documentation phassa fo inter~
view phasss, it will become even rmozxa important to adhere to the
general agresment we have with your staif to have preliminady consul-
tations and discussions priox to a formal requast by the Commities. In

- this way we can promote 2 batler understanding of the work involved
and establish reasonable time {rames as well,

Sincarely,
\ . L

a , ‘ W, E, Colby
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! R THU‘RECTOR OF CENTRAL lNTELL!G:x\s

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20505

29 APR1975.

Lhe Honorable Frank Church |
Chairman
Select Comumittee to Study Governmental

Operations with Respect to Intelligence

‘Activities
United States Senate
Washington, D. C. 20510

Dear Sena.tor Church:

I be\heve it would be usafuJ: if I placed on the record the
situation W1th respect to your 12 March request.. I regret
that you con51dered it necessary to issue public criticism.of
CIA's efforts tb meet’ your, nee;ds As of this writing, the major
portion of that request for CIA-originated rdaterial has been
met and, I believe, in a respo.x_’zsive manner. B

At our meeting of 22 Alpril,'we agreed that if your .
investigators could review materials -at the CIA Headquarters,
it would e\pedrt'e the inquiry and lessen the amount of material
which otherwise would have to be paraphrased, a process which -

takes a substantial amount of time. Special office space and access:

badges have been provided for this purpose. I agreed that, should
specific documents or parts.thereof be requested to be sent to
the Senate Select Committee offices, the Agency would prepare
these as expeditioxisly as possible without sacrifice to the
security considerations consistent with our earlier understanding
of the need to protect sources and I‘nethod.s: from undue risk of
exposure. Ialso gave you my assurance that we would assist in:
the clearance of multi-agency papers involving CIA, some of
which are on your-earlier request, : .

A speed-up in the Agency's paraphrasing process is
being undertaken, although as you can appreciate, this involves
senior personnel with heavy demands for substantive work, and

J oo ) /(4 3 75’-. /O
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the volume of the material you have requested is considerable.

At our meeting, I showed you a list of the materials that have
already been provided, and Mr. Miller has been kept advised
about the status of other materials.

In discussing some of the concerns of people in the
Intelligence Community about the procedures addressed above, -
you agreed to raise with the Committee the question of ultimate
disposition of materials provided. I understand that this is in
train. In this connection, I was very much appreciative of you
r‘éassurapgze that you and the Committee members will consult
with me ‘prior to the release of any classified materials in
public statements or unclassified reports of the Committee.
Such consult"affcion is consistent with the spirit of the inquiry.

- . .-
3

I believe our staffs are working well tégether. There
have been the usual inherent problems that one can expect in
an investigation of this scope’. Because the Select Committee
staif personnel engaged in the inquiry are relatively new to the
field of intelligence and to the seriousness of the inquiry,
expectations dre ambitious, But there is something to be said
for both sides of the equation. For example, we await the
convenience of your investigators on selective follow-up matters
on which they had requested further data. Meanwhile, we have urged
and are providing the staff with detailed briefings by way of introduction
to the Agency's history and functions. I am personally convinced

that direct discussions about our work and about specific instances

of interest to the staff investigators will be far more direct and
productive to them (saving us much useless work) than engaging
in debates about massive document transfer requests.

To that end, I am very anxious to renew and by this letter
I would repeat my request to you that the Committee move
ersonally and directly into the inquiry at an early date. I am
delighted that you and the Committee are coming to visit our
headquarters for a discussion of the Intelligence Community
and the Agency and for an exchange on the precise interests which
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particular Committee members have concerning the inquiry. We
need to understand the specific objectives the Committee seeks

and relate these to the priorities of the materials you will need,

I believe we can be helpful if we know these. Again, I am convinced
that the constructive long-term contributions that we both envisage
from the Select Committee's work will derive in a far more concrete
fashion by focusing on specific and major questions about intelligence
rather than consuming an inordinate amount of time reviewing the
details of all of our past history. In that way our main energies

and our judgment can be addressed to what kind of intelligence we
want in our free society of the fui;u_ffe’% rather than what we may

“have had ‘'in the past..

5 Sincerely,

*
.- '

3 _ . y

o, | W. E. Colby
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. e en ¢ " FRANK CHUNCH, IDAHO, CHASRMAN - ) . " . ‘ E:‘mhvg NEWR UL
b JOHN G, TOWER, TEXAS, VICK CHAIAMAN - . M - '.
PHILI» A, HART, MICH, HOWARD H. RAXER, JR., TENN. : . - .
WALTCR F. MONDALE, MINN, BARRY COLDWATER, ARLZ,
WALTEH D, HUODLESTON, KY.  CHARLES MC C. MATHIAS, ST, MO. . ,Z.___..._..__-.- -
NROARNRT MOACAN, N.C. RICHAMO S, SCHWEIXER, PA, Q
CAnY HaBT. Coto ' ,Jf'rtticfié Siates ,%enaie
WILLIAM G, MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR h —
FREOZRICK A, O. SCHWARZ, Ji., CHIEF COUNSEL —
CUNTIS Re SMOTHENS, MINORITY CCUNSZL, . SELECT COMMITTER TO
) STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH Ad Yoc Staf
. . RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES "
CPURSUANT TO S. RES. 21, $5TH CONGRESS) AR L/ .

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 . N ——————

‘April 2%, 1975

Mr. Wﬁlllam Z. Colby

- Pirector of Central Intelllgence .
.. Central Intelligence Agency . ‘ =
" Washington, D. C. 20505 S '

.:Dear Director Colby:

e o Op behalf of the Senate Select Committee to Study Govermmental
Y+ ', Opérations with Respect to Intelligence Activities, I enclose a
g . specification, furnished to John Clarke yesterday, which calls for
' _.ﬁ certain material referred to in your. Decexber 24, 19Tk -report to
.- -+ ~the President and provides further detail concerning certaln CIA
~«+ . material heretofore requested. Obviously it is not intended to
' ' -limit what we have already requested '

It is th Commlttee's expectatlon that all this mauerlal .
' shoula be produced in ten days. o ‘ T .

I was heartened by the snmrlt of cooperation demonstrateﬁ in
your perbonal reassurances in our nmeeting on April 22, 1975, and
I understand that substantial materizl was made available to us
today a2t the CIA. However, the fact remains that too nwuch material
called for in our document request remzins outstanding and the
system apparentl; being. employed to clear material for us builds
in excessive delays. A necessary prerequisite to owr inguiry
proceeding expeditiously--as it should to restore public confidence
in our intelligence agencies and develop a new national consensus
on the proper functions of 1ntelllcence aCulV1uj~-lS to eliminate
these delays. .

-

Enclosure
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o PR MATERIAL TO BE SUPPLIED TO
o . THE SENATE SELECT COMITTEE BY THE CIA

Specification of CIA Material Relating To
Director Colby's Decewmber 22, 19Th Report
and Director Colby's Januvary 15, 1975 Senate Testimony

. The Committee's original request. to the CIA should have

-

Y

"been interpreted to cover all of the Tollowing in that the Coz:-mittée

oo requested all material underlying Director 'Colby's 'January_l5,‘ 1975
- o testimony ‘oef&re the Se'néte Appropriations: Committee, "In any event,
Director Colby's report of December 2k, 157_1;, nakes clear. that 511"
the following materiél is c.entral to the Committee's mandate. "I’he
' : CIA is requésted forthwith to sup;ély the foZ_Llo.wing sas well as tl.le
.n':at-erial wnich tl‘xey have already collected in responsé to the _

o _ Committee's March 12 request.

2Tvd
TV

EIRE
TERS

1. All of the instructions on "Questionable Activities"

-

-

4

o 61
G5

-,

A8
S

R
e
OEE
¢

vhich were issued by Director Colby in 1973, or thereafter, except

for the "selected group of attachments"” which were included in the

“

£\;§:’: By
. ;
‘

'Colby Report and thus already furnished to the Committee.

¥

B3
2. All files relatiné to the following "questionable & %égg -
ac'tivi'ties'f which vere mentioned in the attachments to the Colby :%@’0‘\
Report: ' N i e .
. . (&) Project MHBOUED II (and any other project rc.e'laLting
7; “to "'?enetration of Another Government Agency"). ‘ : . , ‘. 'f':

(b) "Reporting on Dissident Groups". . : ‘ )

s .

(c) Projects I»i’ockingbird, Celotex I znd Celotex 1T (and

© .

.

‘e
d
. -
.
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( ' : any other'i_oroje‘c‘cs relating to “eurvei’ lance, . telephone tap, )
. surrept:f.t:.ous entry or other actlon" taken on ‘oehalf of the
Agency agalnst U.S. citizens 1n the United States)
(a) Project Merrimac {ox’ any o‘ther pro:}ect relatlng to

the * penetrat:.on of domestlc groaps)
(e) Postal Service: (the files relatlng to penetra.tlon
_of the mail", mail opening or mail cover). . e

3. A reports made by CIA's "senior operating officials”

in response Lo Director Schlesinger's letter of -May 9, 1973, asking

- *

for i‘epoi‘ts on activities which "might be construed to be outside
the (CIA'S) legislative charter . ' e

oL 34 A1l employee or’ ex—employee responees to the same

~ .. ‘letter as well as responses to tHe "standing order" referenced in
‘ - . the letter and calling for such material in the. fulure.

5. All-files rela;ting to CIA's participation in the
"so-called Huston Plan" (refereeced on page 2 of Diree‘.;qr COlby'e
'Repo;:’t). ' ‘ f~ S B " ':. «
' 6. Annex A of the Colby Repcrt (re "Coverage of Subversiv-e |
-Student") _ IR P SN A
‘(a) Any memozeanda‘ by Richaré. Ober on the ’e'stablilshment : |

(1) Systems for ceord_ina‘tion of a_cti;vitiee

{2) Dissemination of materisl

{3) Regular reporting on activities

¢
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Kardmessines' memo,

- T. Annex C.,

: progfmh.

memo.

" - ' Links with American Dissidents)

‘mentioned in the memo from Mr. Ober.

. filing by the Special Operations Group.

projects.

1

NYY-65360D5eldz32989532 Page 192

9

(

" activities of “radicals and black wmilitants®.

Gy

BN .f: . tblthg Special Operations Group, and a list of all program

S targets, all operational projects and all individual Agent

)

C“ S ."{b) - The interim report suggested by paragreph 3 of Mr.

(b)° An index of all projects developed by the Special

.~ "% .7 .. Operations Group or by Agency Divisions in support of this

‘Bpecial Operations Group as described in paragraph-5 of the
8. Annex D. (Speciqerperations Group--Possible Foreign

{2) A 1list of all "organizations of interest™ to the

Spécial Operations Group, including but not limited to those
_-(b) A list of all topic‘headings or subjects used for

(q) A 1list of all individuals or groups either "speciai

.(a) Any materials prepared for the review by the Director,

: noted in paragraph 1, of Agency efforts to monitor international

©0 7. (e) A list of 211 agencies which had data links with the . -

targets" of the Special Operations Group or of "special concern". .
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" I\l

S (@) The materials vhich constitutes or underlies the
Ystanding requirements” for information from the Special
.Operations Group by the FBI, Secret Servite, end Immigration
and Naturalization éervice. . vz

| (e) Any doouuents consisting of or releting‘to FBi'.
r.comhents on the "adequacy and relevancy"!of Special Operations

' Group information, R ;1'1 J3:“ ';-f“.3l.°

(f) Any repo*ts 'aver the 51gnature of the Director of

. CIA" based on Spec1al Operatlons Group information dlssemlnaued

to elther the Whlte House the Secretary of State, the At torney

. General and the FBI.

(g) Any reports, specxal studles, or estlmates requested

a and prepared by the Spec1al Operations Group for’ the Pre31dent
his Counsel, or the Attorney General and for the Intelllgence

Evaluatlon Comm;ttee.

PR

(h) A deseription of the audlo‘procram of the ope01al
Operatlons Group. ‘ i . |
(i) nhe "formal Table of Organlzaulon of the Snec1al
Operatlons Group..
| - 9. Annex E
The.complete "Allegatione and Auswers“ series;

J0. Annex F

‘e . - »-

{(2) ‘The reports from the CIA on Agency activities

Ygith respect to Mr. Howard Hunt and other parties® which were

L
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made available to "the aporopriate law enforcement bodies™.

(b) Any "information" assembleé by the Inspector General
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2 - Mro S. F' Phillips

\f April 30, 1975
i MATERIAL FOR SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC) b
+ » THVESTIGATING IWTBLLIGENCE ACTIVITIES !
e T S T — K> 4
1. TITLE/SUBJECT: Organization of the FBI @Wgﬂﬂ* oY
_\gﬂ- Ux"%w” »
2. ORIGINATING ORGANIZATION: FBI o \

"'m &:S'm‘

3. NATURE OF MATERIAL: Letterhead memorancdum with an
enclosure, FBI Functional Organization Chart

4. DOCUMENT CLASSIFICATION: Unclassified -
5. MATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATION STAMP: NA
6. SUMMARY OF CONTENTS:

Letterhead memorandum serves as a cover communication
to the FBI Organization Chart which was prepared 1/14/75;
and advises of certain changes in persomnel since 1/14/75.
Chart identifies all FBI officials from Director down through
all Assistant Directors and their respective areas of responsi-
bilities; identifies all Sections in all Divisions with
indication of type of matters handled in Section; and includes
a list of all 59 FBI field offices, ach

;«x
7. REQUESTER/DATE OF REQUEST: SSC. 3/19/75 g)éa \ ~j;&

L
i

8. RELEASING AUTHORITY:NE¥ei0S .0 /746 544, N E}‘ ’\

9. DATE OF SUBMISSION: 4/9/75 16 MAY 7 1g75

10. LOCATION OF FILE COPY: FBI file 62-ﬁ'é‘§9’5‘f’69f S

11. HONE.

%A
ESFP :ekw ~(4)
"NOTE: 0r1g1nal via llalson to Central Community Index in

A, ROOM ] TELETYPE UNIT [ . GPO 934346

Dochd: 32989532 Page 185 ‘
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2 - Mr. S. F. Phillips
April 30, 1975

¢/

{

k; MATERIAL FOR SEVATE.SELECI.COMMITIEE (SSC)
= INVESTIGAIEEE»E@i?ELEQPNCE ACTIVITIES

/}/{; T i O e N e I

1. TITLE/SUBJECT: Legal Authorities of the FBI

j%g 2. ORIGINATING ORGANIZATION: FBI -
E? 3. NAEURE QF MATERIAL: Letterhead memorandum with /
™ ;} enclosures deseribed below
#égé?% 4. DOCUMENT CLASSIFICATION: Unclassified
| g% J 5. MNATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATION STAMP: NA
| f?g N 6. SUMMARY OF CONTENTS:
’ 3 (a) Untitled memorandum from Attorney General

s
Sy

ATT TN
DATE

Ramcey Clark to FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover, 9/14/67,
dealing with FBI authority for investigations relating

to riot situationsc.

(b) Two untitled memoranda dated 8/24 and 25/36

from FBI Director Hoover recording instructions received
from President Franklin D. Roocevelt concerning FBI authority
for investigations of subversive activities, particularly

relating to communism and fascism.

(¢) Untitled memorandum from FBI Director Hoover
to Assistant té the Director E. A, Tamm, 9/10/36, concerning
FBI authority for investigations of subversive activities,

assec.ov. __particularly comminism and fascism, and the FBL function for
Dep. AD Adm. theo coordination of such investigations with Army and Favy &5/‘—

Dep. AD v, ___

A;;&lamm;ntelligence and State Department. Lo =/ 2 fxﬂﬂuum

Comp. Syst, .___ 13 » - Jf'

P TSERrelare Ry )y dt REC- 100 2 NAY 7 1g75

e om0 LTI SEE NOTE_PAGE TWO
oL S e

Ident. _
Inspection ijj égf )

Intell. "lv" fx;? ; Ve ’,‘J
Loboratory é ; K A7
Plan. & Eval, * L‘ ’
(’r
. '
¥ ‘,q

Spec. Inv,
Training
Legal Coun.

Telephone Rm. ...

Director Sac'y __. MAIL ROOM[ ] TELETYPE UNIT[ ]

Sk 624ith Dol 22089532 Page 196 )




e ¢

(d) Presidential directives dated 9/6/39 and 1/8/43
(Precident Roosevelt); 7/24/50 (President Truman); and 12/15/53
(President Eisenhorer). The first of the Roocevelt directives
designated the FBI as coordinator of all lav enforcement in
the U. S. regarding cspionapge, :abotage and ncutrality matters;
the :tecond Rodcevelt directive reiterated the firct. The Truman
directive was a reiteration of the prior Roorevelt directives.
The Eicenhover directive expanded upon the previour dircctives
to include Atomic Energy Act viclations.

7. REQUESIER/DATE OF REQUEST: SSC. 3/19/75

8. RELEASING AUTHORITY: FBI

9. DATE OF SUBMISSIONi: 4/4/75
10. 1OCATION OF FILE COPY: UTUBI file 62-116395-47
11. RELATION TO INTELLICENCE COMMUNMITY PROBLEMS:

Some of the documents disecuss role of the FBI as the
coordinating agency in connection with the activities of other
intelligence community agencies: Army and Havy Intelligence,
and State. Also, in the Presidential directive of 12/15/53,
there i: stated the I'BI responcibility for investigating all
vioclation: of the Atomic Energy Act.

NOTE: Original via liaison to Central Community Index

———————

in connection with Senstudy 75.
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2 - Mr. S. F. Phillips

May 1, 1975

o= ol aciebiprrety

~t% INVESTIGATING INTELLIGENCE ACTiVIYiES

T Ao - e |
ey s,

3
/// MATERIAL FOR SEHATE SELECT COMMITITE (SSC)
/

TN St S Ko

-1. TITLE/SUBJECT: Legal Authorities of the FBI

2, ORIGINATING ORGANIZATION: FBl1 ,[ e

DI S

3. NATURE OF MATERIAL: ILetterhead memorandum (IHM) with
enclosure. described below, including exhibits to enclosure ,
some of vhich are classified '"Confidential.!

4, DOCUMEWT CLASSIFICATION: Confidential
5. NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATION STAMP: Should have

. 100 -
REC G2 -1 278 /0(7/
Under cover of an IHM, there was forwarded to the
SSC an FBI "Intelligence Division Position Paper on Jurisdiction,"
dated 2/13/75. The purpose ofxthepaper is to set forth an
analysis of the investigative authority granted by Presidential

6. SUMMARY OF CONTENTS:

e
f- g o Directives, the Mational Security Council, and orders of the
;S:‘E;; Attorpney General, as well as to list statutes from which the | e
; ~ FBI driaws investigative jurisdiction in the security and
N intelligence area of operation. The LHM noted that certaimyy v 1975
exhibits to the paper vere exiracted because of '"Third Agency
Rule" requirements and that approvals were being soughtwfor =
clearances to subsequently furnish the excluded exhibits, 4
roe o1 7. REQUESTER/DATE OF REQUEST: SSC. 3/19/75 _ '3/ '7/5
Dep..A[;r.Adm. —- /
poep A v — 8. RELEASING AUTHORITY: FBI TN )L >
Admin, ‘ i
. pmesm— 9, DATE OF SUBMISSION: 4/10/75 A0
Files & Com, __ - :-
en. Inv, _. . / “T‘ i
¢ —SFP ek’ uj L (}'
Inspection ____(4) -
Intell.
Laboratory -‘;62"‘116395 SEE IIOTE PAGE T"IO
Plan. & Eval, )
Spec. lnv, 1 “'\’.L
Training i v/
Legal Coun.
Telephone Rm, __
Bjrector facly .= WEROOM[:} TELETYPE UNIT [ GPO 57154

45%50  Dbcld:32989532 Page 198




> r

10, IDCATION OF FILE COPY: FBI file 62~116395-~78
11. RELATION TO INTELLIGENCE COMMUNWITY PROBLEMS:

This study encompasses Agreements and Presidential
Directives as well as Interdeparimental Intelligence Conferemce
and Interagency Committee on Internal Sccurity documents issued
as supportive evidence in delincating the investigative jurise
diction of the FBI.

NOTE: Original via liaison to Central Community Index
in connection with Senstudy 75.
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Assoc. Dir,
Dep-A.D.-Adm..... |
Dep-ADInVe.. #
Asst, Dir.:

Admin. ___
Comp. Syst. .
BExt. Affairs ..

Files & Com. . §
Gen. Inv. e __ b
Ident, .
Inspection
Intell, ...
Laboratory _____
Plan. & BEval. __
Spec. Inv.
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2 - Mc. S. F. Phillips

a1, 1975
,.w-i'2 i O
) {' MATERIAL FOR SENATE_SELEGI COMMITIEE (SSC)
y —; INVESTIGATING INIELLIGENCE ACIIVITIES
/-—-—"‘

1. TITLE/SUBJECT: Jurisdictional Agréemehts
2. ORIGINATING ORGANIZATION: FBI

3. NATURE OF MATERIAL: Ietterhead memorandum with
enclosures described belorvr.

4. DOCUMENT CLASSIFICATION: Unclassified except for
one enclosure dated 2/7/66 classified "Secret."

5. HATIOWAL SECURIIY INFORMATION STAMP: Should have
6. SUMMARY OF COLTENTS:

Enclosures are copies of various documents constituting
jurisdictional agreements between the FBI and other Federal
agencies or guidelines prepared by the Attorney General with
reference to investigative responsibilities between the FBI
and other Federal agencies in the security field generally.

The specific documents are as follows:

(a) Delimitations of Investigative Duties of the
FBI, the Office of Naval Intelligence, the Intelligence Division
of the Army, and the Office of Special Investigations, Inspector
General, U, S. Air Force, dated 2/23/49, with certaln supplemental

agreements. ~EC. 105 (;,52 w//é 3 /,.5 /Q

(b) Agreement between the FBI and CIAAaated 2/]%66
e maclassified “Secret." vy

Dep. AD Adm
Dep. AD Inv. ___

Asst. Dir.:

o Din (c) Agreement between the FBI and Secret‘geerce
comp. syst. —@ffoctive 7/30/73

Ext. Affairs ____
Files & Com. ...

Gen. Inv. ~—-—SFP eICW g‘{ Li, W}] X

{&}%

Inspection .__(4)

Intell.

Laborator: 62 116395

L QRN
Plan. & Eval.
Spec. Inv.

Training

Legal Coun.
Telephone Rm.

‘_Dirocfo Sog” MAEL ROOM [} TELETYPE UNIT ] GPO 574-546
«‘ﬁmf«ﬁ;&&) Docld:32989532 Page 201




(d) Investigative guidelines with reference to
Title 11, Organized Crime Control Act of 1970, Regulation
of Explosives, prepared by the Attorney General, submitted
by letter to the FBI 1/11/73.

7. REQUESTER/DATE OF REQUEST: SSC. 3/19/75. y
8. RELZASING AUTHORITY: FBI ;
9. DATE OF SUBMISSION: 4/8/75 -
10. LOCATION OF FILE COPY, FBI file 62-116395-65
11, RELATION TO INTELLIGENCE COMMUITITY PROBLEMS: !
Thege agreements and guidelines have direct bearing
on the scope of responsibility of other intelligence community .
members and are in the nature of controls for both the FBI and ’

other community members vhere common interests and responsi- 1
bilities are present.

NOTE: Original via liaison to Central Community Index
in connection with Senstudy 75.
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2 - Mr. S. F. Phillips

May 1, 1975
o o
T MATERTIAL FOR SENATE SELECT COMMITIEE (SSC)
! j/ {i» TNVESTIGAT ING I WmGE‘NCE“I"CTIVILIES .
{ Sanat i
" 1, TITLE/SUBJECT: Organization of the FBI b

2, ORIGIWATING ORGANIZATION: FBI

Iy pit/E

U

3 ¢

S f”’QL 3. HATURE OF MATERIAL: Letterhead memorandum (LHM)

= )

2 a0 .

Sgg?;,, 4, DOCUMENT CLASSIFICATION: Unclassified ,

5 U B3 ,

o <3

5’}7 f Y 5. NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATIOW STAMP: NA ;- \'\
& nd .

E g,'{ 6. SUMMARY OF CONTENTS:
=P .
§§ ;%: LHM refers to a request for the titles and number

of FBI field Agents assigned to internal security, intelligence
collection, and/or counterintelligence matters, operations, or
activities, together with the percentage of total Agent manhours
devoted to such matters, IHM advises that a current survey of
all FBI field offices had been made to obtain the desired data
but that since the information is considered hipghly sensitive,
it was not being furnished directly to the SSC, but being
maintained in ‘the Intelligence Division at FBIHQ available

for review by appropriately cleared personnel of the SSC

Staff upon request, KEC- 106 V.
7. REQUESTER/DATE OF REQUEST: s::c 3/19/75 ) ':;‘%“
Wt R ¢
A w7
8. RELEASING AUTHORITY: FBI N ot ;ﬂ,@afi
AsSsoc. Dir, ‘5 ’
Dep. AD Adm. 9. DATE OF SUBMISSION: 4/21/75 16 LAY 7 1975

Dep. AD Inv, .__
Asst, Dir.:

Admin,

Comp, Syst, ___

Ext. Affairs ...

Files & Com. . 11l. RELATION T9 INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY PROBLEMS: MHone.

Gen. Inv.

:::P;T“-G 2~116395 o

el ——SFP seky (G ’

o el —NOTE : Original via liaison to Central Community Index in
connection with Senstudy 75. 1"‘; " ’ C/:f

10, LOCATION OF FILE COPY: FBI file 62-116395w82 meeme Smmwr

Training
" Legal Goun,
TelephgRm. __

. bu ot ﬁ%&'ﬁr{ooml:l TELETYPE UNIT [__] ‘
U
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